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Wivenhoe Town Council’s position on the proposals as laid out in the ‘Issues and Options’ 
Consultation February 2015 are based upon our Neighbourhood Development Plan of 2008 with 
further input from our Panning committee.  These views do not reflect on the forthcoming 
Neighbourhood Action Plan and any post referendum stance thus created. 

We are deeply saddened that none of these options offered Wivenhoe the choice of no further 
expansion.  It is our belief that our Town has suffered from excess development in recent years.  
There are no longer any brown field sites to develop leaving miniscule amounts of infilling and 
attacking our green spaces as the only viable development spaces.  We are vehemently opposed to 
further development in our Town.  Moreover we do not understand why this plan centres on 
Wivenhoe and Tiptree when there is so much land to the North of Colchester.  We do not appreciate 
being held up as a sacrificial lamb for the purposes of porting numbers between local authorities. 

Incremental Development: 

We are opposed to the suggested incremental development proposed by Option 1, Option 2 and 
Option 3 on the basis that it is in NO way sustainable.  We utterly refute the sustainability elements 
of the “Issues and Options” plan and the associated document.  Simply stating the word sustainable 
repeatedly does not disguise the fact that the village-cum-town of Wivenhoe has been over 
developed in recent years and has no further land to give without drastically altering the character 
of the town.  Our character and placing as a district settlement is a material planning ground and we 
urge you to take it this into account. 

Allied to this is a list of logical reasons that we wish you to take into account when assessing 
Wivenhoe’s sustainability. 

• Doctors Surgery – Not currently fit for purpose and already oversubscribed. 
• Secondary School – We don’t have one that is free to access for Wivenhoe pupils. Whilst this 

scandal rests with ECC we do not understand how you can claim this is sustainable and 
would welcome your comments on this. 

• Primary Schools’ – Are oversubscribed and in very real danger of losing their community 
links. We urge some joined up thinking with ECC. 

• Transport Infrastructure – There is insufficient space to expand our road or train network.  A 
local authority planning department agreeing a deal with a private bus company for private 
bus service routes that never appear post development is not sustainability.  

• Lack of Community facilities – Mainly because they have already mostly been developed on! 



• Road Network – this is already at a point where it is seriously congested and cannot support 
further traffic into the amenities at the bottom of the town 

• There is inadequate parking for the commuters that use the rail station, increasing the 
population will simply cause further congestion as commuters park in the residential areas 

• There is a lack of the usual facilities that a town would support, e.g. basic shops, fuel station 
etc. 

• The town does not have the facilities to support multicultural activities, and is barely able to 
sustain itself in terms of burials 

• Development of the surrounding areas will not only destroy the uniqueness of the town, it 
will also remove the leisure space that is available to the residents including fishing lakes and 
rural spaces. 

• There are major traffic issues with current access – changing them to improve them will 
detract from the town as it stands now. 

To reiterate – Wivenhoe is a small town that retains a village feel.  Incremental in fill is NOT 
sustainable, NOT proportional and NOT welcome. 

 

Options 1 and 3 – Salary Brook 

Wivenhoe Town Council is fundamentally opposed to the development of a new town across from 
Salary brook.  Please also note that much of this land rests in our parish area.  How can building 
hundreds of dwellings next to Clingoe Hill possibly be sustainable? Any rush hour user of this road 
will verify how laughable the notion of sustainably building a new town across from Salary Brook is.  
Wivenhoe Town Council exerts that our community infrastructure is stretched to the maximum and 
the addition of a neighbouring town - within the confines of our Parish area - an utter folly. 

Allied to this is a list of reasons that we wish you to take into account when assessing the 
sustainability of building a new town in our Parish area. 

 

• Scientific studies of the Salary Brook site must be carried out. 
• An explanation of where the extra secondary school places would come from must be 

provided. 
• CIL – Soon to replace s106 funding.   This will result in a much smaller percentage 

contribution to Wivenhoe so we will lose out on any additional community facilities funded 
by these proposals. Recent NALC figures suggest only 1% of CIL monies was re-attributed to 
the area where it was generated. 

• Traffic must be funnelled away from the perennially gridlocked Clingoe Hill.  
• Resident’s views must be taken into account and not merely noted. 
• Plans claim to be based on an objective view.   – The “objective” view of one long distance 

organisation with a vested interest.  We fail to see the relevance of this to Wivenhoe. 
Repeating words over and over again until the reader is in a stupor does not detract from 
the vandalism that over development places on our overstretched community and green 
spaces. 



• We fully appreciate that you consider our views to merely be a box ticking exercise.  You do 
not care that our town and its people’s views are ignored in consultation after consultation.  
We also appreciate that you will get exactly what you want and that Tendrings’ new town 
will appear and place untold pressure on our existing local facilities.   

• A new road between the A120 and the A133 would open up the whole area around Salary 
Brook and out to Elmstead as prime development land.  We do not wish to be subsumed.  

• Gazette, 25th February 2015 – Sir Bob Russell states that the Salary Brook development 
would be a ‘disaster’.  We agree with him. 

• It appears from comments made by Cllr Turrell in the same article that the people of Boxted 
will be offered a Referendum on the development of land in their parish – will the people of 
Wivenhoe be afforded the same luxury? 

• The number of ‘homes’ built in Colchester Borough was more than double any other Essex 
area in 2013/14.  Since 2004/05 Colchester has been the fastest growing district.  We believe 
that it is time to slow down and let other parts of Essex shoulder their fair share of the 
burden. 

To summarise;    

Option1a  

Option 1b 

Option2a 

Option 2b 

Option 3a 

Option 3b 

Are all intrinsically unsustainable and we, in lieu of the ratification of our Neighbourhood Plan by 
Referenda in 2016, are opposed to large scale development and incremental in-filling within our 
Parish boundaries. 

 

Finally we are sorry for the tone of this response.  In the past we would have diligently compiled 
answers to each of the 34 questions raised in the consultation.  Carefully worded questions that can 
be used to imply acceptance.  In the past this has been an utter waste of our time and we have 
simply been ignored.   

Maybe if you engaged with us and appreciated the delights of our small community rather than 
building all over it we would not have cause to vent our frustrations in this manner.  We urge you to 
work with us to protect our little town and preserve it as a distinct settlement district. 

WTC Planning Committee.  


