MINUTES of
DISTRICT PLANNING COMMITTEE

15 JANUARY 2026

PRESENT

Chairperson Councillor M E Thompson

Councillors M G Bassenger, J Driver, A Fittock, A S Fluker, L J Haywood,
J C Hughes, K Jennings, K M H Lagan, A M Lay,
S J N Morgan, M G Neall, R G Pratt, N D Spenceley,
P L Spenceley and W Stamp, CC

Officers (Maldon Mr Jaggard, Director of Place, Planning and Growth

District Council) Mrs Holmes, Director of Legal and Governance
Mr Johnson, Head of Development Management and Building

Control
441. CHAIRPERSON'S NOTICES

442.

443.

444,

The Chairperson welcomed everyone in attendance and went through some general
housekeeping arrangements for the meeting.

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors V J Bell, D O Bown, J R Burrell-
Cook, S J Burwood, S Dodsley, M F L Durham CC, W J Laybourn, C P Morley, R H
Siddall, U G C Siddall-Norman, E L Stephens, N J Swindle, S White and L L Wiffen.

MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING

RESOLVED that the Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 15 December
2025 be approved and confirmed.

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

There were none.
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445,

25/0578/OUTM LAND WEST OF THE CEMETERY, LONDON ROAD, MALDON

Application Number

25/00578/O0UTM

Location

Land West of the Cemetery, London Road, Maldon

Outline application with all matters reserved, except for access,
for the erection of up to 275 residential units including
affordable housing, land for a children's nursery (Class E),

Proposal 1.8ha of land for an extension to Maldon Cemetery, drainage
works, landscaping, vehicular access to the A414,
pedestrian/cycle access to Spital Road and London Road, and
associated infrastructure works.

Applicant LSL Partners and Cirrus Land

Agent Ms Catherine Bruce — Savills.

Target Decision Date

12.12.2025

Case Officer

Devan Hearnah

Parish

MALDON NORTH

Reason for Referral to the
Committee / Council

Departure from the Local Plan
Major Application

The Chairperson informed the Committee that there was no Members’ Update for this
item of business. She explained that unless discussed at the last meeting no further
reasons for refusal could be added and those Members not present at the last meeting
could not speak or vote on this item.

The Head of Development Management and Building Control introduced the report and
drew Members to paragraph 2.7 which set out two possible reasons for refusal bringing
together the concerns raised by the Committee in respect of highway impact and the
impact on the character and appearance of the area. He explained that being in a
minded to refuse position and without a signed / agreed Section 106 (S106) paragraph
2.8 of the report listed matters relating to the S106 which would form a further reason

for refusal.

The Chairperson advised that in accordance with the Council’s Public Speaking
Protocol there was no public speaking on this application.

The Director of Place, Planning and Growth outlined the process for this meeting
following discussions and the minded to decision at the District Planning Committee on
16 December 2025. It was confirmed that Councillors J Driver and A Fittock would be

the nominated Members.

It was noted that paragraph 1.1 of the report incorrectly referred to “applications” rather

than just one.

In response to a question regarding specialist advice, Members were advised that if the
application was refused, and subsequently appeals, a planning consultant would be
appointed to support Members at the appeal.

During the debate that ensued there was some discussion regarding whether an
additional reason for refusal relating to infrastructure should be considered in light of
discussions, with specific reference made to education and health infrastructure.
Concerns were raised that contributions sought were piecemeal, therefore not
promoting sustainable development because they could not mitigate for infrastructure
of the area. Officers provided detailed advice in relation to this and explained that any
Section 106 contributions had to be fair and reasonably related in scale to the
proposed development. Whilst Members felt that the contributions proposed would not
adequately mitigate the development in the short / medium term as it would require a
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number of developments to contribute before the infrastructure could be provided.
Officers advised that such comments had not been raised by the relevant infrastructure
providers.

Officers confirmed that they would continue discussions with Essex County Council
(Education) regarding education provision within the district.

Reference was made to paragraph 2.3 of the report which commented on Members
previous concerns regarding infrastructure. Members were advised that this could be
used as a reason for refusal. It was suggested that should Members be mindful to
refuse the application paragraph 2.3 along with the reasons set out in paragraphs 2.7
and 2.8 of the report could form three reasons for refusal with the exact wording
delegated to the Director of Place, Planning and Growth in consultation with specific
Members.

Councillor A’ S Fluker proposed that contrary to Officers’ recommendations the
application be refused on the basis of paragraphs 2.7 and 2.8 and the narrative in
paragraph 2.3 of the report, subject to the wording being agreed by the Director of
Place, Planning and Growth in consultation with the Chairperson of this Committee
and the two nominated Members involved in any subsequent appeal (Councillors J
Driver and A Fittock). This proposal was duly seconded and upon a vote being taken
agreed.

RESOLVED that this application be REFUSED for the reasons detailed in paragraphs
2.7 and 2.8 and the narrative in paragraph 2.3 of the Committee report, the detail of
which is delegated to the Director of Place, Planning and Growth in consultation with
the Chairperson of this Committee and Councillors J Driver and A Fittock (the
Committee nominated Members involved in any subsequent appeal relating to this
application) and Ward Members®.

There being no other items of business the Chairperson closed the meeting at 8.25 pm.

M E THOMPSON
CHAIRPERSON

! Post Meeting Note: It was agreed with the Chairperson that Ward Members would also be
included in the discussion.
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