
                  MISTLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

 

Minutes of the Extra-Ordinary Meeting of the Council held on 25
th

 May 

2012       in the Church Hall, New Road Mistley, commencing at 7.30 p.m. 

Present: Cllrs Rayner (Chairman), Birch (Vice Chairman), Bell, Chaplin, Fairhall, 

   Peacock, Horlock, Tucker and Rose. 

 

Apology: Cllr Carter  

 

63.12  Purpose of the Meeting 

The Chairman explained that the purpose of the meeting was to respond to TDC’s 

proposals which will set out in the forthcoming 10 year Local Plan, shortly go out to 

public consultation with a view to it being adopted in 2013. Over the District as a 

whole it is proposed that a 6% increase in dwellings should be allowed which 

amounts to 4300 houses over 10 years i.e. 430 per year. The District Council has 

decided that this growth will, as far as possible, be spread evenly throughout the 

District. In the Mistley, Manningtree and Lawford area this equates to 270 per year 

over 10 years i.e. 27 houses per year. The purpose of this meeting was to comment on 

the areas which have been put forward for development in Mistley and also give some 

general comments on the Mistley, Manningtree and Lawford area.  

64.12 Mistley, Manningtree and Lawford. 

The Council had before it a plan showing the proposals within Bromley Road and 

Cox’s Hill to the west, the river to the north, New Road, and Clacton Road to the East 

and Dead Road to the south. Within this area most development proposed will be west 

of Cox’s Hill on the Dale Hall Farm area and off Bromley behind The Venture 

Centre, Heart’s Delight and The C of E Primary School. The Council were in favour 

of this proposal particularly because it excluded the land to the west of Trinity Road 

which forms a green wedge between Mistley and Lawford and also kept the open 

space to the south of Long Road.  

65.12 Development in Mistley 

The Council had before it another plan showing proposed development in Mistley. 

Two sites would be exempt from Local Plan Control i.e. the redevelopment of the 

EDME site both sides of High Street and the Secret Bunker Site which may be 

considered as an enabling application to make funds available to restore, and maintain 

in the future, the Bunker. The Council were pleased to see that any development of 

the Baltic Wharf site had been omitted from the Plan especially as this would enable 

public access to the river to be retained. 

This left two sites to be considered:- 



                  MISTLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

 

Land to the south of Harwich Road (the allotments site)                                               

The Council was not in favour of any of this land being included in the development 

area even if part were kept as allotments. There was a well organised Allotment 

Committee whose Members lease the allotment and which has a waiting list for 

membership.  Given the historical background to this land ie allotments and sports 

facilities for Brunswick Court, the remainder of the land should be designated for 

leisure purposes or kept for agriculture as per current use. The mention of offering the 

land at the southern end of the site for recreational use is not an attractive proposition 

as no demand for additional facilities has been established and the Parish Council has 

already given outline permission to the Rugby Club for space on its Furze Hills fields. 

That area of land has a considerable slope and the Parish Council would have to make 

extra budget provision for its upkeep and maintenance. While noting that no access to 

the site would be from the Harwich Road corner, the access from Middlefield Avenue 

or Rigby Avenue would be along limited width roads which are further restricted by 

on street parking. The Council noted that development of this area would clash with 

the use of the adjoining land as a Recreation Ground, with Football and Rugby taking 

place, a children’s play area and a Village Hall with all the noise from music, dancing, 

people arriving and leaving the Hall. The Council recommended its exclusion from 

the Local Plan. 

Land to the north of Stourview Close                                                                                 

The Council were unanimously in agreement that this was an ideal site for 

development. An access point is already available and a second one could be achieved 

so this does not seem a problem as indicated by the land owner's commissioned traffic 

survey.  It is close to recreational activities, shops, a Primary School and is on a bus 

route. The land is very rough and not suitable for any agricultural use. The land is 

bounded on its northern side by a railway cutting and screened from the Suffolk shore 

AONB by mature trees. As far as being detrimental to the views from the possible site 

are concerned these could be overcome by a heavy hedge/tree planting along its 

northern boundary and keeping the existing tree cover. A well designed, low density 

development, built to Parker Morris standards, would be approved by the Council 

who would also like to see a proportion of public housing being included. The offer of 

community facilities such as a possible clinic/surgery for the local residents would be 

welcomed. The Council recommended its inclusion in the Local Plan 

65.12 Mistley Heath and Horsley Cross Street 

The proposal to create a development areas around the hamlets of Mistley Heath and 

Horsley Cross Street was considered. This would have the effect of allowing limited 

growth within these communities. After discussion the Council approved the proposal 

for these development area boundaries by a majority of 8 for 1 against. 

65.13 Employment Land 



                  MISTLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

 

The Council would also wish to see that, with all the development proposed, not only 

in Mistley, Lawford and Mistley, but also in all the surrounding parishes, that 

sufficient land is available for employment and would favour the Horsley Cross site 

used for these purposes. A development, such as that recently the subject of a 

planning application, is felt to be ideal and would serve the needs of the increased 

population. 

65.14 Housing numbers 

The Council noted the 6% value over 10 years which was roughly in line with its own 

response to an earlier survey of 10% over 15 years. No definite figures were agreed 

and it was decided that support for applications and quantities would be considered on 

their merits taking into account the proposal to move towards lower density 

development. 

 

 

Meeting closed at 8.30 p.m. 

 

 

Signed……………………………………………….     Chairman        
………………………….Date 

 

    

  

 

 

 


