Meeting of Corringham and Fobbing Forum 
held on Monday, 11th February 2008 at 7.30 p.m. in Corringham Library

THIS WAS A JOINT MEETING WITH STANFORD FORUM, THE HOMESTEADS FORUM, KEEP CORRINGHAM GREEN AND THE HOPE COMMITTEE 

	Present:
	Gordon Gambier

	
	Jenny Jolly

	
	Bill Dawson

	
	Georgina Clark

	
	Florrie Hope

	
	Jenny Meads

	
	Peter O’Rourke

	
	

	Apologies:
	Judith Adams

	
	Brad Cox

	
	Roisin O’Reilly

	
	


In attendance:


Derek Parker – SPEAC
Anne Cheale, Councillor 
Phil Smith, Councillor
John Cecil, resident

Jac Sears PC 2116 (Essex Police)
PCSO – Christine Hope (Essex Police)
PS John Gray, Essex Police

Tony Benson, Homesteads

Trevor Peterson, resident

Anne Peterson, resident

A Sharpe, Homesteads

Peter & Dot Coote (TOFFS)
Jill Greaves - resident

Derek Dowdall - resident
Roy Eaton, resident

Trudie Eaton, resident
Eric Turner, resident

Valerie Turner, resident

Jan Coote - Local Housing Office
J.F. Dawson, resident

D. Dowdall, resident

L. Bradford, resident

M.T. Bradford, resident

Janice Waller, resident

Dorothy White, resident

Donna Perry, resident

Amanda Dowley, resident

John Hunting, resident

Terry Piccolo, resident

Alan Farenden, Stanford Forum

Jan Hart, resident

Ron Davies, resident

Wendy Mayo, ngage

Laurie Humphrey SCGB

Vivien Humphrey SCGB

Anne Sandu, SCGB

Kabul Sandu, SCGB

John Lowe, SCGB

A Wilcox, SCGB

J. Bridger, SCGB

P. Bridger, SCGB

K. Gill, Hope Com.

Danny Nicklen SCGB

Ellis, Gazette

Paul Peterson, Yellow Advertiser

Craig Hamilton SCGB

Kelly Hamilton SCGB

J. Peltoom, SCGB

Mike Farman, Homesteads,

Linda Farman, Homesteads.

	
	Action

	Gordon Gambier opened the meeting and welcomed everyone to the Corringham and Fobbing Community Forum.  He explained it was to be a very important meeting because it was a joint meeting with Stanford Forum and the Homesteads Forum held specially, in order to hear the presentation given by Thurrock Council on the Local Development Framework (“LDF”).  This was a very important Consultation document as it will affect every single resident in this area and he said he was very pleased at the turnout as it is something in which you all have a vested interest. 
	

	To start with the last meeting, there appears to have been some problem with people receiving the Minutes.  This was due to a problem with sickness and he had circulated the Minutes himself.  The police he knew had had their copies in hieroglyphics, was there anybody else?  Peter O’Rourke said he had not received his copy even though Jenny Jolly had posted them to him along with the others, who had all received theirs.  She suggested he check his address with her.
	

	Gordon Gambier said in view of the importance of the LDF he suggested the meeting should go straight into the presentation given by Richard Hatter and John Garbutt of Thurrock Council in order for people to be able to ask questions.  He promised that everyone who had a question would be able to put their question to the speakers and proposed that Mr. Hatter should give his part of the presentation first, then to take questions, and then John Garbutt could carry on with his slide presentation and then more questions could follow.
	

	
	

	He then went on and introduced Richard Hatter who was head of Thurrock Council Strategy Policy.
	

	
	

	Richard Hatter said that as part of the Consultation process on the LDF documents he and his colleagues had attended various Forum meetings in the last month in order to go through what they contained and also to make people aware that there was a Consultation and that their responses were needed in respect of this.  The LDF document covered housing, employment, retail facilities, community facilities, education, health, transport, infrastructure etc. in Thurrock up to 2021.  This document when finalised would form a very important strategy for dealing with this period of growth for Thurrock without destroying its existing assets. 
	

	They had the first Consultation in 2006 because they wanted to discuss issues such as housing, jobs and open space.  They had had a lot of feedback, many people were concerned about the new development coming to the Borough and were extremely concerned about facilities, infrastructure, public transport, new schools, etc.  Another area of concern was the lack of open space in some areas.  The Hope Committee have open space but no access to it.


	

	In the development plan there are 30 different development sites and some of their studies have been on-going in respect of these.  The Council has produced several documents for Consultation.  

A summary leaflet which sets out all the issues the Council has to consider and, if necessary, incorporate in the LDF up to 2021. It sets out the options including the Council’s preferred option, but there may be other options coming out of the Consultation process which would also be considered.
	

	
	

	The Core Strategy for Policies and Control of Development:  This is what the Council wants to achieve by 2012.
	

	
	

	Site Specific Allocations, the sites in the process of being developed, available for development, or offered by developers for development.
	

	
	

	The Council are required by Government to carry out the Consultation within a six week period.  The closing date for this Consultation is Monday, 18th February.
	

	
	

	Q. Why are we not allowed longer, some people have only just been made aware of this Consultation?  They have not received forms.  

A. The first Consultation was delivered to every house and we got a poor response.

The Government sets the statutory time for Consultation.  If responses are received after the date it may be possible to consider them if they are over the deadline but there has to be a cut off date.
	

	
	

	These documents set out the options, including the Council’s preferred option which is Option 2 which includes some Green Belt release, contrary to Regional policy, but as the wording has now changed to in “special circumstances” there could be a case for arguing “special circumstances”.
	

	
	

	The Council have been made aware of the strong public feeling against Green Belt release of any kind and option 2 is just the Council’s preferred option, not the chosen one. That is why we need your response to the Consultation.
	

	
	

	When we have the results of this Consultation we will report back later in the year, probably late summer.  After that it will be submitted to the Government and submitted for examination to a Public Inspector appointed by us from the Planning Inspectorate and they would make a point of recommending if anything needs to be changed to the plan.  Next it will come back to the Council for the final option and they will be producing the proposal on one map.
	

	
	

	One final point, you will be aware that there is a Development Corporation in the Borough and they have recently produced an early plan for East Thurrock.  The Council is not responsible for producing this, we are producing far more detailed proposals.  The second point is that what is shown on this plan does not match up with the Corporation’s options, the Council may have something to say on the development proposals.  
	

	
	

	Gordon Gambier said that the Development Corporation had been invited to the meeting but had declined.
	

	
	

	Richard Hatter emphasised that people should really fill in the Consultation forms as the public’s views were very important
	

	
	

	Gordon Gambier said he would like to make the point that Mr. Hatter lived in Thurrock so would be just as much affected by the proposals as any other resident.  Mr. Hatter said that this was true.
	

	
	

	Questions


	

	Q. On the question of the development proposed for Thurrock outside of the Thames Gateway who will have the final say, the Council or the Development Corporation?
	

	A. Our proposals gain weight as they come through a system of Consultation and LDC will have regard to this as primarily the Development Corporation is a statutory body but do not have the statutory powers of the Council which produces the LDF.  The LDF will be statutory.
	

	Thurrock Council will reserve its position until it reaches the final stages and it may be there will be a discussion between Thurrock Council and the Development Corporation if there are areas of major disagreement.  Do not think that they are largely in agreement because the devil is in the detail.  The Development Corporation make decisions outside the plans but public interest can call them in if there is an objection to them.
	

	
	

	How can we stop them?  They are an unelected Quango why do they have weight?
	

	
	

	Certain of the proposals the Development Corporation are putting forward are tests to get feedback.  They are trying to drive forward what they want to achieve, not what the Borough wants to achieve in its own way.  With regard to Borough development and housing and development in this area, they are driven by developers and corporate representatives - they are driven by housing, not by the residents.
	

	
	

	The master plan is at the option stage.  Any comments you have do so, as the Development Corporation have listened to other parts of the Borough.  Do both Consultations.  People do listen to what is said and the depth of objection.
	

	
	

	Q. All this production of more houses, when people at the moment are not able to go anywhere.  The A 13 was blocked twice today.

(Outbreak of various comments in agreement with this)


	

	The Council has to meet the requirements of the East of England plan and has had to meet and take on this level of growth, which it has been reluctant to accept.  Wherever you go in the Borough now you are asked how is the infrastructure going to cope?  What has resulted for Thurrock, as you know, is that we have been at the forefront of the building industry since 1980 with Lakeside, Chafford Hundred etc.  We have been tasked to take on this level of development.  What is a cause of concern to the Council is fundamentally who is to fund improvements to our road system which is gridlocked on a regular basis?  The Council would now require more detailed delivery plans from developers who would be expected to contribute to the infrastructure.
	

	There will be a more detailed plan to consider new roads, new gp's, new open space. Now that Gateway has been targeted as an area of priority for the Olympics they have got to set standards for developers which will include providing infrastructure.


	

	We have got to understand how this will fit because one of the key concerns in every meeting is infrastructure.
	

	
	

	Q.  Perhaps you can tell us how we are going to move about with all these extra houses?
	

	A. The Council has not got a source of funding themselves, this really is a problem to be broached with all the agencies, developers and Government.
	

	
	

	Q. A local headmaster of a secondary school has sent letters to parents of his pupils advising them what opinion they should have on the Gable Hall scheme.
	

	
	

	A. Mr. Hatter had not seen the letter sent to parents and a copy was passed to him.  He said it seemed to support an option of the Development Corporation plan and not the Council’s preferred option in the LDFdocument.
	

	
	

	Q. Why have we got Thames Gateway in the first place?
	

	
	

	A. We have to specify every bit of land we have in Thurrock, we have to say what we would prefer there.  Thames Gateway has a wish list prepared by the Development Corporation and unless you respond to it then you will get what they want, so I urge you to respond to this and the LDF.
	

	
	

	Q. Why aren’t the Development Corporation here tonight?
	

	
	

	A. Gordon Gambier said perhaps he could answer that question.  They had not come because they were terrified it would be a riotous assembly, and he hoped that the Gazette and the Yellow Advertiser and the residents would report back on the very civilised proceedings and the clapping and appreciation there had been.
	

	
	

	Q. If the current LDF would be in force to 2009, would the Development Corporation be able to put in an application involving Green Belt under the current LDF?  

A.  They would not be able to do so, because the current LDF does not include any release of Green Belt at all.
	

	
	

	Q. What right does a headmaster have to influence parents to a scheme involving rebuilding the school in Green Belt and building houses on the existing site?  When talking about quality of schools Gable Hall is a very good school with good facilities when by comparison Hassenbrook is in far more need of improvement. 
	

	A. Georgina Clarke. I am on the board of governors of Gable Hall and I must say that I did know the headmaster was going to write but have not seen the letter.  He was only thinking of the good of the school so should not be maligned.
	

	
	

	Gordon Gambier said he would like to remind the residents that their opinions were just as important as a headmaster’s and that if they filled in their Consultations their views would be treated in the same manner as his.
	

	
	

	Q. Derek Parker: The discussion about the relevant roles of the Council and the Development Corporation has tended to play down the power of the Development Corporation.  The Development Corporation has been given authority over major projects.  The LDF as a statutory instrument does not take away from the Development Corporation’s application to build 500 houses on the school site.  This is a major planning application.  There has never previously been a major planning application in the Green Belt.
	

	A.  Thurrock Master Plan of 1997 does not include Green Belt release. The East of England Plan does not support Green Belt releases.  They would need to be careful.
	

	Q. Derek Parker: My understanding is that your requirement to build up to 18,500 homes will be met.  Will the East of England now go on to say, this was not a target this was a minimum?

A. The caveat is that any further housing development above that figure must be built on brown field sites.  At this stage we do not need to build on Green Belt but need new open space and community facilities.

If Green Belt proposals were made by anybody there would be a number of hurdles.  There are quite a lot of issues including a large amount of public and political opposition.
	

	
	

	Q. If the land that is Green Belt was not included in the 1997 plan why has it been decided as an option now?
	

	A. The rationale for releasing Green Belt is that with 18,500 houses, 26,000 jobs and need for infrastructure, the Council has said they want more open space.  This is the option that the Council prefer reluctantly but this is just their preferred option not the only option.  Green Belt release would be at the back end of the plan as a last resort.
	

	
	

	Q. Ann Sandu, Save Corringham Green Belt:  The overwhelming majority of residents in Corringham are horrified at the thought of any development on Green Belt land.  What would be classed as large scale development?
	

	A. 200 plus.
	

	Q, We have a petition with 1,500 signatures and they are growing daily.  
	

	A. We will consider a petition but ask them to fill in the forms.

Q Many have not received forms, why do you not consider other methods of Consultation.
	

	A. We use the Gazette.
	

	Q. Why do you not use the Yellow Advertiser as well?
	

	A. We have always used the Gazette
	

	Q. But then you are giving them a monopoly and there are places that do not have the Gazette but get the Advertiser, should you not use both?
	

	Q. The Gable Hall Scheme to build on the other side of the road will reduce the gap between Thurrock and Basildon, this is a great concern to residents who do not want to become an outskirt of Basildon.  The thought horrifies us.
	

	
	

	A. Thurrock Council has no wish to narrow the natural boundary between the two Boroughs so would not be in favour of anything which would encroach on this.
	

	
	

	If anybody needs help filling out the forms I shall be available at Thurrock Library between 10 a.m. and 1 p.m.
	

	
	

	The first question period ended and John Garbutt moved on to demonstrate the various maps showing the specific sites of the developments contained within the options.
	

	He said that the Williamsons Farm site included a possible proposal to build 525 houses.
	

	
	

	They would be working to encourage more eco development within urban areas.
	

	
	

	Q. In the Gable Hall school development it is said in the letter that it will cost the school nothing for this £40 m. rebuild, it will be met by the developers.  There is no such thing as a free lunch.  The school will be bound for a set number of years to pay for facilities at whatever price it is asked to pay and there is no allowance for how much this would cost the school over the set period of years.  The eventual cost would be extremely high. This is not a scheme for free.  Tax payers will be paying in the long run.
	

	
	

	A.  This is a briefing session to make everybody aware of the options and for you to make your own decisions.
	

	
	

	Q. Getting back to funding, we are part of the Thames Gateway Projects, Part of the East of England plan. There is talk of sustainability, no development without infrastructure, very kind words we all say but it is not happening, the point was made earlier about road congestion.  The Government have let us down badly despite the Inspector saying that London Gateway should not go ahead without infrastructure.
	

	
	

	We as a Borough should be able to say no infrastructure, no developer.
	

	
	

	A. We have explained to the Government that our infrastructure is creaking, we are continuing to argue with the Government and the Government is starting to see the light.  If we refuse a large amount of planning applications on the grounds of infrastructure we would not get the backing of the Government.  We need to get infrastructure from the developers.
	

	
	

	Gordon Gambier said that he would like to put on his Councillor’s hat and say that there was not a single councillor in Thurrock who did not want infrastructure.  He asked Anne Cheale to comment on this.
	

	
	

	Anne Cheale said she totally agreed.  It was appalling the way the Highways Agency and the lack of infrastructure made social interaction of people very difficult and for people to move around the Borough.  Exhaust fumes and the pollution rate go up.  Develop, develop, develop, never mind the people.
	

	Councillors are in total harmony on this.
	

	
	

	Q.  The petition against building on the Green Belt was 1,500 and growing daily.  Most people had not had time to digest the LDF.  Could the Consultation period be extended?
	

	
	

	A. The Consultation period is set by the Government.  The Council is in a straight jacket.  They had met with some groups prior to the six week period.  They have to treat everybody the same.  We try to do as much as we can.  If the people who signed the petition could send a letter in that would help.  There is no reason why they cannot continue the dialogue with people after 18th but would not be able to formally report.  They would not be averse to working with people after the Consultation period.
	

	
	

	Q. Flood plain breaches.  Once the new quayside is laid are there any plans to improve the flood barriers?
	

	A. Most of the proposed new developments are in the flood plain.  It would be for the Environment Agency to make assessments of higher sea levels.  It may be necessary for certain areas to be overspill areas should the river flood.  There was more likelihood of a sea wall failure than there was an overtopping event.
	

	
	

	Gordon Gambier thanked the team for their talk and for the honest answers they had given to the questions raised and asked the residents to show their appreciation which they duly did.
	

	
	

	He then asked the members of the Committee to stay behind after the meeting.
	

	He said that residents were welcome to stay behind and listen but were not able to comment.
	

	
	

	The next meeting would be on Monday 10th March at 7.30 in Corringham Library.
	

	
	

	Gordon Gambier advised the committee that he had resolved the question of the boundary of the Forum which had arisen out of the complaint about behaviour in and around the Co-Op.  This was now within the boundary of the Forum to this side of Southend Road.  
	

	
	

	The Forum’s new insurance had come through.
	

	
	

	Re cash lorries parked in the precinct one of the traffic section had spoken to a driver who said since the robbery they had got permission from Tilbury station to park there.  This had been checked and was not the case.  The police will take further action if this is repeated and are working towards obtaining a structural deterrent.
	

	
	

	Police Report
	

	Not much to worry about as far as crime is concerned.
	

	22 crimes in Corringham East and Fobbing
	

	Burglaries 2 in Corringham and Fobbing
	

	9 in Corringham West
	

	No theft of or from vehicles
	

	No robbery or aggravated robbery
	

	Lots of spot checks 37 in one night and 25 the following night.  Lots of these in town centre, in the library, KFC and Somerfields.
	

	The schools are cooperating with identification etc. and parents are being contacted.  This is gradually getting through and having an effect.  They will carry on visiting the schools and patrolling the town centre and other areas until the message gets through there will be repercussions to anti social behaviour.
	

	Jenny Meads said she would like to thank the police for their help in dealing with bad behaviour in the library and their visits had made a difference. 

Christine Hope explained that they had doubled back on one occasion and caught a group red handed and lined them up and given them a good talking to, explaining they could be in serious trouble if they carried on.  This was slowly getting through.


	

	They have requested more parking attendants but are advised they do different areas on different days so there has not been a change so far.
	

	The speed trap at the bottom of Lampits Hill had been most successful and a lot of tickets had been issued.
	

	
	

	Gordon thanked the Committee for staying behind and ended the meeting.
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