
 
 
 

 
  
  

Statement of Community Involvement  
  

 Land to the South of Hall Road, Rochford 
 

Barratt David Wilson Homes (Eastern Counties) 
 
       October 2025 

  
  
  

  
 
  
  
  
  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



 
 
 

Introduction. 
 
This Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) is produced on behalf of Barratt David 
Wilson Homes Eastern Counties (BDW) in support of an outline planning application 
(all matters reserved except access) for residential development (Use Class C3), detailed 
below. Chelgate Local, a planning public affairs consultancy, was appointed in 2025 to 
undertake community engagement and an online public consultation on the emerging 
proposals. This document details the activities undertaken and summarises the feedback 
received.  
 
The Site and Surrounding Area 
 
Rochford is a town located 42.6 miles outside of London with a population of 85,600 
people (Census 2021). The proposed site has an area of 6.85ha (hectares) and is 
undeveloped greenfield land within the Green Belt, located on the southern side of Hall 
Road, to the west of Rochford.  
 
The Proposal: 
  

• Up to 200 dwellings,  
• A mix of family housing reflecting the policy requirements of Rochford District 

Council (RDC) and local needs, ranging from 1-bed maisonettes to 5-bed houses,     
• 50% of the houses will be affordable in a variety of tenures (affordable rent, part 

ownership and First Homes), 
• Access will be via improvements to the existing roundabout on Hall Road, to the 

north of the site, 
• There will be a minimum 10% biodiversity net gain (BNG) delivered in the proposals 

to create and improve natural habitats, 
• Homes will be built to fit the new Future Homes Standard and employ a ‘fabric 

first’ approach to minimise energy and water consumption and utilising modern 
methods of construction. Low-carbon heating with electric vehicle charging points 
will be provided to all properties irrespective of tenure, 

• Development on the site will be designed to manage surface water run-off to mimic 
the natural drainage processes using swales and basins to attenuate run-off and to 
improve water quality, 

• Existing trees and hedgerows will be retained wherever possible to protect and 
enhance the natural landscape,   

• Up to half of the site will remain undeveloped to form open space and will include 
two new Locally Equipped Areas of Play (LEAP/LAP),  

• The existing public footpath (part of the Roach Valley Way) crossing the site will be 
incorporated within the open space in the development, 

• A new pedestrian crossing on Hall Road is under consideration by BDW and the site 
will benefit from access to a new bus route, soon to be incorporated into the 
adjacent Elizabeth Gardens development,   

• Infrastructure provision will be as required by the relevant authorities but is likely 
to include financial contributions for primary and secondary education, health 
provision, and others. 
 



 
 
 

Principles of Engagement.  
 
This SCI has been prepared in line with RDC’s own SCI requirements (adopted in September 
2022).  
 
Although not prescriptive in the form of consultation to be undertaken, the SCI states: 
 

“3.6 Consultation with local communities is encouraged for applicants seeking 
permission for major development in particular. When such engagement takes 
place, it is at the discretion of the applicant and can take place prior to seeking 
pre-application advice, if sought, or prior to submission of a planning 
application. The results of any public consultation should be provided to the 
Local Planning Authority with a planning application.” 

 
Paragraph 137 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF, February 2025) states 
the following: 
  

“Design quality should be considered throughout the evolution and assessment 
of individual proposals. Early discussion between applicants, the local planning 
authority and local community about the design and style of emerging schemes 
is important for clarifying expectations and reconciling local and commercial 
interests. Applicants should, where applicable, provide sufficient information 
to demonstrate how their proposals will meet the design expectations set out 
in local and national policy, and should work closely with those affected by 
their proposals to evolve designs that take account of the views of the 
community. Applications that can demonstrate early, proactive and effective 
engagement with the community should be looked on more favourably than 
those that cannot.” 

 
The objectives of our engagement programme were as follows: 
 

• Communicate the details of the proposals to the local community,  
• Provide methods for members of the community to provide feedback on the 

proposals, and  
• Collate and assess responses from the public and share these with the project 

team to assist with shaping emerging development proposals.  
 
This SCI includes: 
 

• Details of engagement with the community, its representatives and other 
stakeholders, 

• Details of methods used to consult the wider community,  
• A summary of the results of that consultation, and 
• A summary of how the planning application has sought to address the community 

feedback in the consultation process. 
 

Engagement Programme.  
  
As part of the process of bringing forward a planning application for development on the 
site, Chelgate Local implemented a programme of stakeholder engagement and online 



 
 
 

public consultation on behalf of the applicant, BDW, to seek feedback from residents, 
stakeholders, and councillors on the proposals for the site.  
 
The programme was multi-faceted and consisted of engagement through a dedicated 
website, the distribution of printed materials and an online public exhibition for residents 
and stakeholders.  
 
Key elements of the engagement programme were: 
 

• Early engagement with the ward councillors: Cllr Mike Steptoe, Cllr Angelina 
Marriot and Cllr Arthur Williams, with Cllr Steptoe responding. 

 
• A letter to 19 residents immediately bordering or overlooking the site offering a 

personal briefing. None took this up. 
 

• The project website (https://www.planningconsultation.com/hall-road/) was 
uploaded, which provided details of the proposals, allowed residents to ask 
questions, register for future updates, and complete the survey questionnaire to 
give their comments and feedback on the proposals.  

 
• A telephone helpline and dedicated email address were created to handle 

questions and requests for hard copies of the proposals. Five emails and one 
telephone call were received. 

 
• A leaflet was distributed by Royal Mail to 639 homes in the wider community 

introducing the proposals, inviting them to the public exhibition and making them 
aware of the project website. 

 
• An online public exhibition was held on the website for six weeks, from 7th July 

until 24th August 2025. 
 

Consultation does not end once the planning application has been submitted; BDW will 
accept feedback from the community throughout the planning process. 

 
Public Consultation.    
 
Local Residents 
The 19 residents adjoining the site, who would be most impacted by the proposed 
development, were sent letters on 6th July 2025 offering personal briefings. The take-up 
of this offer was very low, and no residents requested a briefing. 
 
Consultation Website 
A dedicated project website (https://www.planningconsultation.com/hall-road/) was the 
focus of the entire consultation and engagement programme. It was published in June 
2025 and has remained live throughout the planning process; screenshots of the website 
content are included in Appendix 3. 
 
The project website allowed residents to view details of the proposals, to ask questions, 
register for future updates and attend the online public exhibition. Residents could also 
link to the online survey questionnaire to provide feedback on the various elements of the 

https://www.planningconsultation.com/hall-road/
https://www.planningconsultation.com/hall-road/


 
 
 

proposals. A total of 22 residents registered on the website for updates. The questionnaire 
is included in Appendix 2.  
 
The online consultation ran from 7th July until 24th August 2025. Contact details (email 
and phone) for the development team were provided for anyone who wanted to get in 
touch for more information or to request a paper copy of the survey to be sent to them, 
with a paid-for return envelope also provided. As of the 30th September 2025, there were 
22 recipients registered on the website for updates.  
 
The consultation was advertised through a leaflet which was sent on 6th July to 639 local 
residential and business addresses via Royal Mail. It also included information about future 
engagement activities, including the online exhibition. A copy of the leaflet is included in 
Appendix 1. 
 
Parish Council  
The development team offered an in-person briefing to Rochford Parish Council, which 
was accepted and took place on the 8th October 2025 at The Parish Rooms, West Street, 
Rochford (please see the below image of the presentation screen and proceedings). The 
meeting had almost full attendance and the Leader of Rochford District Council, Cllr 
Danielle Belton, was also in attendance, although she did not ask any questions. 
 

During the Parish Council meeting, there were questions asked 
by the Council Members regarding access and the Hall Road 
roundabout, the Very Special Circumstances criteria in the NPPF 
regarding the Green Belt, the threat to the existing 
development settlement pattern, local transport connections 
and on affordable housing. All of the questions were responded 
to by BDW and the planning application team. Follow-up 
engagement was also offered. 
 
Ward Councillors  
The ward councillors: Cllr Mike Steptoe, Cllr Angelina Marriot 
and Cllr Arthur Williams were advised of the consultation 
programme, offered a briefing and were updated periodically.   

 
Local schools 
BDW has engaged with local schools to discuss the potential impact of the development 
and whether they have the capacity for the new residents’ children, in addition to 
discussions with officers at Essex County Council, which has responsibility for education. It 
is likely BDW will make a financial contribution towards education provision.  
 
South and Mid Essex Integrated Care Board (ICB) 
BDW has engaged with the local ICB about healthcare provision. It has also engaged with 
local GP practices to ascertain the impact of the new development and its residents. 
Similarly, it is likely BDW will be making a financial contribution to healthcare provision in 
the area.  
 
Consultation Survey 
Residents attending the online exhibition were encouraged to complete a survey 
questionnaire. Two emails were sent out to remind those who had not completed the 
survey to do so. The survey went live on Monday 7th July and closed on Sunday 24th August 
2025. 
   



 
 
 

Feedback.  
 
Feedback 
The deadline for feedback, and the return of all survey questionnaires, was Sunday 24th 
August 2025. A total of 19 responses were received, all completed online, with the 
questionnaire linked on both the website and the emails sent out to residents. A summary 
of the key issues is detailed below. The detailed responses from residents to each question 
are also detailed below, with a copy of the questionnaire in Appendix 2. 
 
Summary of responses 

• Residents identified the most important element of the new development had to 
be its integration with the existing community, with enhanced bus services the 
least important.  

• Residents generally stated a preference for three-bedroom homes as opposed to 
five-bedroom homes.  

• Brick was the most preferred external finish, with weatherboarding the least. 
• Affordable sale was the most popular type of affordable housing and shared 

ownership the least.  
• On sustainability, the materials used in construction were viewed as the most 

important element, whereas solar panels were the least.  
• With BNG, preserving existing trees was viewed as important followed by planting 

new ones.  
• Open fields and green spaces were the most desired, whereas the linear park 

through the site was not.  
• In terms of sustainable travel, enhanced bus services and footways were the most 

popular, and cycle ways the least. 
 
Responses to Questions 
 

• Question 1 asked residents to rank the most important features of the scheme. 
Good integration with the existing community was the most important for residents 
(64.29%), children’s play areas were the second most important (21.43%), and a 
new crossing on Hall Road was the third (14.29%). Creation of new cycling and 
walking links were the fourth most important feature (13.33%), and enhanced bus 
services were the least most important feature for residents (26.67%).   
  

• Question 2 asked residents about their preferred 
types of accommodation to be provided in the 
development. 3 bed houses were the most desired 
houses for residents (29.41%), followed by 2 bed 
houses (23.53%) and 1&2 bed apartments (11.76%). 
4 bed houses were the fourth preferred type of 
accommodation by residents (5.88%), 1&2 bed 
maisonettes were fifth (29.41%), and 5 bed houses 
were the least desired houses for residents (58.82%). 
 



 
 
 

• Question 3 asked residents about their preferred housing design and elevation 
materials they would like to see incorporated within the development. Brick was 

the most preferred material with the residents (70.59%), 
followed by stone and render which were both the 
second preferred material (35.29%). Weatherboard was 
the least preferred material with the residents (29.41%), 
and other comments made by residents included “none”.  
 
 

 
• Question 4 asked residents about their preferred 

type of affordable housing to be included within 
the development. Affordable sale housing was the 
most preferred for residents (42.86%), followed by 
affordable rent housing (21.43%) and shared 
ownership housing, which was the least preferred 
for residents (50%).  
 

• Question 5 asked residents to rank the most important features in providing 
sustainable homes within the development. Sustainable construction materials 
were the most important sustainable feature for residents (71.43%) followed by 
electric vehicle charging points (23.08%) and air and ground source heat pumps 
(28.57%). Steps to lower car use was the fourth most important feature for 
residents (7.69%), water efficient appliances were the fifth most important for 
residents (21.43%), and solar panels were the least important feature for residents 
(14.29%). Other comments made by residents included “we need a bus service” and 
“we need infrastructure”.    
 

• Question 6 asked residents to rank the most important methods used to achieve 
10% BNG. Protecting existing trees was the most important for residents (86.67%), 
planting more trees and creating green spaces 
within the development were both the second most 
important for methods for residents (20%).  
 

• Question 7 asked residents what kind of outdoor 
area would be the most beneficial to Rochford. 
Open fields and park spaces are the most beneficial 
outdoor areas for residents (80%), followed by village greens (53.33%), natural play 
areas (46.67%) and circular path/running circuits (66.67%). The least beneficial 
outdoor area for residents is a linear path through the site (86.67%).  

 
• Question 8 asked residents about their preference in improvements to the 

connectivity of the site to the surrounding area. Enhanced bus services/routes and 
improved pedestrian pathways/foot networks are both 
the most preferred by residents (47.06%). This was 
followed by a new crossing on Hall Road and improved 
road layout, which are both the second preferred option 
for residents (41.18%). Other comments from residents 
(41.18%) included “lower density housing”, “none” and 
“improvements to roads”. The least preferred option for 
residents was cycle lanes (29.41%). 

 
  



 
 
 

• Question 9 asked residents to rank how 
important the enhanced landscape features are 
to them within the housing development. 
Retaining existing trees was the most important 
feature for residents (66.67%), followed by 
planting new trees (60%) and planting and 
enhancing hedgerows (46.67%). Linear green 
corridors were the fourth most important landscape features for residents (33.33%) 
and water features were the least most important landscape feature for residents 
(66.67%). 
 

• Question 10 asked residents if there are any pressing local issues in Rochford that 
BDW should be aware of. Comments from residents included “traffic congestion”, 
“too many people”, “lack of infrastructure” and “GP practice is massively 
oversubscribed”. A thematic analysis of the data collected highlighted the 
following key themes; traffic and transport, urban infrastructure challenges, 
housing and development, healthcare system and environmental conservation.  

 
Demographics 
Of those who responded, 31.25% were aged 65+, 25% were aged between 45-54, 18.75% 
were aged between 55-64, 18.75% were aged between 35-44 and 6.25% were aged 
between 25-34. No one between the ages of 18-24, or under the age of 18 responded to 
the survey. 100% of the residents were homeowners; 50% were female, 37.50% were male 
and 12.50% did not disclose their gender; 50% of residents were employed and working full 
time, 25% were employed and working part-time, and 25% were retired.   
 

 
Consultation Summary Report – Response 
to Feedback.  
 
Issue raised Applicant’s response 
Local services – namely schools and GP 
surgeries – will be unable to handle a new 
development with more residents using 
existing services.  

BDW has engaged with local schools and the 
local ICB. BDW will likely make financial 
contributions towards new local 
infrastructure.  

This development will take away valuable 
greenspace from Rochford. 

This proposed development will achieve a 
10% net gain in biodiversity, with the 
retention of existing hedgerows and trees, 
and the creation of new open spaces and 
green walking links within the development. 
This is a sustainable development. 

Rochford is not the right location for 
developments. 

The country has a severe housing crisis of 
all types. Rochford has an acute need for 
more housing provision and housebuilding 
has failed to keep up with targets in recent 
years. 

 
 



 
 
 

Conclusions. 
 
Conclusion 
BDW has conducted a robust engagement programme, which included meetings and 
continuous contact with local politicians, the community and other stakeholders, including 
a presentation to Rochford Parish Council on the 8th October, Rochford District Council 
ward members, the local ICB, GP practices and local schools. We also held a well-
publicised public consultation which received a good level of responses to the initial 
proposals by the local community. The public consultation was held virtually for six weeks, 
together with the provision of various channels for submitting feedback, comments and 
asking questions. The proposals have been amended to accommodate the views of the 
local community where possible. For example, the number of houses in the scheme has 
been reduced from 250 to 200 and there are two enhanced LEAP/LAP as part of the 
scheme.   
 
Ongoing Engagement  
The consultation email and phone number will remain active during the planning 
application process. Any further feedback received will be responded to in collaboration 
with the applicant, although cannot be included in this document. The project website 
will also remain live, with access to the exhibition boards and information about the 
proposals.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

Appendices.  
 
Appendix 1: Consultation Leaflet  
 

 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

Appendix 2: Consultation Questionnaire 
 

 
 

 
 
 
  



 
 
 

 
 

 
 



 
 
 

 
 

 
 



 
 
 

 
 

 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 



 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 

Appendix 3: Website and Virtual Exhibition 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 

 

      

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 

Appendix 4: Exhibition Boards 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 


