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1. Introduction 
 
1.1  This consultation statement has been prepared to fulfil the legal obligations of the 

Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012 (as amended) in respect of the Baylham 
Neighbourhood Plan. 

1.2  The legal basis of this Consultation Statement is provided by Section 15(2) of the 2012 
Neighbourhood Planning Regulations, which requires that a consultation statement should: 
• contain details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed 

neighbourhood development plan; 
• explain how they were consulted; 
• summarise the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; and 
• describe how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant 

addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan. 

1.3  The policies contained in the Neighbourhood Plan are the culmination of engagement and 
consultation with residents of Baylham as well as other statutory bodies. This has included a 
household survey and consultation events at appropriate stages during the preparation of the 
Plan. 
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2.  Background to the Preparation of the Neighbourhood Plan 
 
2.1  The Neighbourhood Plan has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the 

Government’s Neighbourhood Planning Regulations and, in particular, has involved local 
community engagement to gather evidence for the content of the Plan.  

2.2  Early work on preparing a plan for the village commenced in 2020 when the then Parish 
Meeting agreed to update the 2012 Village Plan. In February 2020 a survey was delivered to all 
households in the Parish and 35 forms were completed representing 63 people. The results 
were collated to produce two documents to help interpretation of the answers. One document 
was a straight list of actual answers to each question and, in the second, the answers were 
sorted and grouped. The latter document is reproduced in Appendix 1 of this Statement. Both 
documents are also available to view on the Neighbourhood Plan pages of the Parish Council 
website.   

2.3 In March 2023 a “Drop-in” event was held at the Village Hall to provide residents with 
information about neighbourhood plans and explore whether the outstanding “actions” 
contained in the 2012 Village Plan remain relevant 11 years on. The display is contained in 
Appendix 2 of this Consultation Statement. The feedback from the event is available to view on 
the Neighbourhood Plan pages of the Parish Council website.   

2.4 In May 2023, just after the Parish Council was officially formed, an application was submitted to 
Mid Suffolk District Council to designate Baylham Parish as a Neighbourhood Area. Mid Suffolk 
District Council confirmed the designated area, as illustrated on Map 1, on 30 May 2023. From 
that time a small group of volunteers, agreed by the Parish Council, managed the gathering of 
information to support the preparation of the Plan. 

 
Map 1 - The Neighbourhood Plan Area 

 
2.5 The content of the Neighbourhood Plan has also been informed by evidence reports as 

appropriate and proportionate to the content of the Plan and the matters it addresses. The 
evidence reports are: 

• Baylham Design Codes and Guidance. (AECOM) April 2024 
• Baylham Parish Landscape Assessment: Character and Sensitivity and Key Views. (Lucy 

Batchelor-Wylam) May 2024  
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• Baylham Heritage Assets Assessment. (Malcolm Starr) March 2024  
• Baylham Biodiversity Assessment. (Suffolk Wildlife Trust) December 2023  
• Baylham Local Green Space Assessment. (Places4People) December 2024 

All these reports are available separately to download on the Neighbourhood Plan pages of the 
Parish Council website. 

2.6 On 25 July 2024 the Parish Council considered the draft Plan and approved it for the purposes 
of Pre-Submission consultation in accordance with Regulation 14 of the Neighbourhood 
Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (as amended). That consultation and its outcomes form 
the main focus of this Consultation Statement. 
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3. Regulation 14 Pre-Submission Consultation 
 
3.1  The statutory consultation commenced on Friday 6th September and lasts until Monday 21st 

October, a period of just over six weeks.   

 How we publicised the consultation 

3.2 The consultation was publicised by a summary leaflet (reproduced in Appendix 3) that was 
distributed to every household and business in the Parish.  The leaflet summarised the main 
purpose and content of the Plan and ensured recipients were informed as to how the actual 
Plan could be viewed and how they could comment on it. The consultation was also launched 
with a well-attended drop-in event held at the Village Hall on Sunday 8th and Monday 9th 
September.  The display boards for the drop-in event are included as Appendix 4 of this 
Statement. 

3.3 Hard copies of the Plan were made available to view at the drop-in event and to borrow from 
the parish Church, as advised on the leaflet and on the neighbourhood plan pages of the Parish 
Council website. Both an online and paper comments form were produced, with paper copies 
of the form being available at the drop-in event and the Parish Church. 

3.4 At the start of the consultation, all the statutory Regulation 14 consultees, as advised by Mid 
Suffolk District Council, were consulted. The full list of bodies consulted is shown in Appendix 5 
and the email content used to notify them is included at Appendix 6.   

3.5 Details of the responses received during the pre-submission consultation period are detailed 
later in this Consultation Statement.   
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4. Pre-Submission Consultation Responses 
 
4.1 A total of 29 people or organisations responded to the Pre-Submission Consultation as listed 

below.  

The following individuals or organisations submitted comments:  

Councillor D Pratt 
S Brown 
J White 
B Thomas 
R Blake 

V Gladwin 
Mr & Mrs Philpott 
S Edwards 
S Monk 
A Williams 

S Richards 
I&T Quennell 
P Gilson

 
Mid Suffolk District Council 
Suffolk County Council 
Historic England 
National Grid Electricity Transmission 
National Gas Transmission 
Sport England 

National Highways 
Suffolk Wildlife Trust 
Environment Agency 
Natural England 
Anglian Water 
Needham Market Town Council 

 
4.2 The consultation comments form included questions as to whether respondents supported 

individual policies and community actions. A summary of the responses to the questions is 
illustrated in Appendix 8. A schedule of full comments, and the responses of the Parish Council 
to them, is set out in Appendix 6 of this Statement. As a result of the consultation, the 
Submission version of the Neighbourhood Plan has been appropriately amended as identified in 
the “changes made to Plan” column of the Appendix.  Further amendments were made to the 
Plan to bring it up-to-date, especially in respect of the national Planning Policy Framework 
given that a new version was published by the Government in December 2024. Appendix 9 
provides a comprehensive list of all the modifications to the Pre-Submission Plan following 
consultation. 
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Appendix 1 - Baylham Neighbourhood / Village Plan – Survey Responses 
 
(Collated/Classified Version) 
Total forms returned = 35 / 112 (31%) :  Total respondents = 63 
 
This document has been produced to provide an overview of the survey results. To assist in assimilating 
the results and produce a more succinct document, answers to general questions have been relocated 
to the appropriate specific questions. For example if a response to question 2 was ‘manner of driving’ it 
has been placed with the results to question 8 – ‘Roads & Traffic’. Broadly similar answers have also 
been grouped together except where the nuance might be important. Where the same issue has been 
raised in response to more than one question it has only been counted once. 
 
1) What do you like about living in Baylham and would not wish to lose? 

• Size of / small village 7 
• Nature of village  5 
• Rural / open space / beautiful countryside  24 
• Quietness / tranquillity  17 
• Friendliness / support of neighbours / sense of community  18 
• Village hall  3 
• Church  4 
• Proximity to nearby towns /amenities  4 
• Proximity to main routes 
• Wealth of footpaths / good for walkers  8 
• Woodland  2 
• Dark skies  4 
• Wildlife /nature  4 
• Seeing horses and riders on road 

 
2) What do you dislike or would like to see changed? 

• Removal / reduction of overhead cables 
• Hedgerows removed 
• Outsiders not respecting country life 
• Like village as it is / nothing  4 
• Managed fine without a Neighbourhood Plan 
• Attitude of people could more inclusive 

 
3) What are your thoughts about any growth or development in the village: 

a) Residential 
• No new development / growth / not needed  12 
• Plenty nearby in Blakenham / Needham  4 
• Village already contributed /fair share  3 
• Roads not suitable for  2 
• Too many applications 
• No room except on unsuitable farmland 
• Not in village perhaps on outskirts nearer Claydon etc 
• Not back Lane  2 
• No more in Upper Street 
• None on Common 
• None in the valley between Upper St & Back lane 
• Infill/within existing boundary  4 
• Infill Lower Street 
• Infill to provide smaller homes 
• Limited natural growth in keeping with the rest of the village would be acceptable  2 
• Limited scope to integrate new build into 3 hamlet pattern via infill 
• No more except maybe somewhere / only for local young people  4 
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• Smaller homes/ more affordable  2 
• Priority for locals  2 
• Not in village but recent applications Lower Road area suitable  2 
• As little as possible 
• Where does not jeopardise views 
• Extensions to existing properties 

 
b) Commercial 
• None / no need / not desirable  13 
• Roads not suitable for  3 
• Plenty nearby in Blakenham / Needham  3 
• No suitable sites 
• Concern as commercial development creeping along the B1113 
• Not in village  2 
• Restricted to existing areas where access good / B1113  5 
• Farm /rural activity/existing business related only  4 
• Limited scope - viability to be measured against impact on existing community 
• Depending on nature, location, appearance local business should be encouraged 

if it does not impact on the character of the village  2 
• No strong view 

 
c) Light industrial 
• None / no need  13 
• Concern as commercial development creeping along the B1113 
• No suitable sites 
• Enough on Lower St / sufficient  2 
• Plenty nearby in Blakenham / Needham  4 
• Not in village  3 
• Restricted to existing areas where access good / B1113  5 
• Existing business related only  3 
• Limited scope - viability to be measured against impact on existing community 
• Depending on nature and location & appearance local business should be 

encouraged if it does not impact on the character of the village  2 
• No strong view 

 
d) Leisure 
• None  2 
• No more buildings or development in connection with leisure  2 
• Use village hall 
• Adequate elsewhere/nearby  3 
• No to Snoasis  7 
• No space in village to accommodate such facilities/ not practical  3 
• Not expected in small village/countryside 
• Not interested 
• On its merits 
• Right project in right place 
• Limited scope - viability to be measured against impact on existing community 
• Children’s Playground  5 
• Open air for outdoor activity 
• More horses 
• Off road horse riding  2 
• Encourage non-residents to use footpaths 
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e) Other 
• None  2 
• Limited scope viability to be measured against impact on existing community 
• Need stronger voice re planning 
• Planning and Enforcement for Mid Suffolk slow & ineffective /lack of  5 
• Planners should listen to local opinion 
• Village being ruined by bad planning decisions 
• Poor decisions have spoilt Back Lane and The Common 
• Applications submitted, turned down then resubmitted under a different guise  2 
• ‘Back door’ residential / deceitful development  4 
• No growth / stay rural hamlet  2 
• No further development in the countryside / on farm land / preserve countryside  17 
• No more horse paddocks / facilities  6 
• Farmland being sold off in small parcels 
• Back Lane / brow of hill unsuitable for development  2 
• Baylham should remain a green separation between Blakenham & 

Needham /encroachment  2 
• Prevent merging of its three distinct settlements  3 
• Too much development in wrong place could ruin village 
• Creeping urbanisation –signs, insensitive materials, fences rather than hedges 

 
4) Are you happy with the level of facilities/amenities in the village? 

• Yes  18 
• There are none / what facilities  2 
• Few but not a problem if have private transport 
• Accept when moved, village small & limited services  2 
• Village too small to justify more  2 
• Enough elsewhere/nearby  2 
• As long as bus service retained 
• Scope to use church/village hall in ways to help community reduce 

carbon footprint 
• Community shop / sell excess produce from gardens  3 
• Pub 
• Village Shop 

 
5) Any comments about the village hall? (see also Q.10) 

• Good community facility  10 
• Adequate  3 
• Programme of village hall activities just right amount good/varied content/ enjoy  5 
• Coffee mornings are important/enjoyed  10 
• Variety of events but limited support  5 
• Now adequate access for disabled/elderly  2 
• Should be used more  4 
• Interior badly needs updating/ decoration  6 
• Insulation  3 
• Better heating  7 
• Kitchen condensation  2 
• Tarmac car park 
• Go solar 
• Need a designated smoking area at rear 
• Exterior not in keeping with village 
• Would have preferred re-build rather than refurb 
• Doesn’t justify further investment, limited use, little value. 
• Suggest work parties to help clean, garden etc. 
• Dancing 
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• Singing 
• Pub night occasionally 
• Something for younger residents  2 
• Successful events more often eg quiz 
• Community cinema 
• Yoga / exercise class  3 
• Art/craft skills 
• Social group 
• Knitting 
• Books 
• Coffee morning - mugs not cups 
• Coffee morning – produce table 

 
6) Any comments about the church? (see also Q.10) 

• Like the church and churchyard / lovely building / historic landmark  12 
• Setting should be preserved 
• Appreciate it being open in the day  2 
• Pleased church still used for services  2 
• Needs more services/vicar –none so far in 2020 
• Feel neglected by CofE 
• Nothing wrong with church it is people not interested 
• Programme of church activities just right amount/good/varied content/enjoy  6 
• Variety of events but limited support  4 
• Should be used more  4 
• Move some events from village hall to church  2 
• Not suitable for events cold/uncomfortable 
• Pleased with work parties to clear graveyard 
• Worthy of development 
• Kitchen/toilet addition useful  3 
• Go solar 
• Heating 

 
 
7) Access to Public (Council/Local Authority/ Government) Services. 
Are you happy with the level of public services available? 

• Yes  16 
• What services  3 
• Village too small to justify more  3 
• Already minimal - no further decline 
• Experience of the buses has been patchy and not encouraged use of 

public transport. 
• Dustbin collection problem  2 
• Access to local council offices poor/ distant / Needham closed  3 
• MSDC telephone service poor 
• Smell from new sewer  2 
• Police lack of visibility  2 
• Mobile phone reception could be better 
• Would like mains gas 
• Good to have councillors at parish meetings 

 
8) What are your thoughts about roads and traffic? 

• Road maintenance necessary/ potholes  15  
(of which Church Lane - 5) 

• Roads/ Maintenance is good/adequate  5 
• Poor drainage/ditches need maintenance  4 



12 
 

• Poor state of footpaths/verges 
• Road edge cleaning required  2 
• Grateful for gritting in winter 
• Don’t want street lights  6 
• Non-compliance with speed limit  8 
• Traffic generally respects speed limit /few exceptions  3 
• Lower Street needs speed limit  2 
• Lower limit / 20 mph  4 
• 20 limit waste of time and money 
• 30 okay  2 
• Not sure we need 20 mph limit 
• Not convinced speed limit sign it will make a difference 
• Neighbourhood Speed Watch 
• Manner of driving  4 
• Do not want traffic calming clutter / no more signs 
• Speed bumps 
• Traffic increase  4 
• Would not want to see increased traffic/ roads not suitable for  2 
• Road unsuitable for through traffic /too much  2 
• Roads unsuitable for HGVs  2 
• Equine related traffic increase  2 
• Traffic levels low 
• Change priority Church Lane / junction dangerous  3 
• Care home entrance visibility limited 
• No footpath through village 
• Flooding on B1113 between Moat Farm & Darmsden 
• More passing places:  

Back Lane  3  
Somersham Rd  1 

• People blocking passing places Back Lane 
• Posts and obstructions on roadside 
• Horse muck 
• Council refuse replacement of highway signs 

 
9) Environment. Any comments on the local environment and/or countryside? 

• Littering of the countryside with field shelters, stables, sheds, vehicles, equine 
paraphernalia, rubbish  11 

• Horse owners do not live in village/ do not make a contribution/care/ no interest  3 
• Open communication with horse owners to encourage more respect 
• More tree hedge planting  3 
• Habitat maintenance 
• Sympathetic land management decisions necessary to help biodiversity 
• Need to do more to help built environment blend into landscape 
• Lovely as it is 
• Footpaths not well maintained  3 
• More footpaths 
• Shame to lose unofficial footpaths / landowners protective  2 
• Damage to footpaths by horses /protect footpaths  2 
• Vehicles damaging the By-way 
• Litter  4 
• Litter pick good  6 
• Dog fouling  2 
• Do not want dog waste bins 
• Love to see sheep and alpacas. 
• Good mix of farm/wood land 
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• Need local renewable power 
 
 
10) What are your thoughts about community activities? (see also Q.6 & Q.7) 

• Lack of support for village activities  2 
• More variety / need to attract wider audience  6 
• Plenty / adequate activities for those who wish to participate  2 
• Good range – new ideas always welcome 
• What activities  2 
• Activities to promote community cohesion 
• More family orientated 
• Happy to help with litter pick. 

 
11) Any comments affecting children and young people in the village? 

• Limited opportunities 
• Nothing for them to do  2 
• Specific events in village hall 
• Suggest annual activity free for children eg painting/craft/nature activity 
• Youth club  2 
• Young person rep on Parish Council 
• Nature’s playground is all around 
• Lack of housing means not many youngsters in village  4 
• Good that there is school transport 

 
12) Any comments affecting the elderly and/or disabled in the village? 

• Nothing for them to do 
• How many are there to affect 
• Set up support / volunteer network  5 
• Suggest local telephone helpline 
• Car pool/ dial a ride/community transport  4 
• Neighbours rally round  5 
• Organise events eg lunch club, social group 
• Care home supportive 

 
13) Please feel free to comment on any other matters. 

• MP could come and meet villagers 
• Parish Council good idea 
• Newsletter good idea 
• Quarterly Village Meetings good idea 
• Village Facebook page is a great way to share information 
• Having village plan good idea 
• Thanks to those who try to keep everything together  2 
• Village suggestion box 
• Further consultation through different means 
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Appendix 2 – March 2023 Drop-in Event Boards 
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Appendix 3 – Pre-Submission Consultation Publicity Leaflet 
 

 



29 
 

 

 



30 
 

 

 



31 
 

 



32 
 

Appendix 4 – September 2024 Drop-in Event Display 
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Appendix 5 – Statutory Consultees Notified of Regulation 14 
Consultation 
 

Representative / Organisation 

MP for Central Suffolk & N Ipswich 
County Cllr to Bosmere Division, Suffolk County Council 
County Cllr to Gipping Valley Division, Suffolk County Council 
County Cllr to Thredling Division, Suffolk County Council 
Ward Cllrs to Needham Market, Mid Suffolk District Council 
Ward Cllrs to Claydon & Barham, Mid Suffolk District Council 
Ward Cllr to Blakenham, Mid Suffolk District Council 
Ward Cllr to Battisford & Ringshall, Mid Suffolk District Council 
Darmsden Parish Meeting 
Needham Market Town Council 
Coddenham Parish Council  
Barham Parish Council 
Great Blakenham Parish Council  
Little Blakenham Parish Council  
Nettlestead Parish Meeting 
Ofton & Willisham Parish Council 
Babergh & Mid Suffolk District Councils 
Suffolk County Council 
Natural England 
Environment Agency 
Historic England 
National Trust 
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited 
Highways England 
Marine Management Organisation 
British Telecom 
Vodafone and O2 - EMF Enquiries 
Three 
EE 
NHS Suffolk & North Essex Integrated Care Board 
National Gas Transmission 
National Grid 
UK Power Networks 
Anglian Water 
Essex & Suffolk Water 
Defence Infrastructure Organisation 
National Federation of Gypsy Liaison Groups 
Communities & Environmental Services, Norfolk CC 
Diocese of St Edmundsbury & Ipswich 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce 
Freeport East 
RSPB 
Forestry Commission 
Sport England (East) 
The Crown Estate Office 
Suffolk Constabulary 
Suffolk Fire & Rescue Service 
Suffolk Wildlife Trust 
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Representative / Organisation 
Suffolk Preservation Society 
Community Action Suffolk 
Dedham Vale Society 
Suffolk & Essex Coast & Heaths National Landscape 
Dedham Vale National Landscape 
The Theatres Trust 
Water Management Alliance 
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Appendix 6 – Statutory Consultee Consultation Notice  
 
BAYLHAM (SUFFOLK) NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN – PRE-SUBMISSION CONSULTATION 
(REGULATION 14) 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
As part of the requirements of the Localism Act 2011 and Regulation 14 of the Neighbourhood 
Planning (General) Regulations 2015 (as amended), Baylham Parish Council is undertaking a Pre-
Submission Consultation on the Draft Neighbourhood Plan for the Parish. Mid Suffolk District Council 
has provided your details as a body/individual we are required to consult or has identified an interest 
in the Development Plan for Baylham and your views on the Draft Neighbourhood Plan would be 
welcomed. 
 
The full plan and supporting documents can be viewed here together with information on how to 
send us your comments. 
 
This Pre-Submission Consultation runs until Monday 21 October 2024. 
 
We look forward to receiving your comments. If possible, please submit them online at  
https://www.smartsurvey.co.uk/s/BaylhamNP/ or, if that is not possible, please send them in a reply to 
this email. 
 
Kind regards 
 
 
Clerk 
Baylham Parish Council 
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Appendix 7 – Summary of Responses to Consultation Questions  
 
 

1. Do you have any comments on Chapters 1, 2, and 3?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

18.18% 2 

2 No   
 

81.82% 9 

 

2. Do you support the Vision and Objectives in Chapter 4?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

91.67% 11 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

3. Do you support Policy BAY 1 – Spatial Strategy?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

91.67% 11 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

4. Do you have any other comments on Chapter 5 – Planning Strategy?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

8.33% 1 

2 No   
 

91.67% 11 

 

5. Do you support Policy BAY 2 – Housing Development?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 
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6. Do you have any other comments on Chapter 6 – Housing?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

16.67% 2 

2 No   
 

83.33% 10 

 

7.  Do you support Policy BAY 3 – Baylham Area of Local Landscape Sensitivity?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

8. Do you support Policy BAY 4 - Protection of Important Views ?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

9. Do you support Policy BAY 5 – Biodiversity and Habitats?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

10. Do you support Community Action 1 – Tree and Hedgerow Maintenance and 
Improvement?   

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

91.67% 11 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 
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11. Do you support Policy BAY 6 – Local Green Spaces?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

83.33% 10 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion   
 

16.67% 2 

 

12. Do you have any other comments on Chapter 7 – Natural Environment?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

16.67% 2 

2 No   
 

83.33% 10 

 

13. Do you support Policy BAY 7 - Design Considerations?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

91.67% 11 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

14. Do you support Policy BAY 8 – Church Lane Special Character Areas?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

15. Do you support Community Action 2 – Overhead Wires?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

16. Do you support Policy BAY 9 – Flooding and Sustainable Drainage?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

91.67% 11 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 
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17. Do you support Policy BAY 10 – Dark Skies?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

18. Do you have any other comments on Chapter 8 – Built Environment and 
Development Design?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

8.33% 1 

2 No   
 

91.67% 11 

 

19. Do you support Policy BAY 11 – Community Facilities?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

20. Do you support Community Action 3 – Village Hall Improvements?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

21. Do you support Community Action 4 – Public Open Space?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

83.33% 10 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion   
 

8.33% 1 
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22. Do you support Policy BAY 12 – Farm Diversification?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

91.67% 11 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

23. Do you have any other comments on Chapter 9 – Business, Infrastructure and 
Services?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes  0.00% 0 

2 No   
 

100.00% 12 

 

24. Do you support Community Action 5 – Highway Maintenance?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

91.67% 11 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

25. Do you support Policy BAY 13 – Parking Standards?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

26. Do you support Policy BAY 14 – Public Rights of Way?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 12 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

27. Do you support Community Action 6 – Informal Horse Riding Routes?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

58.33% 7 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion   
 

33.33% 4 
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28.  Do you support the content of the Parish Wide Policies Map and Village Centre 
Inset Map?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

91.67% 11 

2 No   
 

8.33% 1 

3 No opinion  0.00% 0 

 

29. Do you have any comments on the Appendices?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

16.67% 2 

2 No   
 

83.33% 10 

 

30. Do you have any other comments on the Draft Neighbourhood Plan?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

66.67% 8 

2 No   
 

33.33% 4 

 

31. Ultimately, the Plan will be subject to a Parish Referendum when residents will be 
asked whether they want Mid Suffolk District Council to use the Neighbourhood Plan 
to help it decide planning applications. Overall, would you vote in favour of the 
Neighbourhood Plan at a Parish Referendum?  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes   
 

100.00% 13 

2 No  0.00% 0 

3 Unsure  0.00% 0 
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Appendix 8- Responses received to Pre-Submission Consultation and responses to comments  
The tables in this appendix set out the comments that were received during the Pre-Submission Consultation Stage and the responses and 
changes made to the Plan as a result of the comments.  The first table is laid out in Plan order with the general comments following the 
comments on the policies.  Where proposed changes to the Plan are identified, they relate to the Pre-Submission Draft Plan. Due to 
deletions and additions to the Plan, they may not correlate to the paragraph or policy numbers in the Submission version of the Plan. 

 

Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

Chapters 1, 2, and 3 
V Gladwin 

 
Clear, concise and well presented Noted None 

Mr & Mrs 
Philpott 

 
ALL Chapters & Paragraphs : 
We have read and where necessary, re-read, in order 
to better digest understand any proposals and 
meanings within the Baylham Neighbourhood Plan. 
In principle we are in agreement with the ideas 
expressed. Some things are we feel a little idealistic yet 
if you don’t have a dream……… 

Noted None 

 
Suffolk County 
council 

Archaeology  
It is welcomed to see that results from archaeological 
investigations in the area have been included in the 
historic background of Baylham (paragraph 2.1-2.6). 
This could be enhanced by a search of the Suffolk 
HER1. SCC recommends that the inclusion of an HER 
search in map format would be useful to show all 
heritage assets (above and below ground) in the area, 
including those which have been mentioned. 
 
Minerals and Waste  

Given that the 
Historic 
Environment 
Record is 
constantly 
changing, it would 
be misleading to 
include a map in 
the Plan. 
 
 
Noted 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

Suffolk County Council is the Minerals and Waste 
Planning Authority for Suffolk. This means that SCC 
makes planning policies and decisions in relation to 
minerals and waste. The relevant policy document is 
the Suffolk Minerals and Waste Local Plan,3 adopted in 
July 2020, which forms part of the Local Development 
Plan.  
 
SCC note and welcome the inclusion of the Suffolk 
Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2020 in the planning 
policy context section, and its reference to the 
Minerals Consultation area.  
 
It is noted to the south east of the neighbourhood plan 
area is a collection of protected minerals and waste 
sites, the “safeguarding area” does overlap with the 
neighbourhood plan area slightly.  
 
The facilities are shown on the map below, and the 
collection of sites to the southwest of the plan area 
are:  
• SAR8 – Malting Farm HF and JT Few – Secondary 

Aggregate Recycling (safeguarding area overlap)  
• R1 – Barham Railhead – Tarmac  
• SAR9 – Broomfield Pit – Lafarge Aggregates Ltd.  
• AP1 – Barham Asphalt Plant  
 
To the south of the plan area also sits HNL1 - Masons 
Landfill – Viridor Waste Disposal – Non – Hazardous 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

Landfill site, the safeguarding area for this site also has 
a slight overlap the Neighbourhood plan area.  
 
The definitive map of these sites and their locations 
can be found on the policies map of the Suffolk 
Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2020. 

 
  

 
 
Noted 
 
  

 
 
None 
 
  

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council  

Para 1.8: To avoid repetition of the word ‘following’ 
consider amending the first sentence to read: ‘The 
following topic areas form the basis for the content of 

Paragraph 1.8 will 
be amended 
 
 

Amend paragraph 
1.8 as suggested 
by Mid Suffolk DC 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

the Plan, reflecting matters raised through community 
engagement to date.’ 
 
Diagram at para 1.8: This diagram names one of the 
topic areas as ‘Services and Facilities’. It relates to 
Section 9 of the plan, where it is called ‘Business, 
Infrastructure and Services’. For both consistency and 
practical reasons, we suggest that you use the shorter 
title throughout the plan (i.e., on the contents page 
and on page 28) 
 
Para 3.6: Check / amend the cross-reference to the 
NPPF. Where this plan says paragraph 210, the 
equivalent paragraph in the Dec 2023 NPFF is 216. 
  

 
 
The diagram will be 
amended 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The cross-
reference to the 
NPPF will be 
amended and, if 
necessary, to 
reflect the 
publication of the 
NPPF in 2024 
should this occur 
before submission  

 
 
Correct the 
themes diagram 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Update references 
to the NPPF as 
necessary 

 

Vision and Objectives 
Councillor D 
Pratt 

Mid Suffolk 
District 
Councillor 

Mid Suffolk's JLP states a 10% target for Biodiversity 
Net Gain 
 
https://www.babergh.gov.uk/documents/d/asset-
library-54706/babergh-and-mid-suffolk-joint-local-
plan-part-1-nov-2023 

Noted None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

S Richards 
 

Baylham is a large village and while infill may be 
relevant for Upper Street and Church Lane I don’t think 
it should follow for all the other streets in Baylham 
Parish. Baylham is not a hamlet because it consists of a 
number of settlements. 

Noted None 

 Anglian Water Anglian Water welcomes the inclusion of the following 
objectives: 

1. Development should not place any 
unacceptable burden on infrastructure and 
services and should respect the natural 
limitations of the rural location. 

2. New buildings should incorporate the latest 
energy efficiency technology and minimise the 
use of fossil fuels. 

  
These also comply with Babergh and Mid Suffolk Local 
Plan Policy LP26 – ‘Water resources and 
infrastructure’. Anglian Water is committed to ensuring 
that development in our region continues to thrive 
while protecting our assets, existing customers and the 
environment. We want to ensure that growth aligns 
with environmental responsibilities and infrastructure 
capacity. We support the position that developers will 
need to demonstrate that there is sufficient 
wastewater treatment capacity available, and this is 
also to ensure no deterioration in the quality of 
receiving waters.  
  

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

Anglian Water welcomes the neighbourhood plan 
requiring new development to be served by 
sustainable infrastructure provision and that does not 
result in a detrimental impact on water infrastructure, 
including sewers and surface water and other flooding 
and that this should take account of climate change. 
  

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 

 
Suffolk County 
Council 

The first objective for the Natural Environment focuses 
on the villagers’ enjoyment rather than on the natural 
environment in its own right. The second objective 
requires updating as it does not reflect the current 
legislation with regards to Biodiversity Net Gain. 

The second 
objective will be 
amended 

Amend second 
objective for the 
Natural 
Environment to 
reflective 
legislative 
requirement for 
most 
development to 
deliver biodiversity 
net gain   

Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

The objectives provide an interesting mix of being 
both supportive yet restrictive on where development 
proposals whilst being might come forward. The 
second objective under ‘Natural Environment’ seems 
weak. ‘Development proposals should maximise 
opportunities to improve natural habitats and 
biodiversity’ sends a much clearer message. 

The second 
objective will be 
amended 

Amend second 
objective for the 
Natural 
Environment to 
reflective 
legislative 
requirement for 
most 
development to 
deliver biodiversity 
net gain  
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan  

Policy BAY 1 – Spatial Strategy 
S Richards 

 
Not sure I agree that only development should only be 
within settlement boundary. The development plan is 
appropriate to Upper Street but not necessarily other 
areas. 

The Plan does not 
restrict 
development to 
within the 
Settlement 
Boundary. 
Appendix 1 
identifies 
circumstances 
where 
development 
outside the 
Settlement 
Boundary might be 
favourable. 

None 

 
Suffolk County 
Council 

Policy BAY1 – Spatial Strategy, regarding development 
outside settlement boundaries, only refers to impact 
on heritage and landscape designations. The scope 
could be made wider, by referring to Heritage Assets 
and the Local Landscape Character, especially 
considering Policy BAY3 - Baylham Area of Local 
Landscape Sensitivity. 

It is considered that 
by referring to 
heritage and 
landscape 
designations, 
heritage assets and 
the Area of 
Landscape 
Sensitivity is 
included 

None 

 

Chapter 5 – Planning Strategy 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

S Edwards 
 

I support the Planning Strategy Noted None  
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

Baylham’s Settlement Boundary  
Paragraphs 5.3 to 5.6, Map 2, Map 3, and the Policy 
Village Centre Inset Map all refer.  
In our covering letter we refer to the 
 exchange of informal comments that has already 
taken place on this matter. A new settlement boundary 
is being proposed through this draft plan (Map 3) 
which, amongst other things detailed in paragraph 5.5, 
seeks to take account of “inconsistencies in the 
adopted JLP1, which restricts ‘backland’ development 
for some properties but not others.”  
 
While this boundary bears some resemblance to the 
previously adopted settlement boundary from the 
1998 Mid Suffolk Local Plan, and also a passing 
resemblance to the now redundant settlement 
boundary that was put forward in the Draft 2020 Joint 
Local Plan (both shown on Map 2), it is more tightly 
drawn in many places. A fourth ‘alternate’ boundary 
was also understood to have been considered by the 
Parish Council at their July 2024 meeting, and was 
referred to by us in our informal email exchanges as 
representing a more logical fit. As this ‘alternate’ 
boundary does not appear to be available elsewhere, 
we include an image of it below as part of this now 
formal response.  
 

MSDC’s proposed 
plan is equally 
inconsistent as it 
restricts properties 
to the east of the 
village and yet 
includes arable land 
to the south?? 
The parish council’s 
proposal is based 
on a clear 
understanding of 
where garden 
boundaries exist, 
the history of the 
inclusion of once 
arable and 
allotment land, and 
is fair to all. It does 
not prevent 
permitted 
development within 
domestic curtilage 
but reflects the 
community’s desire 
to resist backland 
development which 
is unsympathetic to 

None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

All the information considered, we remain of the 
opinion at this time that this ‘alternate’ boundary does 
still represent the most logical boundary for Baylham 
going forwards given that: 
1. The more tightly drawn settlement boundary (Map 3) 
does appears to have been put in place specifically to 
ensure that opportunities for bringing forward small 
housing sites will not be possible, notwithstanding that 
these may be JLP Policy LP01 compliant. 
2. In addition to the above, a tightly drawn settlement 
boundary may also preclude residential proposals for 
annexes, garages and outbuildings. Whilst some 
properties could possibly achieve space for these 
within the proposed boundary, we would likely have 
concerns that this would unacceptably impact the 
character of the village. 
3. To follow on from the above, equally there is a 
question over whether permitted development rights 
would be used as a fallback position to overcome the 
settlement boundary issue. 
4. Reverting back to the more considerate (‘alternate’) 
settlement boundary (shown below) would allow 
some flexibility for both existing and future residents, 
and also for planning decision makers and also 
demonstrate that this plan has been positively 
prepared. 
 

the historic nature 
of the village’s 
linear development. 
MSDC’s comments 
fall short of these 
aims. 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

 
The ‘alternate’ Baylham Settlement Boundary (c. July 
2024) - the red line refers 
 
The above comments aside, we have no other 
comment to make on Policy BAY 1, but please see the 
grammatical suggestion below:  
• On the last line of para 5.7, before the bullet-points, 
insert the word ‘this’ as follows: ‘ … assessed against 
other policies in Joint Local Plan – Part 1 and this 
Neighbourhood Plan, such as:’    

Policy BAY 2 – Housing Development  
Suffolk County 
Council 

SCC welcomes part iii. of Policy BAY2 – Housing 
Development. 

Noted None 

 

Chapter 6 – Housing 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

S Richards 
 

Recent infill in Baylham has seen large homes built. 
Smaller 2 bedroom homes are what are needed. 

Noted None 

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

We have no comments to make at this time Policy BAY 
2 or the supporting text in this chapter.  

Noted None 

 

Policy BAY 3 – Baylham Area of Local Landscape Sensitivity  
Suffolk County 
Council 

Policy BAY3 - Baylham Area of Local Landscape 
Sensitivity is in effect a parish-wide policy and this may 
need to be acknowledged. Singling out proposals for 
equestrian uses seems difficult to justify, and it would 
strengthen the policy if all proposals for development 
or change in land use which would have a significant 
detrimental impact on the landscape quality of the 
parish would be treated the same, i.e. would not be 
supported.  

Agree. The policy 
will be amended to 
delete reference to 
equestrian uses 

Amend policy to 
delete reference 
to equestrian uses 

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

We have no comments to make at this time on 
Policies BAY 3 (ALLS) or Bay 4 (Protection of Important 
Views) other than to note that the whole parish is 
designated as an Area of Local Landscape Sensitivity.  

Noted None 

 

Policy BAY 4 - Protection of Important Views  
Suffolk County 
Council 

NB. Two separate comments were contained in SCC 
response 
 
SCC welcomes Policy BAY4 – Protection of Views and 
that the plan points out that it should not be inferred 
that other views in the Parish, which are not included 

 
 
 
Noted 
 
 

 
 
 
None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

on Map 6 and the Policies map, have little value and 
are not worthy of protection.  
 
Although it is noted that the phrase ‘key features and 
attributes’ may be a sufficient limitation, SCC proposes 
the following amendment to the wording of this Policy 
BAY 4,  
‘…there is no significant detrimental impact on the key 
features and attributes’ 
 
Key views  
SCC welcomes Policy BAY4 – Protection of Views and 
that the neighbourhood plans points out that it should 
not be inferred that other views in the Parish, which 
are not included on Map 6 and the Policies map, have 
little value and are not worthy of protection.  
 
The first sentence may need to include ‘significant’ 
before detrimental, although the phrase ‘key features 
and attributes may be a sufficient limitation. 
  

 
 
 
Agree, change 
policy as suggested 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Agree, change 
policy as suggested  

 
 
 
Amend policy as 
suggested by 
Suffolk CC 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
Amend policy as 
suggested by 
Suffolk CC 
   

Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

We have no comments to make at this time on 
Policies BAY 3 (ALLS) or Bay 4 (Protection of Important 
Views) other than to note that the whole parish is 
designated as an Area of Local Landscape Sensitivity.  

Noted None 

 

Policy BAY 5 – Biodiversity and Habitats 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

S Richards 
 

No point putting in hedgehog holes until the badger 
population is reduced, currently legislatively not 
possible. 

Noted None 

 Suffolk Wildlife 
Trust 

Suffolk Wildlife Trust raise no significant issue with the 
policy wording, however, make the following points:  
• Where hedgerow removal is undertaken to 
create new access, we support the use of native 
species as replacement.  
 
The loss will typically be counted as part of a 
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment and hedgerows 
should be demonstrating a 10% net gain of biodiversity 
units.  
 
With regard to Point C (Proposals will be supported 
where they integrate improvements to biodiversity 
which will secure a measurable net gain as part of the 
design through, for example: c. restoring and repairing 
fragmented wildlife networks, for example, including 
swift-boxes, bat boxes and holes in fences which 
allow access for hedgehogs):  
 
Typically, a measurable net gain is measured using the 
Statutory Biodiversity Metric calculator or the Small 
Site Metric Calculator – this calculator is focussed on 
habitats alone, and therefore features such as swift and 
boxes, or hedgehog connectivity, is not included.  
 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
Part c will be 
amended 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
As above 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
Amend part c and 
add additional 
sentence to 
support the 
provision within 
dwellings for 
measures 
including swift 
bricks-boxes, bat 
boxes and holes in 
fences which 
allow access for 
hedgehogs. 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

The inclusion of any bird boxes, including swift boxes, 
or bat boxes does not constitute a key component of 
repairing or restoring wildlife networks. These features 
can provide suitable nesting or roosting habitat which 
can provide compensation for lost features, or 
enhance an area where these features are lacking; 
however, a network itself should consider how these 
features interact with the surrounding landscape by 
ensuring that suitable green space for wildlife is 
provided within development sites. The restoration of 
ecological networks should focus on providing 
landscape connectivity using natural and semi-natural 
habitats, connecting/ buffering/ or making bigger 
existing designated sites, priority habitats, areas 
managed for wildlife, or wildlife corridors.  
 

 Anglian Water Anglian Water supports the policy and prioritising the 
delivery of biodiversity net gains within the 
neighbourhood planning area to support habitat 
recovery and enhancements within existing and new 
areas of green and blue infrastructure. We would also 
support opportunities to maximise green infrastructure 
connectivity including through opportunities to 
minimise surface water run-off from existing urban 
areas through the creation of rain gardens for 
example.  
Anglian Water has made a corporate commitment to 
deliver a biodiversity net gain of 10% against the 
measured losses of habitats on all AW-owned land. 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

  
As the neighbourhood plan progresses, there may also 
be benefit in referencing the emerging Suffolk Local 
Nature Recovery Strategy (Local Nature Recovery 
Strategy (LNRS) - Suffolk County Council) which will 
identify priority actions for nature and map specific 
areas for improving habitats for nature recovery.  
 

 
 
 
The supporting 
paragraphs will be 
amended to 
reference the 
Nature Recovery 
Strategy 

 
 
 
Amend paragraph 
7.14 to refer to the 
Suffolk Nature 
Recovery Strategy 
 
  

Suffolk County 
Council 

Simply “avoiding harm” is no longer in line with the 
national requirements, especially those under the 
Environment Act 2021, therefore SCC recommends 
that the policy should be updated to:  
‘Development proposals should avoid the loss of, or 
material harm to must leave priority habitats in a 
measurably better state than pre-development.’  
 
 
 
 
It is also noted that providing measures like “swift 
boxes, bat boxes and holes in the hedge for 
hedgehogs” will not count towards “measurable net 
gain” as the metric scores “habitats” and does not give 
a score to bat and bird boxes. While they are useful 
enhancement measures to encourage wildlife and to 
help to regenerate a balanced habitat, they do not 
“provide a measurable net gain in biodiversity” and are 
not able to restore and repair fragmented biodiversity 

The wording of this 
element of the 
policy will be 
amended to reflect 
the outcome of the 
recent examination 
of the same draft 
policy  
 
 
 
Part c of the policy 
will be amended 

Amend opening 
part of policy to 
reflect outcome 
of examination of 
the draft policy in 
the Brettenham 
NP. 
 
 
 
 
Amend part c and 
add additional 
separate sentence 
to support the 
provision within 
dwellings for 
measures 
including swift 
bricks-boxes, bat 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.suffolk.gov.uk%2Fplanning-waste-and-environment%2Flocal-nature-recovery-strategy-lnrs&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186208190%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Qq3vmcqRschqJyZItrGOBMaVbWoU5Qxi8k15DQ%2F9zWo%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.suffolk.gov.uk%2Fplanning-waste-and-environment%2Flocal-nature-recovery-strategy-lnrs&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186208190%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Qq3vmcqRschqJyZItrGOBMaVbWoU5Qxi8k15DQ%2F9zWo%3D&reserved=0
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

networks as the policy suggests. They should therefore 
not be used as a mitigating factor for any 
environmental harm caused by development.  

boxes and holes in 
fences which 
allow access for 
hedgehogs.  

Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

Policy BAY 5: As worded, this policy is comparable with 
other adopted neighbourhood plans.  
 
To reflect the policy title, the first sentence should be 
amended to read: ‘Development proposals should 
avoid the loss of, or significant harm to biodiversity 
and priority habitats.’  
 
 
 
 
With regard to criterion c., we remind you that while 
they do provide benefits (if correctly sited and 
installed), bird and bat boxes do not count towards the 
Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) metric, which instead 
focuses on the habitats such species need to forage 
and complete their life cycles.   

Noted 
 
 
The first part of the 
policy will be 
amended to reflect 
the outcome of the 
recent examination 
of the same draft 
policy  
 
Part c of the policy 
will be amended  

 
 
 
Amend opening 
part of policy to 
reflect outcome 
of examination of 
the draft policy in 
the Brettenham 
NP. 
 
Amend part c and 
add additional 
separate sentence 
to support the 
provision within 
dwellings for 
measures 
including swift 
bricks-boxes, bat 
boxes and holes in 
fences which 
allow access for 
hedgehogs.   
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

Community Action 1 – Tree and Hedgerow Maintenance and Improvement 
R Blake 

 
Add the need to value & care for the VETERAN trees in 
our hedgerows: especially the notable groups of 
healthy Elms one of which includes a spectacular 
veteran pollard (near footpath to Stone Farm).  
The veteran Elm group at the top of the footpath by 
Church Knoll make an important contribution to the 
Upper Street skyline.  
Also veteran Oaks & the avenue of Limes leading to 
Baylham Mill  which are protected by a Tree 
Preservation Order. 

Reference will be 
made in the 
supporting 
paragraph to 
protecting 
individual features. 

Amend paragraph 
7.18 to refer to 
individual features. 

 
Suffolk Wildlife 
Trust 

We support Community Action 1 in implementing tree 
and hedgerow maintenance and improvement 
initiatives; however, this could go further and look to 
enhance, increase, and connect other natural and 
semi-natural habitats within the parish such as the 
priority habitats noted within the draft plan which 
include woodland, ponds, and parkland. These are 
habitats which can often be increased in value by 
adding suitable buffer habitat or increasing connection 
with other habitats, as well as management changes to 
increase biodiversity value. 

The Community 
Action will be 
amended 

Amend the 
Community 
Action to include 
references to links 
between habitats 
and creating 
buffer habitats. 

 

Policy BAY 6 – Local Green Spaces 
 Anglian Water The policy designates a number of areas of Local 

Green Spaces (LGS) within the neighbourhood plan 
area. It is noted that the supporting text (para.7.20) 
states that manging development within a LGS should 
be consistent with national policy for Green Belts, as 

Noted None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

set out in paragraphs 104 – 107 of the NPPF (current 
2023 version).  
  
Anglian Water does have assets forming part of our 
water and water recycling network (e.g., rising mains 
and sewers) located in or in the vicinity of these 
designated areas of local green space. For example, 
there are underground pipes (sewers) which are 
located within sites 1 &2. We do not consider that the 
policy should prevent any operational development 
that may be needed to manage, maintain or repair our 
assets.  
  
For information, maps of Anglian Water’s assets 
detailing the location of our water and water recycling 
infrastructure are available at: 
www.utilities.digdat.co.uk 
  

Suffolk County 
Council 

SCC welcomes the designation of the five Local Green 
Spaces, shown on Map 7 and the Policies Map, and the 
reference to the NPPF paragraph 106 - as this supports 
the ongoing work to make Suffolk the Greenest 
County4. 
 
SCC suggests that the addition of further explanation 
is needed in Policy BAY6. Currently it only states that 
Local Green Spaces have been identified on Map 7 and 
the Policies Map. SCC would strongly recommend that 
the Local Green Space sites are listed and named in 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
This is not 
considered 
necessary 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.utilities.digdat.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186227660%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=3FBcb%2FD9KT1ka9kQ13edbuEYc%2BT5IU4LohYV6Cs8S1k%3D&reserved=0
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

the policy. This will provide clarity and context, and 
ease of reading. 
 
Evidence is provided in on the parish website, in the 
Local Green Space Assessment and it provides maps 
and sets the proposed sites against the NPPF criteria. 
However, the evidence provided for special qualities 
seems limited, and SCC has some concerns with 
regards to the sizes of the proposed Local Green 
Spaces sites 1, 2 and 3, which are all privately owned 
and together they could be viewed as an ‘extensive 
tract of land’. It is queried if this could be considered as 
an attempt to block development. 
  

 
 
The criteria set out 
in the NPPF does 
not require Local 
Green Space to be 
in public 
ownership. The 
designation reflects 
the historic and 
landscape qualities 
of these distinct 
areas of the parish. 

 
 
 
None 

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

Five Local Green Spaces (LGS) are promoted through 
this plan. Four of these (no’s 1 to 4) are in private 
ownership and are dominated by the one land use 
type - horse paddocks. The other LGS (no. 5) is a more 
contained site on the north side of the village.  
 
Starting with LGS no’s 1 to 4, while it is acceptable to 
designate private land as LGS, the supporting 
assessment also explains that there is no or only 
limited public access to that these sites; that they have 
“no historical significance”, and that they have “no 
known ecological significance”. Given also that there 
are other polices in this draft plan that seek to protect 
this part of the village (in particular Policy BAY 3), it is 
our opinion at this time that these four proposed LGS 

Each of these 
spaces needs to be 
considered 
separately. 
LGS 1 to 4 
significantly impact 
the landscape 
amenity to a 
greater or lesser 
degree, for most of 
the population of 
the parish. They are 
either part of 
Baylham Common 
(LGS 2, 3,4) or 

None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

are questionable at best and that they do not meet all 
of the relevant NPPF criteria, i.e. they are not 
demonstrably special and, through their uniformity of 
use, they do combine to form an extensive tract of 
land.  
 
LGS #5 is, as noted, a more contained site. It is not 
quite the smallest of the proposed LGS, it is also in 
private ownership, but it is publicly accessible and it 
also falls within one of the proposed Church Lane 
Special Character Areas identified in Policy BAY 8. Its 
relationship to that proposed designation and the 
other factors mentioned here do present a more 
convincing case in our view for this site to be 
recognised as a local green space.  
 
With regard to the policy wording itself, it would be 
sensible to also name the site(s) that you decide to 
carry forward. 

occupy a dominant 
position  (LGS 1) 
overlooking Upper 
Street. There have 
been 3 appeals 
against refusals for 
dwellings in these 
spaces that were 
not upheld. (LGS 1 
& 3) Landscape, 
sustainability and 
listed building 
setting were all 
cited  by the 
inspectors. The 
Parish’s own 
landscape report 
advises that these 
spaces are not 
developed. Finally 
Baylham Common 
(LGS 2,3 &4) is a 
historic space 
identified on 19th 
century OS maps, 
and recognised by 
SCC as a rare 
Suffolk agricultural 
common. LGS 5 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

has a separate 
justification. 
We would ask the 
examiner to 
consider each LGS 
as a separate entity 
as it is a 
coincidence that 
they neighbour 
each other.  

Chapter 7 – Natural Environment 
R Blake 

 
Any scope for promoting actions which take the 
deepening climate crisis into account -domestic water 
conservation; passive summer shade & cooling (trees 
in gardens, street/ road trees) etc 

The local plan 
requires homes to 
be designed to limit 
water use and, 
nationally new 
streets in 
development have 
to be tree-lined 

None 

 Suffolk Wildlife 
Trust 

Paragraph 7.17 of the draft plan highlights that 
protecting native wildlife is a major priority for 
residents in Baylham. In light of this Suffolk Wildlife 
Trust encourage the Parish Council to push further in 
delivering for biodiversity within the plan. 
 
Wording could also be added stating that new 
development should aspire to go beyond the 
minimum level of 10% Biodiversity Net Gain; impact 

The Parish Council 
does not have 
evidence on the 
viability of 
development to 
support asking for 
20% biodiversity 
net gain 

None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

assessments carried out by DEFRA have shown that 
10% is the minimum level of net gain to offer 
confidence in not net-loss, Suffolk Wildlife Trust 
therefore advocate that while it may not be achievable 
in policy, wording to have an ambition for new 
development to deliver a net gain of at least 20% 
should be included. 
  

Suffolk County 
Council  

Landscape Character and Views  
SCC welcomes that as part of the Neighbourhood Plan 
process a Landscape Assessment of the Parish 
(published as a separate document), was carried out to 
assess the distinct local characteristics of the local 
landscape and supports the aims of the Assessment.  
 
It is unusual to include the whole parish into the Area 
of Local Landscape Sensitivity but appears to be 
backed up by sound evidence. 
 
SCC requests that in paragraph 7.13 ‘Landscape Visual 
Impact Assessment’ is corrected to ‘Landscape and 
Visual Impact Assessment’, and in Policy BAY 4 the 
wording is similarly corrected to ‘Landscape and Visual 
Appraisal’. An appraisal is a less formal assessment, 
which may be sufficient for some forms of 
developments, but not for all; therefore, both 
alternatives might be usefully included into this policy  
 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
Paragraph 7.13 will 
be amended as 
requested 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted  

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
Amend para 7.13 
as suggested by 
SCC 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

SCC welcomes paragraph 7.18 and Community Action 
1 – Tree and Hedgerow Maintenance and 
Improvement. 
   

Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

Para 7.2: The second sentence summarises 
information from the SWT Biodiversity Assessment. As 
written, this sentence is confusing. Based on the 
content of the SWT Report, we recommend that it be 
amended to read: ‘There are also eight non-statutory 
sites - seven of these are County Wildlife Sites and one 
is a Roadside Nature Reserve.’ [Nb: We have also 
removed the ‘(CWS)’ abbreviation as this is the only 
occasion where it is used in this draft plan.]  
 
 
Figure 4: In the top section, replace ‘Evade’ with ‘Avoid’  
  

Paragraph 7.2 will 
be amended as 
suggested 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4 will be 
amended as 
suggested 
  

Amend paragraph 
7.2 as suggested 
by MSDC 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Amend Figure 4 as 
suggested by 
MSDC 

 

Policy BAY 7 - Design Considerations 
R Blake 

 
Include design features that take into account the 
deepening climate crisis rooftop solar; water 
conservation; passive shading/cooling of buildings; 
energy conservation measures. 
Ultimately these matters are more important as visual 
'prettiness' 

The adopted Local 
Plan covers many 
of these issues and 
Government 
policies limit the 
extent to which 
neighbourhood 

None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

plans can require 
further measures.  

 Anglian Water Policy BAY 7 – Design (criterion h surface water 
flooding) and Policy BAY 9 – Flooding and Sustainable 
Drainage 
 
Anglian Water is supportive of measures to address 
surface water run-off, including the preference for this 
to be managed using Sustainable Drainage Systems 
(SuDS) and requiring permeable surfaces for new areas 
of hardstanding within developments to comply with 
the drainage hierarchy. Such measures help to avoid 
surface water run-off from entering our foul drainage 
network, and connections to a surface water sewer 
should only be considered where all other options are 
demonstrated to be impracticable. Any requirements 
for a surface water connection to our surface water 
sewer network will require the developer to fund the 
cost of modelling and any upgrades required to accept 
the flows from the development.   
  
Anglian Water encourages the use of nature-based 
solutions for SuDS wherever possible, including 
retrofitting SuDS to existing urban areas to enhance 
amenity and biodiversity within the neighbourhood 

 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

plan area and contribute to green and blue 
infrastructure.  
  
It has been the intention of Government to implement 
Schedule Three of The Flood and Water Management 
Act 2010 to make SuDS mandatory in all new 
developments in England. However, we welcome the 
policy approach to ensure SuDS measures are 
incorporated within new developments, until such 
time these measures are in place. 
  
Suffolk County Council, is the Lead Local Flood 
Authority and the risk management authority for 
flooding. It would be useful if cross reference was 
made to relevant details on the requirements for new 
development proposals which are set out in the local 
SuDS guidance can be found in the Suffolk Flood Risk 
Management Strategy Flood management in Suffolk - 
Suffolk County Council 
 

 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 

 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 

 
Suffolk County 
Council 

SCC welcomes that Policy BAY 7 – Design 
Considerations refers to the Landscape Assessment, 
and also welcomes, in particular parts a., b., c., and d. 
 
SCC support parts F, G, I and J of Policy BAY 7 – 
Design Considerations and recommend that they 
reference and accord with Suffolk Guidance for 
Parking (2023).  

Noted 
 
 
 
Reference to the 
Parking Guidance 
will be included as 
relevant 

None 
 
 
 
Amend Plan to 
include reference 
to Suffolk Parking 
Guidance and 
para 4.3.3 in that 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.suffolk.gov.uk%2Froads-and-transport%2Fflooding-and-drainage%2Fflood-management-in-suffolk&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186253486%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=vnoN5KUNKrazz%2Bpp2LGqISROwhv3FGMHEIje7kpBf%2FQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.suffolk.gov.uk%2Froads-and-transport%2Fflooding-and-drainage%2Fflood-management-in-suffolk&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186253486%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=vnoN5KUNKrazz%2Bpp2LGqISROwhv3FGMHEIje7kpBf%2FQ%3D&reserved=0
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 
guidance relating 
to rear gardens   

Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

In addition to our comment above re the Design 
Codes […] should criterion b. refer to the three distinct 
parts of the parish as identified in the Landscape 
Assessment, rather than the Design Code?  
  

Criterion b. will be 
amended as 
suggested 

Amend criterion b. 
to refer to 
Landscape 
Assessment 

 

Policy BAY 8 – Church Lane Special Character Areas  
Suffolk County 
Council 

SCC welcomes Policy Bay 8 – Church Lane Special 
Character Areas. 

Noted None 

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

Lastly, we note that Policy BAY 8 designates two 
Special Character Areas (SCAs), based on areas 
previously identified as ‘Visually Important Open 
Spaces’. The reasoning behind this, and the wording of 
the policy is consistent with SCAs identified through 
other neighbourhood plans and we are therefore 
supportive of this same approach in Baylham. It would 
also be beneficial if the SCA that surrounds Glebe 
House in particular were illustrated by a photograph(s) 
of views that are considered important to the local 
community.  
  

The separate Views 
Assessment 
contains 
photographs of the 
important views 

None 

 

Community Action 2 – Overhead Wires 
No comments received   

Policy BAY 9 – Flooding and Sustainable Drainage 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

V Gladwin 
 

Flood risk areas should not be considered as suitable 
sites for development under any circumstances 

National planning 
policy sets the 
criteria for how 
development in 
areas of flood risk 
should be 
considered. 

None 

S Richards 
 

Existing drainage needs looking at to prevent water 
escaping down valley too fast and flooding Lower 
Street 

The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan policies can 
only apply to the 
consideration of 
planning 
applications 

None 

 Anglian Water Policy BAY 7 – Design (criterion h surface water 
flooding) and Policy BAY 9 – Flooding and Sustainable 
Drainage 
Anglian Water is supportive of measures to address 
surface water run-off, including the preference for this 
to be managed using Sustainable Drainage Systems 
(SuDS) and requiring permeable surfaces for new areas 
of hardstanding within developments to comply with 
the drainage hierarchy. Such measures help to avoid 
surface water run-off from entering our foul drainage 
network, and connections to a surface water sewer 
should only be considered where all other options are 
demonstrated to be impracticable. Any requirements 
for a surface water connection to our surface water 
sewer network will require the developer to fund the 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

cost of modelling and any upgrades required to accept 
the flows from the development.   
  
Anglian Water encourages the use of nature-based 
solutions for SuDS wherever possible, including 
retrofitting SuDS to existing urban areas to enhance 
amenity and biodiversity within the neighbourhood 
plan area and contribute to green and blue 
infrastructure.  
  
It has been the intention of Government to implement 
Schedule Three of The Flood and Water Management 
Act 2010 to make SuDS mandatory in all new 
developments in England. However, we welcome the 
policy approach to ensure SuDS measures are 
incorporated within new developments, until such 
time these measures are in place. 
  
Suffolk County Council, is the Lead Local Flood 
Authority and the risk management authority for 
flooding. It would be useful if cross reference was 
made to relevant details on the requirements for new 
development proposals which are set out in the local 
SuDS guidance can be found in the Suffolk Flood Risk 
Management Strategy Flood management in Suffolk - 
Suffolk County Council 
 

 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 

 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.suffolk.gov.uk%2Froads-and-transport%2Fflooding-and-drainage%2Fflood-management-in-suffolk&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186253486%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=vnoN5KUNKrazz%2Bpp2LGqISROwhv3FGMHEIje7kpBf%2FQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.suffolk.gov.uk%2Froads-and-transport%2Fflooding-and-drainage%2Fflood-management-in-suffolk&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186253486%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=vnoN5KUNKrazz%2Bpp2LGqISROwhv3FGMHEIje7kpBf%2FQ%3D&reserved=0
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan  

Suffolk County 
Council  

SCC welcomes that Policy BAY9 – Flooding and 
Sustainable Drainage seeks environmentally friendly 
solutions, including biodiversity benefits.  

Noted None 

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

We have no comments to make at this time on 
Policies BAY 9 but, in para 8.17, check and amend if 
necessary the reference to NPPF paragraph 166. The 
first specific reference to ‘site specific flood risk 
assessments’ appears in NPPF paragraph 173 (Dec 
2023). 

References to the 
NPPF will be 
updated as 
necessary 

Update references 
to the latest NPPF 

 

Policy BAY 10 – Dark Skies 
Councillor D 
Pratt 

Mid Suffolk 
District 
Councillor 

Please also consider the impact of bright white LED 
lighting which contains radiation in the far blue 
spectrum which is particularly detrimental to insects 
and bats. Some councils are utilising lights with 
warmer glow or even orange/red hues that contain 
minimal blue light. Downwelling covers can reduce 
the impact of horizontal light and upwelling which 
contributes to light pollution.  

Noted None 

R Blake 
 

Current residents should be encouraged to consider 
whether they can do more to contribute to a wildlife-
friendly night-time environment, by reviewing existing 
external lighting. Perhaps scope for an awareness-
raising event from time to time? 

The idea is noted None 

 Suffolk County 
Council 

SCC welcomes Policy BAY10 – Dark Skies and 
suggests that the wording towards the beginning 
should be amended to:  

This is not 
considered 
necessary 

None 
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

 
‘Any future outdoor lighting systems should have a 
minimum minimise their impact on the environment, 
minimising light pollution and spillage causing adverse 
effects on wildlife, subject to highway safety, the 
needs of particular individuals or groups, and security 
of individuals and premises.’  

Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

We have no comments to make at this time on 
Policies BAY 10 (Dark Skies) but, in para 8.20, amend 
the cross reference to refer to NPPF paragraph 191(c) 
(Dec 2023), and not paragraph 185(c) as stated. 
  

References to the 
NPPF will be 
updated as 
necessary 

Update references 
to the latest NPPF 

 

Chapter 8 – Built Environment and Development Design 
 Anglian Water Water resources 

Anglian Water’s water resources management plan 
(WRMP) for 2025-2050 identifies key challenges of 
population growth, climate change, and the need to 
protect sensitive environments by reducing 
abstraction. Managing the demand for water is 
therefore an important aspect of maintaining future 
supplies.  See Water resources management plan 
(anglianwater.co.uk) 
  
As a region identified as seriously water stressed, we 
encourage measures to improve water efficiency in 
new developments. This can be achieved by a fixtures 
and fittings approach, including through 
rainwater/storm water harvesting and reuse, and 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.anglianwater.co.uk%2Fcorporate%2Fstrategies-and-plans%2Fwater-resources-management-plan%2F&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186149987%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=6zNp2OXi1BRcQuF136E0Bm9OGTEIQPWyLraWzYvEf%2Bs%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.anglianwater.co.uk%2Fcorporate%2Fstrategies-and-plans%2Fwater-resources-management-plan%2F&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186149987%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=6zNp2OXi1BRcQuF136E0Bm9OGTEIQPWyLraWzYvEf%2Bs%3D&reserved=0
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Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

greywater recycling.  Such measures to improve water 
efficiency standards and opportunities for water reuse 
and recycling also reduces the volume of wastewater 
needed to be treated by our water recycling centres. 
This will help to reduce customer bills (including for 
other energy bills) as well as reduce carbon emissions 
in the supply and recycling of water. 
  
For information, the Defra Plan for Water: our 
integrated plan for delivering clean and plentiful water 
- GOV.UK (www.gov.uk) supports the need to improve 
water efficiency and the Government's Environment 
Improvement Plan sets ten actions in the Roadmap to 
Water Efficiency in new developments including 
consideration of a new standard for new homes in 
England of 100 litres per person per day (l/p/d) where 
there is a clear local need, such as in areas of serious 
water stress.  
  
It has recently been announced by Government that a 
review of the Water Efficiency Standard(s) within the 
Building Regulations 2010 (Part G2 of the Approved 
Documents) will be consulted on in the next few 
months.  
  
For water supply for non-household use*, Anglian 
Water now has a threshold of 20m3 a day for 
consideration of whether meeting that commercial/ 
industrial request could jeopardise domestic supplies 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fgovernment%2Fpublications%2Fplan-for-water-our-integrated-plan-for-delivering-clean-and-plentiful-water&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186170660%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=oCiGXaieYSdghENTc5CIxCKqDr33d1iO1RtnkRrZBPQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fgovernment%2Fpublications%2Fplan-for-water-our-integrated-plan-for-delivering-clean-and-plentiful-water&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186170660%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=oCiGXaieYSdghENTc5CIxCKqDr33d1iO1RtnkRrZBPQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fgovernment%2Fpublications%2Fplan-for-water-our-integrated-plan-for-delivering-clean-and-plentiful-water&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186170660%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=oCiGXaieYSdghENTc5CIxCKqDr33d1iO1RtnkRrZBPQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fassets.publishing.service.gov.uk%2Fgovernment%2Fuploads%2Fsystem%2Fuploads%2Fattachment_data%2Ffile%2F1133967%2Fenvironmental-improvement-plan-2023.pdf&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186191874%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=QPO8ywL4m6FGbupsFoUx3buzIVE5dxZJUgaLYNItUs0%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fassets.publishing.service.gov.uk%2Fgovernment%2Fuploads%2Fsystem%2Fuploads%2Fattachment_data%2Ffile%2F1133967%2Fenvironmental-improvement-plan-2023.pdf&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186191874%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=QPO8ywL4m6FGbupsFoUx3buzIVE5dxZJUgaLYNItUs0%3D&reserved=0
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for households. This is due to pressure on water 
supplies because of abstraction reduction, climate 
change and a fast-growing population. As a result, the 
gap between the demand for water and our supply 
(headroom) has shrunk. Prospective applicants are 
advised to contact  Anglian Water at 
planningliaison@anglianwater.co.uk to avoid situations 
where water intensive demand projects progress to 
site acquisition, design or planning applications 
without establishing that a water supply and 
wastewater solution is feasible.  
  
Given the proposed national focus on water efficiency, 
Anglian Water encourages Local Plans and 
Neighbourhood Plans to cover this issue through a 
policy-based approach. It is, therefore requested, that 
water use is included and/ or reference made to Policy 
LP26  ‘Water resources and infrastructure’ could be 
made on the water efficiency measures required as 
part of new development proposals.  
 
*Water supply for toilets and welfare facilities, as well 
as firefighting fall with the domestic definition.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
There is not a need 
to refer to the Local 
Plan policy in the 
Plan. 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
  

Suffolk County 
Council 

Archaeology  
It is welcomed to see that results from archaeological 
investigations in the area have been included in the 
historic background of Baylham (paragraph 2.1-2.6). 

 
Noted. It is 
considered that if 
the HER map were 

 
None 
 
 

mailto:planningliaison@anglianwater.co.uk
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This could be enhanced by a search of the Suffolk 
HER1. SCC recommends that the inclusion of an HER 
search in map format would be useful to show all 
heritage assets (above and below ground) in the area, 
including those which have been mentioned.  
 
 
Whilst it is good to see that built heritage has been 
given thorough consideration in paragraphs 8.8-8.14, 
below-ground heritage is not covered in the 
document. SCC would suggest that the Built Heritage 
Section within Chapter 8 could be renamed to “Built 
and Historic Environment” which would allow the 
inclusion of below-ground heritage (archaeology).  
 
In addition, the inclusion of the following wording is 
recommended:  
“Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service 
(SCCAS) would advise that there should be early 
consultations of the Historic Environment Record 
(HER) and assessment of the archaeological potential 
of any potential development site at an appropriate 
stage in the design stage, in order that the 
requirements of NPPF and Babergh Mid Suffolk Local 
Plan are met. SCCAS as advisors to Babergh Mid 
Suffolk Council would be happy to advise on the level 
of archaeological assessment and appropriate stages 
to be undertaken.”  
 

included in the Plan 
then users would 
not search the 
actual map for up-
to-date 
information. 
 
This is not 
considered 
necessary 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Plan will be 
amended to 
include wording 
that reflects the 
suggested wording 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Amend the Plan to 
make reference to 
the need to 
consult the 
County Council 
Archaeological 
Service 
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The above would provide clarity to developers for any 
future development sites. The neighbourhood plan 
could highlight any level of public outreach and public 
engagement that might be aspired from archaeology 
undertaken as part of a development project, as 
increased public understanding of heritage sites is an 
aspiration of the NPPF.  
 
SCC welcomes that the plan has included a list of 
identified non-designated heritage assets and the 
Special Character Areas. SCC recommends that a 
Heritage Statement should be prepared and 
accompany planning applications where proposals 
involve designated and non-designated heritage 
assets. 
 
 
 
Flooding & Surface Water Drainage  
SCC, as the Lead Local Flood Authority, has the 
responsibility for managing flood risk arising from 
surface water & ground water. The Environment 
Agency has the responsibility for managing flood risk 
from main rivers, coastal and reservoir. 
 
Please be aware that the Environment Agency National 
Predicted Flood Maps2 are due to be update in 2025 
with a new series of predicted flood maps.  
 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted. Policy LP19 
of the JLP sets the 
requirement for 
Heritage 
Statements and this 
should not be 
repeated in the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan. 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Historically, there has been issue with surface water 
drainage in the village where areas of land have 
flooded as water cannot get away quickly enough. 
Therefore, SCC highlights that it is imperative that 
areas at the medium/high risk of flooding are not 
utilised of development.  
 
When development is proposed, ideally surface water 
is to be drained via infiltration, if the geology is 
acceptable. If not then the surface water is to be 
discharged at a controlled rate to a watercourse or 
surface water sewer. For major developments, the use 
of above ground open Sustainable Drainage Systems 
(SuDS) shall be used and are designed in accordance 
with national and local policy/guidance. 
 
Health and Wellbeing  
Paragraph 8.6 makes good reference to JLP Part 1 in 
respect of accessible and adaptable homes under 
M4(2) of the building regulations. SCC suggest the 
Neighbourhood Plan could further highlight this 
important consideration through Policy BAY 7 using 
the following wording:  
‘k. in respect of developments of ten or more homes, 
support will be given to the provision of housing that 
meets or exceeds the JLP part 1 requirements to 
include a minimum of 50% of dwellings built to 
accessible and adaptable dwelling standards (Part 
M4(2) of Building Regulations) in order to meet the 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This amendment is 
not considered 
necessary as it 
would repeat the 
Local Plan policy 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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needs of the aging population, without excluding the 
needs of the younger occupants and families.’ 
   

Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

There are references throughout the early part of this 
chapter, and within Policy BAY 7 (and probably 
elsewhere in this draft plan) to the AECOM ‘Design 
Guidelines and Codes’ document. The relevant 
document is titled ‘Design Codes and Guidance’ and 
should be referred to as such. 
 
 
In para 8.9, replace the word ‘damage’ with the word 
‘harm’, which is more consistent with the NPPF and 
other planning related policies.  
 
At para 8.12, there is a list of 19 ‘properties and 
structures of local heritage interest’. Information on 
each of these is provided in the Baylham Heritage 
Assessment (March 2024) which, at paragraphs 3.7 
explains that: “Some of these may qualify as ‘non-
designated heritage assets’, but this formal 
categorisation is one made by the local authority.”  
The preferred route for bringing forward a list of Non-
designated Heritage Assets (NdHAs) is through the 
neighbourhood plan process; where these are being 
prepared, and not through the separate Local Listing 
route. However, and before simply inserting a new 
policy into this draft Plan based on other examples ~ 
e.g., Policy GWD9 in the adopted Great Waldingfield 

The Plan will be 
amended to refer 
to the correct title  
 
 
 
 
 
Paragraph 8.9 will 
be amended 
 
 
Noted. The Parish 
Council does not 
wish to make such 
a designation as 
part of the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan 

Amend the Plan to 
refer to the Design 
Codes and 
Guidance 
 
 
 
 
Amend paragraph 
8.9 as suggested 
by MSDC 
 
None 
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NP1, or Policy BTN11 in the adopted Beyton NP2 ~ the 
Parish Council should take note of the observations 
from our Heritage Team on these 19 ‘properties and 
structures’ which are set in the table appended to the 
end of this response. These observations are based on 
our own assessment using all the information provided 
in conjunction with the criteria set out in Historic 
England Guidance - Local Heritage Listing: Identifying 
and Conserving Local Heritage (HEAG301) to assess 
their potential local significance. In some cases, more 
documentary evidence will be required before we can 
confidently state that it qualifies as a NdHA. 
   

Policy BAY 11 – Community Facilities  
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

We have no comments to make at this time on 
Policies BAY 11 (Community Facilities) or Policy BAY 12 
(Farm Diversification), or any of the supporting text. 

Noted None 

 

Community Action 3 – Village Hall Improvements 
No comments received   

Community Action 4 – Public Open Space 
S Richards 

 
I don’t think more public space is needed. Noted None  

Suffolk County 
Council 

SCC welcomes Community Action 4 – Public Open 
Space 

Noted None 

 

Policy BAY 12 – Farm Diversification 
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V Gladwin 
 

Some sites in the village are beginning to look 
ramshackled and untidy because of Steptoe-like 
activities. 

Noted None 

S Richards 
 

As long as the farm building was a genuine farm 
building and not contrived the I support farm 
diversification 

Noted None 

 Suffolk County 
Council 

SCC welcomes the safeguarding of residential 
amenity, environment and landscape character in 
Policy BAY12 – Farm Diversification. The wording 
should be amended to read:  
’Re-use for economic development purposes is 
preferred, but proposals which would adversely affect 
result in significant adverse effects on the character, 
highways, infrastructure, residential amenity, 
environment (including national and international 
designated sites) and landscape character as identified 
in the Neighbourhood Plan Landscape Character 
Assessment, will not be supported.’ 

The policy will be 
amended as 
suggested by 
Suffolk CC 

Amend Policy 
BAY12 as 
suggested by SCC 

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

We have no comments to make at this time on 
Policies BAY 11 (Community Facilities) or Policy BAY 12 
(Farm Diversification), or any of the supporting text. 

Noted None 

 

Chapter 9 – Business, Infrastructure and Services 
No comments received   

Community Action 5 – Highway Maintenance 
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R Blake 
 

Timing of verge maintenance should be carefully 
balanced between essential (rather than perceived) 
human safety requirements and the rest of 
biodiversity's seasonal needs. The Plan should support 
the local authority in attempting to achieve this 
difficult balance. 

Noted None  

Mr & Mrs 
Philpott 

 
Perhaps this action should include a mention of the 
Footpaths as these too are "Highways".   

Public Rights of 
Way are addressed 
elsewhere in the 
Plan 

None 

 
Suffolk County 
Council 

With regard to Community Action 5 – Highway 
Maintenance, SCC, as the Local Highway Authority, 
has a duty to ensure that roads are maintained and 
safe as well as providing and managing flood risk for 
highway drainage and roadside ditches. 

Noted None 

 

Policy BAY 13 – Parking Standards  
Suffolk County 
Council 

Policy BAY13 is the plan’s parking policy, and the 
requirements exceed those required in Suffolk 
Guidance for Parking (2023)6. These standards are 
evidenced by Census data and could be supported by 
the Highway Authority although our preference is that 
all plans within the county accord with Suffolk 
Guidance for Parking (2023). It is also recommended 
that Policy BAY13 includes cycle storage, or references 
Suffolk Guidance for Parking (2023) on this matter, as 
well as for non-residential parking requirements.  

Cycle parking 
requirements are 
set out in Policy 
BAY 7 

None 
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Policy BAY 14 – Public Rights of Way 
Councillor D 
Pratt 

Mid Suffolk 
District 
Councillor 

Maximise opportunities for walking and cycling for 
work/utility purposes, connectivity to the bus stop and 
for recreation.  

Noted None 

 Suffolk County 
Council 

SCC welcomes that biodiversity is considered in Policy 
BAY14 – Public Rights of Way. 
 
As currently worded, Policy BAY14 conflates two 
important aspects: improving the Public Rights of Way 
(PROW) network; and creating biodiversity corridors. 
The primary function of the PROW network is to 
provide opportunities to access the countryside, and 
the policy should focus on improvements that enable 
easier access into that countryside. While 
improvements to the PROW network can also provide 
benefits to wildlife and biodiversity, improvements to 
the network should not be conditional on biodiversity.  
 
Indeed, in the case of hedgerow corridors, these can 
be detrimental to the PROW network if allowed to 
overshadow the path, restrict air movement, prevent 
direct sunlight, and thereby discourage or even 
prevent year-round use. Instead, the policy should 
state improving PROW is not detrimental to 
biodiversity.  
 
 
Policy BAY14 is supported in principle, however, the 
statement regarding improvement will be supported 

Noted 
 
 
The Parish Council 
believes that public 
rights of way can 
also provide 
biodiversity 
corridors and, as 
such, the wording 
is appropriate. 
 
 
 
The loss of 
hedgerows 
adjoining public 
rights of way would 
be strongly resisted 
by the Parish 
Council. 
 
 
Noted 
 

None 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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where there is biodiversity value is concerning. The 
primary function of PROW is for access into the 
countryside, and not as a biodiversity feature – 
although this is a secondary benefit in many routes 
throughout the PROW network. 
 
SCC is concerned that the current wording of this 
policy could caveat improvements to the PROW 
network, as not all improvements will actively increase 
biodiversity, for example widening or resurfacing. 
Please also note that bridleways fall within the 
classification of PROW and can be removed from the 
policy, as this is unnecessary duplication.  
 
 
Therefore, SCC proposes the following amendments 
to Policy BAY14: 
“Development which would adversely affect the 
character or result in the loss of existing or proposed 
rights of way, will not be permitted unless alternative 
provision or diversions can be arranged which are at 
least as attractive, safe and convenient for public use. 
Measures to improve and extend the existing network 
of public rights of way will be supported, where 
especially if their value as biodiversity corridors is 
safeguarded and any public right of way extension is fit 
for purpose. Where practicable development 
proposals should incorporate measures to enhance 

 
 
 
 
 
 
The Parish Council 
does not believe 
that that such a 
change to the 
policy is necessary. 
Bridleways are not 
mentioned in the 
policy 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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biodiversity within the improved or extended public 
right of way.” 
 
Additionally, there could be reference to other 
strategies that support this Neighbourhood Plan. This 
includes Suffolk County Council’s Green Access 
Strategy (2020-2030)5. This strategy sets out the 
council’s commitment to enhance public rights of 
way, including new linkages and upgrading routes 
where there is a need. The strategy also seeks to 
improve access for all and to support healthy and 
sustainable access between communities and services 
through development funding and partnership 
working.  
 
The rights of way network could be developed for 
different users. This should include people with limited 
mobility, people using pushchairs or in wheelchairs, 
and cyclists and horse riders.  
 
This plan could be further developed by including the 
development of promotional material that raises 
awareness of rights of way and circular walks, the 
history and heritage of the parish, and biodiversity to 
raise awareness, understanding and appreciation of 
these aspects.  
 
The plan could highlight developing PRoW, or creating 
new routes, to develop green corridors connecting 

 
 
Paragraph 10.8 will 
be amended to 
refer to the 
Strategy 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
Noted. The Parish 
Council does not 
have the financial 
resources to 
implement such an 
initiative. 
 
Noted.  
 
 

 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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areas of green amenity, giving access to local 
amenities on foot.  
 
The plan could state that all new housing 
developments should have, where reasonably possible, 
new footpath and/or bridleway connections created, 
linking to the existing right of way network 
surrounding the village. 
 

 
Given that the Plan 
does not support 
more than infill 
housing 
development, this 
requirement is not 
necessary.  

 
None 
 

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

Policy BAY 14 and Community Action 6. Given that 
this Plan has ambitions for horse riding routes (usually 
bridleways, but we note the ambitions are for informal 
routes rather than designated), would the Parish 
Council also consider including cycling in this? If so, 
this could be incorporated by simply adding 
something like “ … with permissive cycling where 
appropriate … ” into both a Policy BAY 14 and 
Community Action 6 as this might lead to some off-
road cycle routes that are useful to overall / wider 
connectivity.  

This is not 
considered 
necessary 

None 

 

Community Action 6 – Informal Horse Riding Routes 
R Blake 

 
The Quiet Lane scheme could help with this by 
discouraging at least local traffic use of designated 
routes. 

Noted None 

 Mid Suffolk 
District Council  

Policy BAY 14 and Community Action 6. Given that 
this Plan has ambitions for horse riding routes (usually 
bridleways, but we note the ambitions are for informal 

This is not 
considered 
necessary 

None 
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routes rather than designated), would the Parish 
Council also consider including cycling in this? If so, 
this could be incorporated by simply adding 
something like “ … with permissive cycling where 
appropriate … ” into both a Policy BAY 14 and 
Community Action 6 as this might lead to some off-
road cycle routes that are useful to overall / wider 
connectivity.  

Chapter 10 – Highways and Travel 
 Suffolk County 

Council 
SCC notes that the plan does not currently prioritise 
walking and cycling, although does reference the need 
for secure cycle storage. It is acknowledged that due 
to the location of Baylham and lack of any pedestrian 
or cycling facilities in the village, and lack of any Bus 
Stops, that vehicle ownership is above the district 
average as residents are highly reliant on private 
vehicle travel. However, regardless of this challenging 
scenario, SCC would support any aims or measures to 
promote sustainable travel should opportunities arise 
to improve them, such as new development in the 
village. 
 
There are no Bus Stops in the village and the nearest 
stops are around 1km away, without any footway 
connections. This is unfortunate and does not 
encourage the use of public transport. SCC would 
support and encourage any aims or measures to 
improve public transport provision should 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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opportunities arise to improve them, such as new 
development in the village. 
 
It is noted that the plan does refer to Suffolk Guidance 
for Parking (2023) in paragraph 10.5 and recommend 
that the plan references and accords with our 
guidance in all parking related matters. 
 

 
 
 
The Plan explains 
that the parking 
guidance for new 
homes is not 
appropriate for the 
village given the 
higher levels of car 
ownership and lack 
of accessibility to 
public transport. 
 

 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

Para 10.3 on car ownership gives a bleak outlook on 
buses. Whilst this is accurate, we wonder if this Plan is 
an appropriate place to encourage a bit more pro-
activeness to try and change this. We offer some 
suggested wording below that could potentially be 
identified as a new community action:  
‘The Parish Council will engage with the Suffolk 
Enhanced Bus Partnership to advocate for local needs 
regarding passenger transport and explore funding 
opportunities to bring services to Baylham’  
 
Para 10.5 includes a table (page 30) that compares 
Suffolk County Council’s (2023) minimum car parking 
guidance standards with those being proposed 
through Policy BAY 13 in this Plan. The requirement 

Noted. The Parish 
Council does not 
have the resources 
to do this. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The table in 
paragraph 10.5 will 
be amended. 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Amend table in 
paragraph 10.5 as 
identified by 
MSDC 
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figure for a 3 bedroom property in BAY 13 is quoted as 
‘3 spaces per dwelling’, whereas the table on page 30 
says ‘2 spaces per dwelling’. Presumably, the higher 
figure is meant to apply, so the table should be 
amended accordingly.  
 
In para 10.6, where this refers to the ‘2019’ County 
Council Guidance for Parking, it should presumably 
refer instead to the most recent ‘2023’ edition of this 
guidance. 
 
Public Rights of Way  
Map 9 includes an ‘error note’ which suggests that was 
is currently shown as ‘Bridleway’ should instead appear 
as a ‘Public Footpath’. If so, this and the Policy Maps 
should be corrected prior to submission.  
Question: How does the above also tie in with para 
10.9 which states that “that there is a short length of 
public bridleway running south of Circular Road 
towards Great Blakenham”? 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Paragraph 10.6 will 
be amended. 
 
 
 
Annotation errors 
will be corrected in 
the Submission 
Plan 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Amend paragraph 
10.6 to refer to the 
2023 parking 
guidance 
 
Ensure correct 
annotation of 
public rights of 
way is made in 
Submission Plan  
 
 

 

Parish Wide Policies Map and Village Centre Inset Map 
S Richards 

 
I don’t understand why the settlement boundary does 
not include the other settlements 

The approach to 
identifying areas 
covered by 
Settlement 
Boundaries is 
consistent with the 

None 
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approach in the 
Joint Local Plan  

Appendices 
V Gladwin 

 
Appendix 4 - Listed Buildings: SPO5(1&5) 
Hill Farm House, Upper Street, is no longer called that. 
The name was changed to Park Farm 25 years ago.  It 
is Grade 2 Listed 

The Historic 
England definitive 
list has been used 
in the appendix. 
The current known 
name will be added 
in brackets  

Amend Appendix 
4 to include the 
known name of 
Hill Farm House in 
brackets 

 Anglian Water The Guidelines/ Checklists in Appendix 2 and 3, do not 
refer to water efficiency as one way of build to meet a 
high level of sustainable design and construction and 
be optimised for energy efficiency, targeting net zero 
operational carbon emissions. 
 
Parking design - As set out above, it is important to 
address surface water run-off from the introduction of 
hard-standing areas (pavements and areas of hard 
standing such as vehicle parking areas).  Reference is 
made in the guidelines to include permeable surfacing 
for parking areas and driveways (3.4.7 BF.04 Street 
character & movement). It is suggested this is also 
included in the Checklist under No. 9 or 10 as it is 
currently not included, and no.3 does not sufficiently 
refer to hard surfaced areas and so could be missed.  
  
 

These are 
addressed in the 
adopted Local Plan 
 
 
 
Policy BAY 7 h. 
supports proposals 
that “do not result 
in water run-of that 
would add-to or 
create surface 
water flooding;” It is 
not necessary to 
include the 
reference in the 
checklist 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Water efficiency – see comments above.  
 

Noted None 

 Suffolk County 
Council 

Appendix 3 (DEVELOPMENT DESIGN CHECKLIST) 
includes street grid and layout and SCC generally 
support this section, it could reference and accord 
with Suffolk Design: Streets Guide7 on these matters.  
 
It should also be noted that SCC Transport Planning 
team also considers the technical requirements of 
access points such as visibility splays and layouts when 
reviewing plans for proposals in accordance with such 
guidance as Manual for Streets8. 
 

This is not 
considered 
necessary 
 
 
Noted 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
None 

 
Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

Appendix 1: Because you give the both the JLP1 policy 
number and policy title in this reproduction of Table 5, 
please use the correct titles for the latter. For example: 
SP04 (1) - Provision for Gypsy and Traveller and 
Travelling Showpeople  
SP05 (1, 2 and 5) - Employment Land  
SP07 (1 and 2) – Tourism  
 
Appendix 3: The checklist appears to omit the three 
items listed under ‘6. Building line and boundary 
treatment’ from page 51 of the Design Codes & 
Guidance document.  
  

Appendix 1 will be 
amended as 
suggested 
 
 
 
 
 
Appendix 3 will be 
amended 

Amend Appendix 1 
as suggested by 
MSDC 
 
 
 
 
 
Correct Appendix 
3 as identified by 
MSDC 
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General comments 
Councillor D 
Pratt 

Mid Suffolk 
District 
Councillor 

Include a map showing the CWS (in biodiversity 
supplement) in the main document.  

This is not 
considered 
necessary 

None 

S Brown 
 

It is obvious that a huge amount of work and 
consideration has gone into formulating and drafting 
this very concise Neighbourhood Plan. 
It has my full support in all aspects. 

Noted None 

c/o Town 
Clerk 

Needham 
Market Town 
Council 

Needham Market Town council has looked at the Draft 
and believe the Draft Neighbourhood  Plan to very well 
presented and clearly defined and a credit to Baylham. 

Noted None 

B Thomas 
 

I think it’s adoption would be very good for our 
community 

Noted None 

A Williams 
 

I feel that the Draft Neighbourhood Plan accurately 
reflects the views of the majority of Baylham residents. 

Noted None 

S Richards 
 

A good overall plan Noted None 
I&T 
Quennell 

 
We believe the plan is a good reflection of what is 
important to Baylham.  

Noted None 
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P Gilson 
 

Apologies for the late response but I have read 
through the documentation in particular the  
Landscape and Biodiversity Assessment.  
It seems Baylham is quite well off in terms of different 
types of habitat. I found another orchid species 
(Twayblade) 
in my field last year which I reported to SWT.  
My neighbour has created a new pond which will 
hopefully bring in lots more wildlife to my field 
(dragonflies).   

Noted None 

 Suffolk Wildlife 
Trust 

Thank you for sending us details of the Baylham 
Neighbourhood Plan, Regulation 14 consultation, 
please see our comments below: 
 
Biodiversity  
We are happy to see frequent reference to the 
Landscape and Wildlife Evaluation undertaken by 
Wilder Ecology. Following this the draft 
Neighbourhood Plan suitably identifies notable 
habitats and species within the parish. 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
Noted 

None 
 
 
 
 
None 

 Environment 
Agency 

Thank you for consulting us on the pre-submission 
plan for the Baylham Neighbourhood Plan.  
 
For the purposes of neighbourhood planning, we have 
assessed those authorities who have “up to date” local 
plans (plans adopted within the previous 5 years) as 
being of lower risk, and those authorities who have 
older plans (adopted more than 5 years ago) as being 

Noted 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
None 
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at greater risk. We aim to reduce flood risk and protect 
and enhance the water environment, and with 
consideration to the key environmental constraints 
within our remit, we have then tailored our approach 
to reviewing each neighbourhood plan accordingly.  
 
A key principle of the planning system is to promote 
sustainable development. Sustainable development 
meets our needs for housing, employment and 
recreation while protecting the environment. It 
ensures that the right development, is built in the right 
place at the right time. To assist in the preparation of 
any document towards achieving sustainable 
development we have identified the key environmental 
issues within our remit that are relevant to this area 
and provide guidance on any actions you need to 
undertake. We also provide hyperlinks to where you 
can obtain further information and advice to help 
support your neighbourhood plan.  
 
Environmental Constraints  
We have identified that the Neighbourhood Plan Area 
will be affected by the following environmental 
constraints:  
 
Flood Risk  
Based on a review of environmental constraints for 
which we are a statutory consultee, we find that there 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
None 
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are areas of fluvial flood risk and watercourses within 
the neighbourhood plan area along the River Gipping. 
 
On the basis that future development is steered away 
from the sensitive aspects of the environment 
highlighted, we do not consider there to be potential 
significant environmental effects relating to these 
environmental constraints. Nevertheless, we 
recommend the inclusion of relevant policies to cover 
the management of flood risk. Allocation of any sites 
and any windfall development delivered through the 
Plan period should follow the sequential approach. 
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) paragraph 
167 sets this out.  
 
Water Resources  
Being in one of the driest areas of the country, our 
environment has come under significant pressure from 
potable water demand. New developments should 
make a significant contribution towards reducing 
water demand and mitigate against the risk of 
deterioration to our rivers, groundwater and habitats 
from groundwater abstraction. We recommend you 
check the capacity of available water supplies with the 
water company, in line with the emerging 2024 Water 
Resources Management Plan which is due to be 
published in 2023. The Local Planning Authorities 
Water Cycle Study and Local Plan may indicate 
constraints in water supply and provide 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
Noted – the Local 
Plan provides up-
to-date policy 
provision on this 
matter 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None  
 
 
 
None 
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recommendations for phasing of development to tie in 
with new alternative strategic supplies.  
 
New development should as a minimum meet the 
highest levels of water efficiency standards, as per the 
policies in the adopted Local Plan. In most cases 
development will be expected to achieve 110 litres per 
person per day as set out in the Building Regulations 
&c. (Amendment) Regulations 2015. However, a higher 
standard of water efficiency (e.g. 85 l/p/d) should be 
considered, looking at all options including rainwater 
harvesting and greywater systems. Using the water 
efficiency calculator in Part G of the Building 
Regulations enables you to calculate the devices and 
fittings required to ensure a home is built to the right 
specifications to meet the 110 l/p/d requirement. We 
recommend all new non-residential development of 
1000sqm gross floor area or more should meet the 
BREEAM ‘excellent’ standards for water consumption.  
 
Developments that require their own abstraction 
where it will exceed 20 cubic metres per day from a 
surface water source (river, stream) or from 
underground strata (via borehole or well) will require 
an abstraction licence under the terms of the Water 
Resources Act 1991. There is no guarantee that a 
licence will be granted as this is dependent on 
available water resources and existing protected rights. 
The relevant abstraction licencing strategy for your 

 
 
 
Noted  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
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area provides information on water availability and 
licencing policy at Abstraction licensing strategies 
(CAMS process) - GOV.UK (www.gov.uk).  
 
Contaminated Land  
For land that may have been affected by 
contamination as a result of its previous use or that of 
the surrounding land, sufficient information should be 
provided with any planning application to satisfy the 
requirements of the NPPF for dealing with land 
contamination. This should take the form of a 
Preliminary Risk Assessment (including a desk study, 
conceptual model and initial assessment of risk), and 
provide assurance that the risk to the water 
environment is fully understood and can be addressed 
through appropriate measures. This is because 
Baylham Neighbourhood Plan Area is a source 
protection zone 1, 2 and 3 as well as on a principal 
Aquifer. For any planning application the prior use 
should be checked to ensure there is no risk of 
contamination.  
 
Source Protection Zones  
Your plan includes areas which are located on Source 
Protection Zones 1, 2 and 3. These should be 
considered within your plan if growth or development 
is proposed here. The relevance of the designation and 
the potential implication upon development proposals 
should be considered with reference to our 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
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Groundwater Protection guidance: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/groundw
ater-protection  
 
Biodiversity Net Gain  
We encourage you to seek ways in which your 
neighbourhood plan can improve the local 
environment. Identifying sites for the delivery of 
Biodiversity Net Gain could lead to habitat 
improvements in your area. Biodiversity Net Gain is a 
system that delivers habitat improvements on any local 
sites including Local Wildlife Sites to ensure that the is 
no loss of habitats from new development. Identifying 
areas that could benefit from management for 
conservation within your area could enable habitat to 
be created closer to development sites in your plan 
area, providing local ecological enhancement.  
 
Informatives  
We encourage you to seek ways in which your 
neighbourhood plan can improve the local 
environment. For your information, together with 
Natural England, Historic England and Forestry 
Commission, we have published joint guidance on 
neighbourhood planning, which sets out sources of 
environmental information and ideas on incorporating 
the environment into plans. This is available at: How to 
consider the environment in Neighbourhood plans - 
Locality Neighbourhood Planning 

 
 
 
 
 
Noted 

 
 
 
 
 
None 
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 Natural 
England 

Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 
05 September 2024.  
 
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. 
Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural 
environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed 
for the benefit of present and future generations, 
thereby contributing to sustainable development.  
 
Natural England is a statutory consultee in 
neighbourhood planning and must be consulted on 
draft neighbourhood development plans by the 
Parish/Town Councils or Neighbourhood Forums 
where they consider our interests would be affected 
by the proposals made.  
 
Natural England does not have any specific 
comments on this draft neighbourhood plan.  
However, we refer you to the attached annex 
[available to view on request from The PC Clerk] which 
covers the issues and opportunities that should be 
considered when preparing a Neighbourhood Plan and 
to the following information.  
 
Natural England does not hold information on the 
location of significant populations of protected 
species, so is unable to advise whether this plan is 
likely to affect protected species to such an extent as 
to require a Strategic Environmental Assessment. 

Noted 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
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None 
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Further information on protected species and 
development is included in Natural England's Standing 
Advice on protected species.  
 
Furthermore, Natural England does not routinely 
maintain locally specific data on all environmental 
assets. The plan may have environmental impacts on 
priority species and/or habitats, local wildlife sites, soils 
and best and most versatile agricultural land, or on 
local landscape character that may be sufficient to 
warrant a Strategic Environmental Assessment. 
Information on ancient woodland, ancient and veteran 
trees is set out in Natural England/Forestry 
Commission standing advice.  
 
We therefore recommend that advice is sought from 
your ecological, landscape and soils advisers, local 
record centre, recording society or wildlife body on 
the local soils, best and most versatile agricultural land, 
landscape, geodiversity and biodiversity receptors that 
may be affected by the plan before determining 
whether a Strategic Environmental Assessment is 
necessary.  
 
Natural England reserves the right to provide further 
advice on the environmental assessment of the plan. 
This includes any third party appeal against any 
screening decision you may make. If an Strategic 
Environmental Assessment is required, Natural England 

Noted 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 



112 
 

Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

must be consulted at the scoping and environmental 
report stages. 
 

 
 

 National 
Highways 

National Highways welcomes the opportunity to 
comment on the Regulation 14 consultation of the 
Baylham Parish Council’s Draft Neighbourhood Plan 
which covers the plan period from 2024 to 2037.  
 
National Highways has been appointed by the 
Secretary of State for Transport as strategic highway 
company under the provisions of the Infrastructure Act 
2015 and is the highway authority, traffic authority and 
street authority for the Strategic Road Network (SRN). 
It is our role to maintain the safe and efficient 
operation of the SRN whilst acting as a delivery partner 
to national economic growth.  
 
In relation to the Draft Baylham Neighbourhood Plan 
2024 to 2037, our principal interest is in safeguarding 
the operation of the A14 Junction 51 (approximately 
3.9km northeast) and Junction 52 (approximately 
3.2km southeast) of the Baylham Neighbourhood Plan 
area respectively.  
 
We understand that a Neighbourhood Plan is required 
to be in conformity with the relevant national, regional, 
and local planning policies. Accordingly, the 
Neighbourhood Plan for Baylham Parish is required to 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
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Proposed 
changes to Plan 

be in general conformity with the strategic policies of 
the development plan which complement those in the 
Joint Babergh and Mid Suffolk Local Plan Part 1 
(adopted in November 2023), This draft 
Neighbourhood Plan covers the period to 2037 to 
coincide with the end year of the Joint Local Plan 
(JLP). 
 
We understand the future housing development for 
the area is currently pending preparation of the Part 2 
JLP. National Highways would expect to be consulted 
as and when those development applications come 
forward in the usual way.  
 
Having reviewed the draft version of the 
Neighbourhood Plan, we note that the scale of the 
growth remains low. National Highways therefore 
consider the limited level of growth proposed across 
the Baylham Neighbourhood Plan area, will not have a 
significant impact on the operation of the SRN.  
 
We have no further comments to provide and trust the 
above is useful in the progression of the Baylham 
Neighbourhood Plan. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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 Anglian Water Thank you for inviting comments on the draft Baylham 
Neighbourhood Plan Pre-submission (Reg 
14) consultation. Anglian Water is the statutory water 
and sewerage undertaker for the neighbourhood plan 
area and is identified as a consultation body under the 
Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012.  
  
Overall, Anglian Water is the water supply and water 
recycling provider for over 6 million customers. Our 
operational area spans between the Humber and 
Thames estuaries and includes around a fifth of the 
English coastline. The region is the driest in the UK and 
the lowest lying, with a quarter of our area below sea 
level. This makes it particularly vulnerable to the 
impacts of climate change including heightened risks 
of both drought and flooding, including inundation by 
the sea.  Additionally, parts of the area have the highest 
rate of housing growth in England.  
  
Anglian Water has amended its Articles of Association 
to legally enshrine public interest within the 
constitutional make up of our business – this is our 
pledge to deliver wider benefits to society, beyond the 
provision of clean, fresh drinking water and effective 
treatment of used water. Our Purpose is to bring 
environmental and social prosperity to the region we 
serve through our commitment to Love Every Drop. 
  

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
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None 
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Anglian Water wants to proactively engage with the 
neighbourhood plan process to ensure the plan 
delivers benefits for residents and visitors to the area, 
and in doing so protect the environment and water 
resources.  Anglian Water has produced a specific 
guidance note on the preparation of NPs found using 
this link under our Strategic Growth and Infrastructure 
webpage - Strategic Growth and Infrastructure 
(anglianwater.co.uk). The guidance also has sign 
posting/ links to obtaining information on relevant 
assets and infrastructure in map form, where relevant. 
  
It is noted that the neighbourhood plan does not 
allocate any new sites for housing or other 
commercial etc. development. The comments set out 
below are made, ensuring the making of the plan 
contributes to sustainable development and has regard 
to assets owned and managed by Anglian 
Water.  Overall, we are supportive of the policy 
ambitions within the neighbourhood plan, subject to 
any requested amendments. 
 
Anglian Water delivers new water supply and sewerage 
services across our region to support sustainable 
growth in the fastest growing region of England. The 
infrastructure we deliver is primarily funded in two 
ways including:  

1. Developers pay infrastructure charges to 
connect to, and where necessary provide 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.anglianwater.co.uk%2Fabout-us%2Fexternalengagement%2FSGI%2F&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186084320%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=xwjEJ0o8348ofzwjXkDkQiD9KJ%2FMnEJpz6SpT%2F8ZR4s%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.anglianwater.co.uk%2Fabout-us%2Fexternalengagement%2FSGI%2F&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186084320%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=xwjEJ0o8348ofzwjXkDkQiD9KJ%2FMnEJpz6SpT%2F8ZR4s%3D&reserved=0
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additional capacity for our water supply and 
sewerage networks, which are governed by 
Ofwat’s charging rules; and  

2. Water and sewerage charges agreed by Ofwat 
every five years, paid by our customers to fund 
our investment programme on past and future 
infrastructure to:  

1. Address a rapidly growing population; 
2. Ensure we are resilient to impacts of climate 

change; 
3. Enhance our environment to reach the 

environmental destination agreed with 
customers and regulators; and  

4. Secure future water supplies. 
  
Anglian Water, therefore, encourages developers to 
engage in early discussions with our pre-development 
team Developing (anglianwater.co.uk) so that 
connections to a sustainable point of connection 
(SPOC) or any upgrades to our network are addressed 
when planning applications are submitted to the local 
planning authority. 
 
We hope that these comments are helpful to the 
future iteration of the plan and wish you every success 
in taking this forward to the next stage. We look 
forward to being consulted on the submission version 
in due course.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
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None 
 
 
 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.anglianwater.co.uk%2Fdeveloping%2F&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ce3e939c489354507e60908dcef6efd3f%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648507186125751%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=5usr2air2itzV0Qtuo5CCAl5ZFWO3izgq7mRDKflKGA%3D&reserved=0
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 Sport England Sport England would like to comment as below on the 
above neighbourhood plan. 
 
Government planning policy, within the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), identifies how the 
planning system can play an important role in 
facilitating social interaction and creating healthy, 
inclusive communities. Encouraging communities to 
become more physically active through walking, 
cycling, informal recreation and formal sport plays an 
important part in this process. Providing enough sports 
facilities of the right quality and type in the right places 
is vital to achieving this aim. This means that positive 
planning for sport, protection from the unnecessary 
loss of sports facilities, along with an integrated 
approach to providing new housing and employment 
land with community facilities is important. 
 
Therefore, it is essential that the neighbourhood plan 
reflects and complies with national planning policy for 
sport as set out in the NPPF with particular 
reference to Pars 102 and 103. It is also important to 
be aware of Sport England’s statutory consultee role 
in protecting playing fields and the presumption 
against the loss of playing field land. Sport England’s 
playing fields policy is set out in our Playing Fields 
Policy and Guidance document. 

Noted 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
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https://www.sportengland.org/how-we-can-
help/facilities-and-planning/planning-for-
sport#playing_fields_policy 
 
Sport England provides guidance on developing 
planning policy for sport and further information can 
be found via the link below. Vital to the development 
and implementation of planning policy is the evidence 
base on which it is founded. 
https://www.sportengland.org/how-we-can-
help/facilities-and-planning/planning-for-
sport#planning_applications 
 
Sport England works with local authorities to ensure 
their Local Plan is underpinned by robust and up to 
date evidence. In line with Par 103 of the NPPF, this 
takes the form of assessments of need and strategies 
for indoor and outdoor sports facilities. A 
neighbourhood planning body should look to see if 
the relevant local authority has prepared a playing 
pitch strategy or other indoor/outdoor sports facility 
strategy. If it has then this could provide useful 
evidence for the neighbourhood plan and save the 
neighbourhood planning body time and resources 
gathering their own evidence. It is important that a 
neighbourhood plan reflects the recommendations 
and actions set out in any such strategies, including 
those which may specifically relate to the 
neighbourhood area, and that any local investment 
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https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Fhow-we-can-help%2Ffacilities-and-planning%2Fplanning-for-sport%23playing_fields_policy&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753831484%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=AkjUdVlCGckWXxnN3akkqWnwJHq4UeBFut%2B9yvyk%2BNM%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Fhow-we-can-help%2Ffacilities-and-planning%2Fplanning-for-sport%23playing_fields_policy&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753831484%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=AkjUdVlCGckWXxnN3akkqWnwJHq4UeBFut%2B9yvyk%2BNM%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Fhow-we-can-help%2Ffacilities-and-planning%2Fplanning-for-sport%23playing_fields_policy&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753831484%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=AkjUdVlCGckWXxnN3akkqWnwJHq4UeBFut%2B9yvyk%2BNM%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Fhow-we-can-help%2Ffacilities-and-planning%2Fplanning-for-sport%23planning_applications&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753862415%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Wnzvo%2FoEQqvOoHG4ySooA70WjhRYmN6J2G0hZgjCOFU%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Fhow-we-can-help%2Ffacilities-and-planning%2Fplanning-for-sport%23planning_applications&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753862415%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Wnzvo%2FoEQqvOoHG4ySooA70WjhRYmN6J2G0hZgjCOFU%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Fhow-we-can-help%2Ffacilities-and-planning%2Fplanning-for-sport%23planning_applications&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753862415%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Wnzvo%2FoEQqvOoHG4ySooA70WjhRYmN6J2G0hZgjCOFU%3D&reserved=0
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opportunities, such as the Community Infrastructure 
Levy, are utilised to support their delivery. 
 
Where such evidence does not already exist then 
relevant planning policies in a neighbourhood plan 
should be based on a proportionate assessment of the 
need for sporting provision in its area. Developed in 
consultation with the local sporting and wider 
community any assessment should be used to provide 
key recommendations and deliverable actions. These 
should set out what provision is required to ensure the 
current and future needs of the community for sport 
can be met and, in turn, be able to support the 
development and implementation of planning policies. 
Sport England’s guidance on assessing needs may help 
with such work. 
http://www.sportengland.org/planningtoolsandguidan
ce 
 
If new or improved sports facilities are proposed Sport 
England recommend you ensure they are fit for 
purpose and designed in accordance with our design 
guidance notes. 
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/tools-
guidance/design-and-cost-guidance/ 
 
Any new housing developments will generate 
additional demand for sport. If existing sports facilities 
do not have the capacity to absorb the additional 
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https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Fplanningtoolsandguidance&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753881257%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=FSYiMPqvplt%2FPw6FWWv7qPMgH99Rn2Uos3Kp6xgk2e0%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Fplanningtoolsandguidance&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753881257%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=FSYiMPqvplt%2FPw6FWWv7qPMgH99Rn2Uos3Kp6xgk2e0%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Ffacilities-planning%2Ftools-guidance%2Fdesign-and-cost-guidance%2F&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753902116%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=L2Hts3%2Fu6Rt%2FoUTlJbwLHSar2qq2NC1XVVPGQXvZRq0%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Ffacilities-planning%2Ftools-guidance%2Fdesign-and-cost-guidance%2F&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753902116%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=L2Hts3%2Fu6Rt%2FoUTlJbwLHSar2qq2NC1XVVPGQXvZRq0%3D&reserved=0
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demand, then planning policies should look to ensure 
that new sports facilities, or improvements to existing 
sports facilities, are secured and delivered. Proposed 
actions to meet the demand should accord with any 
approved local plan or neighbourhood plan policy for 
social infrastructure, along with priorities resulting 
from any assessment of need, or set out in any playing 
pitch or other indoor and/or outdoor sports facility 
strategy that the local authority has in place. 
 
In line with the Government’s NPPF (including Section 
8) and its Planning Practice Guidance (Health and 
wellbeing section), links below, consideration should 
also be given to how any new development, especially 
for new housing, will provide opportunities for people 
to lead healthy lifestyles and create healthy 
communities. Sport England’s Active Design guidance 
can be used to help with this when developing 
planning policies and developing or assessing 
individual proposals. 
 
Active Design, which includes a model planning policy, 
provides ten principles to help ensure the design and 
layout of development encourages and promotes 
participation in sport and physical activity. The 
guidance, and its accompanying checklist, could also 
be used at the evidence gathering stage of developing 
a neighbourhood plan to help undertake an 
assessment of how the design and layout of the area 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



121 
 

Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  
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currently enables people to lead active lifestyles and 
what could be improved. 
 
NPPF Section 
8: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-
policy-framework/8-promoting-healthy-communities 
  
PPG Health and wellbeing 
section: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/health-and-
wellbeing 
 
Sport England’s Active Design 
Guidance: https://www.sportengland.org/activedesign 
 
(Please note: this response relates to Sport England’s 
planning function only. It is not associated with our 
funding role or any grant application/award that may 
relate to the site.) 
If you need any further advice, please do not hesitate 
to contact Sport England using the contact details 
below. 
 

Noted 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 

 Avison Young 
on behalf of 
National Gas 
Transmission 

National Gas Transmission has appointed Avison 
Young to review and respond to Neighbourhood Plan 
consultations on its behalf. We are instructed by our 
client to submit the following representation with 
regard to the current consultation on the above 
document.  
 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fguidance%2Fnational-planning-policy-framework%2F8-promoting-healthy-communities&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753919791%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZjiYoeFGpZb1SBa8uxTp4yvGN7YjHr3uxzrHuipTUV4%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fguidance%2Fnational-planning-policy-framework%2F8-promoting-healthy-communities&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753919791%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZjiYoeFGpZb1SBa8uxTp4yvGN7YjHr3uxzrHuipTUV4%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fguidance%2Fhealth-and-wellbeing&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753935249%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=G5DpITYeZZV4Bx9%2Btw4HJM1XGTYQsxywGtGpoh73IHc%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fguidance%2Fhealth-and-wellbeing&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753935249%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=G5DpITYeZZV4Bx9%2Btw4HJM1XGTYQsxywGtGpoh73IHc%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sportengland.org%2Factivedesign&data=05%7C02%7C%7C3a7b879e64074dab67c808dcef4a90cb%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638648350753950956%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Qytju9rBozJQhjcoR7sMW%2FS%2BWM9lCn%2Bd91Tv%2BdtTMWI%3D&reserved=0
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About National Gas Transmission  
National Gas Transmission owns and operates the 
high-pressure gas transmission system across the UK. 
In the UK, gas leaves the transmission system and 
enters the UK’s four gas distribution networks where 
pressure is reduced for public use.  
 
Proposed sites crossed or in close proximity to 
National Gas Transmission assets  
An assessment has been carried out with respect to 
National Gas Transmission’s assets which include 
high-pressure gas pipelines and other infrastructure.  
National Gas Transmission has identified that it has no 
record of such assets within the Neighbourhood Plan 
area.  
 
National Gas Transmission provides information in 
relation to its assets at the website below.  
• https://www.nationalgas.com/land-and-
assets/network-route-maps  
 
  
Please also see attached information outlining 
guidance on development close to National Gas 
Transmission infrastructure.  
Distribution Networks  
Information regarding the gas distribution network is 
available by contacting:  
plantprotection@cadentgas.com  

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Further Advice  
Please remember to consult National Gas 
Transmission on any Neighbourhood Plan Documents 
or site-specific proposals that could affect our assets.  
 

Noted 
 
 

None 
 

 Avison Young 
on behalf of 
National Grid 
Electricity 
Transmission 

National Grid Electricity Transmission has appointed 
Avison Young to review and respond to local planning 
authority Development Plan Document consultations 
on its behalf. We are instructed by our client to submit 
the following representation with regard to the current 
consultation on the above document.  
 
About National Grid Electricity Transmission  
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) owns 
and maintains the electricity transmission system in 
England and Wales. The energy is then distributed to 
the electricity distribution network operators, so it can 
reach homes and businesses.  
 
National Grid no longer owns or operates the high-
pressure gas transmission system across the UK. This is 
the responsibility of National Gas Transmission, which 
is a separate entity and must be consulted 
independently.  
National Grid Ventures (NGV) develop, operate and 
invest in energy projects, technologies, and 
partnerships to help accelerate the development of a 
clean energy future for consumers across the UK, 
Europe and the United States. NGV is separate from 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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National Grid’s core regulated businesses. Please also 
consult with NGV separately from NGET.  
 
Proposed development sites crossed or in close 
proximity to National Grid assets:  
Following a review of the above document we have 
identified the following NGET assets as falling within 
the Neighbourhood area boundary: 
 
Asset Description  
4YM ROUTE TWR (001 - 195): 400Kv Overhead 
Transmission Line route: BRAMFORD - NORWICH 
MAIN 1  

 
 A plan showing details of NGET’s assets is attached to 
this letter. Please note that this plan is illustrative only.  
 

 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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National Grid also provides information in relation to 
its assets at the website below.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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• www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/services/land-and-
development/planning-authority/shape-files/  
 
Please see attached information outlining guidance on 
development close to NGET infrastructure.  
Distribution Networks  
Information regarding the electricity distribution 
network is available at the website below:  
www.energynetworks.org.uk  
Further Advice  
Please remember to consult NGET on any 
Neighbourhood Plan Documents or site-specific 
proposals that could affect our assets. 
 
NGET is able to provide advice and guidance to the 
Council concerning their networks and encourages 
high quality and well-planned development in the 
vicinity of its assets.  
Developers of sites crossed or in close proximity to 
NGET assets should be aware that it is NGET policy to 
retain existing overhead lines in-situ, though it 
recognises that there may be exceptional 
circumstances that would justify the request where, for 
example, the proposal is of regional or national 
importance.  
 
NGET’s ‘Guidelines for Development near pylons and 
high voltage overhead power lines’ promote the 
successful development of sites crossed by existing 

 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 

 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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overhead lines and the creation of well-designed 
places. The guidelines demonstrate that a creative 
design approach can minimise the impact of overhead 
lines whilst promoting a quality environment. The 
guidelines can be downloaded here: 
https://www.nationalgridet.com/document/130626/d
ownload  
The statutory safety clearances between overhead 
lines, the ground, and built structures must not be 
infringed. Where changes are proposed to ground 
levels beneath an existing line then it is important that 
changes in ground levels do not result in safety 
clearances being infringed. National Grid can, on 
request, provide to developers detailed line profile 
drawings that detail the height of conductors, above 
ordnance datum, at a specific site.  
NGET’s statutory safety clearances are detailed in their 
‘Guidelines when working near National Grid 
Electricity Transmission assets’, which can be 
downloaded here: www.nationalgridet.com/network-
and-assets/working-near-our-assets  
 
How to contact NGET  
If you require any further information in relation to the 
above and/or if you would like to check if NGET’s 
transmission networks may be affected by a proposed 
development, please visit the website: 
https://lsbud.co.uk/ 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 

https://lsbud.co.uk/
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 Historic 
England 

Thank you for inviting Historic England to comment 
on the Regulation 14 Pre-Submission Draft of this 
Neighbourhood Plan.   
 
We welcome the production of this neighbourhood 
plan, but do not consider it necessary for Historic 
England to be involved in the detailed development of 
your strategy at this time. We are, however, pleased to 
see the historic environment features throughout and 
is accompanied by a Heritage Assessment detailing the 
area’s designated and non-designated heritage assets. 
 
Further advice on successfully incorporating historic 
environment considerations into your neighbourhood 
plan can be found here: 
https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/planning/plan-
making/improve-your-neighbourhood/.  
 
For further specific advice regarding the historic 
environment and how to integrate it into your 
neighbourhood plan, we recommend that you consult 
your local planning authority conservation officer, and 
if appropriate the Historic Environment Record at 
Suffolk County Council. 
 
To avoid any doubt, this letter does not reflect our 
obligation to provide further advice on or, potentially, 
object to specific proposals which may subsequently 
arise as a result of the proposed plan, where we 

Noted 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 

None 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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consider these would have an adverse effect on the 
historic environment.  

 Suffolk County 
Council 

Thank you for consulting Suffolk County Council 
(SCC) on the Pre-Submission version of the Baylham 
Neighbourhood Plan.  
SCC is not a plan making authority, except for minerals 
and waste. However, it is a fundamental part of the 
planning system being responsible for matters 
including:  
Archaeology  
Education  
Fire and Rescue  
Flooding & Surface Water Drainage  
Health and Wellbeing  
Libraries  
Minerals and Waste  
Natural Environment  
Public Rights of Way  
Transport  
 
This response, as with all those comments which SCC 
makes on emerging planning policies and allocations, 
will focus on matters relating to those services.  
 
Suffolk County Council is supportive of the vision for 
the Parish. In this letter we aim to highlight potential 
issues and opportunities in the plan and are happy to 
discuss anything that is raised.  

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
None 
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Where amendments to the plan are suggested added 
text will be in italics and deleted text will be in 
strikethrough. 
 
Education  
SCC, as the Education Authority, has the responsibility 
for ensuring there is sufficient provision of school 
places for children to be educated in the area local to 
them. This is achieved by accounting for existing 
demand and new developments. SCC, therefore, 
produces and annually updates a five-year forecast on 
school capacity. The forecast aims to reserve 5% 
capacity for additional demand thus the forecasting 
below may refer to 95% capacity. The information 
below is to inform the Neighbourhood Planning 
Group’s understanding of educational provision in the 
Plan Area and does not need to be included in the 
Plan.  
 
Primary Education  
The primary education catchment area for Baylham 
Parish is Claydon Primary School. The school is 
forecast to exceed 95% capacity during the current 
forecast period. The proposed strategy for mitigating 
this growth is via future provision of a new primary 
school at land off Norwich Road, north-west of 
Church Lane (Planning Application Reference: 
1856/17).  

 
Noted 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
None 
 
 
 
None 
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Secondary Education  
The secondary education catchment area for Baylham 
Parish is Claydon High School. The school is forecast 
to exceed 95% capacity during the current forecast 
period. The proposed strategy for mitigating this 
growth is via future expansion of local secondary 
school provision. 
 
 
I hope that these comments are helpful. SCC is always 
willing to discuss issues or queries you may have. 
Some of these issues may be addressed by the SCC’s 
Neighbourhood Planning Guidance, which contains 
information relating to County Council service areas 
and links to other potentially helpful resources.  
 
The guidance can be accessed here: Suffolk County 
Council Neighbourhood Planning Guidance.  
 
If there is anything that I have raised that you would 
like to discuss, please use my contact information at 
the top of this letter. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
Noted 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
None 
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 Mid Suffolk 
District Council 

This response is made for and on behalf of Robert 
Hobbs (Head of Strategic Planning at Babergh & Mid 
Suffolk District Councils). Thank you for consulting us 
formally on this draft plan.  
 
We have previously exchanged informal comments on 
the proposed new settlement boundary at Baylham. It 
was left that we would respond more formally at this 
Regulation 14 stage, and when there was certainty 
over which boundary was being promoted by the 
Parish Council through this draft plan. Having now 
seen that (Map 3), we have revisited the matter and set 
out our now formal response on this.  
 
We have also feel it necessary to comment in 
particular on the proposed Local Green Space 
designations. Both of these matters, and our 
comments on this draft plan are appended to this 
cover letter.  
 
Some updating of this draft Plan will be necessary as it 
progresses, and the Parish Council will also need to be 
mindful of any cross-references they make to the 
NPPF (for example, paragraph numbers) should those 
change if and when a new version is published as 
expected in the forthcoming months.  
 
If you wish to discuss any of the points raised, then 
please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Heritage Assessment Comments 
 Mid Suffolk 

District Council 
BMSDC Heritage Team observations on the proposed 
Non-designated Heritage Assets 
 
1.  [Rodwell Farm] Fulfils the criteria to be considered 
as a NdHA.  
Whilst the buildings are functionally linked, the large, 
boarded barn to the north, that is still in ancillary use with 
the farmstead, is also considered a suitable NdHA candidate 
and should be listed separately in its own right.  
 
2.  [Nos 1-4 (incl.), Lower Street] These modest 
cottages are certainly a landmark within the area, but 
they are not a rare or particularly aged type of asset, 
and their potential significance has been eroded by 
modern alterations to their windows and possibly the 
addition of rendered external surfaces. Whilst there is 
some group value with the surrounding buildings, we 
do not consider that this terrace of dwellings 
contributes significantly to the cluster. 
 
3. [Footbridge, Mill Lane] This footbridge is 
undoubtedly important to the local community and 
provides access to important green spaces in the area 
during times of flooding. However, we are unable to 
ascertain the age of the footbridge (it is at least 20 yrs 
old), so it is unlikely to be considered a NdHA at this 

The comments are 
noted 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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stage, unless more information on its history and use 
can be provided.  
 
4. [Baylham Mill Cottage on the north side of Mill Lane] 
This attractive isolated detached cottage appears to 
have remained in its historic form into the C20th and 
may have a functional relationship with the Mill 
building, so has the potential to have group value. 
Use of white bricks, possible Woolpit Whites from the 
C19th, adds to its local distinctiveness.  
 
5. [Fairview Cottage, Circular Road] Whilst this cottage 
does also use locally distinctive bricks, the property 
has been significantly altered in the C20th, which has 
eroded appreciation of its historic form. There is some 
group value from other buildings of this age in the 
area, but it is not a particularly rare form, or type. 
More research is required before this could be 
considered as a NdHA.  
 
6. [Walnut Tree Farm, Circular Road] A building similar 
to the form of Walnut Tree Farm is shown on 
Hodskinsons Map of 1783, and its current linear form 
with a central chimney stack is typical for farmhouses 
throughout C15-18th. Most of the farmyard and 
buildings survive and have been converted, and 
contribute to its group value. As an asset type, age, 
group value within the farmstead, and historic 
interest, it could be considered as a NdHA.  

 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



135 
 

Name Organisation Comment 
Parish Council 
response  

Proposed 
changes to Plan 

 
7. [Stone Cottages, Circular Road] These have possible 
group value with the nearby Stone Farmhouse, but 
have been significantly altered and extended beyond 
their historic form as modest farm dwellings. The use 
of flint is of historic interest, but more information 
would be required before we would be confident in 
considering this building as a NdHA.  
 
8. [Stone Cottages, Nettlestead Road] We have been 
unable to locate this building. It is not included in the 
HA, and no further information provided in the NP.  
 
 
 
 
9.  [Baylham National School] Agree with the HA. This 
building has definite architectural flare, showing the 
use of local flint within a gothic revival style. Its history 
as a school is also significant locally, alongside its 
group value with the nearby church, and could 
potentially be a landmark due to its prominent 
roadside location. As an asset type, historic interest, 
architectural interest, group value and landmark 
status, it could be considered as a NdHA.  
 
10.  [Glebe House (Former rectory] Appears to be a 
complex house with likely multiple phases of historic 
alterations. At this stage however, the lack of 

 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This is referred to 
as “27 - Upper 
Street Cottages” in 
the HA. The HA will 
be amended to 
ensure consistency 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 

 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Amend item 27 in 
the HA to Stone 
Cottages, 
Nettlestead Road 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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information on the building, including photographs of 
its principal elevation makes it difficult to judge 
whether it could be considered as NdHA.  
 
11.  [Glebe Cottage] Appears to be a converted 
ancillary building, formally associated with Glebe 
House. At this stage however, the lack of information 
on the building makes it difficult to judge whether it 
could be considered as a NdHA.  
 
12.  [Tomb chest, St Peter’s Churchyard (south east of 
the chancel)]  Whilst this tomb chest is identified as 
architecturally attractive, no other details are provided, 
such as whether this is the tomb of an influential 
person/family locally. More information is required 
before we could be confident in considering this as 
a NdHA.  
 
13.  [Grave marker St Peter’s Churchyard (south east of 
the chancel)] Whilst this double grave marker may one 
of the oldest structures in the graveyard, it does not 
seem to be associated with any person in particular, 
nor is there any other information about its origins. 
More information is required before we could be 
confident in considering this as a NdHA.  
 
14. [“The Chestnuts” and “Vine Cottage”, Upper Street] 
Agree with the HA about the significance of these 
cottages. The use of flint coupled with thatch is an 

 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 

 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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uncommon mix of traditional local materials. Provides 
historic, group, rarity, architectural interest and is a 
rare asset type, and therefore could be considered as 
a NdHA.  
 
15. [“Ellwen”, Upper Street] Agree with the HA about 
the significance of these cottages. The use of flint 
coupled with thatch is an uncommon mix of 
traditional local materials. Provides historic, group, 
rarity, architectural interest and is a rare asset type, 
and therefore could be considered as a NdHA.  
 
16. [“Lynton”, Upper Street] Lynton also displays flint walling 
with brick banding, but is in a more common Victorian 
terrace style building. Its relationship with the other 
nearby flint cottages adds to its group value, and it could 
be considered as a NdHA.  
 
17. [Flint Cottage, Upper Street] Disagree with the HA 
information. Historic OS maps of 1883-1924 show the 
property to be one dwelling, with a range of rear 
extensions that have now been replaced with the 
current form. It is the only cottage in the village with 
knapped flint rather than cobbles, adding to its local 
interest, likely of late C18th. Its initial form is still 
legible. Provides historic, group, rarity, and 
architectural interest, and could therefore be 
considered as a NdHA.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
None 
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18. [“The Lighthouse” and Fuschia Cottage, Upper 
Street] Whilst of some age, these modest cottages 
have undergone various alterations over the years 
that have eroded its historic form. The cottages are 
built of red brick, a common brick type in Suffolk. 
More information is required about their local 
significance before we could be confident in 
considering them as a NdHA.  
 
19. [Flint walls to the north-west of Church Lane ] This 
wall is architecturally interesting, and appears to be of 
historic interest, possibly as part of grouping with other 
surrounding heritage assets. We would welcome 
more information on the age and function of the wall 
to be confident in considering it as a NdHA.  
 
In addition to the above, our Heritage Officers note 
that there is a barn on Mill Lane that appears to have 
been omitted from the HA. A photograph of the 
building is provided below.  
 
This barn is currently in a poor condition and appears 
to be underutilised, but it provides historic, 
architectural interest, group value with the mill and 
waterways, and is likely a rarer C18th / C19th barn type 
building. There is potential for the barn to retain more 
historic fabric such as clay lump internally. If so, it 
could be considered a candidate NdHA. 
 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The building 
referred to is in 
Coddenham Parish 
and so cannot be 
referred to in the 
Heritage 
Assessment or 
Neighbourhood 
Plan 
 
 

None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
None 
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Appendix 9 - Schedule of Post Pre-Submission Consultation Modifications 
 
The table below sets out the changes made to the Neighbourhood Plan following the Regulation 14 Pre-Submission Consultation and the 
reasons for the modifications. Changes subsequent to the deletion of paragraphs or policies are not identified in this schedule. 

Deletions are struck through eg deletion  Additions are underlined eg addition 
 

Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

Cover  Amend as follows: 
 
Pre-Submission Draft Plan 
 
Baylham Parish Council 
September December 2024 
 

To bring the Plan 
up-to-date 

4 1.6 Amend as follows: 
 
This version of the Neighbourhood Plan is the first time all the evidence and draft 
policies have been pulled together into one place and this is referred to as the 
The Pre-Submission Draft Neighbourhood Plan. It is was the subject of public 
consultation for six weeks between 6 September and 21 October 2024. 
 

To bring the Plan 
up-to-date 

4 1.7 Amend as follows: 
 
Following the consultation, comments received will be were reviewed and the 
Plan amended and updated as appropriate. The Submission Neighbourhood Plan 
will then now follow the steps illustrated on the following page, before the 
planning policies in it can be used alongside those in the adopted JLP and the 
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). 
 

To bring the Plan 
up-to-date 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

5 Flow chart Amend as follows: 
 
Current Consultation  Pre-Submission Consultation 
 
Bring up to date by making Submission to Mid Suffolk District Council red text 
 

To bring the Plan 
up-to-date 

5 1.8 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
The following topic areas form the basis for the content of the Plan, following the 
reflecting matters raised through community engagement to date. 
 

In response to 
comments 

5 Themes 
diagram 

Amend as follows: 
 
Services and Facilities Business, Infrastructure & Services 
 

To correct error 

5 1.11 Amend second bullet point as follows: 
 
• Baylham Design Guidelines and Codes and Guidance. April 2024 (AECOM) 
 

To correct error 

8 3.2 Amend opening paragraph as follows: 
 
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out the Government’s high-
level planning policies that must be taken into account in the preparation of 
development plan documents and when deciding planning applications. In 
December 2023 2024 the Government published a Revised NPPF. The 
Framework sets out a presumption in favour of sustainable development. 
Paragraph 11 of the NPPF states: 
 

To bring up-to-
date 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

8 3.3 Amend as follows: 
 
The NPPF requires that communities preparing Neighbourhood Plans should: 
• Develop plans that support the strategic development needs set out in Local 
Plans, including policies for housing and economic development; and 
• Plan positively to support local development, shaping and directing 
development in their area that is outside the strategic elements of the Local Plan. 

• support the delivery of strategic policies contained in local plans or spatial 
development strategies; and 

• shape and direct development that is outside of these strategic policies. 
 

To reflect 
content of 2024 
NPPF 

8 3.6 Amend second sentence as follows: 
 
The Plan does not allocate any sites for mineral or waste development but the 
majority of the Parish is designated as a “Minerals Consultation Area”, within 
which proposals in excess of five hectares will be referred to the County Council 
in order that they can be satisfied that, in accordance with paragraph 210 223 of 
the NPPF, any minerals resources present of local and national importance are 
not needlessly sterilised by non-mineral development. 
 

To bring up-to-
date 
 

9 Natural 
Environment 
Objectives 

Amend second objective as follows: 
 

• Where possible, development should deliver a measurable net gain in 
biodiversity on site. Ensure that development proposals maximise 
opportunities to improve natural habitats and biodiversity 

 

In response to 
comments 

11 5.5 Amend first bullet point as follows: 
 

To correct error 



143 
 

Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

• It is sympathetic to Baylham’s local character and heritage as it supports the 
village’s organic linear development along most of Upper Street and Church Lane 
as demonstrated in the Baylham Design Guidelines and Codes and Guidance. 
(AECOM April 2024); 
 

12 5.9 Amend last bullet point as follows: 
 
• Paragraph 80 of the NPPF (now paragraph 84 of the NPPF December 2023 
2024) applies to specific circumstances where a dwelling in the countryside 
would be supported. 
 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 

13 6.2 Amend second sentence as follows: 
 
Paragraph 67 69 of the NPPF states that strategic policies in the local plan should 
set out “a housing requirement for designated neighbourhood areas which 
reflects the overall strategy for the pattern and scale of development and any 
relevant allocations. 
 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 

12 6.3 Amend fifth sentence as follows: 
 
This issue is recognised in paragraph 72 75 of the NPPF (December 2024 2023) 
which states that when preparing plans, local planning authorities should 
consider “the case for setting out policies to resist inappropriate development of 
residential gardens, for example where development would cause harm to the 
local area.” 
 
 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 

15 7.2 Amend second sentence as follows: 
 

In response to 
comments 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

There are also eight non-statutory sites - seven of these are County Wildlife Sites 
and one is a Roadside Nature Reserve. eight non-statutory sites, seven County 
Wildlife Sites (CWS).  
 

17 BAY3 Amend last sentence as follows: 
 
Proposals for equestrian uses that have a significant detrimental impact on the 
landscape quality of the Parish will not be supported. 

In response to 
comments 

18 7.13  Amend as follows: 
 
In order to understand how a proposal might impact on the identified important 
views, planning applications outside the Settlement Boundary should be 
accompanied by a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, prepared in 
accordance with the Landscape Institute “Guidelines for Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment - Third Edition” (2013) or subsequent guidance, or 
appropriate and proportionate evidence relevant to the scale of the proposal, 
that demonstrates how the key features of the important views will be protected 
in all seasons. 
 

In response to 
comments 

18 BAY4 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
To conserve the landscape and rural character and setting of the Neighbourhood 
Plan Area, development proposals shall, where appropriate, demonstrate how 
they will ensure that there is no significant detrimental impact on the key features 
and attributes of important views identified on Map 6 and the Policies Maps. 
 
Amend second sentence as follows: 
 

In response to 
comments 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

Proposals for new buildings outside the Settlement Boundaries should be 
accompanied by a Landscape Visual and Impact Appraisal that demonstrates how 
the proposal: 
 

19 7.14 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
Paragraph 185 192 of the NPPF states that plans should “promote the 
conservation, restoration and enhancement of priority habitats, ecological 
networks and the protection and recovery of priority species; and identify and 
pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity.” The 
2021 Environment Act has introduced the requirement for development, except 
where exempt, to deliver a minimum 10 per cent measurable net gain in 
biodiversity. The Suffolk Local Nature Recovery Strategy will, when eventually 
published, provide local guidance for how everyone can improve habitats. 
 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 
and in response 
to comments 

19 Figure 1 Amend first box as follows: 
 
Evade Avoid or reduce biodiversity impacts through site selection and layout 
 

In response to 
comments 

20 BAY5 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
Development proposals should avoid the loss of, or significant material harm to, 
priority habitats. 
 
Amend final paragraph of policy as follows: 
 
Otherwise acceptable development proposals will only be supported where they 
provide a measurable net gain in biodiversity through, for example:  

In response to 
comments 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

a.  The creation of new natural habitats including ponds, hedgerows and natural 
boundary treatments;  

b.  The planting of additional native trees and hedgerows of local provenance 
(reflecting the character of Baylham’s ancient woodland and hedgerows); 
and  

c.  Restoring and repairing fragmented biodiversity networks through, for 
example, including swift-boxes, bat boxes and holes in fences which allow 
access for hedgehogs. 

 
In addition to the statutory requirements, development will be supported where it 
incorporates provision within dwellings for measures including swift bricks, bat 
boxes and holes in fences which allow access for hedgehogs. 
 

20 7.18 Amend second sentence as follows: 
 
How we maintain and enhance these features including our many veteran trees, 
can have a significant impact on habitats and the occurrence of birds, mammals 
and insects. 
 

In response to 
comments 

20 CA1 Amend as follows: 
 
The Parish Council will seek to work with the community to implement tree and 
hedgerow maintenance and improvement initiatives, including the creation of 
‘buffer’ habitats. 
 
 

 

21 7.19 Amend third sentence as follows: 
 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

Paragraph 106 107 of the NPPF states that the designation should only be used 
where the green space is: 
 

21 7.20 Amend as follows: 
 
The separate Baylham Local Green Spaces Assessment demonstrates how certain 
local spaces meet the criteria in paragraph 106 107 of the NPPF. The spaces that 
meet the criteria are identified in Policy BAY 6 and are illustrated on the Policies 
Map and on Map 7. The identification of these spaces as Local Green Space 
means that development is restricted to that which has to be demonstrated as 
being essential for the site, in line with the Green Belt policies will only be 
supported where it is consistent with national policy for Green Belts defined by 
the NPPF. Permitted development rights, including the operational requirements 
of infrastructure providers, are not affected by this designation. 
 
 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 

22 8.4 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
AECOM were commissioned to prepare Design Guidelines and Codes and 
Guidance as part of the neighbourhood planning process 
 

To correct error 

22 8.5 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
The Design Guidance and Codes and Guidance provide locally contextual detail 
to which development proposals should, as appropriate, seek to respond to. In 
the first instance, proposals for development should include evidence that the 
General Design Principles set out in Appendix 2 of this Plan have been considered 
and applied. Innovative and/or eco-friendly design that achieves the policy 
requirements would be welcomed. In addition, the Design Guidance and Codes 

To correct error 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

and Guidance provide a development design checklist against which 
development proposals will be considered as relevant to the proposal. The 
checklist is attached as Appendix 3 of the Plan.  
 

23 BAY 7 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
Proposals for new development must reflect the local characteristics and 
circumstances in the Neighbourhood Plan Area as described in both the Baylham 
Landscape Assessment and the Baylham Design Guidelines and Codes and 
Guidance and create and contribute to a high quality, safe and sustainable 
environment. 
 
Amend criterion b. as follows: 
 
maintain the sense of place and character of the three distinct parts to the Parish, 
as identified in the Baylham Landscape Assessment Design Code; 
 
Amend criterion f. as follows: 
 
produce designs, in accordance with adopted standards, that maintain or 
enhance the safety of the highway network, ensuring that all vehicle parking is 
provided within the plot (excluding rear gardens) and that spaces and garages 
meet the adopted minimum size standards set out in the Suffolk Guidance for 
Parking (2023) or subsequent guidance; 
 
Amend criterion i. as follows: 
 
where appropriate, make adequate provision for the covered storage of all 
wheelie bins and covered secure cycle storage in accordance with adopted 

In response to 
comments 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

Suffolk Guidance for Parking (2023) or subsequent guidance cycle parking 
standards; 
 

24 8.9 Amend as follows: 
 
The current register of Listed Buildings is contained in Appendix 4 and, in 
addition, developers should consult the Suffolk Historic Environment Explorer to 
identify and assess whether recorded sites are at risk of damage harm by new 
development. Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service’s Historic 
Environment Record provides details of finds and should be consulted and 
assessment made of the archaeological potential of any potential development 
site at an appropriate stage in the design stage. 
 

In response to 
comments  

26 8.17 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
Paragraph 181 166 of the NPPF provides guidance for considering flood risk in 
development proposals. It requires that, where appropriate, applications should 
be supported by a site-specific flood-risk assessment 
 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 

27 8.20 Amend second sentence as follows: 
 
Paragraph 198 185 (c) of the NPPF states that planning policies and decisions 
should “limit the impact of light pollution from artificial light on local amenity, 
intrinsically dark landscapes and nature conservation”. 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 

29 BAY 12 Amend second paragraph as follows: 
 
Re-use for economic development purposes is preferred, but proposals which 
would result in significant adverse effects on adversely affect the character, 
highways, infrastructure, residential amenity, environment (including national and 

In response to 
comments  
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

international designated sites) and landscape character as identified in the 
Neighbourhood Plan Landscape Character Assessment, will not be supported. 
 

30 10.4 Amend first sentence as follows: 
 
Paragraph 111 112 of the NPPF states that, “If setting local parking standards for 
residential and non-residential development, policies should take into account: 
 

To reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 

30 10.5 Amend table as follows: 
 
HOUSE SIZE  SCC GUIDANCE  Neighbourhood Plan Minimum  
1 bedroom  1 space per dwelling  2 spaces per dwelling  
2 bedrooms  2 spaces per dwelling  2 spaces per dwelling  
3 bedrooms  2 spaces per dwelling  2 3 spaces per dwelling  
4+ bedrooms  3 spaces per dwelling  3 spaces per dwelling 
 

In response to 
comments  

31 10.6 Amend second sentence as follows: 
 
Although the 2023 2019 “County Council Guidance for Parking” provides 
minimum requirements for electric vehicle charging, it is considered that the 
residential requirements (to provide ducting and suitable consumer unit to allow 
the install of one wall charging unit per dwelling when required by householder) 
does not future proof development and that every new residential parking space 
required by the minimum standards should also have a charging point. 
 

In response to 
comments  

32 Map 9 Amend where necessary to illustrate correct type of public right of way In response to 
comments 

32 10.8 Amend as follows: 
 

In response to 
comments  
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 

The of road public rights of way in Baylham offer almost no opportunity for horse 
riding or cycling as these activities are not permitted on public footpaths. Suffolk 
County Council’s Green Access Strategy (2020-2030) sets out their commitment 
to enhance public rights of way, including new linkages and upgrading routes 
where there is a need. The Strategy also seeks to improve access for all and to 
support healthy and sustainable access between communities and services 
through development funding and partnership working. Where feasible, 
improvements to the quality and extent of the public rights of way network will 
be supported. 
 

35 Appendix 1 Amend as follows: 
 
This appendix reproduces Table 5 and paragraph 80 (which is now paragraph 84 
in the December 2023 2024 NPPF) 
 
SP04 (1) - Gypsies and Travellers Provision for Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling 
Showpeople 
SP05 (1, 2 and 5) - Strategic employment site Employment Land 
SP07 (1 and 2) - Sustainable tourism Tourism  
 
NPPF Paragraph 84 (December 2024 2023) 
 

In response to 
comments and 
to reflect the 
publication of 
the 2024 NPPF 

37 Appendix 3 Amend first sentence under heading as follows: 
 
Source: Baylham Design Guidelines and Codes and Guidance, AECOM April 2024 
 

To correct error 

38 Above 
Building 

Insert the following 
 
Building line and boundary treatment: 

In response to 
comments 
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Page 
Para / 
Policy Modification Reason 
Heights and 
grouping 

• What are the characteristics of the building line?  
• How has the building line been respected in the proposals?  
• Has the appropriateness of the boundary treatments been considered in 

the context of the site? 
 

39 Appendix 4 Amend first paragraph as follows: 
 
The buildings and features listed below are reproduced from the Historic England 
database of Listed Buildings and reflect the description held by Historic England. 
Buildings may be known differently locally but it is important that the nationally 
recognised reference is used in this Plan to avoid confusion. Where local names 
are known they are shown in brackets thus [……] 
 
Amend name as follows: 
II Hill Farmhouse, Upper Street [Park Farm] 
 

In response to 
comments 
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