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Preface

ThisReferenduniVersion ofthe Fressingfield Neighbourhood Development Plan (FNDP) has
been prepared during 2018 and 2019 by fressingfieldeighbourhood Plan Steering
Group(FNDPS®&)

The FNDP is a communlgd document and its purpose is to provide policies to help guide
dewelopment in the Paristirom 2018up to 2036. In order to create a Plan that represents
the needs and aspirations of residentise Steering Groupdrew upon several sources,
including evidence gathered through the Refreshing Fressingfield Parish Questannai
2017, two Policy Idea&xhibitionsheld on 229 and 24" September 20183 7 week

Regilation 14 public consultation held in March/April/May 20189 online survey held
during September 2018, and a number of direshsultationswith various local graps,
societiesand organisationgcludingthe school the medicalpracticeand local landowners

Other research and analysis from a wide range ofomal and local sources has also been
examined and a small group of local volunteers undertook to predbe Fressingfield
Character AppraisgFCAwhich has been produced alongside the FNDP and has contributed
to the formulation of the policies withirt.i

1 Steering Group was commissioned by the Parish Council. See Appendix A for Steering Group Membership
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In producingooth the FNDP and th€haracter Appraisalegard has beegivento Historic
9y 3t lusgfR Quidance omcorporatingheritageinto NeighbourhoodPlan preparatioh

The following stages have been completed:

=

Initial background andResearct201719

Refreshing Fressingfield Parish Questionnad&7

Gonsultation with local groups and orgaatsons - Summer Autumn 2018
Policy Ideas ExhibitiorgsSeptember 2018

Character Appraisalrveywork ¢ Autumn 2018

REG1#re-Submission Consultation 2March to 17" May 2019

REG14 Pr&ubmission Exhibitiors30" March and # April 2019
REG16 Subnsimn Consultatiorg 5" August to 27 September 2019
Examinationg October 2019

= =4 4 48 48 4 a8 -9

This ighe Referendunmversion of the Neighbourhood Plan and it will be the subjeét of
public referendum arrangeldy Mid Suffolk District Council.

Hard copies of the Neidghourhood Plan can be viewedt the following locations:

1 The Village Stores
1 Sancroft Hall
1 The Medical Centre

Further informationcan be found on the Neighbourhood Plan website:

https://fressingfieldpc.org/neighbourhoodblan/

2 https://historicengland.org.uk/imagebooks/pulications/neighbourhoodplanningand-the-historic-
environment/
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Chapter 1 Introduction

11

1.2

1.3

The Fressingfield Neighbourhood Development Plan will provide the first ever
statutory planning policy document specifically for therish of Fressingfield.
Neighbourhood Plans such as thisre made possible by powers contained within
the 2011 Localismah which sought to decentralise policy making to the local level
give more powers to communitigegether withthe right to shape future
development where they live. It complements exigtimational and local planning
policy by providing apecifically local level of detail attained through consultation
with the local community and further research.

The Neighbourhood Plaelatesto planning matters (the use and development of
land) and has been prepared in accordance with the statytogquirements and
processes set out in the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended by the
Localism Act 2011) and the Neighbourhood Planning Regulationg28€Aended)
The Neighbourhood Plgperiod runs from 2018 to 2036. Once the PlaltiadeQ
(adopted), it will be used by Mid Suffolk District Council to help determine planning
applications and will form part of the statutory planning framework for the area.

The Fressingfield Neighbowrbd Plan is not a mechanism for stopping development
it is there to ensure that development takes place in an appropriate way for the
parish.It has been positively prepared, and its purpose is to support and manage
growth, not prevent itIn practice, lgher level planning documents such as the
emerging Bbergh and Mid Suffolk Joint Local Plan cannot feasibly deal with all of
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the issues particular to every town and village across the two districts, whereas
Neighbourhood Plans cahy providing additionatletails which reflect specific local
circumstancesd conditions.

1.4. The FNDP covers the entire parish and the Neighbourhood Plan area was formally
designated by Mid Suffolk District Council®hFebruary 2018.

( E Nelghbourhood Plan Area

: D Adjoining Parishes =3
N e
\ o R e - oS nd
Fressingfield Neighbourhood Plan Area
—
MID SUFFOLK DISTRICT COUNCIL 4> [scALE 1:37000

S, | 139, High Street, Neecham Market, IPS 80L Reproduced by permizzion of

|| Telephone - 01443 724500 Cranance Survey on behaif of HMSO.

) emalt customerservicefpcsduk.com © Crown copyright and database rignt 2017

i waw midsuttok gov .k Cranance Survey Licerce nusRerelQQRa™ 340 0 o047

1.5 The Pre-SubmissionConsultation draft of the Fressingfield Neighbourhood Plaas
prepared forre-submission consultatidibetween29" March 2019 andrriday 17
May 20193, whenlocal residents, businesses and statutory agenicabsthe
opportunity to comment upon the draft plauring May and June all comments
were collatedand analysed bfNDPSG. The Plaas subsequently amendexhd
approved by the Parish Council #8" July 2019before being submitteéito Mid
Suffolk District Council. The District Couokgckedthe Neighbourhood Plarto
ensure that the subnssion requirements have beenet and then a further 6 week
period of public consultatiowas undertakerbetween %' August and 2%
September 2019The Plarwas then sent tanindependentExaminer appointed by
the Ditrict Council to undertake an examiian of theplan¢ KS 9 EI YA Y SN &
Report was received on 28ctober 2019 and the Examiner recommended that
subject to modifications as set out in the repdtie Plan should then proceed to
referendum.

3 Additional days were allowed for Easter Bank Holiday
4REG16 of the Neighbourhood Plan (General) Regulations
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1.6  The idea of producing &leighbourhood Plan for Fressingfield came about in 2017
and in response to development pressure within the village. Two applications
totalling 46 dwellings were submitted in 2016 and three further applications totalling
a further 208dwellings were submigd in 2017. (The two 2016 applications have
now been approved and the 2017 amaitionswere refused in November 2018).

1.7 In 2017, the Parish Council supported the formation of a Housing Working Group
(HWG)o consider the respores of the village to the three proposals for new
housing as well as considering subsequent proposals that might ensue. Membership
of the HWG was dman by selnomination from the community. A cross section of
opinion and demographics emergedlso in 2017agroup of concerned residents
formed SAFE (Supporters Against Fressingfield Expanspetifically tdimit
overdevelopment in Fressingfield.

1.8. There was some cross membership between the PC, the HWG and SAFE and the idea
for a Neighbourhood Plaemerged The NDFRSteering Groupvascommissioned by
the Parish Coundcils a separate and independent grqupith membership that
includessome Rrish Councillorsogether withother local residents.

1.9 The RrishGouncilundertook avillagesurvey in Apili2017, with 140+ householder
responses to enquiries abohbusingdevelopment,transport androads,
employment andeducation,environment andcountryside,villagedevelopment
issues anadommunity/wellbeing. The data from this provides a useful backgraiond
local views.

1.10 The overarching aim has been to support the developmerat Bfessingfield
Neighbourhood Plan whicfeflects the needs and prioritiesf the parish
community, within the national, county and district policies that apply, set$ out
a positive and sustainable futufer the parish. The vision is one that see&s t
ensure a living village that is healthy, diverse and attractive, economically vibrant for
present and future generations of Fressingfistgidents

1.11 The driver for theNeighbourhood Plan was to give residents a voice in the
sustainable development of the village, by building a Plan that is inclusive, innovative
and bespoke to the needs of the parish. The Plan is based on evidence of local need,
presening unique and pasve features thatiocalresident€yalue, whilst creating

5 https://fressingfieldhousing.org/
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and future residents. It promotes community cohesion and deveiframework
for economic, scial and environrantal sustainability.

Lookingwest on B1116 (Laxfield Road
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Chapter 2 Fressingfield

A brief history

2.1  Fressingfield is a village in Suffolk, within Mid Suffolk District Council and within 4
miles of the bordemith South Norfolk. Amording to the 2011 Census dathe
population is 1021 and comprises approximately 444 househ®lis parish
boundary covers some 4,600 acres and is th|a6gest of the 500 parishes in

Suffolk.

2.2 The Blllpwhich is a Romarpad runs through theorth east of the paristeading
into WeybreadandHarleston to thenorth, and south towards Framlingham.

2.3 The closest larger settlements or towns are :

T

T
T
)l

Eye, population 2,154 approximately 8.8 miles (19 mins)
Diss[Norfolk], population 7,572 approximately 13.7 miles (2&ins)
Harleston, population 4,644 approximately 4.7miles (9 mins)
Stradbroke, population 1,408approximately 3.7miles (8ins)
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24

25

26

The Parishof Fressingfield

Fressingfield is one of only two Mid Suffolk villages to lso@ing approaches to
the villageand is described in théoint Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Council
Landscape Guidance 2QHs follows: Whilst most slopes are generally moderate
there are some places, in particular the tributaries of the Wavené&yessingfield
and Mendhamwhere the slopes are very steep and unexpected within the East
Anglian landscap&

Fessefeldas it was spelt, or possibly misspelt, at the time, was ibcumented in
the Domesday Book (1086). Later variants of the sgeliave includedrisingfeld
(1185), andrreshingfield17th century). Fressingfield is an old English name. It
appears to have been initialyrisa FyrgFyrsent inga ("people) Held (“field"). The
original meaning of the prefix is unclear and there e theories about it:

1 aderivation from thdurze(gorse) planeand/or;

1 the area was once owned by someone calletlJz & gersonal or nickname
implying Frisian origins, i.&#risa's peo@'s fieldwhich would be cognate
with other Suffolk place names, such as Friston and Freston, both of which
mean'the Frisian's farmstedd

The church of St Peter & St Paul was constructed from the early 14th to late 15th
centuriesandincludes thegrave of Archbishop Sancroft, made Archbishop of

Canterbury by King James Il in 16@he belfry hangs a ring of eight bells with the
tenor weighing 170-20 cwt (872.6'kg); the tenor bell is cast by Brasyers of Norwich
and is the oldest surviving Norwitiell in the county.

10
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2.7

2.8

2.9

2.10
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The core of the village was historically centred around the church with a complex of
buildings associatedith a midfourteenth century hall house situated to the north

A guildhal was builtin the Tudorerawhich still stands and is now the Fox and Goose
Inn.

Theformer guildhall now the Fox and Goosan
(photograph from the Chaacter Appraisal)

The centre of thesettlement, is set between two nortlouth roads, which gisghe
impression of an historic marketplace to the south of the church. There are several
important houses of grander scale outside the settlement boundagiuding a
moated farm complex to the soutbast, and Fressingfield Hall, a manorial
farmhouse of sventeenth century construction to the east.

In the late 16th century, the Norwieborn playwrightRobert Green@amed a
character,\Wlargaret, thefair maid of Fressingfieldn his playFriar Bacon and Friar
Bungay

The peak population of 1,491 people was recorded by the IT&3&isusin 1887, to
celebrate Queen Victoria's Golden Jubilee, a well was sunk at the junction of the
Stradbroke and Laxfield Roads. For 60 years, until provisiamafins water supply,
the Wbilee Pumgand the'ow Pumglwhich still exists) supplied the central area
of the parish with water. The site of the Jubilee Pump is now known as Jubilee
Corner.

11
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Fressingfieldhows evidence of expansion during thaeeteenth century, as wells
a relatively active dissenting community, both of which are evidenced by the
construction of a Baptist chapel in 1886d the Methodistthapel in 1873.

The 1953 Coronation Celebrations Committee chose Jubilee Correz agefor a
village signgepicting a pilgrim and his pack mule. The sign reflects the parish's
association with the pilgrimage to Bury St Edmunds that commenced during the late
AngloSaxon period. In 2002, to mark Queen Elizabeth's Golden Jubilee, sigrew
was commissioned, theld one having been given to the school.

¢KS @QAtE13aS KIFLa F aK2LJE LINAYEFNE a0K22f3 R
pub/restaurants.There is also eK A f RiwSefy@Taddlywinkshree active faith

commurities, many clubs anslocieties, and weekly bus servste Harleston and

Norwich. The housing mix comprises dwellings from tHetb6L9" century, several

recent housing developments, and affordable housing.

However the majority of the more reent buidingswithin Fressingfield date to the
twentieth and twentyfirst centuriesand there iseviderce of thison the western
approach into the village

Fressingfieldcontairs 58 nationally listed buildings; two of which are Grade | and
two are Gade II*. Theparish is also home torsumber of early manorial complexes.
There is a Conservation Area in the core of the village of Fressingfield, which was
designated during the 1970s. Some of the sites recently promfatedevelopment
are either immedately adjoinng or close to it.

12
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2.16 Further historical and environmentaiformation can be found in the Fressingfield
Character Appraisal that accompanies this document.

2.17 Interms of environmental designatiotisere are no European wildlife sites but
there is a national level designation in the Site of Special Scientdiest (SSSI) at
Chippenhall Green (shown belaw)

Fressingfield }
(Village)

Chippenhall
Green

Chippenhall Green SSSI
Fressingfield today

2.18 According to the 2011 census data, th@pulation was 1021 with an almost even
50/50 split of male and female. There were 176 children under 16 whichteguo
approximately 17% of the population which is just under both the Mid Suffolk and
England averages. There were 559 working age aditsh represented 54% of the
population which was noticeably lower than the Mid Suffolk (61.5%) and England
(64.7%)verages. The number of residents over 65 accounted for 28.1% which was
higher than the Mid Suffolk (20.1%) and England (16.3)d&pendercyratio (the
ratio of non-workingage toworkingage population) was 0.82 which again was
higher than the Mid Suffolk (0.63) and England (0.55) figures. These last three
indicators help to build a picture that the population of Fressingfigltbticealdy
older.

2.19 Interms of data around how people live, the casgells us that of the 444
households in Fressingfield, 318 (71.6%) either own their home outright or with a
mortgagec this figure idower than the Mid Suffollaverage of 75.1%ut higher
than the England figure of 63.3%nly1.1% of the population (Bouseholds) had
shared ownership arrangements compared to Mid Suffolk and England figures of
0.8% . The levels of social renting at 60 households (13.8%8)igher than the Mid
Suffolk figires of 11.3% but below the England average of 17.7%. The prergts
sector accounted for a further 42 households (9.5%) many of these could be related

14
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to agriculture, which was broadly reflective of the Mid Suffolk figure of 11.2% but
below the Englad average of 16.8%.

2.20 Interms of sizes of dwellings, censisda reveals the following figures for
Fressingfield, Mid Suffolk and England.

1 bed 2 bed 3 bed 4+ bed
Fressingfield 8.3% 17% 43.3% 31.3%
Mid Suffolk 6% 25% 40.4% 28.5%
England 11.8% 27% 41.2% 18.9%

2.21 These figureswauld seemtaA Y RAOF 4GS GKIF G GKS Yl 22NRGe 27
housing stock is 3sedrooms and that this is slightly above both Mid Suffolk and
England averages. However the number of 2 bedroomed propertipsas to be
considerably lower than the other two figess. In terms of the occupancy of those
bedrooms, where the household size is less than the number of bedrdbm§igure
for Fressingfield is 80.6% which seems broadly consistent with the Mid Sudtokk
of 80.8% but both are considerably higher théwe hational average at 68.7%hese
figures would seem to indicate that Fressingfield residents tend to occupy large
houses but additionally those large houses are still considerably umcterpied. Tie
low number of available 2 bedroomed properties foofe residents to move into
could be leading to residents staying longer in their existing larger homes (rather
than leave the village) and consequently those properties are not available for
families.

2.22 The Census also reveals that 65%m&ssingfield households are reliant on oil fired
central heating with only 2.5% having accesgas fired central heatings there is
no gas supply in the village.

2.23 Currently within Fressingfield faciés, include the following:

a smalbillage shop [Fressingfield Stores]

a primary school [Fressingfield Voluntary Controlled Primary School]

I OKAf RNBYQa YydzZNESNE WC¢ARRfE&gAYy 48

a GP surgery [Fressingfield Medical Cerftressingfield and Stradbroke Surgery]
a sports andsocialclub providinga bowls club. tennis club and playground

3 x places of worship [Methodist Church, Fressingfield Baptist Chapel, St Peter
and St Paul\nglicanChurch.

1 2 pub/restaurant; The Fox and Goose and The Swan Inn

= =4 -4 48 -4 9
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2.24 The vilage is served ba singlebus routethe 522 School Bus Service whialms
through Fressingfield once a day [Mond@ayday onlyleaving at 07:54hrs with a
return stop at 16.41hrsThis service is a term time service only.

2.25 The closest A road appoximately 4.55miles awayat the Needham/Harleston
junction on the A143 or 13.3 miles away in the form of the Yoxford junction on the
Al12. The nearest railway station is Diss which is approximately 10 miledraway
Fressingfield.

Looking East oifop Road/New Street

16
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Chapter 3 National and Local
Context

3.1 Developments defined asthe carrying out of building, engineering, mining or other
operations in, on, over or under land, or the making of any material chanie in
use of any builthgs or other lan@® Section 38 of the Planning and Compulsory
Purchase Act 2004 emphasises that the planning system continues t§laaredQ
system and restates the requirement thigetermination must be made in
accordance witlithe Plan unless matial considerations indicate otherwi€e

3.2  The Fressingfield Neighbourhood Plan okhadewill form part of the statutory
Development Plan for the area and future planning applications for new
development will be determined usiritp policies.

3.3  Qurrently the statutoryDevelopmentPan for the area consists of the Mid Suffolk
Local Plan 1998 (Saved Policies), the Local Plan Alteration 2006, the Core Strategy
Development Plan Document 2006 (Saved Policies) and the Core Strateggdd
Review 2012Mid Suffolk District Counds in the process of producing a Joint Local
Plan with Babergh Distt Council. ThemergingBabergh and Mid Suffolk Joibbcal
Plan(BMSJLPs under preparation and threferred Options (Reg 18) Versiwas
published forpublic consultation between 22 July and 30 September 2019.

6 Town and Country Planning Act 1990 Section 55.

17
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7N
National Planning
Policy Framework

N S

77N 77N
Mid Suffolk Core Fressingfield
Strategy Neighbourhood Plap

N S N S

3.4

3.5

3.6

Fressingfield is identified as®rimary Villag&n Policy CS1 of the Adopted Core
Strategy Development Plan Document 2013rifnaryvillage is one that is
consideredcapable of linted growth where local need has been established.
Primary villages areexpected to have basic local services includipgmary school
and food shop.

The most recent version of tremergingBabergh and Mid Suffolk Joibbcal Plarg
Preferred Optios (Regl18) Version July 20di@fines Fressingfield as #interland
VillageQ It indicates thatinterlandvillagesin Mid Suffolkare expected to account
for 10%of planned growth over the plan period (April 2018 to 20@®)ich equates
to 1174dwellings awer approximatelyt3 settlements However, all settlements
within each category are not equal, atitere will be some variance in levels of
growth dependent upon a number of factarscluding the availability of suitable
development sites and consideratisiof the builtand natural environmentThis
version of the Local Plan indicates a figure of 56 ltimgs for Fressingfield to be
accommodated over the Plan period.

The Neighbourhood Area to which this Neighbourhood Plan relates is the entire
parishof Fressingfield and the designation was approved by Mid Suffolk District
Council on 9 February P18. Work began on producing the Plan in earnest in April
2018

18
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Chapter 4 Vision and Objectives

4.1

A vision for Fressingfield

In order for anyspatal plan to be successful and deliverajitds essential that it
contains avision as to what théglacekhould look like or be like by the end of the

Plan period. The FNDPSG felt it was important that the FNDP should contain a short
and simple visions 4§ SYSy i GKI G ¢ 2 dzf R ai ftw¥he fidude (G K S
of the parish. The initial vision was drafted in response to early consultation and

then further developed with local people and refined and adapted through each
consultation stage. It results ia final vision statement which capturtse

overarching spirit and ambition of the local community and of the Neighbourhood
Plan.

A vision for Fressingfield

By 2036, having built on its reputation, the parish of Fressingfield will continu
be a good place to live with welcoming, friendly and cohesive community, with
its vibrant and diverse range of facilities and cultural activities meeting the exi
and future needs of the village and its rural hinterland. It will have a robust an
sustinable infrastructure and Wibe a place where natural and historic assets &
protected. Through high quality designd the use of sustainable materiateew
development will be sympathetic to local building stydesl enhancethe
character of the araQ ®

19
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Objectives

The Vign is the overarching destination of where the plan needs to get to.
Underneath this vision will sit a series of objectives that set out a series of steps that
need to be achieved in order to reach the vision. Underneath tludgectives sit the
NDP polies which will be the mechanism used to deliver the vision and the
objectives. There is a relationship between all three layers which is reflected in the
diagram below.

A Vision for
Fressingfield 203

Economic
Built Objectives

Environment
Objectives

Housing Community

Policies Policies Economic

N Policies
Historic &
Built
Environment
Policies

Structure of the Fressingfield Neighbourhood Plan

Objectives are broad statements of intent that have been derived from the issues
that Fressingfield is seeking to address.

The objective contained withinthe Neighbourhood Plan are set out below. They are
based on the themes that emerged through lyestakeholder dialogue with various
groups and organisations within thparish and through further debate by the
steeringgroup. A draft set of objectives were consulted on at the Policy ldeas
Exhibition in September 2018 and comments from that exercise bbeen used to
further refine the vision and the objectivésgether with the results of the REG14
PreSubmission Consultation that was carried out between March and May 2019.

20
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Objectives

Housing Objective 1 To provide for housing sites that are appropriate size
for the village and in keeping with its character

Housing Objective 2 To provide for housing that meets the needs of the wh
community

Community Objective 3 To ensure that sufficient infrastructure to support new
development is aailable

Community Objective 4 To maintain and expand theange anchumber of
community services and facilities

Community | Objective 5 To act as a hub for services and facilities that meets th
needs of the Parish and beyond

Natural, Objective 6 To protectC NB & & A WrdiFcaps detRr@r@portant

Historicand | trees and hedgerows and enhangateways to the village

Built

Environment

Natural, Objective 7 To protect the importanhatural and historic assets of

Built

Environment

Natural, Objective8¢ 2 RSTAYS CNBaaAyaFASEt RQ{
Historicand | the quality of design
Built

Environment

21
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Natural, Objective 9 To preventincreased localised flooding and reduce
Historicand | eXisting incidences of floodirend pollution
Built

Environment

Natural, Objective 10 To encourage renewable energy and low carbon
Historicand | technology to be incorporated into new development

Built
Environment

Economic Objective 11 To enable existing minesses to expand and to
Development| €ncourage new business into the Parish

Economic Objective 12 To encourage redevelopment/rese of existing
Development underused sites

Transport Objective 13To improve pedestrian and highway safety ankieta
and Highway opportunities to introduce traffic calming measures to reduce traffic
Safety speeds

22
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Community Action Projects

A wealth of information has been collected from tbensultation undertaken to

date (Parish Survey 2017, meetings with local interest graepicy Ideas

Exhibitiors September 2018, and the dme Survey Monkeguestionnaire
September and October 2018)bweverNeighbourhoodPlans are principally
concerneal with land use planning matters and their policies only tend to come into
play when a posposal requires the benefit of planning permission and a planning
application requires determining.

Some of the key issues highlighted to date, whilst of legitimate intecette
community, are not necessarily issues that can be directly dealt Wwtla
Neighbourhood Plan policy and are outside of its scope.

The FNDPSG and the Parish Coiswdry keen that these issues should not YstQ

and that they should be investigated further and resolved where possible. The Parish
Council have agree take a number of these mattsforward and these are

identified within the Plan a®ommunity ActiorProject©The Parish Council are
currently considering the incorporation of such projects into a Village Improvement
Plan(VIP) Adraft isshownin Appendix land itwill undergo some refining and
prioritisation, before it canbe taken forward by the Peh Councibutside of the
Neighbourhood Plan procesbhe draft VIP showim the appendixs a very early

iteration and requires more detail to be add and formal agreement from the

Parish Council.

Over the lifetime of the Plan, there may be other Community Action Projects that
arise, and these will be taken forward in the same way. SeeGiispter8 for more
details on the monitoring and impleméation of the Plan

23
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Policies

The vision and obftives have provided the framework for developing the policies in this
Neighbourhood Plan. Each policy relates back to a particular objective under the following 3
broad themesHousing and Communityl he Natural, Historic and Built Environmeand
Economic Development and Transpoifhe Neighbourhood Plan is first and foremost a
land-use document for planning purposes. All policies have been derived from stakeholder
engagement and the evidence base efhprovide the justification and rationale fane

policy wording and direction. The policies are shown in the coloured boxes and are
precededby the reasoned justification/supporting text which explains both the need for the
policy and the jdtificationfor its wording. Where specific policies makeegfic individual
proposalsthese are shown on appropriate maps within the text of the relevant section and
are also shown on thBolicies Mag at Appendix A
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FRES 15 Transport anchighwaysafety 80
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Chapter5 Housing and Community

5.1

5.2

5.3

54

5.5

Housing

The base date of the Neighbourhood Development Plaff Bgtil 2018 and the plan

period runs to 31 March 2036, to match the plan period of the emiergy Babergh

and Mid Suffolk Joint Local Plan (BMSJ).Preferred Options (REG18) Version of

the BMSJLP published in July 2019, desigr@tdsS & & A y hifitarlaridR € If & 3IS QW A y
the third tier of the Local Plan settlement hierarchy. The Local Rtiinates at

Section 8 in Policy SP03 that development within hinterland villages within

settlement boundaries will be permitted subject totemia governing design,

landscaping, hedgerows and treelines and the cumulative impdqisoposals.

In Mid Suffolk, linterlandvillages are expected to account for 1@¥planned

growth over theLocal Ran period (April 2018 to 203&yhich equatesa 1174
dwellings over approximatel3 settlements Not all settlements within the same
category ae expected to nake an equal contribution to accommodating growth
which is dependent upon factors such as the prevailing spatial distribution for the
plan area which is focussed on transport corridors armhsiderations of the built
and natural environmentThe draft LocbPlan contains &gure of 56 dwellings for
Fressingfieldo be accommodated over the plan period.

The current commitment for the parish at the base date of the plarthenumber
of dwellings in the paristhat currently have the benefit of pfaning permission but
have yet to be constructedotals approximately 51 dwellingghe makeup of this
current commitment of 51 dwellings @utlined below

There are two housing sites within the parish that currently benefit from an outline
permisson but where construction is yet to begin. These are:

a)Land at Red House Famapproximately 28 dwellings
b) Landwest of School Laneapproximately 18 dwellings

Whilst both sites have outline permission and therefore the principle of
devebpment of the sites for residentiaevelopments establiskd, they will both
require the submission of further reserved matters applications which will need to
be approved before construction of the dwellings can begin. Depending upon the
timing of the sibmission of those reserved matters applications, the padiovithin
this NDP will be able to influence those subsequent applications to a greater or
lesser extent depending upon the stage the Plan has reached in the statutory
process. If those permissisdapse during the course of the plan period and fresh
outline applicationsare made, the policies of planiwbe used in the determination
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of those applications and would influence the final developments. These sites are
therefore allocated for developn in this NDP.

In addition to the two sitesnentioned above, there are a further 5 dwellings that
currently have the benefit of planning permission. These are:

1) Land north of Midnight Mill, Harleston Lane approximately 3 dwellings
2) Land at Peler House, Stradbroke Road approximately 1 dwegllin
3) Land adjacent to The Cottage, Church Street approximately 1 dwelling

These dwellings will therefore also form part of the housing provision for
Fressingfield over the plan peri@shd fall withincriterion ii) of Policy FRES1

Fressingfield has been the subject of considerable development pressteeent
yearswith 3 concurrent applications (totalling some 208 additional dwellings)
refused at the same time on #November2018.

These aplications are as follows:

1) Land off Post Mill Lane (1648/X724 dwellings
2) Land west of John Shepherd Road (1432¢199 dwellings
3) Land off Stradbroke Road (1449/% /5 dwellings

The reasons for refusal in each cagere broadly similaas follows:

1) Outside of existing settlement boundary and level of growth proposed is
unacceptable,

2) Highway Safety issues at New Street and Jubilee Corner

3) Unacceptable impact upon existing sewerage and drainage facilities and
increased risk of floding and pollution

4) Unacceptable impact upon Conservation Area and Listed Buildings (1432/17
and 1648/17 only).

One applicatiorg 1648/17 at Post Mill Laneas the subject of mappealthat was
dismissed on 25September 2019 othe grounds of impacon a Grade |l Listed
Building.
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59 ltis clear from theeasons for refusal and the committee repodsmpiledto
support them that there is a potentially significamésue in respect of sewage
capacity; specifically the foul water system of Fressingfighis has beebrought
about by an unknown number of domestic surface water connections roade
time, to the foul water system without the knowledge of the foul drainage authority,
which contibutes to localised flooding where raw sewage flows out of the sewer
when themanhole covers are popped open by the excess pressure in the system
during storms.

5.10 Anglian Wate(AW),raised no objection to the three applications because the foul
drainage system theoretically has sufficient capacity to accommodate the & fl
from the three proposed developments. Howeytre fact thatthese additional
surface water connections have been maatel that they have resulted ian
increasein the amountof water in the pipes is not a material consideration for AW
because thoseannections should not be ther@hey have indicated thahey do
not have the legal powers or budget to have such historic connections remdted.
Parish Council have made theug a priority projecin the Village Improvement Plan
and have been workinglosely with Anglian Water in recent months to try to

7 https://fressingfieldhousing.org/
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formulate a solution Some mdifications have been made at the pumping station at
Harleston Hill, which was previously not sking at full capacity. Thisasnot
resolvel the issue fully and other optitsare being explored.

5.11 The increase# localised flooding (and pollution) th#te current unresolved
capacity issuebringis a significant contributory factor to deteriming the
appropriate housing requirement for the parish over this plan periv affecsthe
rate at which permitted sites will come forward and if it remains unresolved could
act as a ceiling for development until a satisfactory solution is found.

5.12 In addition, thehighways issues are of equal concern againthere seems to be
very little prospect of a immediatesatisfactory solution. The ared concern is the
centre of the village where three main routes (Stradbroke Road (S) / New Stréet (E)
Laxfield Road (Emeet at the junction known as Jubilee Corner) which is further
exacerbated by a lack of safe pedestrian footways. Suffolk County Cd&@)
have concluded thathere are hazards to nemotorised users travelling on New
Street or tirough Jubilee CorneiThe layout of the village means that this is the
desirable route to reach many servic&evelopmentthat will result in increased
vehicle and pedestrian movements through this core aseaf concern because the
road safety constraits imposed by the egting highway network severely restrict
the practical options. The measures propodsdthe three developments were
considered to belte best solution available within the existing consttajibut they
still fell short of making thénighway safe for pedsriansin the opinion of SC®ho
concludedthat further development which increased pedestrian and / or vehicle
movement through the core of the village without the provision of safe, practical
alternativeswould result in an unaccepble impact on highwasafety particularly
for vulnerable pedestrians.

5.13 The issue ofew housing developmemas a key factor in the Parish Council
deciding to produce a neighbourhood plan.

5.14 The Refreshing Fressingfield Survey undertaken éy#rishiCouncil in April 2017,
asked a specific question about expectations of housing numbers over the next 10
years and of the 144 respondents 64% indicated that 50 houses or below was their
preference with a locational preference for the Stradbroke dRaeea.

8 Letter from SCC to MSDC in respefdthe 3 planning applications dated 2nd November 2018
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Number of houses in the next 10 years
Source: Refreshing Fressingfield Parish Survey April 2044 respondents

Below 50 64%
50-100 22%
100-150 6%
150+ 1%
No preference 7%

Preferred Locality for New Housing
Source: Refreshingressingfield Parish Survey April 201744 respondents

Stradbroke Road 33%

New Street 12%

John Shepherd Road area | 3%

Laxfield Road 1%
Elsewhere 19%
No preference 25%

5.15 The NDP Policy Ideas Exhibitions held in September 2018, asked for reQidefitd S ¢ &

5.16

about housing numbers. 100 residents attended the exhibition over the two days
and 52% expressed a preference for small sites. Comments submitted by residents
mentioned tha sites of below 10 units would be unlikely to deliver any affordable
housirg and therefore it was understood that sites may need to be 10+ units in order
to satisfy any affordable need.

With a minimum figure of 56 dwellings to accommodate and with a commitment of
51 dwellings already with planning permissitime focus ofadditionalnew
development will be expected to take place within tegtlement boundary. The
settlement boundaryis amechanism that helpdefine the built up area of
settlements, and indicatewherein principle,development for housingnd
employment wauld be suitable. Thelgelp toavoid the loss of further undeveloped
land in the countrysideribbon development andrban sprawl Thesettlement
boundaryis shown edged purple on Mapldhelow and has been drawn to reflect
the completion of recent new dev@ments.
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5.17 ltis not usual practice to allocate sites for fewer than 5 dwellingstaed
Neighbourhood Planmake 'y |t f 26l yOS FT2NJ WgAyRTFIEf &
housing figure2 A y RT I f fsteé riotisBedificallyNdentified in the delopment
planQ Icafi kclude previously developed land that has unexpectedly become
available, new dwellings formetirough the subdivision of an existing property or
residential barn conversions and small infill plots within the existing built up area
boundary. They are usually of a small scale nature and are genérdllyeseer
However an allowance is often mader such siteplanning policies as part tifie
overall housing calculation.

518 TheWg Ay RTFLIEf |t 26l yO2QinchteiodilandBitedoniif)ad@F A St R
Policy FREB

5.19 In addition criterion iii) limits new development outside of tBettlement Boundary
to those allowed for in paragraph 79 of the NPPF in which the Government outlines a
limited number of ciramstances where new housing in the countryside may come
forward. These are exception and should only occur where:

a) there is an essential need for a rural worker, including those taking majority
control of a farm business, to live permanently at eantheir place of work in the
countryside;

b) thedevelopment would represent the optimal viable use of a heritage asset or
assets;

c) the development would fese redundant or disused buildings and enhance its
immediate setting;

d) the development wuld involve the subdivision of an existing resid@nti
dwelling; or

e) the design is of exceptional quality, in that it:
- is truly outstanding or innovative, reflecting the highest standards in
architecture, and would help to raise standards afiga more generally in
rural areas; and
- would significantly enhance its immediate setting, and be sensitive to the
defining characteristics of the local area

5.20 Theannualaveragecompletion rate of new residential dwellings in Fressingfield
over the 5 years between April 2010 aktarch 2015 was approximately 7 dwellings
and wasa mixture of single dwellings and small sit€ee minimum housing
requirement outlined in the Local Plan is 56 dwellings, of wiidhjwellingsare
alreadycommitted. The Plan period still has over 16 yeéaft, however there are
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still unresoVed traffic and drainage issues within the villageich need to be taken
into account. Therefore it would seem appropriate and realistic for the
Neighbourhood Plan to includeveindfall allowanceof at least afurther 9 dwellings
in addition to the allocated sites, in order to meet the dwelling requirement. This
would allow for single dwellings/small sitesthin the settlement boundarya
community ledhousingschemeto meet identified local needs and conversioos
existing buildingsto come forwardover the plan period to 203@.he
Neighbourhood Plan will therefore be planning for at least 60 dwellings for
Fressingfield over the Plan period from April 2018 to March 2036.

Objective 1 To provide for housingites that are an appropriate size for the

village and in keeping with its character.

NOISIANOYd ONISNOH 2 B34AD|710d

FRES3 Housing Provision

The Neighbourhood Plan area will accommodate development commensu
with Freéd & A y JctagsifidatRwithin the settlement hierarchy.

This Plan provides for around 60 dwellings to be developed in the
Neighbourhood Plan area between April 2018 and March 2036. This growt]
be met through:

) The allocation of the followingites for development:

a) Land at Red House Fagrapproximately 28 dwellings
b) Land West of School Lagapproximately 18 dwellings

i) small Windfall(sites and infill plots within the Settlement Boundary th
come forward during thélan perial and are nospecificallydentified
in the Plan;

iii. conversions and new development opportunities outside the
Settlement Boundary in accordance with paragraph 79 of the NPPF

The focus of new development will be within the Settlement Boundary a
defined on MAP 5.1

Proposals for new residential developnt outside of the Settlement
Boundary other than development in accordance with paragrajghof the
NPPF 2019 or residential extensiomd|l only be permitted where it can
satisfactorily bedemonstrated that there is an identified local need for the
proposalsupported by a housing needs assessnaend that it cannot be
satisfactorily located within the Settlement Boundary

Allocated sitesand the Settlement Boundary are shown on Map 5.1
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Map 5.1 Housing Allocations an&ettlementBoundary

© Crown copyright and database right. Al rights reserved (100054705) 2019
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Housing Mix

As well as housing numbers, the size, type and tenure of any new housing is also a
keyissue for local commuties. The specific mix of housing will clearly have an
impact on the existing community and therefore careful thought needs to be applied
to determining that mix.

Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes is essentialppat a sustainable,
vibrant and mixed community. Community consultation showed that residents want
to have a range of types of accommodation within their parish to meet their
changing needs and to cater for any needs that are currently not being metliézam
may want to moveo larger homes, older residents may wish to desine or move

to specifically adapted accommodation, residents may be looking to start a family
and find the right accommodation to allow that to happen. New homes should be of
high quality, accord with envonmental design standardand meet community
aspirations for new and existing residents. The mix of housing types outlined in
Policy FRES2 below have come though consultation with local residents both through
the 2017 household quéisnnaire and the Segimber 2018olicy IdeasExhibitions.

The average price for property in Fressingfield stood &3£251in luine 2019. This is
a fall of1.08% sincelune 208. In terms of property typeghe average value of
terraced housein Fressingfield are valukat£19,786°, semidetached at218034
and detached at £402,75%his is considerably higher than the figures for the whole
of Suffolk, with an overall average price of £275,%dBnost £100000 differential)

and that of England as a whole where theeege house price 242,286

The point was made during the consultatienentsthat affordable housing needs to

be genuinely affordablé? Given that the existing average hoyseces in

Fressingfield are considerably above the national and cowdyages but also that
average salaries (for those in work) are also above the national and county averages
then it would appear that those residents not in full time work will havesiderable
difficulty accessing housing to meet their needs.

In addtion, the 2011 census reveals that there is an ageing population in the parish
with the number of people aged 65+ in Fressingfield at 28% of the total population
compared with 20.1% for Mid Suffolk as a whole and 12.4% for England. The number
of single pason pensioner households in Fressingfield is 14.2% compared to 12.9%
for Mid Suffolk and 12.4% for England. Whilst the population may on average be

9 Data extracted from Zooal19.06.19
10 Definition of affordable housing is given in the Glossary.
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older; they are also generally pretty healtQyhose in fair, good or very good health

are 96.8% wilth conpares well against a Mid Suffolk average of 95.1% and an

England average of 95.2%. This would accord with the results of the Policy Ideas
Exhibitions where the need fé&8tep down housin@o enable older people to move

out of larger properties wasaisedtogether with ideas for a wide range of older
LISNE2Y Q4 | O02YY2RIGA2Y NYy3IAy3I FTNBY O NB
housing and bungalows.

526 aA R { dzF ¥ 2 f | UpdafedStratdgio SoNdhg Daiket AssessmEBHMA)
2019 provides evidencand mntext for future housing needs within both districts
looking at both open market and affordable sectors balanced against population
trends and forecasts. THeHMA (Part 2) identifies the mix of housing required to
2036 in terms of the size and terairTheSHMA projects that there will continue to
be a decline in couple households with children whilst other households will
continue to growFor Mid Suffolk the overall profile of affordable housing
appropriate to meet the population over the plan peadiderived from Local Housing
Need is: 12.7% of housing to be Affordable Rented and 10.0% affordable home
ownership (of which 5.8% could be Shared Ownership and 4.2% Starter Homes
demand rather than requirement16) reflects the mix of housing that would best
address the needs of the local population

5.27 In terms of size of housing needed, the greatest need is for two, three and four
bedroom owner occupied accommodation. However, whilst individually the need for
these sizes and tenures is higher than furey Szes and tenures, they equate to just
over half of total need in Babergh and just below two thirds of total need in Mid
Suffolk.

Community Led Housid@ommunity Land Trusts

5.28 The Parish Council is the early stages of investigating options arounadtretigl
for acommunityled housingproject within the parishto consider howocalhousing
needs might be mieincludingprovision of housingenuinely affordable for rent and
sef-build opportunities
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Objective 2 To provide housing that meets theeeds of the whole
community

FRE2 Housing size, type and tenure

Encouragement will be given to a wide range of types of housing that meet lo
needs to enable a mixed and inclusive community.

4NNl

INV 3dAL ‘TZIS ONISNOH B&344 ADI10d

In line withthe latest evidence of needgstelopments should provide:

91 Housing for older people (e.g. Retirement livirmusing/supported/
sheltered housing, bungalows and retirement complexes)
Family housing (2-3 bedroom3

Starter homes/first time buyers

Adaptab8 = -WX X§FS K2YSa

Affordable housing

= =4 -4

Support is given for maximising the delivery of affordaimesing on all qualifying
sites in Fressingfield.

It should be noted that the above housing types may not be suitably
accommodated on every site.

Infrastructure

5.20 As Fressingfield growthe provision of services and infrastructure must be
addressed. An increase in population of any scale will have impacts upon social
infrastructure such as education, healthcare and social care provision as well as
physical infrastructure such as highwaysotways and drainage. The particular

O2YLX A0l GA2ya 06SAy3dI SELSNASYOSR 46A0GK CNBa

mentioned in earlier paragraphs and tltiguldhave a restrictive impact on the

overall scopdor further growth of the village deito the potential for detriment to

the living conditions of current and future residents. As the population grows the
demand on existing&reen infrastructur€such as open spaces, allotments, play

areas and recreatiaml areas will increase and there wi# a need to consider the
provision of new green spaces as part of new development as well as the need to
safeguard the existing green spaces in the parish. This issue is dealt with later under
Policy FRE®.

530 Gowernmentguidancerecognises the importance of infrastructure in supporting new
developments. Strategic policies (in Local Plans) should set out the levels and types
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of infrastructure required for education, health, transport, flood and water
management, geen and digitainfrastructure but cautions that infrastructure
policies be realistic and proportionate and not undermine the deliverability of the
overall plan.

531 The results of thparishsdzZNIJS & dzy RSNIF 1Sy AY HamtTI NBFE
aboutthe potential mpacts of new development on the infrastructure of the parish
with concerns over the capacity of the much valued health centre and the school,
streetlighting and footways being raised. At the same time the perceived lack of
current facilites available ithe parish for either end of the age spectrupiyounger
people and older people was also highlighted as a concern.

5.3 The September 2018 exhibitions elicited similar findings with an underlying
recognition that the parish is currently Weerved by comunity facilities and that
these are highly valued, (medical, educational, sport and recreation) but with the
understanding that new development and an increase in population would bring
them close to capacity and that there are still soareas of the comnunity that are
not well served by facilitieg older people and younger people again being
specifically mentioned.

5383 LU Aa I O]y 2 asoSdydanatRecdsyto high Guiligy st broadband is
becoming as an important infrastrture considerabn as quality of housing, choice
of school and road access when people are making choices about where to live and
work. Therefore the availability and quality of broadband needs to be an important
early consideration in the planning of nalevelopments.tlis acknowledged that
some parts of the village have since September 2018, seen significant improvements
in their broadband speed&0-60mbps) but that the outlying areas are still
experiencing problems.
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Objective 3 To ensure that suffiient infrastructure to support new

development is available

44NLONY1SVHANI

FRES Infrastructure

New development will only be permitted if it can be demonstrated that
sufficient supporting infrastructure (physical, medijcducational, green and
digital) is available to meet the needs of that development. Where an
infrastructure deficit currently esis, new development should not exacerbat|
that deficit Where the need for new infrastructure is identifimmeet the
needs of that developmentdevelopments should providar support the

delivery of itin order to enhance the quality of life for the monunity .

€ 8344 ADIT10d

Community Facilities

5.#

5.3%

5.%6

NPPF paragraph 91 states that planning policies should promote social interaction
including opportunities for meetings between people who might not otherwise

come into contact with each other and to provide thecial, recreational and

cultural facilities and services the community needs. Plans should guard against the
unnecessary lossf @alued facilities and services, particularly where this would
NBRdzOS (KS O2YYdzyAiG&Qa | oA fpifaciitiesiad Y S S
services should be able to develop and modernise and be retained for the benefit of
the community.

Community facilities is a wide ranging definition that includes schools, pubs, shops,
community buildings, sports and recreation fas, health care facilities, open

spaces, car parking areas, play areas and allotments to name just a few. Fressingfield
hasa wide range of community facilities which are highly valdéolwever in rural

areas there may be a fine line between a vialid anviable facility, more emphasis

is placed on multpurpose facilities or buildings that can offer a wide range of

services ad there is also a need to match the services provided to age, gender and
need profile of the community as a whole. Over the bf this plan new technology

will afford opportunities for new community facilities such as electric charging points
and sharedwifi spots.

This policy seeks to ensure that existing community facilities are protected from
development which may resuin their loss, impact upon their viability or erode their
value to the community. It also seeks to ensure that any new comimiemilities

are designed to maximise their value, attractiveness and safety to both new and
existing residentsThe school pkging field and the play area at the Sports and Social
Clubare both protected under Policy FRES 7 as Local Green Spaces tretefore
not included as community facilities under this policy.
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5.37
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Fressingfield Hub

During the policy ideas exhibition, the concept dPeessingfield Hufivas floated

with the community. The concept is for a myptirpose facility that could mvide
meeting places for specific community groups, provide additional medical or cultural
sewvices for the parish as a whole and also possibly act as a location for a parish
museum or historical archive. The concept originated from the Steering Group
members in response to local concerns about a lack of provision for older and
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younger residents and also the whether the current range of public meeting spaces
had the capacity to meet that wider range of needs.

ThereisOdzZNNBy G f &8 | NybyzASRR2FIFHO2FNAUANAYI CNB A aA)
perform slightly different functioa The Sports and Social Club complex contains a
building/bar which is available for hire and use for events and meeting places. The

Sancroft Hall is also available for hire for etge meetings and is regularly used by a

number of clubs and groups. However, neither are permanently open during the day

or lend themselves to a drem style venue (in part due to their regular use by clubs

and groups).

The response to the consuttan elicited widespread support for the concept of a

small business or communibub and also added to the range of potential services it

could provide Many small businesses withinral communities are run from

26YSNBRQ K2YSao { S@émlds (notablyilentd)Pavea estandishdidl2 NI |
successful drogin locations for small business owners at prescribed locations/times

to enable networking and support as well as access to high capacity broadband
connectivity Such a facilitgpecifically for microbusess users and sole traders who

may be working from homandwho need either printing facilities or occasional

meeting spacevas supported through the consultatiopptentially inspired by a

successful project in Framlinghand another at Hoxne Post Otie.

In addition, such a flexible venue could also be used to host community health and
wellbeing clinics or sessions where peripatetic services such as chiropody, beauty,
hairdressing, massage/reflexology coulddrevided.

Respondents also iaified some potential locations for th#ubCX; the two most
popular being The Fox and Goasables which is an unlisted and unused curtilage
building in close proximity to The Fox and Golwsewhich is inthe ownershp of the
church and also SancroftaH, also in the ownership of thehurch.

It was also clear from the consultation that the use owus® of an existing building
in the parish was felt to be more preferable fronfiudure funding perspective
although the creation of a new building,as not ruled out. The Hub asancept is
still in its infancy anevould comeforward towards the enaf the Plan period It is
therefore considered that a poliayhichprovides positive support for the concept
and a broad framework for its considerati@srequired even though specific details
are not yetfully formed.
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Objective 5 To act as a Hub for services and facilities that meet the needs of
the parish and beyond

FRES Fressingfield Hub

Support is giverfor the creation of @Pressingfield Huwithin the parish during
the plan period subject to its impact on the character of the area, local amer
provided that sufficient and convenient parking can be provided and that the
would be no adverse impaajpon the local highway network.

S 8344 ADIN0Od

First preference woul be for the reuse of an existing buildingowever, if this
can be demonstrated to be impracticable then favourable consideration wou
be given to the creation of a new building.

dARaIdONISS3dd

|
~, _ PAN|
COMMUNTY DROP IN SESSIONS
SATURDAY 30TH MARCH 10.00AM - 4.00PM
MONDAY I1ST APRIL 2.00PM - 7.00PM
COMEAND FELLUS WHAT YOlIwAN | YRR VILLAGE TE | OOK LIKE
over e

Sarcroft Hall
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Chapter 6T heNatural, Historic,
and Built Environment

Landscape andatural environment

6.1 The landscape setting of any rural settlement is one of the key attributes that goes
towards defining the character of that settlement. As part of thiork on the
emerging NDP, a Character Appraisal for Fressingfield has been produced by local
residents. ie Character Appraisala dza SR (2 RSaONRAROGS (KS f 2¢C
that the area has, in orddp aid with policies within the Neighbourhood
Development Plan and ensure thatyarchitects working on projects situated in the
parish of Fressingfieldan work towards havingsympathetic proposal in keeping
with the local vernacular.

6.2  The settlement of Fressingfield is set within a smdleyawhich obscures longer
views out in some directions. Thraurch sits on one of the higher elevationgtnin
the village core, which ensures it can be seen in the wider landscape, especially
when coming in from the direction of Harleston. There areeptr valley sides
heading out towards Cratfield and out of the settlement via New Street, but outside
of the settlement, Fressingfieloarish is agricultural.

6.3 The landscape surrounding Fressingfisktbnsidered to beinusual compared to
othersinaAR {dzFF2f 1 RdzS (2 (K3 fRSAMMBWRAEADAZY 2F
landscape is found on the sides betvalleys that cut through the central clay
plateau of Suffolk. Whilst most slopes are generally moderate there are some places,
in particularthe tributaries of the Waveney at Fressingfield and Mendham where the
slopes are very steep anthexpected withm the East Anglian landscapE.The
agricultural land around Fressingfield is largely classified as Gradedl to
moderate.

6.4  This slightljuncharacteristic landscape has long been recognised and the Adopted
Mid Suffolk Local Plan 199@ntified the area north east of the village as a Special
Landscape Area under Policy CL1 which sbtagbrotect the quality of the
countryside for its own de and recognising that these areas were vulnerable to
change.The criteria for Special Landseafirea selectiomcluded taditional
features, such as a pattern of small fields formed by hedges, ditches and ponds and
interspersed with ancient woodlangihich gave some parts of théistrict's
landscape an interest and variety thaasworthy of conseving in its own rightand

11 Joint Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Council Landscape Guidance 2015
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gave adiversity of habitat that is essential for wildlife. Where these features
combine with an interesting topograph{guch as Fssingfield)or as part of a river
valley, they create a special quality of landscape in direcintrast to the more
intensively farmed areas where trees and hedgerows have been removed and the
countryside has become featurele3se policy sought to givattention to these

areas through the control of development and countryside management

MAPG .1 Important Viewsg Landscape and Heritage Sensitivity Study

.é\ View Point

Conservation Area

FresSing‘fiold
Hafl

Nloat

; "'b—'48 5 [ rfiHiHview's; s

N
i : b/ y i/ Farm . l#‘fmmsA

Sy S= J 7] Titeresngrenvens
Redhou SC@ \'\ - Date: January 2018
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\
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Essex County Council

6.5 As part of the evidence base underpinning the emerging Local MldrSuffolk
commissoned work on the Landscape and Heritage Sensitivity of a number of its key
settlements. The resulting report published in 202&lentifies 4 key views within
Fressingfield as follows

Note: The key views towardsrough, across andveay from the settlerant

1. Long view of the church looking north from Stradbroke Road. This view
highlights not only the visual prominenoéthe church in long views, but also

12 Babergh and Mid Suffolk Heage and Settlement Sensitivity Assessment Final Report March 2018
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the intrusion of modern development on the historic character of the
settlement.

2. Inter-related views between the church and Fox and Golose which was
formerly the church houseéThis view not only emphasises their historic
association, but also makes a significant contribution to the historic
character of Fressingfie

3. Long views from eastom Laxfield Road. This is a second view which allows
an understanding of the visupfominence of the church in long views, and
the visual incursion of the modern development.

4, View from the north from Harlestonil This emphasises both the loaati of
the settlement within the lowesection of the valley and the prominent siting
of the church. It is also the view into which modern development
intrudes the least. The church is particularly prominent in this shortawyvi
but it is also visible fomore than halfa mile along this road.

The 2017 Refreshing Fressingfield Parish Survey asked a question in respect of how
important was protecting the village character with the overwhelming response that

it was very inportant. The September 2018, Rty Ideas Exhibition delved a little
deeper, and asked residents specific questions about the protection of the landscape
setting of the village and the protection and enhancement of village gateways and
entrances again withigh levels of support. Somesidents used the comments
sections to indicate specific views that they felt were important and should be
protected e.g. the valley sides and Harleston Road.

The response to the consultation exercises provided a godidation of the value
attachedby residents to their local landscape. The need to protect existing landscape
features including trees, hedgerows and rural footpaths is also considered important.
Anecdotally, some respondents indicated that the qualityhef landscape and its

rural fed was a contributory factor in their decision to live in the parish.

It was also considered that there were opportunities to further enhance the local
landscape quality through improvements to the approaches to thagelland these
have been identiéd as key gateways. It is not uncommon for rural villages to
attempt to enhance the gateways to their village through a range of measures
including planting, gates, bespoke signage, whilst not compromising the important
highway safety messages that areguéred in such locations.

It is also important that any proposals for gateway/entrance enhancement should
not result in an over urbanisation of the area or a cluttered feel.
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Objective 6 To protectC NB & & A yaiIcaps seRiyinportant treesand
hedgerows and enhancgateways to the village

SADONVIHINANILYO FOVTTIA ONIONVHNIANY

S1ASSY TIVARBADYHVHO ddVOSANYT ONILOI10ddS3dd ADI'10d

FRES® Protecting landscape charactand natural assetand
enhancing village gateway&ntrances

The visual scenic value of the landsape and countryside surrounding
Fressingfieldillage wil be protected from devdopment that may adversely
affect its character.

Development that significantly detracts from the following views (shown in
Map 6.1), byfailing to respect their distinctive characteristics, will not be
supported.

1) Long view of the Church looking north from Stradbroke Road
2) Views between the Churadnd Fox and Goose Puliiouse

3) Long views looking west from Laxfield Road

4) View from the north looking south at Harleston Hill

Proposals should avoid harm to or loss of irreplaceable habitats such as aif
woodland and veteran treesnless there a& wholly exceptional reasons and
suitable compensation strategy exists

Proposals thatvould enhance the visual appearance of a natural asset in th
parish or an entrance dfatewayo the village will be supported.

Opportunities to improve the publiealm through the use of appropriate har
or soft landscaping measures will also bemoaged where they include the us
of vernacular materials, native planting and the innovative application of
energy efficient or recycled materials.

Proposals shouldébdesigned to ensure that gateway enhancements do not
detract from highway safetgndvisual amenity and should minimise the nee
for additional lighting.
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Wildlife and Nature Conservation

Within the Parish there is only one nationally designated wildlife site, Chippenhall
Green, which is a Site of Special Scientific Inteaediies outside of the main built
up area of the village to the south east. The designation covers 16.2 hectates an
the reason for the designation is its flora specifically the presence of the Green
Winged Orchid (Orchis Morio). The site condition of tie is defined by Natural
England asinfavourable recoverin@in addition there are four County Wildlife
Sites;Dale Pugh CWS, a habitat mosaic 1.5km north west of theuquéirea and
Bush Wood Ancient Woodland CWS, 1.5km efgb. are Roadside NatufReserves;
RNR 115 and 43, both designated for the presence of sulphur clover

The landscape around the @ifje does contain areas of notable woodland although
only one isformally designated aan Ancient Woodlandvhich is Bush Wooth the
east ofthe Parish located on Bush Ro&dthe Eastern Claylands which includes
Fressingfield woodland cover is 7% congohto UK average of 13%. Of this about
one third are ash trees most of which will die within the next 10 years. Some local
people are seekintp address this by maintaining hedgerows and th& &&ntury

oak trees within them and there is a recently planted 5 hectare mixed woodland to
the north east of the village which is helping to make Cratfield Lane a wildlife
corridor on both sidesThereis well documented evidence of protected species and
other wildlife including Barn, Tawny and Small owls, Great Crested Newts Slow
worms and other amphibians and reptiles in pockets around the parish and within
the village The impact of new development ap protected and other species is
dealt with further h PolicyFRES 10

Wildlife Corridors

The term 'wildlife corridor' is used to refer to any linear feature in the landsdbpe
can be used fothe migrationor dispersal of wildlife Wildlife caridors enable the
linkingof habitatsand redue the isolation of populationsLinear features vary
considerably in size (in terms of width and length), they may not be continuous, for
example, a hedgerow may have a gate in it or an opening to a fiellek extent to
which alinear featureis broken by gaps has implications in terms of its functioa as
corridor. Patches of natural features or a particular habitat type can also enable
wildlife to disperse/migrate the term 'steppingstones has occasinally been

applied to them.The roleof wildlife corridorsis assuning greater importanceand
opportunities should be taken to create them as a consequence of new
development.
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Local Green Spaces

Equally as important as the landscape settim@mw area can be those other green
spaces often found within the built up area that also contribute to the character of a
settlement. These can vary in size, shape, location, ownership and use but such
spaces will have some form of value to the communitgl &elp define what makes
that spedfic settlement what it is.

The Character Appraisal identifiegthin the heart of the village settlement some
specific green spaces, considered worthy of protection in terms of their value to the
community for ther own unique flora and fauna or ¢hsheer importance of their
history.

The National Planning Policy Framework 2Cdt paragraphs 9901 introduces the
concept of Local Green Spaces which can be identified through neighbourhood plans
by local cormunities and allows green areas rd#ied as being of particular

importance to be protected. Paragraph 100, sets out 3 broad criteria for identifying
and designating such spaces as follows:

The Local Greeface designation should only be used when gineen space is:
a) in relativelyclose proximity to the community it serves

b) demonstrably special to a local community and holds a particular local
significance, for example, because if its beauty, historic significance,
recreational value (includings a playing field) tranquility a@rrichness of its
wildlife: and

c) local in character and not an extensive tract of land

The NPPF at paragraph 101 then goes on to state\flodities for managing
development within a Local Green Space sho@dadnsistent with those fogreen
beltstand therefore affords them a very high level of protection. It is also clear that
the designation of Local Gre&paces should not be used as a mechanism to try to
block or resist development on agricultural landhediately adjacent to villagy
development boundaries and that a successful designation must meet the criteria
outlined above.

The Policydeas Exhibition in September 2018, asked specific questions about Local
GreenSpaces and the principle of inaing them within the NDP to which there was
a high level of support. In addition the exhibition also asked local residents to
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indicate on a mapray spaces that they felt should be considered for Local Green
Space designation by placing a green flag on p.ma

The results of that exercise are shown below:

Saturday 229 September 2018 Monday 24" September 2018

An assessment afach of the sites against the criteria in the NPPF has been
undertaken (SeéppendixQ). In adlition, the Character Appraisal has sought to
underline and quantify the results of consultation with the public regarding these
sites. They vary enormously, in size and location, but what they each possess are
'heritage’ issues which it is believetsbkethem key factors in any consideration of
adjoining development or even when rebutting any threat to their own extinction
due to buildingland pressure. It is worth noting that some of these have already
been identified as worthy of becoming boundardommunity projects to be
undertaken in the future.

It is understood that the emerging BM% will not designate Local Green Spaces.
The 1998 Mid Suffolk Local Plan did identify a number of spaces for protection
either due to their recreationabdr visual value. A number of these have been
identified during the consultation on the NDP and therefore it is considered
pragmatic to include these spaces within the NDP under Local Green Space
designation (where they meet the criteria).

The spaces ideifted in the policybeloware those that are considered to meet the
criteria in paragraph 100 of the NPPF Q@1 that they are all close to their
community, have either a recreational, scenic or amenity vébule community
and thereforeare proposed tde designated as Local Green Spaces.
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S3ADVAS S NIFYD 1vO02 344 ADI10d

Please note that the LGS designationdprb) c) and gaboveexcudes anybuildings on the
site. e.g. the Methodist Church, the Stables, the ChwtBt Peter and St Paahd the
Sports and Social Club building.
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Map 6.2a Local Green Spaces

Key % 1 © =
D Local Green Space % Las 2% ¥ 0t a2

A. Graveyard and land to rear of
Methodist Church, New Street
4 1. School Playing Field

'éw-ommumudn Crown copyfight and delatase Mgt 20150 Crown copyight and delatase “ght Al rights seserved | 100054 708) 2010

Map 6.2 b¢ Loal Green Spaces

F. Pilgrims Green, Laxfield Road

D Local Green Space Jarage J

© Cortades Ondricw Sufvey Dule Caw~aymm¢nb—mz:1u00wwmu¢“:9u_ Al g reserved (YO00SAT0S| 2019
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Map 6.2 cc Loal Green Paces

Key
D Local Green Space : /

E. Sports and Social Club playing
fields, bowling green and play
area

Recreation Ground

© Cortarm Ordvance Survey Date | Crown copyright and detabsese right 2019,
© Crown copytight and detalese gl Al fights reserved (100054708 2019
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Key

D Local Green Space

B. Land surrounding Fox and
Goose (2 parcels)
(i) Sancroft Field and

Paddock

(ii) Pond

C. Churchyard of St Peter and
St Paul

D. Land south of Victoria
Terrace - community
gardens

G. Land at Church Farm Green

H. Graveyard at Baptist
Chapel, Low Road

CHAPEL C

Car Par
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Historic Environment

6.2 In addition to its high quality naturagnvironment, rural settlements such as
Fressingfield often possess a high quality and varied historic environment. The
Conservation Area was designated in the 1970sthadsettlement contain®ver 50
Nationally Listd Buildings. A Conservation Area Apgahunderpins the
Conservation Area designation, prepared by Mid Suffolk in 280&ever it
understandably focusses on the area covered by the statutory designation and the
historic core. The Character Appraisaldsavider spatially and also takes into
account the recent developments that have occurred in the village.

6.23 The Heritage and Settlement Sensitivity Study 2018, carried out on behalf of MSDC
categorises Fressingfield having medium to low sensitivity accommodate
change. However the fatihat impact upon designated heritage assets was recently
used as a reason for refusal for two of the three proposed housing developments
suggests that the historic core of the village is of a quality that requiretegtion
despite the Heritage and Segthent Study concluding tha#ithin the centre of the
village is a complex of buildings including the chuwtinch are of high value
However, there has been consideraldievelopment within the settlement, curtailing
the setting of several importarassetsand groups of assef»

6.24 There is an active Fressingfield Local History and Archive Group (Ridrélhas
led in the production of literature and the visual archive and on the Press the Shutter
project,all of which have influenced the Character Appk & I f Q& LINR RdzOG A 2y
unsurprisingly the results of the consultation exercises both indicate a high level of
value that the community places on its historic environment.

6.25 Refreshing Fressingfield in 2017 asked about the relative importance of the
Caservation Area and the strong response was that it was very important. The
summary conclusion of the questionnaire specifically refers to the historic
environment as much valued

6.6 ¢KS D2@SNYyYSydQa tflyyAy3a t NI &dakeOS DdzA Rl Y
buildings, monuments, sites, places, areas or landscapes identified as having a
degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions but which are not
formally designatecheritageassets In some areas, local authorities identify some
nonrfRS&aA3IAYF ISR KSNAGEF3IS | a4aS0a etplaintiat 2 O £ £ &
these can be identified through Local Plans (and now most commonly through
Neighbourhood Plans) and can be a positive way for the local planning authority to
identify nondesignated heritage assets against consistent criteria so as to improve
the predictability of the potential for sustainable development.
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6.27 The NPPF 2@kt paragraph 19 indicates that the effects of an application on the
significance of a nodesignated heritage assets should be taken into account in
determining the apptations.

6.28 The Policy Ideas Exhibition in September 2018, tested the appetite dbcal
community for identifying nordesignated heritage assets in Fressingfield and asked
for views on a potential policy that would identify non designated heritaggets.
There was no dissention from this proposed policy idea at all from thosedittgn
Again the community was asked to identify any potential unlisted buildings that
would be worthy of some form of local protection using red flags on a map. The
resuts are shown below:

Saturday 229 September 2018 Monday 24" September 2018

6.29 All of the suggested nominations for nalesignated heritge assets have been
assessed against certain criteria and thase based on the Local Heritage Listing:
HistoricEngland Advice Note 7, page 9. The results of this exercise are shown in
Appendx D andthose buildings/structures that are considered to scabmve 15
when measured against the criteria are includedPolicy FRE&
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Map 6.3a Non Designated Heritage Assets

Fressingfield CP
Author: L —— P anSh
Date:  02/12/2019 il S

Key

Non Designated Heritage

Asset Il

a) Rosemary Villa

b) Methodist Church

¢) Swan Inn

d) Building at right angles
to Swan Inn

e) Fox and Gase Stables

f) Sancroft Halll

g) Row of cottages, Church

Street =
j) The Cottage ’ ,

k)Hand pump ;
[) Angel Cottages . 2 i

]

K

B
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Non Designated Heritage Assets

Map 6.3b h) Pill Bx at LowRoad

© Contains Ordnance Survey Data : Crown copyright and database right 2019,© Crown copyright and database right. All rights reserved (100054705) 2019

Map 6.%1i) Pill Box at Chippenhall Green

post\Farm

|

© Contains Ordnance Survey Data : Crown copyright and database right 2019,© Crown copyright and database right. All rights reserved (100054705) 2019
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LocalCharacter

Oneof the determinants of whether any new development is considered to be
successful or not will be dependent upon how wei$ considered to integrate with

its surroundings. Matters such as design, impact on local character, layout and scale
are the mostcommon issues that will cause a local community concerns about any
impending new development. If a community believes tisadhas been involved with

and been able to influence the design of a development at an early stagéigher

the likelihood that deelopment will be considered to be acceptable.

Whilst to an extent design and impact on local character are subggidgements
these can be influenced by breaking design elements down into component parts
and attempting to address them. Whethepaoposed new development kh
keepindvith what is already there is one of the most common judgements to be
made yet here is often very little evidence or guidance to assist local people in
making that judgement.

The rationale behind the Frasgfield Character Appraisal (FCA) is to assist in making
those judgements by providing a systematic and logical evidbase that can in

turn influence the Neighbourhood Development Plan policies. Its purpose is not only
to help influence the designersd proposers of development at an early stage of
formulating their proposals but also to help promote an understandingyfudt

elements make up the character of the area and also what constitutes good design
that respects local character.

To make alecision, as to whether somethingis keepingwith the existing
developmentthe Character Appraisal has sought toidefthe Fressingfield
vernacular. In making judgements about character there is often very little evidence
in place (outside of Consation Areas) as to whad the character of an area. There
are historically many Local Plan policies that have alloweddgelopment subject

to the impact upon form, character and setting of an acgaarticularly in rural areas
but there is no refeence document or guidance in place to assist the decision maker
with that judgement that defines that character. CharactepAgsast help to fill that
policy gap and they are becoming more common as supporting evidence document
associated with Neighbourhod@lan policies.

The results of the Refreshing Fressingfield Parish Survey in 2017 indicated that the
impact of any ew development on its surroundings was a key issue for people. The
issue of scale of new development being the single most influeriactgr with
comments made about housing numbers, small sites balanced against the value of
the historic and natural envanment.
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The Steering Groupasvery clear early on in the evolution of this plan that there
was a strong need to define the local building style and to improve the overall
guality of design and that this could be done through the production ofa&er
Appraisal which could informdticies that apply equally to large scale development
as well as single dwellings, noesidential development and even extensions all in
the interests of improving design quality.

Work on the Character Appraidaegan before the Policy Ideas Extni in

September 2018 and an early draft of it was available for people to look through at
the exhibition. The Policy Ideas exhibition asked for views on a potential policy that
sought to define the local style and jprove design. It was clear that thisawa

subject that resonated locally with comments such as:

WYillage should not be set in aspic with everything looking like it did in the 17th
centuryQ

W should have modern contemporary design as well as tramilid

Pesign needs to encourage disty of people; younger and older people of differing
SOcCio economic groups mixing and supporting one anéther

Pesign codes cannot be too restrictive and stop development from occurring; allow
sympathetic new buildsut na so out of character they negatively affect other
building€

Mo estates of similar houses or houses which could be anywhere in the €buntry

Following the September exhibition, considerable progress has been made on the
Character Appraisavhich has looked positively and in detail at a number of design
elementsq scale, materials, detail as well as looking for good examples of when
various design elements have worked well, and the wording of the policy below has
been directly influenced bthe findings of theCharacterAppraisal. Through this

work, a description of the vernacular of Fressingfield i.e. the character of
Fressingfield has emerged. The Steering Group were also clear that new
development in Fressingfield should not be a pasticheopyof existing

development but that modern and contemporary design should be encouraged and
that this could very easily take its lead from existing good examples and design
details.

Considerable emphasis is given to achieving well desiglaeds in the NPPF 291
Paragraph 124 describes it as fundamental to what the planning and development
process should achieve. Good design is a key aspect of sustainable development,
creates better places in which to live and work and helps make devedopm
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proposals acceptable to communities. Effective engagement between applications,
communities and local planning authorities is essential.

Examples ofressingfield Vernacular

Details¢ porch details andbrick arches
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Orientation ¢ yard entrance and street frontage
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Objective 8¢ 2 RSFTFAYS CNBAaAaAYyITFASERQa 20! f

improve the quality d new design

dVINOVNYIA ATII4ONISSTHAE 8344 ADI10d

FRES Fressingfield Vernacular

The Character Appraisal for Fressingfield (See CA document) has identified
following asmportant and distinctive materials and details that contribute to
the ovenll character and local distinctiveness of the parish:

Buildingmaterials anddetails

a) flint walling,

b) historic local white and yellow brick in addition to soft redkck,
C) render

d) wall panelling, pargetting

e) brick arches above windows

f) porch detailing

g) brick walling within end gables

Roofshapes andnaterials

a) high pitches and overhanging eaves

b) plain Suffolk pantiles or near black glazed fdtlrpantiles

C) bargeboardingg deep and decorative

Orientation

a) Mixed layotibut with openness anétll round viewS

b) individual plots with smaller closes at juxtaposition with one another.

Allnew developmerd should have regard to these chamgstic details and
their incorporation into the design of any scheme is encoudag@ovative and
contemporary design thahcorporatescharacterstic details is encouraged.

6.39

Design

Paragraph 125 of the NPPF states t#asign policies should be developed with
local communities so that they reflect local aspirations and aoeiiggied in an

dzy RSNE Gl yYRAY3A YR S@lIfdad G§A2ye@F St OK
Neighbourhood Plans cargy an important rad in identifying the special qualities of
an area and how it should be reflected in development. The Fressingfield Character

Appraisal has sought to undertake this role.
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The NPPF indicates that planning permission should be rfieselevelopment of

poor design that fails to take the opportunities available for improving the character
and quality of the area and the wayfitnctions. Outstanding or innovative designs
which promote high levels of sustainability or help raise ttendard of design more
generally in an area should be encouraged so long as they fit in with the overall form
and layout of their surroundings.

Examples of modern developments

Modern with traditional elements and contemporary design

As well as dfining the local vernacutain attempt to influence the design and

guality of new developments and ensure that they respect and integrate walr th
surroundings, it has also been considered that issues relating to the layout of new
residential developmets in particular require guidance. Examples of where
development has worked well and examples that have worked less well have been
examined and th density, layout and landscaping of new development sites have
been highlighted as particular issues. Mastesuch as parking, garages, external
storage, room for wheeled bin storage, road layouts, closeness of dwellings and the
visual appearance of thedges of development have been considered in detail.
Given that any new housing developments in Fressinghdldalmost certainly have

to be located on the edges of the current built up area immediately adjacent to the
open countryside and that the 1alge sits within an unusual valley landscape setting,
particular care needs to be taken.
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FRESO0 Design

lff yS¢ RSOSt2LIVSYyld aKz2dzZ R 0SS ¢St
distinctiveness and characteDevelopment sould not adversely impact upon
the appearance of the village barmwildlife interests. Design should have

regard to local context and seek to enhance the character and quality of
Fressingfield. Innovative and sensitive contemporary design is encourage

New cevelopment should:

respect the scale and character of existing and surrounding buildings,
reinforcing local development patterns, the form, scale, massing and char
of adjacent properties where this provides a positive contribution (see
Characte Appraisal).

NOISIAA-STH4 ADI'10d

This can be achieved where development proposals :

a) are of a density that is compatible with the existing prevailing densi
the immediate area

b) have high regard for the Conservation Area and the setting of listed
buildings in theparish

C) have soft well landscaped boundeswhere adjacent to open
countryside or edge of settlement

d) are designed to avoid a detrimental impact upon wildlife interests an
incorporate specific measures and features designed to encourage
support wildlife including buffer®r corridorsas appropriate

e) recognise the importance of the separation between buildings whic
retains a rural feel

All new residential developments should:

f) avoid cramming by ensuring that a residential plot canoazmodée
the needs of modern dwellings with useable garden spawthat rear
gardens can be accessed without going through the dwelling

g0 rSaLSO0it GKS Sadl-olf GidkasRgerdedsa df R A y
residential front gardens, walls, railings or hedg

h) minimise the loss of trees and hedgerqwisat make a positive

contribution to the character and appearance of the Parish, in the
design ofhecessary road access and visibilfiags

i) have regard to guidance iBecure by Desighto minimise he
likelihood and fear of crime

13 Secure By Dwgn- http://www.securedbydesign.com/
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) provide sufficient external amenity space for refuse and recycling
storage
K) provide sufficient offstreet, car and bicycl@arking for residential

properties without the need for the use of existing front gardéfand

) minimise the need for additional lighting
I

Floodrisk andoollution

The foul water system servirkgessingfields categorised by Anglian Water [AW] as

a closed system ithat it was not originally designed to accommodate surface water

in a conbined pipe and was historically not constructed for such dual functionality. It
was designed as a foul water system only and with no surface water connections.
Therefore when AW modébul flows arising from new development, the model only
factors in foulwater flows and the impact on capacity because it is designed as a
closed foul water system. This is also the reason that AW has not raised objections to
proposed new housing develomnt in the village.

As described in previous sections, since th&tems construction in the early 19
century, an unknown number of domestic surface water connections have been
connected to the foul water system without the knowledge of the foul drainage
authority. This is not peculiar to Fressingfialat is it illeg&but occurred as general
practice all overhie country.

The possible causes of acknowledged localised flooding that occurs during and after
storms has been investigated by AW. They have ruled out the ingress of surface
water into the foul water sytem as a result of broken pipes andncluded that the

only plausible cause therefore can only be surface water connectiomsactice this
means that when large quantities of rain fall in a short tjthe spare capacity in the

foul water pipes is rapigt occupied by surface water and theild-up of pressure

and content causes the manhole covers to pop and diluted raw seteeggill into

the road and the Beck.

14 As pefThe Suffolk Guidance for Parking 2015 (or any successor document)
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Oct 1993

April 2018

Photographs courtesy of SAFE website

This situation cannot be considered envirnentally sustainable and the polloh of

parts of the village and the Beck with raw sewage, sanitary products and toilet paper
is unacceptable pollution that will only worsen if new development connects to the
Fressingfield foul water system. As ichbenes increasingly common to experce
extreme weather conditions in the Ute incidences of flooding and pollution are
likely to increase.

The situation is considered serious enough to be a reason for refusal of the three
recent proposed houspndevelopments as referred to in thwusing section above.
As mentioned in paragraph 5.6 abgwee Parish Council is working with Anglian
Water as a priority matter to identify a solution to the issue. Improvements at the
pumping station at Harleston Hihave already been identified arfidrther

exploration of options is ogoing If no satisfactory solution can be foustiere may
need to be a ceiling on development in the village wiitha solution is found.

Most of the Parish of Fressinglielies outside of the highest areas at risk from
flooding e.g. Flood Zone 3 as defined by the Environment Adeaingt therefore the

15 hitps:/fflood -map-for-planning.service.gov.uk/confirm
location?easting=626124&northing=277586&placeOrPostcode=Fressingfield
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risk of surface water flooding from river water for the majority of the parish is low.
There ae however properties to thaorth east of the built up area of the village

that are located in the floodplaig e.g. properties on Harleston Road, Low Road
Cratfield Roa@dnd Laxfield RoaqSee AppendiE). Anecdotally, it seems that

reports offlooding are not always accurate, adften it is unclear to resident®

whom repors should be mademeaning that the data upon which planning and
flood authorities have based their decisions in the past may not always have been
accurateand may haveinderestimaed the extent of flooding

6.48 The Beck which runs through the village has also been known to overtop during
heavy rainstorms. Surface water from any new development will almost certainly
find its way into the Beck at some point atigerefore attenuation measures will
need to bein place if new development is to be permitted

6.49 NPPF paragraph 155 states tHaappropriate development in areas at risk of
flooding should be avoided by directing development away from the areaghést
risk (whether existing or futur@Paagraph 156 goes on to advise that flood risk
from all sources should be managed and the cumulative impacts in or affecting areas
susceptible to flooding should be considered.

6.50 At thePolicyldeasExhibition in September 2018, the issue of flooding @mas
common issue being raised and there was support for a policy that sought to address
the issue. In additioriocal residents were asked to identify areas of localised
flooding by placing a blue flag in a mdjhe results of that exercise are shown
below:

Saturday 229 September 2018 Monday 24" September 2018
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Objective 9 To prevent increased localised flooding and reduce existing
incidences of floodingand pollution

FRES1 Localisedlooding andpollution

All new developmen(including minor developmenty required touse
appropriatesustainable drainagsystems to mitigate its own flooding and
drainage impacts, avoid increase of flooding elsewhere and seek to achiev
lower than greenfit&d runoff rates. No development will be supported in areal
of significant flood risk.

d4sIivool

TS3Y4 ADIT0d

The existing identified localisdboding areas are shown dviap 6.4

See also Appendices E and F .
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MAP 6.4a) Areas of Localised Flooding
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MAP 6.4b) Areasof Localised Flooding
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