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Minutes of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meeting held on Friday 18th November 2016 
commencing at 2:00pm in the Meeting Room at the New Green Centre.  
 
Members present: P Robinson, G Bush, R Fawcett, A Horton, B Morris, A Reeve, J Rood, A Stiff, D 
Wood and V Waples. 
 
1. Welcome from the Chairman: Mr Peter Robinson (Chair of Thurston PC) welcomed all to the 

meeting. A statement was read out indicating that, in accordance with the changes in legislation, 
the public and councillors were permitted to film, record, photograph or use social media in 
order to report on the proceedings of the meeting. 
A full transcript is available from the Clerk. 

 
2. Apologies of absence were noted from G Dixon and A O’Connell. 
 
3. The minutes of the meeting of 30th August 2016 were agreed by all as a true and accurate record, 

aif. 
 

4. To note the revised site assessment are to be uploaded onto the website along with a Q&A on 
the common theses that arose from the public consultation – the meeting agreed a number of 
changes to the site assessments following meetings with Navigus Planning and Rachel Hogger, 
MSDC’s Critical Friend for progressing Neighbourhood Plans along with further suggestions from 
the NP Working Group meeting held to discuss this topic. It was agreed that there needed to be 
consistency with the site assessments and it was agreed that the Chair and Secretary should 
meet with a member of the public who had experience in land assessments for further input. 
Should changes be required the site assessments would be redrafted. It was agreed that, given 
the planning applications that had now been received with regards to Sites 6 and 19, any 
changes agreed by the meeting should be incorporated and uploaded to the website prior to the 
Parish Council Planning Committee Meeting to be held the following week. 

 
5. To note  and agree the Neighbourhood Plan Team’s response to the Parish Council (and where 

appropriate the District Council) on the following planning applications: 

• Revised outline planning application with regards to land to the South of Norton Road – 
as submitted under planning application reference 2797/16 – the meeting felt that the 
majority of the comments submitted back in August were still relevant and should be 
repeated. With regards to the revised layout the meeting asked that the following 
concerns also be raised and that overall the meeting was in agreement to make the 
Parish Council aware that there were fundamental concerns that made this application in 
its current form unsustainable: 



 

 

i. Potentially an additional 300+ vehicles onto Sandpit Lane and onto the priority road 
system on Thedwastre Road for accessing the A14 eastbound. This will exacerbate the 
issue turning left to Pokeriage Corner and will put further pressure and difficulty on 
those accessing routes in and out of the village. 

ii. No footpath on the priority system on Thedwastre Road 
iii. Cumulative adverse impact that this site will have on Pokeriage Corner, Fishwick 

Corner, junction with A143 and all local approach roads to these junctions at all times 
and in particular at peak times 

iv. Road safety issues have already been highlighted by Suffolk County Council Highways 
v. Should the 1 entrance be queried with the Emergency Services 

vi. Roads should be wide onto the site to allow access 
vii. No footpath on the site of the development 

viii. There was a splayed junction on Norton Road but none on the one entrance on 
Sandpit Lane. As a minimum to be expected it should replicate that which was required 
on Norton Road 

ix. Travel Plan – flaw in the sharing of cars for access to work places. Noted 49 minutes to 
Peterborough via train – impact on railway station still not been assessed 

• Planning Application 4386/16- erection of 138 dwellings. Construction of new vehicular 
access and provision of cycle/pedestrian link to Barton Road. Provision of road and 
drainage infrastructure, landscaping and open space @ land to West side of Barton 
Road. The meeting felt that a number of general comments made under planning 
application 2797/16 with regards to the current infrastructure still held true and 
should be repeated. Again there was concern that the planning applications would not 
be considered together and that there needed to be a clearer picture on behalf of 
MSDC’s planning department of the cumulative impact that both of these new 
planning applications and those that had been granted (The Granary) would have on 
Thurston. It was agreed that the meeting would submit a letter to raise concerns 
regarding this application and that the view of the meeting was that this application 
was unsustainable for the following reasons: 

i. Density too high – higher than that of the surrounding area 
ii. Take issue over their comments with regards to the NP and its stages 

iii. Impact on road networks and in particular the junction of Fishwick Corner with access 
via the Railway Bridge on Barton Road; junction with A143 Thurston Road, Great 
Barton 

iv. Issue re incremental development – Bovis Homes do not feel that the developer 
should pay a contribution to mitigate the impact on the junction at Great Barton when 
there is already an issue there 

v. Piecemeal development – need to have a comprehensive view of the overall impact 
growth such as this will have on current services 

vi. Type of build – 50%+ of the homes are 4+bedrooms – against community’s wishes and 
needs 

vii. Car parking – 3 parking spaces per large house – issue in general re on road parking for 
other dwellings 

viii. Impact on Mill Lane entrance from new development 
ix. Speed of traffic an issue – further traffic calming measures needed 
x. Need 30mph restricted limit moved – issue as to whether this would be acceptable to 

Highways 
xi. Single entrance issue & lack of footpath provision – pragmatically the shortest distance 

and therefore the most attractive route will be from the site entrance onto Barton 
Road – lack of footpath at this point 



 

 

xii. Community use of open spaces if they are in private hands or managed through a 
company 

xiii. Requirement for better vegetation plan than that being proposed – existing boundary 
compliments biodiversity 

xiv. Network of Open Spaces being proposed is not in keeping with surrounding area which 
has bungalows on 2 sides with open spaces 

xv. Housing Estate type proposal does not compliment surrounding area 
xvi. Functionality of design as opposed to quality – proposal has more of an urban feel than 

a rural one.  
xvii. Although the proposal is within the maximum distance for Primary School location it is 

at the top level of maximum – concern that this will promote the use of the car 
 

6. To consider the impact of The Neighbourhood Bill currently passing through Parliament as per 
the document produced by SALC – LAIS1394 – the meeting was made aware of the Bill which 
was hoped to bring clarity on the status and timing of the impact of the neighbourhood 
planning system and the proposal for the automatic effect of neighbourhood plans accepted at 
a referendum, without the need for adoption by the local planning authority (LPA). Also, 
emerging neighbourhood plans must be taken account of by the LPA where they are post-
examination and as far as they are material to an application under consideration. The meeting 
also noted the comment from the National Association of Local Council which stated that “local 
(parish and town) councils were keen to embrace neighbourhood planning to improve their 
communities but were being put off as it was unclear what weight they were given in the 
planning process especially where there was no local plan or 5 year land supply. NALC said that 
local councils were embracing neighbourhood planning to shape and influence development in 
their area; but their influence and status in the planning system needed to be enhanced if the 
potential of neighbourhood planning was to be achieved and people not put off the process 
because the plans were ignored. In evidence given to the Neighbourhood Planning Public Bill 
committee, NALC said that where local councils are undertaking neighbourhood planning they 
are leading to more houses being built than in non-neighbourhood planning areas - around 10% 
extra according to research.”  
 

7. To receive any issues coming forward from the members of the Steering Group – the following 
concerns were raised: 

• Impact that partially completed larges sites would have on existing communities in terms 
of works vehicles and partially funded infrastructure projects 

• Travel Plan – there is a real concern that whilst both of the applications have a travel plan 
which includes monitoring these need to be fully costed and how will the monitoring 
process be implemented and effective once the development is up and running. 

• The meeting was informed that there would be a further meeting to discuss Development 
Along the A14 Corridor with MSDC Officers and Representatives from Elmswell, Thurston, 
Woolpit and relevant District Councillors on 30th November 2016. It was agreed that a 
report would be fed back at the next meeting. 

 
8. To note the date and time of the next meeting – December 2nd 2016 at 2.00pm. 
 
9. The meeting closed at 3.50pm 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 


