
 

 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN TEAM 
Parish Council Office 
New Green Centre 
Thurston  IP31 3TG 
Tel: 01359 232854 
e-mail: thurstonnpsg@hotmail.com 

 
 

Minutes of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meeting held on Friday 17th November 2017 
which commenced at 2.00pm in the Parish Council Office at New Green Centre 

 

Members present: G Dixon, R Fawcett, A Horton, J Rood, J Masters, B Morris, A O’Connell,  A Stiff, D 
Wood, V Waples (Secretary); a representative from Pigeon Investment Management Ltd and one 
member of the public. 
 

A statement was read out indicating that members of the Steering Group, members of the public and 
press may record/film/photograph or broadcast this meeting when the public and press are not 
lawfully excluded. Any member of the public who attends this meeting and objects to being filmed 
was advised to contact the Clerk to the Council who will instruct that they are not included within the 
filming. 
 

1. To receive apologies of absence – apologies of absence were received from G Bush; R Fawcett 
and A Reeve 

 
2. To confirm acceptance of the minutes of 13th October 2017 – the minutes were confirmed as 

being acceptable subject to changes to those present and noting that both AR and BM were to 
provide photos for the NP document, aif. 
 

3. To receive briefing notes on the following: 
a) Mid Suffolk Planning Referrals Committee Meeting of 1st November 2017 and to review the 

actions coming forth – the meeting reviewed the paper submitted as Paper A and agreed 
that the most important action from paper is that concerning the condition relating to safety 
issues at the Railway Station. It also noted the request by all parties to attend a meeting to 
discuss such issues. The lead on this would be the Parish Council and feedback would be 
provided to the Neighbourhood Plan Team.  

b) To note that the Parish Council has submitted a response to the Mid Suffolk Draft Local Plan 
Consultation as per the response formed by the Joint Meeting of the Parish Council and 
Neighbourhood Plan Team on 27th October 2017 – whilst the meeting agreed that this now 
seemed to be overtaken by events which had consequences for not only Thurston but the 
whole of MSDC the meeting was reminded that the Local Plan (including the NP) needs to go 
up to 2031 and both will be subject to reviews on a regular basis. 
 

4. To receive an update on the work carried out for the production of the Draft Thurston NP Plan: 
c) To note the preferred design and format of the production of the Thurston NP – it was 

agreed that the format used by East Berghold was the preferred format for the production 
of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

d) To consider and review the information received to date: 

• Revised existing vision and objectives – see paper B – for information only as both 
Rachel Hogger (Critical Friend appointed by Mid Suffolk District Council) and Chris 
Bowden (Navigus Planning – Parish Council’s Professional Partner) have seen the 
document and have given advice – version that has been ciorculated is their 
recommendation.  



 

 

Issue is should the Vision be bolder and if so how to be bold – fait accompli on the 818 
houses – cannot practically have  2 visions as has been suggested. There is a need to live 
with practically of what is happening. The Group acknowledged that the village is 
currently a dormitory village. G Dixon informed that meeting that he has due to meet 
with a Suffolk County Councillor who is concerned that growth numbers are making 
Suffolk an area where people come to retire and not to work. Need to look at this issue 
from a strategic point of view. It was also noted that within the AECOM reportupon 
which Suffolk County Council Highways Department had relied for their support for the 
schemes it was evident that there was a scale of problems relating to Highways that 
cannot be easily resolved. It had said that once 818 go ahead Thurston as a sustainable 
village will be at capacity with the road network.  
The Group reaffirmed its commitment to continue representing the village’s views but 
this is against the development that is now being propsed and will take place. It was 
agreed that the Vision and Objectives document submitted now stood. 

• Review challenges facing Thurston – see paper C – it was agreed that these were the 
challenges currently facing the village and as such the document submitted now stood. 

• Review environment provision – see paper D – agreed fantastic piece of work, noted the 
issue with regards to Hamlets and growth proposals currently being consulted upon 
within the Joint Babergh and Mid Suffolk Local Plan. The Document will be submitted to 
C Bowden and R Hogger for advice as to whether this should be kept in or not.  

• Review movement facilities e.g. linked walkway / cycle route provision; linked highway 
routes & pinchpoints – see paper E – R Hogger had reviewed the paper and liked the 
content but suggested the format be changed.  It was agreed that there were valid 
points in some of the comments but it seemed rather a huge task to undertake. 
Confirmation was forthcoming that this would be looked at again in line with RH’s 
comments 

• Review housing mix e.g. care homes provision/ homes for an ageing population – see 
paper F – this was still in draft form and would be finished off in the coming week 

• Review existing spatial strategy –  the Secretary of the Group was still to liaise with  C 
Bowden over the format of this and howmuch retained information could be used. 

• Review community infrastructure and to ascertain the community infrastructure items 
required in the light of recent planning permissions granted – it was agreed that the 
document produced was a good summary of the facts gained however there was a need 
for a list of items that would be required for the community. Agreed that this should be  
listed in priority order and then items arising out of the NP can be added to this. 

• History – B Morris agreed that she would continue to compile a historical document for 
Thurston. 

 
5. To receive any issues coming forward from the members of the Steering Group – letter in the 

Bury Free Press from a resident as to what was the point of the Character Assessment – should 
the NP/ PC respond? It was agreed that once the Character Assessment Consultation was 
finished an open letter on the website and in the village newsletter should be the formal 
response and should cover the reasoning behind the process of a NP; what it can do; what a NP 
is; what the CA is and why it is in place. 
 

6. To receive any issue coming forward from the members of the public present –  

•    The member of the public stated that he had been involved with Football and Cricket in 
Thurston in one way or another for a long period of time and had even at one point lived in 
Thurston. There were currently 15 teams playing for the Football Club and in general 
facilities were few and far between and meant that different pitches had to be used to 



 

 

accommodate the size of the club – Community College is where the Youth play, Footbal 
Club in winter train at Rugby Club and sometimes play at Recreational Ground for part of 
winter season. He was currently talking to Landowners and in particular one piece of land 
had been offered which had previously come before the Neighbourhood Plan Team under 
the Call for Sites for non residential use – Plum Pudding Field. It was noted that, whilst 
nothing formal had been agreed, the landowner was prepared for the land to be leased to 
create 3G Football Pitches and perhaps a Cricket Pitch, a possible skatepark facility and a 
multi-plex leisure facility. The project was very much in its infancy and would he need 
assistance in getting it off the ground but all present agreed that such a complex for active 
pursuits was needed.  
The meeting agreed that one particular issue which would need to be considered was that of 
car dependency. Also visibility splays would need to be improved. The meeting discussed 
whether a cycle lane could be introduced. The meeting was in agreement that such a facility 
with access points by means other than motorised vehicles should be a general objective 
when including the provision of healthy facilities. 
It was further agreed that the group would consult its Professional Partner to seek advis e as 
to whether the NPT could include identify an area or such a provision. It was further agreed 
that something more formal was now required from the landowner and then perhaps a 
Steering Group could be set up to take this matter forward. 

•    The Representative from Pigeon Land Development Limited thanked the meeting for 
allowing him and his colleagues to attend this and previous meetings. They were keen to 
attend to keep the Parish Council and Neighbourhoood Plan Team updating with regards to 
their position. They were currently finalsing S106 agreement with SCC. When questioned he 
said that as at this stage there was not decision on the school site and as soon as they had 
any further indication they would update as things progressed. 

 
7. To note the date and times of future meetings  

a) Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meetings: 8th December and 19th December 2017 – all 
in the Parish Council Offices 

b) Neighbourhood Plan Working Group Meetings: attendance as required: 1st December 2017 
c) Community Engagement Surgery: 8th December 2017 10.00am to 12.00pm. 

 
8. The meeting closed at 3.20pm. 


