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14 PVe-SYbQiWWiSR CSRWYlXaXiSR



consultation events in the Community Hall
a breakfast for local businesses and sole traders
5 tea-party events held in different parts of the village
drop-ins at the village shop
a meeting with residents of extra care housing in the village
working with children from the village primary school
attending meetings held by village organisations, including the Annual Parish Council meeting. 

The Big Conversation, which started in September 2018, was an on-going series of events in the village designed to ensure that
everyone who lives in Stutton could get involved in shaping the future of the village. It informed and guided the development of our
Neighbourhood Plan, but we also looked more widely at how we can shape life within the village.

It was organised by the Neighbourhood Plan Working Party. We held regular meetings (except during the first lockdown period), and
continued to meet on zoom. Anyone was welcome to join or attend.

We chose an open consultation process, with the aim of creating depth and breadth, rather than using surveys to gather tick box
responses.

We wanted to reach as many people as possible, acknowledging different levels of interest within the village. During the first stage
of developing the Plan, we provided a total of 17 opportunities to get involved, including: 

During this first stage there were 397 attendances at consultation events, with about 96 people attending more than one event,
which means that a total of 301 people were involved (277 aged over 16 and 24 children). This represents just under 40% of people
aged over 16 in the village. A Housing Needs Survey was also included as a vital piece of evidence.
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PART 1  THE BIG CONVERSATION
CVeaXiRg STTSVXYRiXieW fSV iRZSlZeQeRX 
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We used different methods to gather peopleƶs views: conversations - both one-to-one and in groups, a ‘rant wallƶ, feed-back forms,
etc. We produced an early summary of the themes and emerging policies and held a lively drop in event (with lots of cake) in the
Community Hall in September 2019.

From February 2019 to November 2021, nine Neighbourhood Plan newsletters were distributed to each house in the village. These
kept residents informed of progress, and invited responses at all stages of our work. Regular updates were also provided in the
villageƶs bi-monthly newsletter, as well as via the village website, Twitter, Facebook and Next Door.

During the Pre-Submission Consultation (8th November - 20 December), we advertised the Plan widely within the village. This included
a Newsletter to every household, banners at strategic points within the village, posters on lamp posts, and announcements (with links
to our website) on the local Facebook, twitter and Next Door.  

We held a lively drop-in on a Saturday afternoon in the Community Hall with mulled wine and mince pies, and placed copies of the
plan in the Community Shop, the Kingƶs Head pub, the local hairdressers and in the Community Hall. People were able to take copies
of the Plan away to read at their leisure. Feedback forms were provided and residents were also invited to respond via the village
website. An audio summary of the Plan was also placed on the website. 

Babergh District Council provided us with a list of 46 organisations from whom we also invited responses to the draft Plan, together
with 5 local landowners. (See list at Appendix 1).  The representations we received from some of these organisations and our responses
are provided in Part Two of this Consultation Statement. 
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Infrastructure (roads, traffic, public transport, footpaths etc)
Housing and development
Community and village facilities
Ecological sustainability
Natural environment
Business and work
Neighbourhood Plan.

301 people were actively involved in consultation. We recorded 745 comments in total during the first stage of consultation.
These fell into 7 main themes, 20 sub-themes (illuminating the headlines) and 79 micro themes which present the real nitty
gritty. These can be viewed in full in our report The Big Conversation [add hyperlink].

The main themes raised by people involved in the various methods of consultation were:

Concerns about traffic and related issues were most mentioned by people (40%), followed by housing (20%). We received
more comments about increasing and speeding traffic than any other issue followed by suggestions for different methods of
traffic calming. Residents also commented on how difficult it is for pedestrians to move from one end of the village to
another owing to narrow and sometimes non-existent pavements.  

The most common comments about housing concerned the need for small and affordable housing, followed by comments
about type of housing and design. The majority of responses received about housing accepted the need for future new
development in the village as long as it was small houses and/or affordable. 

Detail of comments received about these and other issues is contained in our earlier consultation report, The Big
Conversation. 
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WhaX Zillage VeWideRXW XSld YW aRd hS[ XhiW haW iRfSVQed
Xhe NeighbSYVhSSd PlaR

 SXage ORe ReWTSRWeW

comments

people involved



PVe SYbmiWWiSR ReWTSRWeW

Our extensive consultation while we were developing our ideas for the the Neighbourhood Plan meant that, when we presented it to the
village at the Regulation 14 Pre-Submission stage, there was considerable support for the policies contained within it. 

During the Pre-Submission consultation we received 25 formal feedback forms from local residents and held many conversations at the
drop-in. The main messages were that people supported the Plan and the great majority said they were likely to support it at Referendum.
.
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“TKLV LV aQ H[FHOOHQW SOaQ ZKLFK aGGUHVVHV NH\ LVVXHV IRU WKH QH[W IHZ GHFaGHV: PRUH aIIRUGaEOH KRXVLQJ WR EH
EXLOW; HQFRXUaJH a PRUH GLYHUVH SRSXOaWLRQ; PRUH HQFRXUaJHPHQW RI ZaONLQJ aQG F\FOLQJ aQG OHVV WUaIILF SaVVLQJ
WKURXJK.³

²IWµV a YHU\ ZHOO WKRXJKW RXW, FRPSUHKHQVLYH SOaQ IRU WKH YLOOaJH. IW GHaOV ZLWK WKH PaLQ LVVXHV ZKLFK aIIHFW WKH
TXaOLW\ RI OLIH QRZ aQG LQ WKH IXWXUH. WH IHHO SURXG RI OLYLQJ LQ a YLOOaJH ZKHUH SHRSOH KaYH FRPH XS ZLWK VXFK a
JUHaW SOaQ, ZKLFK FHOHEUaWHV ZKaW LV JRRG aQG aW WKH VRPH WLPH HPEUaFHV FKaQJH WR VHFXUH WKH IXWXUH RI WKH
YLOOaJH LQ OLQH ZLWK SUHVHUYLQJ QaWXUH aQG HQFRXUaJHV aFWLYH WUaQVSRUW - OHVV FaUV. WKaW a EHaXWLIXO GRFXPHQW!!! IQ
ZRUGV aV ZHOO aV LPaJHV.³

There was support for the Planƶs approach to housing development, in particular for keeping the villageƶs boundaries distinct; a housing mix
suitable for families and older people; and addressing infrastructure issues.

.
 "I HVSHFLaOO\ OLNH WKH POaQV UHJaUGLQJ IXWXUH GHYHORSPHQW LQ WKH YLOOaJH ZLWK FOHaU JXLGaQFH aERXW SURWHFWLQJ WKH RXWVNLUWV RI WKH

YLOOaJH VR WKaW SWXWWRQ UHPaLQV a VHSaUaWH YLOOaJH³

²IQ IaYRXU RI PRUH KRXVHV, VPaOOHU, HJ 2 EHGURRP - IRU SHRSOH ZKR ZaQW WR GRZQVL]H RU IRU ILUVW-WLPH EX\HUV.³ 

²I aJUHH LW LV LPSRUWaQW WR NHHS SWXWWRQ a GLVWLQFW YLOOaJH, EXW aOORZLQJ VPaOO GHYHORSPHQWV RI QHZ KRXVLQJ WR HQFRXUaJH \RXQJHU
SHRSOH WR PRYH LQ (UHQW RU EX\). TKLV LV HVVHQWLaO IRU WKH VFKRRO WR VXUYLYH aQG WR PaLQWaLQ a YLEUaQW IXWXUH IRU WKH YLOOaJH. DUaLQV
aUH FOHaUO\ aQ LVVXH WKaW QHHGV IXUWKHU LQYHVWLJaWLRQ!³
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As in the first stage of our consultation, increased traffic and the difficulties caused by inadequate pavements in the village were
raised by a number of people. Policies SN17 and SN18 were developed in response to these concerns as were Community Actions
10, 11 and 13.

"²TUaIILF FaOPLQJ LV FRUUHFWO\ LGHQWLILHG aV a NH\ FRPPXQLW\ aFWLRQ WR IROORZ - RHS aQG AOWRQ WaWHU PaVVLYHO\ LQFUHaVH
WUaIILF IORZ ZKLFK QHHGV PaQaJLQJ³

²QXaOLW\ RI SaYHPHQWV LV a UHaO LVVXH, aV LV WKH ZLGWK LQ SOaFHV.³

The Greenway proposal (Community Action 12) came from the first stage of our consultation and there was unsurprisingly
considerable support for its inclusion in the Plan. 

.
 

"PaUaPRXQW LPSRUWaQFH SAFETY. IW LV QRW SRVVLEOH IRU SHRSOH LQ ZKHHOFKaLUV RU PRELOLW\ VFRRWHUV WR JHW WR WKH CRPPXQLW\
HaOO RU VKRS IURP WKH HROEURRN GLUHFWLRQ LQ VaIHW\. I WKLQN WKH SURSRVHG GREENWAY IURP AOWRQ HaOO LaQH WR BHQWOH\ LaQH,
FRQWLQXLQJ aORQJ WRRGILHOG LaQH WR WKH VKRS aUHa, ZRXOG SURYLGH a OaUJH SaUW RI WKH VROXWLRQ. SaIHW\ PHaVXUHV ZKHUH LW
ZRXOG FURVV BHQWOH\ LaQH ZRXOG EH LPSRUWaQW. MXFK PXFK VaIHU IRU OaN HRXVH UHVLGHQWV. LaWHU VWaJH FRXOG FRQWLQXH WR
LHZLV LaQH SRVVLEO\. CKLOGUHQ aQG SUaPV VaIHU WRR.³

²LRYH WKH LGHa RI WKH GUHHQZa\ aQG WKLQN LW ZRXOG EH UHaOO\ EHQHILFLaO WR ERWK \RXQJ aQG ROG ZKR VWUXJJOH ZLWK WKH XQHYHQ
SaWK RQ WKH PaLQ URaG. WLOO aOVR KHOS MRLQ ERWK KaOYHV RI WKH YLOOaJH WRJHWKHU.³

A number of people did, however, express concerns that the Plan did not adequately deal with the increasing volume of traffic in
our village. 

²TKH WUaIILF JHWV HYHU KHaYLHU. I VaZ QRWKLQJ LQ WKH SOaQ WKaW LQ UHaOLW\ RIIHUV a VROXWLRQ. IQ SaUWLFXOaU, WKH IRRWSaWK aW WKH ZHVW
HQG RI WKH YLOOaJH LV RIWHQ ZRHIXOO\ LQaGHTXaWH aQG VRPHWLPHV QRQ-H[LVWHQW. TKLV LV GaQJHURXV IRU ZaONHUV.³

²CKXUFK RRaG QHHGV VRPH IRUP RI WUaIILF FaOPLQJ, VLQFH WKH QHZ KRXVHV KaYH EHHQ EXLOW WKHUH LV aQ LQFUHaVH LQ WUaIILF aQG
VRPH UHVLGHQWV LQ WKH VXUURXQGLQJ aUHa VHHP WR KaYH OLWWOH UHJaUG IRU SHGHVWULaQV.³

We did try to respond to residentsƶ concerns about traffic and inadequate pavements when drawing up the Plan. However, we are limited
in what the planning framework allows us to do. In addition, Suffolk County Council reminded us that, as the Highways Authority, they have
set out their operational priorities and that the Parish Council Ƹcannot have different priority in terms of maintenanceƹ. 
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Six residents registered objections to specific aspects of the Plan and their concerns are summarised below together with our
responses. Their full responses are included in Part 3 of this document.

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

3.14

ObjecXiSR to the Site Options report and its assessment of site SNP3 as not suitable for allocation for development.
A number of inaccuracies in the report were listed and it was requested these be corrected and the site identified
as suitable for development. 

OYV VeWTSRWe: We sent this feedback to the consultants who drew up the Site Options report on our behalf. They
have amended their report and have re-assessed SN3 as Ƹpotentially suitable for allocation subject to specific local
need for housing being demonstrated, the sites being identified as available, the settlement boundary being
redrawn, and landscape issues being addressed in line with Local Plan policyƹ. We have not, however, allocated the
site for development. Our decision not to allocate any site for development was based on the fact that the 65
houses recently or currently being built meet the indicative housing allocation for Stutton as set out in the draft
Joint Local Plan. These new developments also meet the need for affordable housing identified in the Housing
Needs Survey.

ObjecXiSR to the Settlement boundary and the fact that it goes through some peopleƶs gardens.

OYV VeWTSRWe:: Our understanding is that Babergh District Council have drawn the Settlement boundary in this way
in order to discourage ‘back garden developmentƶ in the AONB. We do not propose to change the settlement
boundary.

ObjecXiSR to the naming of the Fringe Character Areas as it could be read that eg Crowe Hall and Manor Farm have
authority over the land in these areas.

OYV VeWTSRWe: These names were chosen by the landscape architect who carried out the Landscape Study on our
behalf. However, we have asked her to remove the names and this has been done and we have also removed them
from the Plan. 
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3.15

3.16

3.17

3.18

3.19

3.20

 

ObjecXiSR to the part of the Plan Ƹthat tries to change how people choose to heat, insulate, etc their own homesƹ
(Community Action 15).

OYV VeWTSRWe: This objection refers to a Community Action rather than a planning policy although it does reflect
government policies about encouraging energy efficiency and renewal sources of energy. We feel that we all have a
responsibility to combat climate change. 

ObjecXiSR to designation of Quiet Lanes on the grounds that they shouldnƶt be drawn attention to as we Ƹwant to keep
them secretƹ.

OYV VeWTSRWe: This refers to a Community Action. Two Quiet Lanes have recently been designated in our village. The
hope is that having a sign informing cars (particularly visitors to the area) that a lane is so designated will encourage
them to drive more slowly and carefully. 

ObjecXiSR to the identification of site SNP1 as suitable for potential development on the grounds that Ƹsuch a
development would prejudice and significantly reduce the rural character of the villageƹ.

OYV VeWTSRWe: This site was assessed as potentially suitable for development (subject to certain conditions being met)
by the consultants who were asked to carry out a Site Assessment report on our behalf. We have not allocated it as
suitable for development.



PART 2  REPRESENTATIONS FROM
STAT8TOR< CONS8LTEES AND O8R
RESPONSES

Babergh 
DC

 

References to the NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework) are correct for
the 2021 version. We suggest writing this as ‘NPPF (2021)ƶ rather than ‘NPPF
2021ƶ and being consistent with including the year or not. 

 

The date is given the first time we refer to
the NPPF. Subsequently we refer to
NPPF without the date. 

 

Babergh 
DC

 

Contents page would benefit from inclusion of page numbers. 

 

This will be done at final layout stage.
 

Babergh 
DC

 

On the Contents pages, there is a duplication of Policy SN22 New and
Expanding Businesses (page 6).

 

This will be done at final layout stage.
 

Babergh 
DC

 

Paragraph numbering should be restricted to explanatory and supporting
text, leaving the policy text clear. This will require significant re-numbering.
Also, be mindful of and update as necessary any paragraph cross-
references. 

 

This will be done at final layout stage.
 

Babergh 
DC

 

Be consistent in how you refer to the Joint Local Plan (JLP). In paragraphs 5.6
to 5.10 for example, you varyingly refer to it as the JLP, the submitted JLP, the
draft Local Plan, and the draft Joint Local Plan. For clarity and consistency,
use ‘the JLPƶ or ‘the emerging JLP.

 

After the first use of the words Joint Local
Plan it is followed by the notation JLP.
JLP is used consistently throughout the
documents thereafter.  

 

GeReVal CSmmeRXW OYV VeWTSRWeW
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Babergh 
DC

 

Where possible, eZer] effort shoYld be made to improZe the qYalit] of maps.
For e\ample, the ke]s to Map 3, Map SN12 and Map SN20 are Ynclear or are
difficYlt to read. 

 

ReZisions to maps haZe been made to
improZe their qYalit]. 

 

SCC
 

Some of the maps are poor qYalit], and some[hat pi\ilated. In particYlar Map
3, Map 5, Map SN12, SN15, SN19, SN20, [here it is Zer] hard to read details. It
is sYggested to Yse images of a higher resolYtion, to ensYre that featYres can
be clearl] seen.

 

ReZisions to maps haZe been made.

 

Babergh 
DC

 

We see that the settlement boYndar] at Map 2 differs slightl] from the JLP
(NoZ 2021), most notabl] aroYnd the ƵLand North of the Village Hallƶ scheme -
[here Map 2 e\clYdes the informal recreation space identified in the
planning application. 
At this stage, [e [oYld normall] instrYct ]oY to amend all releZant NP maps
to Yse the JLP boYndar]. Ho[eZer, [e mYst no[ also consider recent
decisions linked to the JLP e\amination [here, as part of a [ider remit, the
Inspectors haZe asked this CoYncil to prepare ƸYp-to-date and robYstl]
jYstified settlement boYndaries reflecting commitments and allocations.ƹ 
[See: Core Doc G09 - Letter from Inspectors to BMSDC, 9 Dec. 2021] 
While this ma] not resYlt in an] significant change to the proposed JLP
settlement boYndar], [ith the probable e\ception of oYr no[ inclYding the
Hastoe scheme at Holbrook Road, it does present the StYtton NP GroYp [ith 

 

The settlement boYndar] map has been
amended. 
The settlement boYndar] inclYded in the
consYltation draft has been changed to
inclYde t[o hoYsing schemes: 6 hoYses
on Holbrook Road [hich haZe been bYilt
and are no[ occYpied; hoYsing
deZelopment cYrrentl] Ynder
constrYction off Manningtree Road to the
rear of the CommYnit] Hall, and the
inclYsion of the Parish CoYncilƶs pla]ing
field adjoining.

 

GIRIVEP CSQQIRXW OYV VIWTSRWIW

Babergh 
DC

 

The Plan contains seZeral separate polic] maps. Consideration shoYld be
giZen to creating a master Policies Map that combines all these elements in
one place. T]picall], it [oYld sit at the end the Plan and, [here appropriate,
coYld Yse inset maps to aid clarit].  

 

A master Policies map located at the end
of the Plan has been inclYded. 

 

SCC*
 

*SYffolk CoYnt] CoYncil - A single ƸPolices Mapƹ shoYld also be created,
consolidating each of these maps together to sho[ the [ider conte\t of
parish.

 

Single composite Policies map is no[
inclYded. 
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SCC
 

The map on page 8 in the IntrodYction section does not haZe a label.
 

This the same point as aboZe and has
been rectified.

SYffolk
PreserZation

Societ]
 
 

Para 2.4  The JLP is no[ Ynlikel] to be adopted Yntil earl] 2023 (sYbject to
change) and so almost certainl] [ill not be adopted before the StYtton NP.
YoY shoYld re-[ord the last sentence in para 2.4 to reflect this. 

 

That paragraph has been amended to
reflect this comment. 

 

SYffolk PreserZation Societ] (SPS) commented that is the onl] coYnt][ide
amenit] societ] dedicated to protecting and promoting the special historic
and landscape qYalities of SYffolk. We also represent the Campaign for the
Protection of RYral England in SYffolk and [ork closel] [ith parish and to[n
coYncils and other bodies [ho share oYr objectiZes. As NeighboYrhood Plans
offer the opportYnit] for protecting or improZing the heritage and landscape
character of an area, SPS are sYpportiZe of plans being dra[n Yp in SYffolk,
particYlarl] [here the] are centred on settlements sYch as StYtton
distinctiZe b] its architectYral heritage and landscape qYalit].
 

 

Noted
 

GIRIVEP CSQQIRXW OYV VIWTSRWIW

the opportYnit] to propose a ne[ settlement boYndar] throYgh this Plan.
That [ill need jYstification and it [ill reqYire a conZersation oYtside of this
response. 

NB: In Map 2, [e sYggest dropping the [ord Ƶsettlementƶ from ƵNe[
Settlement DeZelopments. 

 

In map 2 the [ord Ƹsettlementƹ has
been remoZed from the ke]. 
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Babergh 
DC

Add a title to map on page 8. We assYme this shoYld be ƵMap 1 StYtton
NeighboYrhood Plan Areaƶ, as per the contents page. 

Title [ill be added at la]oYt stage



Holbrook
Parish

CoYncil 
 
 

Historic
England

 
 

GIRIVEP CSQQIRXW OYV VIWTSRWIW

The NeighboYrhood Plan is Zer] [ell [ritten. The strYctYre is logical and it
clearl] sho[s a great deal of effort has been made to prodYce the regYlation
14 draft. 
A clear strength is the leZel of engagement [ith the local commYnit] at a
nYmber of informal consYltation eZents. The plan also sho[s ho[ mYch
research has been condYcted to Ynderstand the significant heritage assets in
the Zillage and important landscape featYres. The groYp haZe commissioned
reports from AECOM and a landscape architect to proZide robYst
independent eZidence to jYstif] the policies [ithin the Plan.
The onl] area that might haZe giZen it more strength might haZe been a
more strYctYred parish qYestionnaire [ith qYantifiable resYlts to
demonstrate the strength of opinion across the Parish.
OZerall the Plan appears to be [ell-balanced and proZides clear gYidance
for fYtYre deZelopment. 
We [ish ]oY [ell for the ne\t stages.

 

Holbrook Parish adjoins StYtton to the
north east and east.
The comments are sYpportiZe of the
plan. 
The one negatiZe comment [as the
sYggestion that a strYctYred parish
qYestionnaire to deliZer more
qYantifiable resYlts [oYld haZe been
beneficial. At the oYtset this approach
[as not adopted as it [as considered
that more free flo[ing opportYnities to
engage [oYld deliZer a more ZalYable
commYnit] response. 
Ho[eZer, Holbrook PC does recognise
that the leZel of commYnit] engagement
[as strong. The consYltation approach
adopted throYghoYt the Planƶs
preparation has been able to proZide a
strong basis for gaYging the opinions of
the commYnit]. The consYltation report
proZides qYantifiable eZidence to
sYpport the direction and detail of the
NeighboYrhood Plan.

 

Thank ]oY for consYlting Historic England aboYt ]oYr plan. I enjo]ed
reZie[ing it, and [as pleased to note the positiZe approach to conserZing
StYtton's local historic enZironment it contained. Please contact Ys if ]oY
haZe an] specific qYeries, bYt other[ise [e look for[ard to seeing the
RegYlation 16 SYbmission Zersion and its adoption in dYe coYrse.

 

No action reqYired.
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Babergh 
DC

 
 
 

SCC
 
 

CLETXIV 5 STEXMEP SXVEXIK]
POLICY SN1
 

OYV VIWTSRWIW

The polic] shoYld be amended to make specific reference to the policies
map after the reference to Map 2.

 

Polic] amended to inclYde this point.
 

In Section 6, SCC [oYld also encoYrage a note relating to archaeolog] and
deZelopment, in order to giZe clarit] to deZelopers for an] fYtYre site: 

²SXffRlk CRXQW\ CRXQcil AUchaeRlRgical SeUYice adYice WhaW WheUe VhRXld be eaUl\
cRQVXlWaWiRQ ZiWh Whe HiVWRUic EQYiURQmeQW RecRUd (HER) aQd aVVeVVmeQW Rf Whe
aUchaeRlRgical SRWeQWial Rf Whe aUea aW aQ aSSURSUiaWe VWage iQ Whe deVigQ Rf QeZ
deYelRSmeQWV. SXffRlk CRXQW\ CRXQcil AUchaeRlRgical VeUYice iV haSS\ WR adYiVe
RQ Whe leYel Rf aVVeVVmeQW aQd aSSURSUiaWe VWageV WR be XQdeUWakeQ".

 

Paragraph added: SYffolk CoYntr]
CoYncil Archeological SerZice adZise that
there shoYld be earl] consYltation [ith
the Historic EnZironment Record (HER)
and assessment of the archaeological
potential of the area at an appropriate
stage in the design of ne[
deZelopments. SYffolk CoYntr] CoYncil
Archeological SerZice is happ] to adZise
on the leZel of assessment and
appropriate stages to be Yndertaken.

 

CLETXIV 6 HSYWMRK OYV VIWTSRWIW

Babergh 
DC

 
 
 

OYV VIWTSRWIWPOLICY SN2

Amendments to polic] sYggested to aZoid the Yse of 'smaller homes' [hich
might be seen b] deZelopers as proZiding homes smaller that aZerage bYild
si^es.

 

The sYggested re[ording is inclYded in
the reZised polic]. 
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Babergh 
DC

 
 
 

The addition of a sentence to encoYrage homes capable of adaptation:

IQ all QeZ hRXViQg deYelRSmeQWV, Whe emShaViV VhRXld be RQ SURYidiQg 2-
bedURRm aQd 3-bedURRm hRmeV WhaW UeflecW ideQWified lRcal QeedV, iQclXdiQg
hRmeV fRU ViQgle SeRSle, cRXSleV aQd \RXQg familieV, RU RldeU geQeUaWiRQV
ZiVhiQg WR dRZQVi]e. 
AQ\ SURSRVed hRXViQg mi[ mXVW be jXVWified b\ aQ XS-WR-daWe aVVeVVmeQW Rf
hRXViQg Qeed aQd/RU aQ e[SlaQaWiRQ Rf ViWe-VSecific ciUcXmVWaQceV. 
HRmeV caSable Rf adaSWaWiRQ aUe alVR eQcRXUaged.
 

 

The fiUVW SaUW Rf Whe SROic\ VhRXOd cRUUecWO\ UefeU WR ViWeV Rf 'WeQ RU mRUe dZelliQgV
RU ViWeV Rf 0.5ha RU mRUeµ, i.e., Whe NPPF defiQiWiRQ Rf PajRU deYeORSPeQW ViWeV. 

 

Babergh 
DC

 
 
 

OYV VIWTSRWIWPOLICY SN3

The CoYncilƶs Strategic HoYsing Team fYll] sYpport an] measYre [hich
enables Ys to seek more affordable hoYsing and for this to be tenYre blind
bYt also offer a note of caYtion as on-site deliZer] ma] not al[a]s be feasible
or practical. For e\ample, 35% of 5 d[ellings = 1 affordable home, [hich
[oYld not be picked Yp b] a Registered HoYsing ProZider. In sYch scenarios,
a ƵcommYted sYmƶ [oYld be soYght, [hich ma] or ma] not get spent in
StYtton.

 

Polic] amended to inclYde this reference. 

This first point clarifies [hat might be
achieZable. Whilst this point is
Ynderstood it is not felt necessar] to
make an] changes to the te\t of the plan. 
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Babergh 
DC

 
 
 

In supporting text, the NP could helpfully seek to manage expectations
around affordable housing delivery and, perhaps also include mention of the
Community Land Trust as being one way that the supply of affordable
housing could be boosted locally. 

 

This also replicates a policy that we have seen elsewhere. We are now
recommending modifications to clarify where such housing could come
forward, to better express the parish first approach, and to emphasise the
need for would be applicants to have a pre-registered need: 
1) Amend the first paragraph (i.e., 6.15) to read: 
²...sites outside but adjoining or otherwise well related to the Settlement
Boundary …³ 
2) Amend the second bullet to read:
 ²is for people that have a registered housing need on the Councils Choice
Based Letting Scheme (or any subsequent scheme) because they are unable to
buy or rent properties in the village at open-market prices³ 
3) Amend the third bullet point to read:
“is offered in accordance with the local connection criteria set within the deed of
nomination attached to the s106 legal agreement. In the first instance, this
means to people with a demonstrated local connection to the parish. Where
there is no parish need, a property should then be offered to those with a
demonstrated need for affordable housing in neighbouring parishes." 

 

Babergh 
DC

 
 
 

OYr responsesPOLICY SN4

These comments are accepted and the
Policy has been amended to include the
suggested changes. 
 

This comment is accepted and an
addition to the text has been made in the
Context and evidence section relating to
affordable housing. It now reads: 
During the course of drawing up and
consulting on this Plan, interest has been
expressed in a Community Land Trust as a
way of meeting the need for affordable
housing. This is therefore the subject of
Community Action 4.
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The policy intention is clear, but we remind you that, in a Written Ministerial
Statement dated 25 March 2015, it is made clear that it is not appropriate for
NPs to refer to any additional local technical standards or requirements
relating to the construction etc. of new dwellings. Policy SN5 is therefore
contrary to national policy, would fail the general conformity test and should
be deleted One option; which comes from the adopted Wilby NP (May 2021),
is that in policy SN2 you might include a sentence that reads
 “Adaptable homes are encouraged.³ 
Paraƶs 6.33 to 6.35 could, with some rewording, then remain as supporting
text.

 

SCC
 
 
 

OYr responsesPOLICY SN5

It is accepted that the policy wording
must not conflict with national policy. The
Policy has been rewritten to say to offer
support and encouragement to deliver
adaptable and adapted homes to meet
the needs of people throughout their
lifetime. 

The supporting text has been
appropriately reworded to reflect the
policy position. 

 
It is suggested that there could also be further considerations for the needs
of residents who are living with dementia in the community, and the potential
for making Stutton a ƸDementia-Friendlyƹ village. The Royal Town Planning
Institute has guidance on Town Planning and Dementia, which may be
helpful in informing policies.

 

Policy SN5 amended to include
reference to RTPI guidance and
supporting paragraph added. 

 

OYr responsesPOLICY SN6

The positive impact that good design can have on an area cannot be
underestimated but policy SN6 comes across initially as setting a very high
bar that all development, regardless of scale and type, must reach. 
To allow some flexibility we suggest amending the third sentence to read: 
“Appropriate to the scale of the proposal, applicants should be guided by the
design principles [ …] in Appendix 3 to this document.³ 

 

The policy has been amended to include
this point. 

 

Babergh 
DC
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SCC
 
 
 

SN 6 should be amended to read 
²A proportion of parking should be provided on-street within any new
developments, but is well designed, located and integrated into the scheme to
avoid obstruction to all highway users or impede visibility.³

 

SCC
 
 
 

The salient point of this consultation
comment has been acknowledged and the
Policy now includes the following “Follow
Suffolk Guidance on Parking to ensure that
new development does not exacerbate the
issue of road and footway parking and to
make provision for electric vehicle charging
and cycle storage³.

SCC would recommend additional support for more sustainable modes of
travel. This could include secure cycle storage spaces to be required as part
of new housing development, and/or provisions for safer walking and
cycling routes. Safe routes for walking and cycling are important to ensure
the safety of residents of all ages, especially those that are very young or
very old, and have mobility issues or are frail.

It should be noted that the design Guide
section ref EN05 Storage seeks secured
spaces for bicycles within all new
residential developments.

Policy SN6 has been amended to include
the following Ƹƾ.and to make provision for
ƾ.cycle storageƹ.

OYr responsesPOLICY SN7

See also our comment above on policy SN5. The Written Ministerial
Statement) is also relevant here. For SN7 to meet the basic conditions, it will
need to make it clear that Ƶ
This policy only applies to non-residential development". 

 

The key point here is that the
Neighbourhood Plan cannot put forward
policies that conflict with national policy -
- which means we cannot apply a
requirement to residential properties. We
have therefore redrafted the policy  
to indicate that only support will be given
rather than a requirement (which cannot
be enforced).

Babergh 
DC
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Policies SN7 (Renewable Energy) and SN8 (Sustainable Drainage) are
supported by SCC as the Lead Local Flood Authority. However, it is
suggested that Policy SN8 could also include Ƹrain gardenƹ in the list of
examples

 

SCC
 
 

Policy SN7 amended to include rain
garden 



So that it is not lost, we suggest separating out the last sentence in the
second paragraph. This is presumably a reference to the guidance linked
below. If so, it may be helpful to include this link as a footnote.
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessments-climate-change-
allowances/ 

SCC
 
 
 

We would like to see PROW mentioned in Sections 7 and 8, as they are both
an important part of the landscape and natural environment, and leisure and
tourism within the Plan Area. Mention could be made of links to the Stour and
Orwell Walk and the forthcoming National Trail England Coast Path. 

 

Reference added in Background to
Section 8, and also in Section 7 (see
below).

OYr responsesChapter 7 Landscape and NatYral EnZironment 

All of the Stutton Fringe Character Areas contain PROW, and this should be
acknowledged within the plan.

This is now acknowledged in the
Background to Section 10.

SCC
 
 
 
 

The following amendments are proposed to paragraph 7.8, to provide further
clarity: 
²In landscape terms, the land to the south of Holbrook Road/Manningtree Road
(the B1080) lies within the Suffolk Coast and Heaths AONB. In July 2020, the
AONB was extended to the west of the village down to the Samford Valley. The
protection and enhancement of AONBs is given great weight in national planning
policy which is advanced by a landscape an AONB management plan and
planning policy guidance, produced by the Suffolk Coasts and Heaths unit Team
that contains policy and objectives to help conserve and enhance the nationally
protected landscape."

 

SCC
 
 

Accepted.
Text amended to include this comment. 
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Amendment made including web link as
suggested.

OYr responsesPOLICY SN8

Map title changed to ƵKey Viewsƶ - and
further changes made for consistency.. 

 

Babergh 
DC

 
 

Map SN9A 
For consistency, the map key title should also read ƵList of Key Viewsƶ rather
than Ƶimportant viewsƶ,

 



SCC
 
 

SCC would suggest the inclusion of the need to make green spaces and
facilities accessible to residents with limited mobility (inclusion of benches,
including Chatty Benches and well-maintained paths etc). This could help to
make an elderly population feel more included as part of the community and
reduce isolation of vulnerable groups.

We have no detailed comments to make on this policy at this time but may
revisit this at a later date. For now, we simply suggest that: 
(7.11) reads: ²In particular, development proposals:³ 
(7.12) is re-worded to say: 
“Where otherwise acceptable, proposals will be also supported that: * enhance
the village entrance at […], and * utilise opportunities, where they arise, to […]
Lower Street³ 

 

OYr responsesPolic] SN9

Policy SN9 is specific with clear and strong wording, and with a sound
evidence base based on consultation with residents and then tested against
a set of agreed criteria, public accessibility being one of them. 
It is suggested that this policy could include the word Ƹsignificantly adversely
impactƹ in the first bullet point.

 

Amendments made as suggested.

SCC
 
 
 
 

One of the additions to the NPPF (July 2021) was, at para 131, a reference to
the important contribution that trees make to the character and quality of
urban environments, and also their role in helping mitigate the effects of
climate change. 
There are many references to Ƶtreesƶ in the NP text (including at para 7.58), so
they are clearly important to the community, but there is no specific mention
of trees within policy text. SN10 may provide that opportunity. 

 

Babergh 
DC

 
 

The word Ƹsignificantlyƹ has been added
to the policy.

Text added to make this point.

Babergh 
DC

 
 

Specific reference to trees has been
included in Policy SN10 (see below).

OYr responsesPolic] SN10
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Paragraph added to include reference to
such benefits
 

SCC
 
 

Green Spaces and Facilities. It is suggested that paragraph 7.67 could include
reference to the physical and mental health and wellbeing benefits that can
be gained from access to pleasant outdoor areas.

 



This polic] has protections for biodiZersit] assets and encoYrages
biodiZersit] net gain and is [elcomed b] the CoYnt] CoYncil. 
The follo[ing [ording is sYggested to proZide e\tra strength to Polic] SN10: 
²DeYelRSPeQW SURSRValV Zill be VXSSRUWed ZheUe Whe\ helS WR UeVWRUe aQd UeSaiU
fUagPeQWed biRdiYeUViW\ QeWZRUkV. 
E[ceSW iQ e[ceSWiRQal ciUcXPVWaQceV, deYelRSPeQW SURSRValV VhRXld aYRid Whe
lRVV Rf, RU VXbVWaQWial haUP WR, iPSRUWaQW WUeeV, hedgeURZV aQd RWheU QaWXUal
feaWXUeV VXch aV SRQdV.³

 Enhancing the natYral enZironment shoYld reference safegYarding protected
species, as [ell as Priorit] Habitats and Species as listed [ithin The NatYral
EnZironment and RYral CommYnities (NERC) Act 2006 from fYtYre
deZelopment. Polic] SN10 coYld also inclYde more detail as to ho[ the
mitigation hierarch] and biodiZersit] net gain can proZide targeted
improZements for ke] species [ithin the parish. For e\ample, the te\t of the
plan states that ƵStYtton is a hotspot for stag beetlesƶ (para 7.51). Targeted
biodiZersit] featYres for stag beetles, sYch as log piles and standing
dead[ood, shoYld therefore be inclYded [ith Polic] SN10. Polic] SN10 coYld
also reference biodiZersit] enhancement for farmland birds, as the parish has
records for gre] partridge, tYrtle doZe, ]ello[ hammer, linnet and sk]lark
(SYffolk BiodiZersit] Information SerZice), all of [hich are red listed on the
ne[ Birds of ConserZation Concern 51. Specific enhancements for farmland
birds coYld inclYde hedgero[ planting, managing hedgero[s for
biodiZersit], proZiding scrYb habitat and so[ing field margins [ith seed
mi\es sYitable for farmland bird species. Other ke] species for the parish,
sYch as those mentioned [ithin Appendi\ 4, shoYld be identified and
specificall] mentioned [ithin the plan and policies in order to proZide better
protection and reqYire deZelopers to proZide targeted enhancements for ke]
species and habitats [ithin the parish.

 

Both recommended additions haZe been
inclYded in Polic] SN10.

SCC
 
 
 
 

Contd.
 
 

SYffolk
Wildlife

 

HaZe a look at the most recentl] pYblished NP E\amination Reports or
ReferendYm Version NPs on oYr [ebsite to see if there is an] [ording that
]oY coYld Yse. 

the Migration hierarch] 
the Priorit] Habitats 

safegYard and enhance the
enZironment for the farmland birds
foYnd in StYtton sYch as gre]
partridge, tYrtle doZe, ]ello[
hammer, linnet and sk]lark, all of
[hich are red listed on the ne[ Birds
of ConserZation Concern.

Significant changes to this polic] haZe
been made [hich, in the main, address
most of the points made 
Not all the details reqYested haZe been
inclYded as to do so [oYld make the
policies longer and more difficYlt to read
In particYlar reference has been made to

i.e. safegYard protected species, as [ell
as Priorit] Habitats and Species as listed
[ithin The NatYral EnZironment and
RYral CommYnities (NERC) Act 2006
and to 
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The HRA Screening process is still Ynder[a], [ith the final report e\pected
soon. That ma] sYggest some modifications to the [ording of polic] SN11 so
]oY [ill need to be mindfYl of those. For no[: 
• in the first line, capitalise ´Zones of Influenceµ and change to read “Recreational
Avoidance and Mitigation Strategy (RAMS)”, 
as this is the first Yse of this description. [NB: the first line of para 7.61 coYld
then be edited to:
“The SXffRlk RAMS iV a ke\ cRQVideUaWiRQª³] 

ƽ amend the last fe[ [ords to read Ƹ
… effecWV RQ Whe iQWegUiW\ Rf Whe HabiWaWV (EXURSeaQ) ViWeV.³, 
the polic] [ording is acceptable. 

 

MinimYm of a 10% gain added to Polic]
SN10.

SYffolk
Wildlife

 
 
 

Babergh
DC

 

We are pleased to see that the StYtton NeighboYrhood Plan recognises the
importance of biodiZersit] and proposes measYres to protect and enhance it
[ithin its policies. As stated [ithin the National Planning Polic] Frame[ork
(NPPF) (2021), deZelopment shoYld seek to proZide biodiZersit] net gain, so it
is encoYraging that this is recognised [ithin the Parish. The ne[ EnZironment
Act 2021 reqYires deZelopment proposals to achieZe a 10% net gain in
biodiZersit]; [hilst not ]et reqYired in la[, this leZel is alread] being
implemented as good practice across the coYntr]. Therefore, [e
recommend that the StYtton NeighboYrhood Plan shoYld reqYire a minimYm
of 10% biodiZersit] net gain.

Proposed changes haZe been inclYded in
the polic].

Our responsesPolicy SN11

HRA 
Screening

report 
 
 

GSN11: Amend the Polic] Heading to read 
"MiWigaWiQg Whe iPSacW Rf deYelRSPeQW RQ Whe SWRXU & OUZell EVWXaUieV SSecial
PURWecWiRQ AUea (SPA) aQd RaPVaU ViWe". 

 

SYggested [ording accepted and te\t
amended accordingl]. 
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MinimYm of a 10% gain added to Polic]
SN10.

It is not considered sYfficient to rel] on a general polic] aimed at protecting
Habitats sites e.g. Polic] SN11. E\plicit caZeats need to be inclYded [here
there ma] be conflicts bet[een a general polic] to protect Habitats sites
from deZelopment and another polic]. Ho[eZer, this is embedded mitigation
[hich cannot be considered at HRA screening stage; the CJEU People OZer
Wind Z Coillte Teoranta C-323/17 rYling indicates that measYres that haZe
been added primaril] to mitigate the effects on a Habitats site cannot be
considered at the screening stage.

HRA 
Screening

report 
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Our responsesPolicy SN12

Babergh
DC

 

The closing sentence refers to Ƶe\ceptional circYmstances,ƶ bYt these are not
defined. The preferred [ording is no[: 
“DeYelRSPeQW iQ Whe lRcal gUeeQ VSaceV Zill be cRQViVWeQW ZiWh QaWiRQal SRlic\ fRU
GUeeQ BelWV.³ 
To be consistent, ]oY shoYld amend the last sentence to read the same. 

 

Polic] has been redrafted to inclYde
reference to national polic] on Green
Belts:

It no[ reads:
DeYelRSPeQW RQ WheVe ViWeV Zill QRW be
acceSWable RWheU WhaQ iQ YeU\ VSecial
ciUcXPVWaQceV iQ liQe ZiWh QaWiRQal SRlic\
RQ GUeeQ BelWV.

Sentence added: 
It is of note that the Allotments (Site 1),
the Village Pla]ing Field (Site 2) and
Canham's Wood (Site 5) [hilst sYbject to
a fYrther reZie[ haZe been identified as
ƵDesignated Open Spacesƶ in the
emerging JLP.

We see also, bYt make no fYrther comment at this stage, that the allotments
and the Zillage pla]ing field and adjoining [oodland are also identified in
polic] SN20 as commYnit] facilities [orth] of protection.

Babergh
DC
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Map SN12 To aid recognition, change the bYlleted list to a nYmbered list so
this and Map SN12 can be cross-referenced. 

 

Amendment made as sYggested.

Appendi\ 5
In Appendi\ 5, for the Allotments (Site 1), the Village Pla]ing Field (Site 2) and
Canham's Wood (Site 5) it states that these are not designated for an]
pYrpose in the Local Plan. That is trYe in so far adopted Local Plan polic] is
concerned bYt [e remind ]oY that these sites are - sYbject to a fYrther
reZie[ - identified as ƵDesignated Open Spacesƶ in the emerging JLP.

List of green spaces no[ nYmbered.

Babergh
DC

 

Whilst not an essential issYe to the plan, SCC does qYer] as to [h] the parish
decided that an] site larger than 2.5 hectares [oYld be considered as an
Ƹe\tensiZe tract of landƹ, and YnsYitable for designation as a Local Green
Space. As sYch, the parish ma] haZe missed oYt on designating other
potential sites as Local Green Spaces.

 

SCC
 

No site larger than 2.5 hectares [as
identified for inclYsion bYt [e haZe, as
sYggested, remoZed this definition of
Ƹe\tensiZe tract of landƹ. (ContinYed).

Sentence added in Conte\t and eZidence
after Polic] SN12 referring to SYffolkƶs
ambition to be the Ƶgreenest coYnt]ƶ.

Babergh
DC

 

7.69 Apart from change of Yse applications, Zer] minor deZelopment and
hoYseholder proposals, proposals [ill be e\pected to be accompanied b] a
proportionate landscape assessment that proZides fYll jYstification for the
proposal in landscape and ZisYal sensitiZit] terms. Proposals shoYld be of a
scale and design that do not significantl] and adZersel] impact on the
primar] pYrpose of AONB designation and sho[s ho[ the areaƶs special
landscape and scenic qYalities of the AONB and its setting [ill be conserZed
and [here possible enhanced.

Accepted
Polic] SN13 amended.

Our responsesPolicy SN13
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SN14 
SYggest re[ording the first sentence so that it reads: 
“DeYelRSPeQWV WhaW SURYide faciliWieV RU VeUYiceV fRU YiViWRUV aQd WRXUiVWV Zill be
VXSSRUWed SURYided WhaW Whe\ ..."

 

Amendment accepted and changes to
the te\t haZe been made.

Babergh
DC

 

Chapter 8 Leisure and Tourism Our responses
Policy SN14

SN14: Visitor and toYrist deZelopment
amend to inclYde a ne[ bYllet point: 
• ZRXld QRW haYe aQ adYeUVe iPSacW RQ Whe iQWegUiW\ Rf Whe SWRXU & OUZell
EVWXaUieV SPA aQd RaPVaU ViWe;

HRA 
Screening

Report 
 
 

Amendment accepted and changes to
the te\t haZe been made..

SCC
 

Paragraph 9.4 needs to be Ypdated [ith the correct map, as it cYrrentl] reads
Ƹ(Map X)ƹ.

Correction made.

Babergh
DC

 

Our responsesChapter 9 Heritage and Leisure 
 

Map SN15 lacks a ke] to e\plain the green and ]ello[ makers. (Based on
Appendi\ 6, the former are Grade II and later Grade II. 

Recommended changes to the ke] haZe
been made. 

Babergh
DC

 

Appendi\ 7, the proposed Non-designated Heritage Assets (NdHAs) are not
mapped so this needs correcting. On a minor note, did the groYp consider
inclYding photographs of these NdHAs and/or do the] haZe an] additional
eZidence that coYld also fYlfil the role of a sYpporting docYment come
sYbmission time? 

Non designated heritage assets haZe
no[ been inclYded in Map SN15. 
The inclYsion of photographs [ere
considered bYt [as rejected on priZac]
groYnds.
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The suggested amendment to Polic]
SN15 is accepted and has been included
in full.
 

Polic] SN15 OYr responses

Babergh
DC

 

SN15, it would seem sensible to re-emphasise the need for justification. We
suggest the second sentence could read: 
“AQ\ SURSRVaO ZKLcK LPSacWV RQ a deVLgQaWed KeULWage aVVeW PXVW be
accRPSaQLed b\ a HeULWage SWaWePeQW ZKLcK VKRXOd be SURSRUWLRQaWe WR WKe
LPSRUWaQce Rf WKe aVVeW aQd WaNe LQWR accRXQW WKe VLgQLfLcaQce aQd WKe VeWWLQg Rf
WKe aVVeW LQcOXdLQg, aV aSSOLcabOe, WKe OaQdVcaSe aQd LdeQWLfLed YLeZV VeW RXW LQ
PROLc\ MaS SN9A.³ 

 
Polic] SN16 OYr responses

Babergh
DC

 

SN16, include a reference to the relevant map(s) and, as above, consider: 
“DeYeORSPeQW SURSRVaOV affecWLQg WKe QRQ-deVLgQaWed KeULWage aVVeWV LQ WKe
aUea, OLVWed LQ ASSeQdL[ 7 aQd VKRZQ RQ MaS [XX], VKRXOd be VXSSRUWed b\ aQ
aSSURSULaWe aQaO\VLV WR eQabOe a baOaQced MXdgePeQW WR be Pade RQ KRZ WKe
SURSRVaO VeeNV WR cRQVeUYe WKRVe aVVeWV LQ a PaQQeU aSSURSULaWe WR WKeLU
VLgQLfLcaQce."

The suggested amendment to Polic]
SN16 is accepted and has been included
in full.

SCC
 

Paragraph 9.4 needs to be updated with the correct map, as it currentl] reads
Ƹ(Map X)ƹ.

Correction made.

Chapter 10 Getting AroYnd OYr responses

SCC Section 10 should also recognise that some rights of wa] provide routes for
commuting, provide access to services and facilities, provide leisure routes,
and also improve access for people with mobilit] issues. The] also
encourage people to be fit and health] b] providing convenient, free and
low-cost, and attractive opportunities for being active.

Section 10 has been amended. It is our
experience that the PROW network is not
widel] used for commuting 
Elsewhere the point is made than man]
paths are unsuitable for people with
limited mobilit]. 
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SCC
 

We would like to see greater emphasis on c]cling as well as walking. 
This point is accepted and a Communit]
Action to devise a c]cling strateg] has
been included.

SCC
 

SCC would recommend additional support for more sustainable modes of
travel. This could include secure c]cle storage spaces to be required as part
of new housing development, and/or provisions for safer walking and
c]cling routes. Safe routes for walking and c]cling are important to ensure
the safet] of residents of all ages, especiall] those that are ver] ]oung or
ver] old, and have mobilit] issues or are frail.

New paragraph has been added
specif]ing a Communit] Action to devise
a c]cling strateg]. The Design Guide
makes specific reference to including
c]cle store.

The Communit] Actions to assess
pavements and roadwa]s and to create a
greenwa] bear testimon] to this
objective to enable people to get around
in safet].

Contd.
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Detail has been added to the plan in the
Background part of Section 10. 

SCC
 

There is also currentl] no specific mention that the Plan Area includes a
significant public rights of wa] (PROW) network. The NPPF states at
paragraph 100 that planning policies and decisions should protect and
enhance PROW and access, including taking opportunities to provide better
facilities for users, for example b] adding links to existing PROW networks
(which in this case could notabl] include the Stour and Orwell Walk Ƴ a long
distance route developed b] the AONB between Manningtree and
Felixstowe; and the forthcoming National Trail England Coast Path which will
follow the shoreline of the River Stour). We would like to see specific mention
of the local PROW network, its importance, and how it enables effective links
with neighbouring parishes and be]ond. It is suggested this could be set out
in the Background part of Section 10.

 
SCC

 

SN19 
“AQ\ fXWXUe deYeORSPeQW ZKLcK ZRXOd adYeUVeO\ affecW WKe cKaUacWeU RU UeVXOW LQ
WKe ORVV Rf e[LVWLQg RU SURSRVed PROW ZLOO QRW be SeUPLWWed XQOeVV aOWeUQaWLYe
SURYLVLRQ RU dLYeUVLRQV caQ be aUUaQged ZKLcK aUe aW OeaVW aV aWWUacWLYe, Vafe aQd
cRQYeQLeQW fRU SXbOLc XVe. TKLV ZLOO aSSO\ WR PROW fRU SedeVWULaQ, c\cOLVW, RU
KRUVe ULdeU XVe. IPSURYePeQWV aQd addLWLRQV WR VXcK PROW WR be deOLYeUed aV
aQ LQWegUaO SaUW Rf QeZ deYeORSPeQW WR eQabOe QeZ RU LPSURYed OLQNV WR be
cUeaWed ZLWKLQ WKe VeWWOePeQW, beWZeeQ VeWWOePeQWV aQd/RU SURYLdLQg acceVV WR
WKe cRXQWU\VLde RU gUeeQ LQfUaVWUXcWXUe VLWeV aV aSSURSULaWe. IPSURYePeQWV
VKRXOd aOVR LPSURYe WKe PROW acceVVLbLOLW\ WR WKRVe ZLWK dLVabLOLWLeV RU PRbLOLW\
dLffLcXOWLeV."

 

Polic] SN19 amended to include the
suggested text. 

There could be reference to other strategies that support this
Neighbourhood Plan. This includes Suffolk Count] Councilƶs Green Access
Strateg] (2020-2030).

 

Specific mention of the strateg] has been
made in section 10.
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Thank ]ou for consulting Highwa]s England on the above Neighbourhood
Plan.
 
Highwa]s England is a strategic highwa] compan] under the provisions of
the Infrastructure Act 2015 and is the highwa] authorit], traffic authorit] and
street authorit] for the Strategic Road Network (SRN). In respect to this
Neighbourhood Plan, the nearest trunk road is A11 and A12.

We have reviewed the plan and note the area and location that is covered is
remote from the A11/A12. Consequentl] the draft policies set out are unlikel]
to have an impact on the operation of the trunk road and we offer No
Comment.

No action required.Highwa]s
England

 

Polic] SN17 OYr responses

The following amendment is proposed to Polic] SN17: 
“DeYeORSPeQW SURSRVaOV VKRXOd SULRULWLVe WKe VafeW\ aQd PRYePeQWV Rf
SedeVWULaQV aQd c\cOLVWV RYeU SULYaWe YeKLcOeV. DeYeORSPeQWV PXVW LdeQWLf\ WKe
UeaOLVWLc OeYeO Rf WUaffLc WKe\ aUe OLNeO\ WR geQeUaWe, LQcOXdLQg aVVeVVLQg WKe
SRWeQWLaO LPSacW RQ SedeVWULaQV, c\cOLVWV, URad VafeW\, SaUNLQg, aQd cRQgeVWLRQ
ZLWKLQ WKe SaULVK. TKe\ PXVW LQcOXde PeaVXUeV WR PLWLgaWe aQ\ VXcK LPSacW.
DeYeORSPeQW WKaW ZRXOd gLYe ULVe WR XQacceSWabOe KLgKZa\ daQgeUV ZLOO QRW be
SeUPLWWed. DeYeORSPeQW SURSRVaOV WKaW addUeVV WKe VafeW\ LVVXeV KLgKOLgKWed RQ
MaS 5 ZLOO be VXSSRUWed.³

SCC
 

Polic] amended accordingl]. 
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Parking 
It is recommended that all new development accords with Suffolk Guidance
for Parking 2019 to ensure that new development does not exacerbate the
issue of road and footwa] parking. SGP reference could be included in Polic]
SN17.

Addition made to SN17.

SCC
 

ISPA Transport Mitigation include in Section 
“PURSRVaOV PXVW dePRQVWUaWe cRQWULbXWLRQ WR WKe acKLeYePeQW Rf WUaQVSRUW PRde
VKLfW LQ WKe TUaQVSRUW MLWLgaWLRQ SWUaWeg\ fRU WKe ISVZLcK SWUaWegLc POaQQLQg AUea.
FLQaQcLaO cRQWULbXWLRQV RU ZRUNV LQ NLQd ZLOO be VRXgKW fURP deYeORSPeQW WR aVVLVW
ZLWK deOLYeU\ Rf WKe TUaQVSRUW MLWLgaWLRQ SWUaWeg\ fRU WKe ISVZLcK SWUaWegLc
POaQQLQg AUea, VXVWaLQabOe WUaQVSRUW PeaVXUeV LdeQWLfLed LQ WKe PRVW XS WR daWe
IQfUaVWUXcWXUe DeOLYeU\ POaQ aQd WKe PRVW XS WR daWe ZaONLQg aQd c\cOLQg
LQfUaVWUXcWXUe SOaQV.³

SCC
 

Polic] SN17 has been amended to
include these comments. 

Polic] SN18 OYr responses

Polic] SN18 should refer to Ƹc]cle route networksƹ rather than Ƹbridlewa]
networks.

SCC
 

Map SN19 has been relabelled as
required.

Polic] SN18 OYr action  / commentChapter 11 CommYnit] Facilities
Polic] SN20
 

Polic] SN 20 
JLP Polic] LP31 covers Communit] Facilities. Under ƵLoss of facilitiesƶ, at
criterion 3a, it refers to a sustained marketing period of 6 months. Amend the
second bullet point in SN20 to be consistent. 

Babergh
DC

 

The word Ƶsustainedƶ has been added. To
be consistent the polic] now reads 6
months rather than 12 months 
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The last entr] on pg.87 ends with Ƶadjoiningƶ. Should this read Ƶadjoining
Communit] Woodƶ, i.e., it and the first entr] on pg. 88 refer to one and the
same? 

ii.on pg. 88, the letter Ƶtƶ is missing from Ƶdefibrillator unitƶ.

Communit] Wood should not read as a
bullet point and a change in the la]out
has been made.

This error has been noted and changed
to read unit.
 

Babergh
DC

 

Amend polic] to include 
will not have an adverse impact on the integrit\ of the Stour & Orwell Estuaries
SPA and Ramsar site;

SCC
 

PSlic] SN21 OYV VeWTSRWeW

It is suggested that Polic] SN21 could also include a similar sentiment,
requiring new communit] facilities to be located in a wa] that it is accessible
b] sustainable and active travel.

HRA
Screening

Report 
 
 

Polic] SN21 text Ƹis accessible b]
sustainable and active travelƹ added.

OYV acXiSR  / cSQQeRX

The suggested additional bullet point has
been included.

PSlic] SN22 OYV VeWTSRWeW

PSlic] SN23 OYV VeWTSRWeW

Babergh
DC 

 
 

This is accepted and Polic] SN23 has
been changed to read 
the site has been marketed for the same
planning use for a period of at least six
months with no viable offers received.

SN 22 and SN23
We make no comment at this stage other than to remind ]ou that JLP Polic]
LP31 refers to a marketing period of 6 months. The first bullet point under
SN23 should be amended to be consistent. 
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Change Appendix A to read ƵAppendix 1 Objectives, Policies and Communit]
Actionsƶ.

Retain the general la]out but, instead of repeating polic] text in full, just list
the relevant polic] number(s). Retain the Communit] Actions text in full. From
Appendix 1, keep the text that explains how these actions will be carried
forwarded but delete the rest. 
 Other consequential amendments will be needed, e.g., Table of Contents and
para 3.6. 

We feel that Appendix A provides a
useful summar] of how Policies and
Communit] Actions and how the] relate
to overall objectives of the Plan. This has
been confirmed b] feedback from local
residents.  

We have, however, renamed Appendix A
as Appendix 1 and changed the
subsequent numbering of appendices
accordingl]. Change required at la]out
stage.

Babergh
DC

 

Appendix 2 This ma] benefit from inclusion of the planning permission
references numbers. The second column ƵPlanning approvals STUTTONƶ
could be updated to ƵProposal Descriptionƶ (or similar). Recommend adding
wording to the effect of Ƶcorrect as at [insert date]ƶ to reflect ever-changing
nature of permissions.
 

OYV acXiSR  / cSQQeRXBabergh
DC

 
 

The suggested text has been added.Appendix 6
The information in this appendix was correct at the time of publication. The
most up to date information should be sought from either the Local Planning
Authorit] or appropriate statutor] bod].ƹ 

Babergh
DC

 

Changes made to Appendix 2.
Now reads Proposed development 
Planning Permission reference number
included.
Date added.

ATTeRdiceW OYV VeWTSRWeW

Babergh
DC

 
 

This will be done at final la]out stage.Appendix 7
Suggest moving the text on pg. 3 of Appendix 7 [ƸClassification based on ƾ Ƹ]
to before the first NdHA table, if the formatting permits. 



Babergh
DC

 
 

Consider including a short glossar] of terms used throughout the Plan e.g.,
heritage assets, affordable housing etc. 

Glossar] included. 

Natural
England

 
 

No specific comments on this draft Neighbourhood Plan. No action required.
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IP9 1SR
Resident

 
 
 

Definitel] support at Referendum.

Communit] Action 12: Love the idea of the Greenwa] and think it would be reall] beneficial
to both ]oung and old who struggle with the uneven path on the main road. Will also help
join both halves of the village together.

Communit] Action 2: Polic] SN2 Housing Mix: I think the village has a high proportion of
single store] dwellings (suitable for older couples) so new housing should prioritise homes
suitable for ]oung families to support the local school. In the short-term I think village
activities should support the current mix of ages - ie support the high older population that
lives here.

Noted.1
 
 
 

 Resident
 
 
 

Ver] likel] to support at Referendum.

I especiall] like the Plans regarding future development in the village with clear guidance
about protecting the outskirts of the village so that Stutton remains a separate village.  

The note about protecting important trees and buildings I feel is also an important part of
the Plan. It is a detailed Plan, well set out, eas] to read and with plent] of information.

2
 
 
 

Noted.
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IP9 2TB
 
 
 
 
 

This is not an Ƶinfillƶ like the other two developments but a spur.
It cuts the pla]ing field in half at a time when the village population is expanding.
The pla]ing field is used b] all age groups - it is an important village facilit].
The view from the pla]ing field looking east towards the ancient oaks in the background
is one of the best in Stutton. This is now gone forever.
How long before the new residents in Alton Reach start complaining about balls landing
in their garden etc?
As another thought itƶs a pit] that nobod] runs a childrenƶs football team (under 10ƶs
perhaps) in Stutton using the top field.

Ver] likel] support at Referendum 

Alton Reach is a real disappointment.

Section 10: The main road and footpaths. Obviousl] an extremel] difficult problem to solve.
The traffic gets ever heavier. I saw nothing in the plan that in realit] offers a solution. In
particular, the footpath at the west end of the village is often woefull] inadequate and
sometimes non-existent. This is dangerous for walkers.

Overall, the Committee deserve much thanks for all the effort the] have put into the Plan.

Noted.3
 
 
 

 Resident
 
 
 

Noted.4
 
 
 

Definitel] likel] to support at Referendum

There needs to be some form of pla] apparatus for children of primar] school age and over.
The ones at the school are not adequate.  
Church Road needs some form of traffic calming, since the new houses have been built
there is an increase in traffic and some residents in the surrounding area seem to have little
regard for pedestrians.
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IP9 2RY
ReWidenX

 
 
 
 
 
 

VeV] pVofeWWional and cleaV
ConclYWionW coVVecX: 65 hoYWeW iW enoYgh foV no[; 2 poXenXial fYXYVe WiXeW aVe Xhe VighX
oneW, eWpeciall] Xhe field behind Xhe WaV MemoVial
TVaffic calming iW coVVecXl] idenXified aW a ke] commYniX] acXion Xo follo[ - RHS and AlXon
WaXeV maWWiZel] incVeaWe XVaffic flo[ [hich needW managing
E\cellenX piece of [oVk!

DefiniXel] likel] Xo WYppoVX aX RefeVendYm
1.
2.

3.

4.

NoXed.5
 
 
 

 Land
o[neV

 
 
 

NoXed.6
 
 
 

ThiW iW Xhe onl] diVecX acceWW (Zia fooXpaXh) Xo AONB land fVom Xhe cenXVe of Xhe Zillage
and XheVefoVe iXW deZelopmenX [oYld VedYce Xhe XVanUYiliX] offeVed aX Xhe heaVX of
SXYXXon.
Being land deWignaXed AONB iX offeVW a ZiWYal ameniX] a fe[ WXepW fVom Xhe heaVX of Xhe
Zillage. IX haW appVo\imaXel] 35/40 maXYVe XVeeW and complimenXW Xhe [ideV open
WpaceW iX neighboYVW.
DeZelopmenX [oYld VeWYlX in [ildlife and enZiVonmenXal implicaXionW [iXh Xhe need Xo
VemoZe man] of Xhe maXYVe XVeeW [hich enhance Xhe AONB of XhiW aVea aW
demonWXVaXed fVom Xhe aXXached phoXoW.

Likel] Xo WYppoVX aX RefeVendYm.

SiXe OpXionW and AWWeWWmenX: Like Xhe [oVk YndeVXaken [iXh independenX anal]WiW b]
AECOM of poXenXial locaXionW foV fYXYVe VeWidenXial deZelopmenX. SYppoVX Xhe indiZidYal WiXe
findingW and VecommendaXionW b] AECOM. WoYld be WYppoVXiZe of appVopViaXe and
W]mpaXheXic deZelopmenX of WiXeW SNP1 & 4. ConWideV XheWe [oYld haZe modeWX impacX on
Xhe Zillage [iXh appVopViaXe acceWW diVecXl] Xo B1080.

SYppoVXiZe of AECOMƶW VecommendaXion and conclYWion foV WiXe SNP2 (land Xo Xhe VeaV of
GVange HoYWe) WYggeWXing iX iW noX appVopViaXe foV allocaXion in Xhe NeighboYVhood Plan. In
addiXion Xo Xhe acceWW challengeW and oXheV objecXionW oYXlined b] AECOM m] VeaWonW foV
objecXing Xo an] deZelopmenX of XhiW land aVe:
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 conXd.
 
 
 

NoXed.6
 
 
 

PVopoWed acceWW fVom Xhe B1080 iW aX a bYW] poinX of Xhe Zillage and [oYld cVeaXe
fYVXheV XVaffic challengeW noXing iW iW diVecXl] oppoWiXe Xhe KingW Head, diagonall]
oppoWiXe Xhe enXVance Xo CaXWfield and neighboYVing Xhe ZeXW and haiVdVeWWeVW. Along XhiW
paVX of Xhe Voad caVW ofXen paVk (VeWidenXial and cYWXomeVW of Xhe KingW Head) caYWing
XVaffic congeWXion leading Xo Xhe ChYVch Land/AlXon Hall Lane jYncXion.
TheVe iW no aYXomaXic conXainmenX Xo XhiW land [hich ma] VeWYlX in acceWW and fYVXheV
deZelopmenX of adjacenX AONB land Xo Xhe WoYXh in ]eaVW Xo come.

IP9 2SS
 
 
 
 

NoXed.7
 
 
 

VeV] likel] Xo WYppoVX aX RefeVendYm.

CongVaXYlaXionW on a ZeV] [ell pVodYced book of Xhe Plan.
ChapXeV 10: PaVamoYnX impoVXance SAFETY. IX iW noX poWWible foV people in [heelchaiVW oV
mobiliX] WcooXeVW Xo geX Xo Xhe CommYniX] Hall oV Whop fVom Xhe HolbVook diVecXion in WafeX].
I Xhink Xhe pVopoWed GREENWAY fVom AlXon Hall Lane Xo BenXle] Lane, conXinYing along
Woodfield Lane Xo Xhe Whop aVea, [oYld pVoZide a laVge paVX of Xhe WolYXion. SafeX]
meaWYVeW [heVe iX [oYld cVoWW BenXle] Lane [oYld be impoVXanX. MYch mYch WafeV foV Oak
HoYWe VeWidenXW. LaXeV coYld conXinYe Xo Le[iW Lane poWWibl]. ChildVen and pVamW WafeV Xoo.

IncVeaWing amoYnX and Wpeed of XVaffic enXeVing Xhe Zillage do[n BenXle] Lane makeW life
dangeVoYW - calming feaXYVe poWWible??

AfXeV Wo man] ]eaVW VefYWing pVopoWalW Xo bYild on Xhe WiXe oppoWiXe Xhe Wchool becaYWe iX
UYiXe cleaVl] addW Xo Xhe dangeV Xo childVen, and paVenXW, on an alVead] XVick] coVneV, ho[
haW iX WYddenl] become WafeV?
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IP9 2TF
ReWidenX

 
 
 
 
 

NoXed.8
 
 
 

DefiniXel] likel] Xo WYppoVX aX RefeVendYm

ThiW iW an e\cellenX plan [hich addVeWWeW ke] iWWYeW foV Xhe ne\X fe[ decadeW: moVe
affoVdable hoYWing Xo be bYilX; encoYVage a moVe diZeVWe popYlaXion; moVe encoYVagemenX
of [alking and c]cling and leWW XVaffic paWWing XhVoYgh.

DVainage do[n Wome of Xhe WmalleV laneW - Le[iW Lane needW adding Xo Xhe liWX.

We need Xo encoYVage Xhe pViZaXe WchoolW Xo VaXionaliWe XheiV bYWeW - a laVge bYW [iXh 3 oV 4
childVen iW noX enZiVonmenXall] WoYnd.

IP9 2SJ
ReWidenX

 
 
 
 
 
 

9
 
 
 

DefiniXel] likel] Xo WYppoVX aX RefeVendYm.

We haZe jYWX moZed Xo XhiW loZel] Zillage, SepXembeV 2021, m]Welf and m] [ife do
YndeVWXand ]oYV conceVn aboYX ne[ hoYWing planW. We moZed fVom FVinXon on Sea.
FaVmland oppoWiXe YW had jYWX goX planning peVmiWWion foV 250 ne[ homeW. A lYck] eWcape.
ThiW HopkinW and MooVe eWXaXe haW onl] 34 ne[ homeW. I Xhink XhiW iW UYiXe enoYgh. Picking
Yp on PoinX 6 [ie in Xhe WYmmaV] of plan on Xhe leafleX], I Xhink ]oYV Whop, Wchool and
CommYniX] Hall [ill benefiX moVe people YWing XheWe faciliXieW.

ReWidenXW
 
 
 
 
 
 

ThiW objecXion VefeVW Xo a
CommYniX] AcXion VaXheV
Xhan a planning polic]
alXhoYgh iX doeW VeflecX
goZeVnmenX policieW aboYX
encoYVaging eneVg]
efficienc] and Vene[al
WoYVceW of eneVg]. (ConXd.)

10
 
 
 

DonƶX kno[ ]eX [heXheV [oYld WYppoVX aX RefeVendYm.

We WYppoVX Xhe Plan e\cepX Xhe paVX XhaX XVieW Xo change ho[ people chooWe Xo heaX,
inWYlaXe, eXc XheiV o[n homeW - CommYniX] AcXionW page 3. 

NoXed.
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We feel XhaX [e all haZe a
VeWponWibiliX] Xo combaX
climaXe change. 

IP9 2TF
ReWidenX

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

11
 
 
 

DefiniXel] likel] Xo WYppoVX aX RefeVendYm.

IXƶW a ZeV] [ell XhoYghX oYX, compVehenWiZe plan foV Xhe Zillage. IX dealW [iXh Xhe main iWWYeW
[hich affecX Xhe UYaliX] of life no[ and in Xhe fYXYVe. We feel pVoYd of liZing in a Zillage
[heVe people haZe come Yp [iXh WYch a gVeaX plan, [hich celebVaXeW [haX iW good and aX
Xhe Wome Xime embVaceW change Xo WecYVe Xhe fYXYVe of Xhe Zillage in line [iXh pVeWeVZing
naXYVe and encoYVageW acXiZe XVanWpoVX - leWW caVW. WhaX a beaYXifYl docYmenX!!! In [oVdW aW
[ell aW imageW. Thank ]oY!

Ho[aVd
EllioX

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

We WenX XhiW feedback Xo
Xhe conWYlXanXW [ho dVe[
Yp Xhe SiXe OpXionW VepoVX
on oYV behalf. The] haZe
amended XheiV VepoVX and
haZe Ve-aWWeWWed SN3 aW
ƸpoXenXiall] WYiXable foV
allocaXion WYbjecX Xo Wpecific
local need foV hoYWing being
demonWXVaXed, Xhe WiXeW
being idenXified aW aZailable,
Xhe WeXXlemenX boYndaV]
being VedVa[n, and
landWcape iWWYeW being
addVeWWed in line [iXh Local
Plan polic]ƹ.

12
 
 
 

HeViXage conWYlXaXion noXeW Xhe WiXe iW oppoWiXe Xhe GVade II liWXed KingW Head pYblic
hoYWe [hich iW WiXYaXed on Xhe oppoWiXe Wide of Xhe Voad Xo Xhe WiXe Ƴ [hich in XYVn iW Xo
Xhe VeaV of a pVopeVX] fVonXing Xhe high[a] Ƴ and aW WYch, Xhe HeViXage Team offeVW Ƹno
commenXƹ in VegaVdW Xo Xhe applicaXion. ThiW iW Xhe Wame foV Xhe GVange HoYWe WiXe.

Unlikel] Xo WYppoVX aX RefeVendYm [iXhoYX coVVecXionW.

We [iWh Xo Xake Xhe oppoVXYniX] Xo coVVecX eVVoVW and paWW commenX on Xhe SiXe OpXionW and
AWWeWWmenX VepoVX compiled b] AECOM on behalf of SXYXXon PaViWh CoYncil. IX [oYld be
[holl] inappVopViaXe Xo adopX Xhe oZeVall planW conclYWionW YnXil Xhe facXYal eVVoVW in Xhe
VepoVX aVe coVVecXed and Xhe GVange HoYWe WiXe Ve-aWWeWWed accoVdingl].

CommenXW VaiWed on Xhe VepoVX aVe pVedicaXed b] Xhe belo[ WYmmaV] dVa[n fVom Xhe
gVanXing of planning applicaXion VefeVence DC/19/02220 [hich iW [holl] [iXhin Xhe Ved
oYXline foV GVange HoYWe in Xhe SiXe OpXionW and AWWeWWmenX in figYVe 6 and 7. In Xhe officeVW
VepoVX iX noXeW:
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Ho[aVd
EllioX

conXd.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

We haZe noX, ho[eZeV,
allocaXed Xhe WiXe foV
deZelopmenX. OYV deciWion
noX Xo allocaXe an] WiXe foV
deZelopmenX [aW baWed on
Xhe facX XhaX Xhe 65 hoYWeW
VecenXl] oV cYVVenXl] being
bYilX meeX Xhe indicaXiZe
hoYWing allocaXion foV
SXYXXon aW WeX oYX in Xhe
dVafX JoinX Local Plan. 

TheWe ne[ deZelopmenXW
alWo meeX Xhe need foV
affoVdable hoYWing
idenXified in Xhe HoYWing
NeedW SYVZe].

12
 
 
 

The applicaXion WiXe compViWeW e\iWXing gaVden cYVXilage aWWociaXed [iXh Xhe hoWX
d[elling kno[W aW The HillaV]W. ThiW WiXe iW boYnded b] e\iWXing maXYVe hedgeW Xo Xhe
WoYXh, eaWX and [eWX boYndaVieW and fVonXW Xhe e\iWXing hoWXpVopeVX]. ThiW iW Xhe Wame
foV Xhe GVange HoYWe WiXe.
The pVopoWed meanW of acceWW [oYld be Zia Xhe eWXabliWhed acceWW Xo Xhe noVXh, WeVZing
e\iWXing bYWineWWeW and VeWidenXial pVopeVXieW. ThiW iW Xhe Wame foV Xhe GVange HoYWe
WiXe.
The pVopoWal iW conWideVed Xo VepVeWenX WYWXainable deZelopmenX [iXh VegaVdW Xo
acceWW Xo WeVZiceW. ThiW iW Xhe Wame foV Xhe GVange HoYWe WiXe.

UndeV Ph]Wical ConWXVainXW page 49 poinX 1 iX can onl] be claWWed aW flaX oV VelaXiZel] flaX.
The phVaWe ƸplaXeaYƹ iW YWe fYVXheV on in Xhe VepoVX Xo WYppoVX XhiW. The WiXe WhoYld be
conWideVed ƸflaX oV VelaXiZel] flaXƹ.UndeV Ph]Wical ConWXVainXW page 49 poinX 2 XheVe iW
ample Wpace foV a X[o lane Voad Xo Xhe [eWX Wide of Xhe pVopeVX]. The cleaV dimenWion
beX[een Xhe hoYWe and boYndaV] iW aX leaWX 14m, Wo a VobYWX high[a] of 7.3m can be
achieZed. The WiXe WhoYld be noXed aW ƸYeWƹ foV e\iWXing acceWW and poXenXial Xo cVeaXe
WYiXable acceWW.

UndeV LandWcape and ViWYal ConWXVainXW page 51 poinX 1 [e WYggeWX lo[ WenWiXiZiX]. All
Xhe planXing iW immaXYVe VaXheV Xhan Wemi/maXYVe and haW all been planXed [hilWX YndeV
cYVVenX o[neVWhip. PVioV Xo o[neVWhip Xhe land [aW YWed aW a maXeVialW WXoVe and
poXenXial deZelopmenX land foV Xhe pVeZioYW o[neVW bYilding fiVm. TheVefoVe Xhe WiXe haW
fe[ oV no ZalYed 

AX no poinX in Xhe officeV'W VepoVX iW inXeVZiWibiliX] [iXhin Xhe AONB noXed oV a caYWe foV
conceVnW aW [e aWWYme iX iW [ell WhVoYded b] Xhe e\iWXing boYndaV] XVeaXmenXW pVoZided b]
Xhe GVange HoYWe WiXe.

We highlighX Xhe follo[ing facXYal eVVoVW conXained [iXh Xhe SiXe OpXionW and AWWeWWmenX
VepoVX and oXheV geneVal commenXW:
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conXd.
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Under LandWcape and ViWYal ConWXrainXW page 51 poinX 2 [e WYggeWX lo[ WenWiXiZiX] aW
Xhe land iW hiWXoricall] fYll] encloWed on Xhe [eWX Wide Xo Xhe Wame e\XenX aW Xhe eaWX
Wide. AW WYch iX iW conWidered arbiXrar] Xo noXe Xhe WeXXlemenX edge aW Xhe eaWX Wide of Xhe
WiXe raXher Xhan Xhe [eWX/WoYXh Wide. AW Xhe hiWXoric boYndar] XreaXmenX Xo Xhe WeWX iW
Xhe Wame aW Xhe EaWX Xhe WiXe WhoYld be recorded aW Ƹlo[ WenWiXiZiX]ƹ and [oYld noX
ƸincreaWe Xhe impacX of an] idenXified Zie[Wƹ.

Under HeriXage conWXrainXW page 51 poinX 1 and deZelopmenX WhoYld be conWidered
limiXed or no impacX. ThiW iW demonWXraXed [iXh Xhe recenX planning approZal noXed
aboZe. The WiXe WhoYld be claWWed aW ƸlimiXed or no impacX or no reqYiremenXW for
miXigaXionƹ.

Under planning polic] conWXrainXW page 52 poinX 4 [e belieZe iX WhoYld be caXegoriWed aW
a mi\ of greenfield and preZioYWl] deZeloped land. All of Xhe bYilderW planX, oil drYmW,
gaW caniWXerW and Xemporar] WXorage bYildingW haZe been remoZed from Xhe WiXe b] Xhe
cYrrenX [hen Xhe] pYrchaWed Xhe hoYWe and reXYrned iX Xo mo[n graWW. AW WYch iX iW
conWidered Ƹa mi\ of greenfield and preZioYWl] deZeloped landƹ.

Under planning polic] conWXrainXW page 53 poinX 6 Xhe WeXXlemenX boYndar] iW
conWidered Xo be Xhe hiWXoric edge of Xhe [hole garden on [eWX and WoYXh WideW. In Map
2 of Xhe NeighboYrhood Plan an arbiXrar] WeXXlemenX line haW been dra[n along Xhe line
of a modern ornamenXal hedge rYnning WeWX Xo EaWX parX [a] Yp Xhe garden. AW noXed
aboZe Xhe hiWXoric garden boYndar] hedge iW Xhe Wame XreaXmenX on all Xhree WideW of
Xhe WiXe and Xherefore Xhe [hole garden iW conWidered Xo be Ƹ[iXhin Xhe e\iWXing
WeXXlemenX boYndar]ƹ, noX Xhe arbiXrar] line aW dra[n parX [a] do[n Xhe garden.

feaXYreW and WhoYld be conWidered Ƹlo[ WenWiXiZiX]ƹ.

39



conXd.
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ViabiliX] page 53. NaXYrall] AECOM are noX a[are, ho[eZer Xhe indicaXor iW ƸNoƹ Xhe WiXe iW noX
WYbjecX Xo abnormal coWXW XhaX coYld affecX ZiabiliX]. The iW baWed on all main WerZiceW are
connecXed Xo Xhe e\iWXing hoYWe, Xhe land iW onl] WYrface conXaminaXed from preZioYW bYilding
maXerialW, acceWW iW e\cellenX and foYndaXionW [oYld be normal. 

The oZerall raXing page 54 conWidering Xhe aboZe WhoYld be noXed aW ƸWYiXable and aZailableƹ.

Taking each poinX in Xhe conclYWion on page 54 in XYrn:

Planning reference DC/19/02220 predicaXeW bYilding inXo Xhe AONB aW accepXable and
WYpporXed in XhiW locaXion.

The WiXe offerW e\cellenX acceWW for a X[o lane road adjacenX Xo Xhe e\iWXing hoYWe.

Planning reference DC/19/02220 heriXage anal]WiW WYpporXW no impacX Xo local liWXed bYildingW
in XhiW locaXion.

The WiXe YWed Xo be YWed aW a bYilding WXore in areaW prior Xo reXYrning iX Xo a domeWXic garden.

Planning reference DC/19/02220 WYpporXW iXW locaXion in reWpecX of WerZiceW and faciliXieW.

The garden in fYll] encloWed and iXW hiWXoric boYndar] XreaXmenX iW large Xo negaXe an] inXer-
ZiWibiliX] concernW. 

ƽ AW aboZe acceWW iW aZailable and bYilding on Xhe WiXe iW predicaXed aW lo[ impacX Xo Xhe AONB
XhroYgh planning reference DC/19/02220.

40

We [oYld be pleaWed if ]oY coYld reqYeWX AECOM YpdaXe Xheir reporX aW oXher[iWe Xhe
NeighboYrhood Plan iW facXYall] incorrecX . A WiXe meeXing [oYld be appreciaXed [iXh Xhem
prior Xo XhaX YpdaXe. If ]oY are noX fYnded for Xhem Xo aX leaWX make Xhe noXed correcXionW [e
[oYld be more Xhan happ] Xo coZer an] reaWonable e\penWeW.



IP9 2RZ
ReWidenX
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DefiniXel] likel] Xo WYpporX aX ReferendYm

We [oYld like Xo Xhank and congraXYlaXe Xhe NeighboYrhood Planning CommiXXee for all
Xheir hard [ork in prodYcing a XhoroYghl] comprehenWiZe Plan. We haZe onl] liZed here for
a ]ear bYX iX occYrW Xo YW XhaX Xhe Plan fYll] reflecXW Xhe commYniX] XhaX iW SXYXXon.
FYrXher, iX lookW for[ard poWiXiZel] Xo endorWe and enhance all XhaX iW good aboYX liZing here.
ThaX iW good planning.

NoXed.

IP9 2SW
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Ver] likel] Xo WYpporX aX RerendYm (XhoYgh I don'X like referenda!) 

CongraXYlaXionW on prodYcing an e\cellenX plan, XhaX reflecXW all Xhe parXW of Xhe Big
ConZerWaXion XhaX I [aW inZolZed in. I haZe WpoXXed a coYple of X]poW (p. 46 WhoYld Vie[ 6 be
Xo[ardW Holbrook Ba], raXher Xhan jYWX Xo[ardW Ba]; p. 88 Yni WhoYld be YniX). I alWo
[ondered [here Xhe ZiWiXor inXerpreXaXion boardW XhaX are menXioned a coYple of XimeW
mighX be WiXed? I Xhink Xhe] [oYld need Xo be deWigned/WiXed [iXh care. I alWo feel ]oY mighX
menXion Xhe maWWiZe increaWe (and Xhe negaXiZe impacX) in on-WXreeX parking( eWpeciall]
along Holbrook Rd.) XhaX haW reWYlXed from Anglian WaXer inXrodYcing car parking chargeW.
Finall] I foYnd iX confYWing XhaX Xhe Xerm "SXYXXon Green" iW YWed Xo refer boXh Xo Xhe area
aroYnd Xhe chYrch and Xo Xhe Wmall paXch of graWW oppoWiXe Xhe King'W Head. TheWe are Zer]
minor niggleW XhaX in no [a] deXracX from Xhe comprehenWiZe, XhoYghXfYl and appropriaXe
plan ]oY haZe pYX XogeXher. IX iW illYWXraXed beaYXifYll] and [ill be a faWcinaXing docYmenX for
fYXYre generaXionW. I haZe liZed here all m] life and neZer kne[ XhaX Xhe oak aX Xhe end of
AlXon Hall Lane [aW planXed for King George'W jYbilee! 

NoXed.

41

IP9 2SW
ReWidenX
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Ver] likel] Xo WYpporX aX ReferendYm
I Xhink SXYXXon PreWenXW WhoYld be inclYded in Xhe liWX of organiWaXionW on p. 96 I Xhink SYD
WhoYld be e\plained p. 36 & a gloWWar] of all Xhe acron]mW WhoYld be inclYded. IX [oYld be
helpfYl Xo e\plain Xhe Wignificance of being a "hinXerland Zillageƹ.

We haZe added a
GloWWar] of XermW YWed
in Xhe Plan.



ReWidenX
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IX [oYld be immediaXel] adjacenX Xo and conjoin [iXh Xhe cYrrenX HopkinW Home WiXe for
14 d[ellingW
The Zillage [oYld Xherefore haZe in effecX a Wingle eWXaXe of Wome 50 hoYWeW in a Wingle
area
An] WYch deZelopmenX [oYld reWYlX in Xhe X[o Zillage WeXXlemenXW being joined againWX
all accepXed gYidelineW and principleW
The fooXpaXh cYrrenXl] rYnning norXh WoYXh from ManningXree Road Yp Xo Canham
WoodW [oYld loWe iXW cYrrenX characXer aW a rYral fooXpaXh Wimpl] becoming a Xarmac
paXh XhroYgh a hoYWing eWXaXe
SYch a deZelopmenX [oYld WeZerel] prejYdice Xhe ameniX] and characXer of Canham
[oodW eZen more Wo Xhan Xhe cYrrenX 14 d[elling deZelopmenX
Some 30 more hoYWe [oYld impoWe criXical addiXional bYrdenW on Xhe leZel of Xraffic
joining ManningXree Road (noX onl] from each hoYWehold [iXh 2 carW each moWX likel] bYX
[iXh Xhe addiXional aXXendanX deliZer] ZehicleW)
ManningXree Road floodW regYlarl] from e\ceWW WYrface [aXer follo[ing heaZ] rain. An]
WYch deZelopmenX [iXh Xhe Zer] WignificanX reWYlXing degree of hard WYrfaced areaW
[oYld onl] e\acerbaXe XhiW problem
The deZelopmenX [oYld endanger a nYmber of ZeXeran cheWXnYX and oak XreeW on Xhe
perimeXer of Xhe field
OZerall WYch a deZelopmenX [oYld prejYdice and WignificanXl] redYce Xhe rYral characXer
of Xhe Zillage rendering iX cloWer Xo Xhe Wemi-Yrban characXer of BranXham [here
YnconXrolled infilling haW been rife

I [oYld noX be able Xo WYpporX Xhe Plan in iXW cYrrenX form [iXh SNP1 inclYded aW a poXenXial
deZelopmenX WiXe.

PoXenXial DeZelopmenX SiXe SNP1 - Land norXh of ManningXree Road and behind War
Memorial.

ThiW WiXe iW enXirel] YnWYiXable for deZelopmenX for Xhe follo[ing reaWonW:

ThiW WiXe [aW aWWeWWed
aW poXenXiall] WYiXable
for deZelopmenX b] Xhe
conWYlXanXW [ho [ere
aWked Xo carr] oYX a SiXe
AWWeWWmenX reporX on
oYr behalf. 

We haZe noX allocaXed
iX aW WYiXable for
deZelopmenX.

42



DefiniXel] likel] Xo WYpporX aX ReferendYm.

The NeighboYrhood Plan iW a greaX piece of [ork, XhankW and congraXYlaXionW Xo Xhe Working
ParX]. ParXicYlarl] appreciaXed Xhe recommendaXionW for Xhe proXecXion and YWe for fYXYre
deZelopmenX of green WpaceW, and imporXanX landWcape Zie[W and ZiWXaW. 

GiZen SXYXXon'W linear naXYre and Xhe diWconXinYiX] and poor condiXion of oYr paZemenXW, Xhe
propoWed Green[a] iW a greaX idea of crYcial imporXance. Of coYrWe iX WhoYld be acceWWible
for mobiliX] WcooXerW, pedeWXrianW and if poWWible, (indiZidYal) c]cliWXW. I can'X Xhink of a
deZelopmenX XhaX [oYld be more enhancing of Zillage life.

Simple meaWYreW Xo calm Xhe increaWing leZelW of Xraffic WhoYld be implemenXed Xoo,
inclYding 'pickeX fence' enXranceW Xo each end of Xhe Zillage Xo emphaWiWe Xhe Zillage
boYndarieW

NoXed.ReWidenX
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43

DefiniXel] WYpporX aX ReferendYm. 

In faZoYr of more hoYWeW, Wmaller - eg 2 bedroom for people do[nWi^ing or firWX Xime bY]erW.
LocaXion iW imporXanX. Eg donƶX haZe a problem [iXh Xhe hoYWeW oppoWiXe Xhe Wchool, bYX
Xraffic iW a problem.
We appreciaXe Xhe moXiZaXion and paWWion XhaX haW gone inXo deZeloping Xhe Plan and hope
Babergh XreaX iX WerioYWl]. 

NoXed.IP9 2SF
ReWidenX
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We need Xraffic calming in Xhe Zillage. NoXed. ReWidenX19
 
 
 

Traffic iW a parXicYlar problem on BenXle] Lane. NoXed. ReWidenX20
 
 
 



Not likel] to support at Referendum.

Concern regarding the Settlement boundar] and the fact it goes through gardens.
Stutton Fringe Character Areas - concerns regarding the descriptions used for each area,
Could be read that the named areas, eg Cro[e Hall, Manor Farm, haZe authorit] oZer it.
Please change the names.
Concerns around small e\isting properties being bought and e\tended making them
unaffordable for ]ounger people and others. 
We support more 1 and 2 bedroom properties.

Babergh has dra[n the
Settlement boundar] in
such a [a] as to
discourage back
garden deZelopment.

We haZe remoZed the
names of the Fringe
Character Areas.

 IP9 2SJ
Resident 
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Definitel] likel] to support at Referendum.

Flooding along the main road is a major issue for pedestrians.
The qualit] of paZements is a real issue - as is the [idth in some places.
Increasing traffic along Alton Hall Lane and the speed of it is a big problem.
Need to protect the trees and enZironment.
Maintain the gaps and spaces in the Zillage.
Ne[ buildings should be eco friendl] and sustainable.

Noted.
Residents 
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Definitel] likel] to support at Referendum.

HSYWMRK I agree it is important to keep Stutton a distinct Zillage, but allo[ing small
deZelopments of ne[ housing to encourage ]ounger people to moZe in (rent or bu]) This is
essential for the school to surZiZe and to maintain a Zibrant future for the Zillage. Drains are
clearl] an issue that needs further inZestigation! Increased traffic also nees to be considered.

LaRdWcaTI & ERZMVSRQIRX The beaut] and natural landscape of the Zillage must be
maintained. The Plan recognises this. M] [orr] is that deZelopers promise one thing and
then deliZer another. The green spaces and riZer and access routes must be protected. 

Resident
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Noted.



LIMWYVI & TSYVMWQ I think that Sutton does not need too much further deZelopment at Alton
Water at the moment. The roads get Zer] bus] at the [eekend. It [ould be useful if
residents could part for free at the car parks and then the] [ould not use Alton Hall Lane for
access?

GIXXMRK AVSYRd Would it be possible to haZe a 20mph speed limit through the Zillage? I
agree [ith the maintenance of e\isting footpaths and deZelopers putting ne[ ones in.
PaZements could be improZed - definitel] for the disabled - photo opposite p.86!! Surel]
there can be funding for the ƵGreen[a]ƶ.

CSQQYRMX] FacMPMXMIW The e\tra [ork load on the GP practice at Holbrook needs to be taken
into account as Holbrook also has much deZelopment taking pale. Also, as [ork is carried
out on housing/drains etc the road to the GP practice gets closed off. The alternatiZe route
do[n the A137 takes considerabl] longer especiall] if ]ou are sick or elderl]. Ho[ can this
be minimi^ed?

M] thanks go to all [ho haZe [orked to put this Plan together. A lot of [ork has gone into
this and it [ill haZe taken a lot of time. 

45

Likel] to support at Referendum 

Congratulations on the first class production of the Village Plan complete [ith e\cellent
illustrations. It should [in an a[ard!
I am Zer] [orried about increasing the urbanisation of our quiet countr] Zillage [ith ]et
more street furniture [hich [ould ineZitabl] dra[ attention to Ƶquiet lanesƶ. Wh] name them
as such? We kno[ them and [ant to keep the secret rather than get the Zisitors seeking
them out. And traffic calming bumps are an abomination, causing more noise and use of fuel
[ith changing into lo[ gear.
Other[ise, thank ]ou and good luck [ith [hat ]ou are tr]ing to do for Stutton. 

IP9 2SQ
Resident
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T[o Quiet Lanes haZe
recentl] been
designated in our
Zillage. The hope is that
haZing a sign informing
cars (particularl] Zisitors
to the area) that a lane
is so designated [ill
encourage them to
driZe more slo[l] and
carefull]. 



I am happ] [ith the Plan.IP9 2SN 
Resident
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Noted.
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PSWMXMSR CSQTaR] / OVKaRMWaXMSR

MP for South Suffolk Houses of Parliament

Count] Cllr to Peninsula DiZision Suffolk Count] Council

Ward Cllr to Stour Ward Babergh District Council

Ward Cllr to Brantham Ward Babergh District Council

Ward Cllr to Or[ell Ward Babergh District Council

Parish Clerk to ƾ Tattingstone Parish Council

Parish Clerk to ... Brantham Parish Council

Parish Clerk to ƾ Holbrook Parish Council

BMSDC Communit] Planningc Babergh & Mid Suffolk District Councils

SCC Neighbourhood Planningc Suffolk Count] Council

Planning Polic] Team Tendring District Council

Spatial Planning Team Esse\ Count] Councilc

Land Use Operations Natural England

Esse\, Norfolk & Suffolk Sustainable Places Team EnZironment Agenc]

East of England Office Historic England

East of England Office National Trust

To[n Planning Team Net[ork Rail Infrastructure Limited

 High[a]s England

Stakeholders & Net[orks Officer Marine Management Organisation

 Vodafone and O2 - EMF Enquiries

A33ENDI; 1:  LI67 2F 67A78725< C2N68L7EE6 N27IFIED
2F 5EG 14 35E-68BMI66I2N C2N68L7A7I2N
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PSWMXMSR CSQTaR] / OVKaRMWaXMSR

 Three

Estates Planning Support Officer Ips[ich & East Suffolk CCG & West Suffolk CCc

 Transco - National Grid

Stakeholder Engagement Team UK Po[er Net[orks

Strategic and Spatial Planning Manager Anglian Water

 Esse\ & Suffolk Water

 National Federation of G]ps] Liaison Groups

 Norfolk & Suffolk G]ps] Roma & TraZeller SerZice

 Diocese of St Edmundsbur] & Ips[ich

Chief E\ecutiZe Suffolk Chamber of Commerce

Senior Gro[ing Places Fund Co-ordinator Ne[ Anglia LEP

Strateg] Manager Ne[ Anglia LEP

ConserZation Officer RSPB

ConserZation Officer (Esse\, Beds & Herts) RSPB

Senior Planning Manager Sport England (East)

 Suffolk Constabular]

 Suffolk Wildlife Trust

 Suffolk PreserZation Societ]

 Suffolk PreserZation Societ]

Communit] DeZelopment Officer Ƴ Rural Affordable Hosing Communit] Action Suffolk

Senior Manager Communit] Engagement Communit] Action Suffolk

 Dedham Vale Societ]

AONB Officer (Joint AONBs Team) Suffolk Coast & Heath AONB
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Position Company / Organisation

 TheaXVeW TVYWX

 EaWX SYffSPk IRXeVRaP DVaiRage BSaVd

PPaRRiRg CSRWYPXaRcieW SaZiPPW

LaRdS[ReV 1 LaRdbVidge (HeRV] SXVYXX)

LaRdS[ReV 2 WiPPiaQ MacLachPaRc

LaRdS[ReV 3 SXeZe aRd ARgie MS[PeW

LaRdS[ReV 4 CaZaR BVS[Re

LaRdS[ReV 5 PaQ EPPiSX
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