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Policy SCLP2.2: Strategic Infrastructure Priorities  

Question 2.35 
Would the policy be effective in dealing with cross boundary strategic 
infrastructure issues? Does the policy serve a clear purpose in seeking to support 
and enable infrastructure provision outside of the plan area and is it justified? 

1. Policy SCLP2.2 reflects the position outlined in the Ipswich Strategic Planning Area (ISPA) 
Statement of Common Ground (Document A13, page 17-18)) which sets out those areas 
which are identified by all of the ISPA authorities (Babergh District Council, Mid Suffolk District 
Council, Ipswich Borough Council, East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council) as being 
strategic infrastructure priorities. The policy covers a range of infrastructure requirements, 
and reflects that development in one local planning authority area may require infrastructure 
provision or improvements in another. Specific infrastructure requirements have been 
identified through engagement with infrastructure providers and through evidence produced 
to inform the production of the Local Plans, and the authorities have worked jointly on 
evidence gathering where appropriate, as outlined in the Ipswich Strategic Planning Area 
Statement of Common Ground (Document A13).  

2. In relation to education provision the policy reflects the fact that catchments for schools do 
not correlate to local authority boundaries and that there is a need to consider the 
cumulative impacts of development. Similarly, in relation to health provision and the water 
supply and sewage treatment network the policy reflects that improvements to infrastructure 
may be required across local authority boundaries. The Annex to the ISPA Statement of 
Common Ground (Document A13) sets out the specific infrastructure requirements related to 
growth planned for within Local Plans where this is relevant to more than one local planning 
authority.  

3. The reference to provision of green infrastructure reflects that, particularly strategic scale 
green infrastructure, may need to be planned across local authority boundaries. This is the 
case for example in relation to the provision of a ‘green rim’ around Ipswich which the 
allocation under Policy SCLP12.24 Land at Humber Doucy Lane would contribute towards, and 
this is also reflected in the Annex to the ISPA Statement of Common Ground (Document A13). 
In relation to the provision of Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace this reflects the 
requirements of Habitats Regulations Assessment and reflects circumstances whereby a cross 
boundary approach to the provision of  SANG would be appropriate for example as set out 
under Policy SCLP12.23 in relation to the provision of the country park associated with the 
Ipswich Garden Suburb.  

Highways and transport 
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4. As outlined in the ISPA Statement of Common Ground (Document A13, pages 17-18) the ISPA 
authorities collectively agree a range of transport infrastructure priorities which are: Ipswich 
Northern Route; A12 improvements; A14 improvements; sustainable transport measures in 
Ipswich; improved walking and cycling routes; and increased capacity on railway lines for 
freight and passenger traffic, as set out in criteria a) to f) of Policy SCLP2.2.  

5. The ISPA authorities have co-operated throughout the preparation of their respective Local 
Plans on assessing impacts from growth on the highways network. The assessment of 
potential impacts on the highways network has been undertaken using the Suffolk County 
Transport Model, which has been developed as a model which can be used across the county 
for assessing impacts on the highways network, as a result of development and infrastructure 
changes. For the assessment of impacts from growth planned for through Local Plans on the 
ISPA, this has been undertaken as follows: 
 

• Local Plan Modelling for Babergh and Mid Suffolk, Ipswich and Suffolk Coastal – 
Methodology Report (August 2018) (Document D29) and Local Plan Modelling for 
Babergh and Mid Suffolk, Ipswich and Suffolk Coastal – Forecasting Report – Volume 
1: Suffolk Coastal and Ipswich (August 2018) (Document D30) – this represents the 
initial stage of testing options for the Suffolk Coastal Local Plan. 

• Local Plan Modelling for Babergh and Mid Suffolk, Ipswich and Suffolk Coastal – 
Methodology Report (January 2019) and Local Plan Modelling for Babergh and Mid 
Suffolk, Ipswich and Suffolk Coastal – Forecasting Report – Volume 2: Suffolk Coastal 
and Ipswich Preferred Option (January 2019) – this represents the testing of the 
‘preferred option’ which is the development planned for within the Final Draft Local 
Plan, alongside preferred options for Ipswich and development options for Babergh 
and Mid Suffolk. 

6. The modelling has identified that there would be a number of locations where the highways 
network is likely to experience issues related to capacity by 2036, including the junctions on 
the A14 within the ISPA. The ISPA Councils are aware of ongoing capacity issues at these 
junctions, and the transport modelling has confirmed the extent of these issues in 2036. 

7. Whilst the network outside of the area in and around Ipswich and away from the A14 also 
presents issues in some locations, these are considered to be mitigatable through measures 
identified within the respective Local Plans and deliverable through site-specific mitigation 
measures.   The cumulative ISPA local plan growth impacts are particularly evident within 
Ipswich Borough and on the A14 junctions.   

8. Broad mitigation measures to address these identified impacts are set out in the 
Infrastructure Delivery Framework to the Final Draft Local Plan (Appendix B) and include 
reference to improvements to the Copdock, Wherstead, Nacton and Seven Hills junctions 
(junctions 55, 56, 57 and 58) as well as sustainable transport measures in Ipswich. It should be 
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noted that since the publication of the Final Draft Local Plan a decision has been taken by 
Suffolk County Council to not progress with the full Upper Orwell Crossings project. In 
anticipation of this, the transport modelling was undertaken with a ‘no Upper Orwell 
Crossings’ scenario. 

9. The position outlined above is reflected in the representation received from Suffolk County 
Council to the Final Draft Local Plan (Rep ID: 1072). This states that the impacts on the highway 

network outside of Ipswich are significant but of a scale which could reasonably be mitigated to an 
acceptable degree. The representation states that it is the impact on the junctions of the A12 and 
A14, within Highways England’s control, that could require a mixture of measures and where 
funding is less certain. The representation identifies that in principle, impacts within Ipswich could 
be mitigated largely by a Smarter Choices package of incentives and sustainable transport 
improvements to routes, infrastructure and services, enabling and encouraging significant modal 
shift. This would require a secure funding mechanism and commitment from the Ipswich Strategic 
Planning Area local planning authorities.  

10. It is recognised that mitigation will involve a range of measures, and the focus should be on 
sustainable options to encourage sustained modal shift. Paragraph 102 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework (Document C1) requires opportunities to promote walking, cycling 
and public transport to be pursued, and this also takes forward local and national ambitions 
around healthy lifestyles. 

11. In order to provide additional clarity in relation to the mitigation measures, East Suffolk 
Council and the County Council, along with Ipswich Borough Council, Babergh District Council 
and Mid Suffolk District Council, commissioned further work in relation to the transport 
modelling. Additional modelling has considered further the potential for modal shift (i.e. 
journeys undertaken by non-car modes and a reduction in single occupancy car trips) and has 
considered forecasts for both 2026 and 2036, in order to inform the phasing of mitigation 
throughout the Plan period and delivery of mitigation by Highways England on the Strategic 
Road Network.  
 

12. The additional modelling assessed a reduction in existing trips and future development trips 
in the highway network in Ipswich, focussing on the am and pm peak periods to address 
commuting.  The trip adjustment considered the current level of trips by distance from 
Ipswich town centre and the nature of the trip, ie urban or rural.   This work has shown that 
the adjustments in relation to modal shift reduce the number of junctions which exceed 85% 
capacity (in the AM or PM peak), and highway network links that exceed 100% capacity, 
however, there are still unacceptable residual impacts within Ipswich. This is set out in the 
ISPA Local Plan Modelling Forecasting Report (August 2019) (Document H31), and the 
associated ISPA Local Plan Modelling Methodology Report (August 2019) (Document H30). 
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13. A Technical Note relating to impacts on the Strategic Road Network (Document H32) 
accompanies the above reports and considers the potential for infrastructure improvements 
at the junctions on the A14 in addressing the capacity issues. The measures are those which 
have been put forward for funding under Highways England’s Roads Improvement Scheme 2; 
this funding decision is outstanding. The mitigation that would be provided by improvements 
at these junctions would need to be assessed as part of detailed design and include factors in 
addition to ISPA local plan growth. 

14. Based upon the outputs above, in order to prioritise sustainable transport options and to 
ensure that significant impacts can be mitigated to an acceptable degree and that any severe 
impacts can be avoided, Suffolk County Council (in conjunction with the ISPA Local Planning 
Authorities) has undertaken further analysis of potential measures, costs and funding 
mechanisms. This identifies a phased minimum package of measures which will be needed. 
These include a ‘Smarter Choices’ approach, which would include working with businesses to 
address methods of travel; the introduction of a quality bus partnership; measures related to 
park and ride; and parking strategies, in addition to local junction improvements. Developer 
contributions will be required to fund the mitigation, in combination with other funding 
sources which become available. There is also a role for the Suffolk Local Transport Plan 
(Document H23) (which is currently being refreshed) in supporting the implementation of the 
required measures, although recognising that there is no guaranteed funding identified for 
this at this point in time. Alongside this, Highways England have made the authorities aware 
of measures which could be undertaken on the Strategic Road Network in order to manage 
traffic volumes to improve the operation of junctions and the network in the short term as 
described in the Statement of Common Ground between the Council, Suffolk County Council 
and Highways England.  

15. An overview of the work described above, and the mitigation measures that will need to be 
pursued collectively, including the likely costs, was presented to the Ipswich Strategic 
Planning Area Board at its meeting on 22nd July 2019. The Draft Action Notes from the 
meeting (appended to this statement) explain that the Board acknowledge there is a need to 
progress with the work to produce a mitigation strategy which would include the 
identification of appropriate funding sources and mechanisms across all ISPA authorities, with 
further detail to be discussed at future Board meetings.  

16. In order to ensure that the Suffolk Coastal Local Plan contains the relevant mechanisms and 
policies to deliver the mitigation, a Statement of Common Ground has been agreed with 
Suffolk County Council. A further Statement of Common Ground has been agreed with 
Highways England which identifies that there are achievable measures which could be 
implemented on the Strategic Road Network.  
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17. The modifications to SCLP2.2 are set out below. (Note that related modifications have also 
been agreed with Suffolk County Council in relation to SCLP7.1 Sustainable Transport and 
SCLP12.18 Strategy for Communities Surrounding Ipswich). 

“2.15 The provision of new and improved infrastructure is essential to ensure that the growth 
planned across the area is sustainable. Planning for infrastructure across the area will include 
schools, sustainable transport measures, improvements to the A12 and A14, improvements 
to other parts of the road networks and the railways. In addition to infrastructure 
requirements directly linked to planned growth, there are other cross-boundary projects that 
would help to grow and improve the economy and quality of life for the area. The Upper 
Orwell Crossings has been identified as a project to relieve traffic congestion around Ipswich 
town centre and the A14, involving the construction of three new bridges around the Ipswich 
docks. However, the overall estimated costs have increased and the project is currently 
paused.  Development in the Ipswich Strategic Planning Area is predicted to collectively add 
to significant strain on the transport network in and around Ipswich. Additional highway 
capacity will not on its own address these issues and the ISPA authorities agree that robust 
steps must be taken to prioritise healthy and sustainable travel. A package of transport 
mitigation measures has been identified to reduce vehicle movements. Suffolk County Council 
as the Highway Authority has developed a strategy which contains a package of mitigation 
measures to deliver modal shift and mitigate impacts on the wider Ipswich highways network.  
These include: 
 

- Transport infrastructure to encourage and support sustainable modes of transport 
- A Bus Quality Partnership 
- A Smarter Choices  programme  
- Review of car parking and pricing strategies 
- Review of park and ride strategy 
- Junction improvements 

 
The strategy which has been developed by Suffolk County Council identifies the costs of 
delivering these measures and apportionments based on impacts related to planned growth 
within each local planning authority area. East Suffolk Council is committed to working with 
the other authorities across the ISPA to ensure that there is a co-ordinated approach to 
funding the mitigation through the delivery of the Local Plan. ”  

Policy SCLP2.2: 

“The Council will work with partners such as the other local planning authorities in the ISPA, 

Suffolk County Council, Clinical Commissioning Groups, Suffolk Constabulary, utilities 

companies, Highways England and Network Rail in supporting and enabling the delivery of key 

strategic infrastructure, and in particular the timely delivery of: 

a) Ipswich Northern Route; 
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b) A12 improvements; 

c) A14 improvements; 

d) Sustainable transport measures in Ipswich; 

e) Improved walking and cycle routes; 

f) Increased capacity on railway lines for freight and passenger traffic; 

g) Appropriate education provision to meet needs resulting from growth; 

h) Appropriate health and leisure provision to meet needs resulting from growth; 

i) Appropriate police, community safety and cohesion provision to meet needs resulting 

from growth; 

j) Provision of green infrastructure and Suitable Alternatives Natural Greenspace; 

k) Improvements to water supply, foul sewerage and sewage treatment capacity; and 

l) Provision of appropriate digital telecommunications to provide mobile, broadband 
and radio signal for residents and businesses. 

The Council will work with Suffolk County Council and with the other Local Planning 
Authorities in the Ipswich Strategic Planning Area to support, through a package of funding 
sources, a range of new and enhanced sustainable transport measures in and around 
Ipswich.”    

Monitoring Framework (page 414):  

In row for SCLP2.2, add ‘ISPA strategy to deliver highways mitigation’ into Implementation 
Mechanism column, add ‘ISPA authorities’ to Responsible Organisations column and add 
‘Monitoring and review of ISPA strategy to deliver highways mitigation through ISPA Board’ to 
the Mitigation / contingencies column.  

Infrastructure Delivery Framework (page 445): 

See attached table. Note this also includes deletion of the Upper Orwell Crossings to reflect 
that this scheme is no longer going ahead.  

Glossary, page 518: 

“Modal shift 

The change in the mode of transport from car trips, in particular single occupancy car trips, to 
sustainable modes for example walking, cycling, car sharing and use of public transport.” 
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Glossary, page 522: 

“Smarter Choices  

Active engagement with businesses and individuals to influence people's travel behaviour 
towards more sustainable options, such as walking, cycling, travelling by public transport and 
car sharing, delivering modal shift.” 

Question 2.36  
Is criterion j) consistent with national policy as set out in paragraph 170 of the 
Framework in regard to net gains in biodiversity? 

18. Criterion j) of Policy SCLP2.2 identifies the provision of green infrastructure and suitable 
alternative natural greenspaces as a strategic infrastructure priority, consistent with the 
Ipswich Strategic Planning Area Statement of Common Ground (Document A13, page 17). The 
delivery of green infrastructure, within the wider policy context, would undoubtedly 
contribute towards the delivery of biodiversity net gain, however it is not considered 
necessary to refer to that within the policy as this would be considered under Policy 
SCLP10.1.  Nevertheless, it is considered appropriate to include reference in the supporting 
text to the expectation that biodiversity net gain would be integral to the provision of green 
infrastructure. This modification has been agreed with Natural England through a Statement 
of Common Ground. The main modification would involve the addition of text at the end of 
paragraph 2.17 as set out below: 

“The provision of green infrastructure would also be expected to contribute to the delivery of 
net gains for biodiversity.” 

Policy SCLP2.3: Cross Boundary Mitigation Effects 
on Protected Habitats  

Question 2.37 
Does the Policy serve a clear purpose? 

19. Policy SCLP2.3 sets out a commitment to continued cross-boundary working to deliver 
strategic measures to mitigate the impact of recreational disturbance on protected habitats. 

20. Impacts on European protected sites from recreation were identified through the Habitats 
Regulations Assessment carried out during the production of the Core Strategy and 
Development Policies (Document F1), and mitigation is being taken forward through the 
implementation of a Recreation Avoidance and Mitigation Strategy (RAMS) (Document H19). 
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21. The purpose of the policy is to explain that the Council will continue to work positively with 
the other authorities in the RAMS partnership in order to deliver the measures within the 
strategy. The policy also includes a commitment to keeping the RAMS document under 
review to ensure that the measures remain appropriate and effective. 

22. Whilst the Duty to Co-operate on strategic cross-boundary planning matters is a statutory 
duty, as set out in the Localism Act 2011, by setting this out within a policy the Council is 
demonstrating a commitment to ongoing co-operation.  

Policy SCLP3.5: Infrastructure Provision  

Question 2.38 
Is the second paragraph of the Policy clear and consistent with paragraphs 54 to 56 
of the Framework and the legal tests set out in the CIL Regulations and would it be 
effective? 

23. In relation to securing contributions to the provision of infrastructure, paragraphs 54 to 56 of 
the National Planning Policy Framework (Document C1) require planning obligations to only 
be sought where they are: 

a) Necessary to make the development acceptable in planning terms; 

b) Directly related to the development; and 

c) Fairly and reasonable related in scale and kind to the development.  

24. This is consistent with Regulation 122(2) of the Community Infrastructure Regulations 2010 
(as amended).  

25. The second paragraph of Policy SCLP3.5 is consistent with the NPPF and the Regulations as 
referred to above, in that it relates to contributing to meet the needs for infrastructure which 
are generated from the development. This contribution could be through the Community 
Infrastructure Levy or through a Section 106 agreement, and the approach to these 
mechanisms is set out in the third paragraph of the Policy. By including this statement within 
the Policy, the Council’s position on securing contributions for infrastructure is clear and 
would be effective in ensuring that consideration is given to all of the infrastructure 
requirements related to any development through the decision making process, alongside the 
other criteria in the policy.  
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Question 2.39 
Is it intended that development follows the principles of Holistic Water 
Management as the policy as drafted is unclear in this regard? If so, is this 
justified? 

26. The Council confirms that it is intended that development follows the principles of Holistic 
Water Management, in line with Policy SCLP9.7. Modifications have been proposed as part of 
a Statement of Common Ground with Anglian Water and a separate Statement of Common 
Ground with Suffolk County Council to provide clarity in this regard.  

27. The following modification has been agreed between the Council and Suffolk County Council 
as part of a Statement of Common Ground and between the Council and Anglian Water as 
part of a separate Statement of Common Ground: “Development will be expected to follow 
the principles of Holistic Water Management as set out in Policy SCLP9.7 and will not be 
permitted where it would have a significant effect on the capacity of existing water 
infrastructure. and will follow the principles of Holistic Water Management be expected to 
follow the principles of Holistic Water Management as set out in Policy SCLP9.7.“ 

28. The Council notes that Anglian Water (Rep ID: 710) raised concerns with wording in this Policy 
relating to the phasing of required improvements at water recycling centres or within the foul 
sewerage network. The Council is supportive of a modification to this Policy to address the 
concerns raised by Anglian Water, and is engaging with both Anglian Water and the 
Environment Agency to enter into a Statement of Common Ground in this respect. 
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Suggested Modifications 

Modification 
No. 

Paragraph / 
Policy 

Change Reason Related 
Representation 

2F.1 Paragraph 
2.15 
(MIQ2.35) 

Modifications to paragraph: 
“2.15 The provision of new and improved infrastructure is essential to 
ensure that the growth planned across the area is sustainable. 
Planning for infrastructure across the area will include schools, 
sustainable transport measures, improvements to the A12 and A14, 
improvements to other parts of the road networks and the railways. In 
addition to infrastructure requirements directly linked to planned 
growth, there are other cross-boundary projects that would help to 
grow and improve the economy and quality of life for the area. The 
Upper Orwell Crossings has been identified as a project to relieve 
traffic congestion around Ipswich town centre and the A14, involving 
the construction of three new bridges around the Ipswich docks. 
However, the overall estimated costs have increased and the project is 
currently paused.  Development in the Ipswich Strategic Planning Area 
is predicted to collectively add to significant strain on the transport 
network in and around Ipswich. Additional highway capacity will not on 
its own address these issues and the ISPA authorities agree that robust 
steps must be taken to prioritise healthy and sustainable travel. A 
package of transport mitigation measures has been identified to 
reduce vehicle movements. Suffolk County Council as the Highway 

To reflect approach to 
delivery of transport 
mitigation measures in the 
ISPA. 

Suffolk County 
Council 
Rep ID: 1072 
Highways England 
Rep ID: 925 
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Modification 
No. 

Paragraph / 
Policy 

Change Reason Related 
Representation 

Authority has developed a strategy which contains a package of 
mitigation measures to deliver modal shift and mitigate impacts on the 
wider Ipswich highways network.  These include: 
 

- Transport infrastructure to encourage and support sustainable 
modes of transport 

- A Bus Quality Partnership 
- A Smarter Choices  programme  
- Review of car parking and pricing strategies 
- Review of park and ride strategy 
- Junction improvements 

 
The strategy which has been developed by Suffolk County Council 
identifies the costs of delivering these measures and apportionments 
based on impacts related to planned growth within each local planning 
authority area. East Suffolk Council is committed to working with the 
other authorities across the ISPA to ensure that there is a co-ordinated 
approach to funding the mitigation through the delivery of the Local 
Plan.”  
 

2F.2 Policy 
SCLP2.2  

Additional text at the end of the policy: 
The Council will work with Suffolk County Council and with the other 

To reflect approach to 
delivery of transport 

Suffolk County 
Council 
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Modification 
No. 

Paragraph / 
Policy 

Change Reason Related 
Representation 

(MIQ2.35) Local Planning Authorities in the Ipswich Strategic Planning Area to 
support, through a package of funding sources, a range of new and 
enhanced sustainable transport measures in and around Ipswich. 

mitigation measures in the 
ISPA. 

Rep ID: 1072 
Highways England 
Rep ID: 925 

2F.3 Para 2.17 
(MIQ2.36) 

Insert text at end of paragraph 2.17 as set out below: 
“The provision of green infrastructure would also be expected to 
contribute to the delivery of net gains for biodiversity.” 

To provide clarity that green 
infrastructure should 
contribute to the 
achievement of biodiversity 
net gain.  

Natural England 
Rep ID:421 

2F.4 Policy 
SCLP3.5 
(MIQ2.39) 

Amendments to 4th paragraph: 
“Development will be expected to follow the principles of Holistic 
Water Management as set out in Policy SCLP9.7 and will not be 
permitted where it would have a significant effect on the capacity of 
existing water infrastructure. and will follow the principles of Holistic 
Water Management be expected to follow the principles of Holistic 
Water Management as set out in Policy SCLP9.7. “ 

To address the Inspector’s 
Question 2.39. 

Suffolk County 
Council 
Rep ID: 1074  

2F.5 Monitoring 
Framework 
(MIQ2.35) 

Following amendments in relation to SCLP2.2: 
In row for SCLP2.2, add ‘ISPA strategy to deliver highways mitigation’ 
into Implementation Mechanism column, add ‘ISPA authorities’ to 
Responsible Organisations column and add ‘Monitoring and review of 
ISPA strategy to deliver highways mitigation through ISPA Board’ to the 
Mitigation / contingencies column.  

To reflect approach to 
delivery of transport 
mitigation measures in the 
ISPA. 

Suffolk County 
Council 
Rep ID: 1072 

2F.6 Infrastructure See attached table To reflect approach to Suffolk County 
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Modification 
No. 

Paragraph / 
Policy 

Change Reason Related 
Representation 

Delivery 
Framework 
(MIQ2.35) 

delivery of transport 
mitigation measures in the 
ISPA. 

Council 
Rep ID: 1072 

2F.7 Policy 
SCLP2.2 
(MIQ2.35) 

Additional terms in the glossary: 
 
“Modal shift 
The change in the mode of transport from car trips, in particular single 
occupancy car trips, to sustainable modes for example walking, cycling, 
car sharing and use of public transport.” 
 
“Smarter Choices  
Active engagement with businesses and individuals to influence 
people's travel behaviour towards more sustainable options, such as 
walking, cycling, travelling by public transport and car sharing, 
delivering modal shift.” 
 

To reflect approach to 
delivery of transport 
mitigation measures in the 
ISPA. 

Suffolk County 
Council 
Rep ID: 1072 
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Table related to modification 2F6 
Project Priority Lead 

Provider 
Approximate Cost Funding 

Sources 
Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

Improvements to 
Felixstowe branch 
rail line including - 
double tracking, a 
rail line loop near 
Trimley and 
improvements to 
level crossings and 
signalling. 

Essential Network 
Rail 

£60,400,000 Network Rail £60,400,000 £0 None N/A N/A April 2018 – 
Autumn 
2019 

A12 – Four villages 
improvements 

Essential EDF, Suffolk 
County 
Council 

£88,000,000 - 
£133,000,000 

EDF, Suffolk 
County 
Council, 
Central 
Government  

£88,000,000 - 
£133,000,000 

Unknown CIL Unknown Unknown Medium – 
Long term 

The Upper Orwell 
Crossings 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council 

£121.5m - £139.8m Suffolk County 
Council, 
Central 
Government, 
Developers, 
other external 
funding 
sources 

 
£77.5m DfT 
Up to £19.1m SCC 

Unknown  
Unknown 

£24.9-£43.2m Unknown  
Medium 
term 

Continuation of 
Shared Space 
Scheme at 
Felixstowe Town 
Centre 

Desirable Felixstowe 
Town 
Council, 
Suffolk 
Coastal 
District 
Council, 

Unknown Felixstowe 
Town Council, 
Suffolk Coastal 
District 
Council, 
Suffolk County 
Council  

Unknown Unknown S278/S106/CI
L 

Unknown Unknown Over entire 
plan period 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

Suffolk 
County 
Council 

Sustainable 
transport, traffic 
management and 
cycle route 
improvements at 
Felixstowe 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council  

Unknown Suffolk County 
Council, 
Developers, 
Suffolk Coastal 
District 
Council, 
Felixstowe 
Town Council 

Unknown 
 

Unknown S106/CIL Unknown Unknown Over entire 
plan period 

Measures to 
improve capacity at 
Garrison Lane / 
High Road junction 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council 

£250,000 - £300,000 Developers Unknown Unknown S278/S106/CI
L 

Unknown Unknown Over entire 
plan period 

Measures to 
improve capacity at 
Garrison Lane / Mill 
Lane junction 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council 

£250,000 - £300,000 Developers Unknown Unknown S278/S106/CI
L 

Unknown Unknown Over entire 
plan period 

Improvements to 
A14, junction 55 
(Copdock) 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council, 
Highways 
England 

£65,000,000 - 
£100,000,000 

Developers, 
Highways 
England, 
Central 
Government 

Unknown£9,750,000 
- £15,000,000 

Unknown CIL Unknown Highways 
England, Central 
Government, 
other ISPA 
authorities 

Over entire 
plan period. 
Local 
(Suffolk 
Coastal)  
contributio
n  derived 
from traffic 
modelling 
of 
proportion 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

of trips 
derived 
from 
Suffolk 
Coastal 
Local Plan 
growth.Ove
r entire 
plan period 

Improvements to 
A14, junction 56 
(Wherstead) 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council, 
Highways 
England 

£5,000,000 - 
£10,000,000TBC 

Developers, 
Highways 
England, 
Central 
Government 

Unknown  Contribution 
unknown – 
potential 
contribution  
from 
development 
proposal in 
Babergh 
District to be 
funded via 
s278Unknow
n 

CILs278/CIL Unknown Developer 
contributions 
from ISPA 
authorities, 
Highways 
England (RIS or 
Minor Works 
Fund), Central 
Government 

Over entire 
plan period. 
 

Improvements to 
A14, junction 57 
(Nacton) 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council, 
Highways 
England 

£5,000,000 - £10,000,000 Developers, 
Highways 
England, 
Central 
Government 

£1,075,000 - 
£2,150,000Unknown 

Unknown DfT 
Minor Works 
Fund 

CIL Unknown Highways 
England, Central 
Government 

Over entire 
plan period. 
Local 
(Suffolk 
Coastal)  
contributio
n  derived 
from traffic 
modelling 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

of 
proportion 
of trips 
derived 
from 
Suffolk 
Coastal 
Local Plan. 

Improvements to 
A14, junction 58 
(Seven Hills) 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council, 
Highways 
England 

£5,000,000  Developers, 
Highways 
England, 
Central 
Government 

Unknown (if under 
s278) 

Unknown 
100% 

CIL/s278/s106 Unknown Highways 
England, Central 
Government, 
other ISPA 
authorities 

Over entire 
plan period. 
Contributio
ns expected 
from sites 
SCLP12.19 
and 
SCLP12.20. 

Sustainable 
transport measures 
in Ipswich in 
Ipswich, including 
Smarter Choices, 
Quality Bus 
Partnership and 
other measures 
 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council  

Unknown £7,300,000 - 
£8,400,000 

Suffolk County 
Council, 
Developers, 
ISPA 
Authorities 
Suffolk Coastal 
District 
Council, 
Ipswich 
Borough 
Council 

Unknown 
£2,100,000 - 
£2,400,000 

Unknown 
£2,100,000 - 
£2,400,000 

S106/CIL Unknown 
£5,200,000-
£6,000,000 

Developer 
contributions 
from ISPA 
authorities 
Unknown 

Over entire 
plan period 
(figures to 
2026) 

Infrastructure 
improvements to 
support sustainable 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council 

£16,000,000 - 
£20,000,000 (up to 2026) 

Developers, 
Suffolk County 
Council, ISPA 

Unknown 
£4,500,000 - 
£5,600,000 

£4,500,000 - 
£5,600,000 

S106/CIL Unknown 
£11,500,000 - 
£14,400,000 

BDC/MSDC.IBC 
Developer 
contributions 

Over entire 
plan period 
(figures to 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

transport measures 
and junction 
improvements 

authorities from ISPA 
authorities 

2026) 

Measures to 
increase capacity on 
Foxhall Road (from 
A12 to Heath Road) 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council  

£200,000 - £250,000 Developers  Unknown 
Full 
 

Unknown  
Full 

CIL s106 Unknown Unknown Over entire 
plan period. 
Note: there 
is a 
requiremen
t for 
permitted 
site 
SCLP12.19 
to deliver 
these 
improveme
nts. 

Measures to 
increase capacity on 
A1214 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council  

£1,000,000 
£4,000,000 

Developers  Unknown. 
Proportion from 
East Suffolk TBC 
 

Unknown CIL Unknown  Developer 
contributions 
from ISPA 
Authorities 

Over entire 
plan period. 
 

Measures to 
improve capacity at 
Melton crossroads 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council  

£250,000 - £300,000 Developers  Unknown 
£250,000 - £300.000 
 

Unknown 
£250,000 - 
£300,000 

CIL  
S106/S278 

Unknown Unknown Over entire 
plan period 

Measures to 
improve capacity at 
A12/B1079 junction 

Essential Suffolk 
County 
Council  

£300,000 - £350,000 Developers  Unknown 
 

Unknown CIL Unknown 
Central 
Government 
Funding, 
NSIPs 

Unknown Over entire 
plan period 

Access 
improvements to 

Desirable Greater 
Anglia 

Unknown Greater Anglia, 
Developer 

Unknown Unknown CIL Unknown Unknown Over entire 
plan period 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

rail stations and 
enhancement of 
ancillary rail station 
facilities 

Access, cycle and 
footway 
improvements for 
North Felixstowe 
Garden 
Neighbourhood 
(SCLP12.3) 

Critical Developer Unknown Developer N/A Unknown S278/S106/CI
L 

Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term  
During plan 
period 
(with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access and 
connectivity 
improvements at 
Land north of 
Conway Close and 
Swallow Close, 
Felixstowe 
(SCLP12.4) 

Essential/Critical Developer £50,000 - £150,000 Developer N/A £50,000 - 
£150,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Pedestrian and 
cycle 
enhancements at 
Land at 
Brackenbury Sports 
Centre, Felixstowe 
(SCLP12.5) 

Essential Developer £75,000 Developer N/A £75,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land at Sea Road 

Essential Developer £25,000 Developer N/A £25,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

(SCLP12.6) developme
nt of site) 

Access 
improvements at 
Bridge Road, 
Felixstowe 
(SCLP12.8) 

Essential/Critical Developer £50,000 Developer N/A £50,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Junction 
Improvements at 
Land at Carr 
Road/Langer Road, 
Felixstowe 
(SCLP12.9) 

Essential/Critical Developer £100,000 - £150,000 Developer N/A £100,000 - 
£150,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Sustainable 
pedestrian and 
cycle connectivity at 
Land at Haven 
Exchange 
(SCLP12.10) 

Essential Developer £50,000 Developer N/A £50,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Significant access 
improvements and 
improvements to 
the wider Land at 
Felixstowe Road 
(SCLP12.20) 

Critical  Developer £350,000 - £500,000 Developer, 
Suffolk County 
Council, 
Highways 
England 

Unknown £350,000 - 
£500,000 

S278/S106 Unknown New Anglia LEP Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Ransomes, Nacton 
Heath (SCLP12.21) 

Essential Developer £100,000 Developer N/A £100,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

Access 
improvements 
along with 
pedestrian and 
cycle connectivity at 
Land north east of 
Humber Doucy Lane 
(SCLP12.24) 

Critical  Developer Unknown Developer Unknown Unknown S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access, junction, 
cycle and footway 
improvements at 
Suffolk Police HQ, 
Portal Avenue, 
Martlesham 
(SCLP12.25) 

Essential/Critical Developer £500,000 Developer N/A £500,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access and junction 
improvements at 
Land rear of Rose 
Hill, Saxmundham 
Road, Aldeburgh 
(SCLP12.27) 

Essential/Critical Developer £25,000 - £45,000 
(footway works) 

Developer N/A £25,000 - 
£45,000 
(footway 
works) 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access, sustainable 
transport, cycle and 
footway 
improvements for 
South Saxmundham 
Garden 
Neighbourhood 
(SCLP12.29) 

Critical Developer Unknown Developer N/A Unknown S278/S106/CI
L 

Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term 
During plan 
period 
(with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access Essential/Critical Developer Unknown Developer N/A Unknown S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

improvements 
along with 
maximisation of 
cycle and 
pedestrian 
connectivity at Land 
north-east of Street 
Farm, Saxmundham 
(SCLP12.30) 

 
 
 

Medium 
term 
During plan 
period 
(with 
developme
nt of site) 

Measures to 
improve capacity at 
B1121/Chantry 
Road junction, 
Saxmundham 

Essential Developer Unknown Developer Unknown Unknown S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Over entire 
plan period 

Access and junction 
improvements at 
Land at 
Woodbridge Town 
Football Club 
(SCLP12.33) 

Essential/Critical Developer £200,000 Developer N/A £200,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Significant access 
and footway 
improvements and 
improvements to 
the wider network 
at Land at 
Innocence Farm 
(SCLP12.35) 

Critical  Developer Unknown Developer, 
Suffolk County 
Council, 
Highways 
England 

Unknown Unknown S278/S106 Unknown New Anglia LEP Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 

Essential Developer £10,000 Developer N/A £10,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

Land to the East of 
Aldeburgh Road, 
Aldringham 
(SCLP12.43) 

term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Cycle and footway 
improvements at 
Land south of Forge 
Close between 
Main Road and 
Ayden, Benhall 
(SCLP12.44) 

Essential Developer £50,000 - £70,000 Developer  N/A £50,000 - 
£70,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land to the South 
East of Levington 
Lane, Bucklesham 
(SCLP12.45) 

Essential Developer £40,000 - £100,000 Developer N/A £40,000 - 
£100,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Cycle and footway 
improvements at 
Land to the south of 
Darsham Station 
(SCLP12.48) 

Essential Developer £125,000 Developer N/A £125,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land off Laxfield 
Road, Dennington 
(SCLP12.50) 

Essential Developer £15,000 - £25,000 Developer N/A £15,000 - 
£25,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access and footway 
improvements at 
Land west of Chapel 

Essential/Critical Developer £150,000 Developer N/A £150,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

Road, Grundisburgh 
(SCLP12.52) 

developme
nt of site) 

Access and 
pedestrian 
connectivity 
improvements at 
Land south of 
Ambleside, Main 
Road, Kelsale cum 
Carlton (SCLP12.53) 

Essential/Critical Developer £15,000 (pedestrian 
connectivity) 

Developer N/A £15,000 
(pedestrian 
connectivity) 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Junction and 
footway 
improvements at 
Land at School 
Road, Knodishall 
(SCLP12.56) 

Essential/Critical Developer £30,000 Developer N/A £30,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land north of Mill 
Close, Orford 
(SCLP12.58) 

Essential Developer £5,000 - £10,000 Developer N/A £5,000 - 
£10,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Rights of Way and 
access 
improvements at 
Land adjacent to 
Swiss Farm, Otley 
(SCLP12.59 ) 

Essential/ 
Critical 

Developer £30,000 Developer N/A £30,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land adjacent to 

Essential Developer £30,000 Developer N/A £30,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

Farthings Sibton 
Road, Peasenhall 
(SCLP12.60) 

developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land between High 
Street and Chapel 
Lane, Pettistree 
(SCLP12.61) 

Essential Developer £95,000 - £115,000 Developer N/A £95,000 - 
£115,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Pedestrian 
connectivity 
improvements at 
Land east of 
Redwald Road, 
Rendlesham 
(SCLP12.63) 

Essential Developer £100,000 Developer N/A £100,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access and 
pedestrian 
improvements at 
Land opposite The 
Sorrel Horse, The 
Street, Shottisham 
(SCLP12.64) 

Essential/Critical Developer £50,000 Developer N/A £50,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access, footway and 
cycle connectivity 
improvements at 
Land off Howlett 
Way, Trimley St 
Martin (SCLP12.65) 

Essential/Critical Developer £200,000 - £300,000 Developer N/A £200,000 - 
£300,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access, footway and Essential/Critical Developer £100,000 Developer N/A £100,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

Public Rights of Way 
improvements at 
Land off Keightley 
Way, Tuddenham 
(SCLP12.67) 

Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land south of Lower 
Road, Westerfield 
(SCLP12.68) 

Essential Developer £115,000 Developer N/A £115,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land west of B1125, 
Westleton 
(SCLP12.69) 

Essential Developer £25,000 - £45,000 Developer N/A £25,000 - 
£45,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land at Cherry Lee, 
Darsham Road, 
Westleton 
(SCLP12.70) 

Essential Developer £30,000 Developer N/A £30,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Access and footway 
improvements at 
Land at Mow Hill, 
Witnesham 
(SCLP12.71) 

Essential/Critical Developer £20,000 - £40,000 Developer N/A £20,000 - 
£40,000 

S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
nt of site) 

Footway 
improvements at 
Land at Street Farm, 
Witnesham 

Essential Developer £20,000 Developer N/A £20,000 S278/S106 Unknown Unknown Short – 
Medium 
term (with 
developme
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Project Priority Lead 
Provider 

Approximate Cost Funding 
Sources 

Potential Funding 
Amount 

Potential 
Developer 
Contribution 

Type of 
Developer 
Contribution 

Potential 
Remaining 
Funding Gap 

Potential 
Funding Sources 
to Fill Gap 

Timescale/P
rogress 

(SCLP12.72) nt of site) 

Total     £254,730,000233,430,000 
- 
£345,655,000324,255,000, 

  £166,075,000148,40
0,000 - 
£219,125,000193,40
0,000 

£9,630,0002,7
80,000 - 
£11,655,0003,
355,000 

 £16,700,0008
2,250,000 - 
£20,400,0001
27,500,000 
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Action Notes 
 

Meeting Ipswich Strategic Planning Area Board  

Date Monday 22nd July 2019 

Time 17:00 

Location Orwell Room, Ipswich Borough Council, Grafton House 

Attendees Cllr Paul West (Suffolk County Council) (Cllr PW) 
Cllr Carole Jones (Ipswich Borough Council) (Cllr CJ) 
Cllr David Ritchie (East Suffolk Council) (Cllr DRi) 
Cllr Clive Arthey (Babergh District Council) (Cllr CA) 
Cllr David Burn (Mid Suffolk District Council) (Cllr DB) 
James Cutting (Suffolk County Council) (JC) 
Suzanne Buck (Suffolk County Council) (SB) 
Sally Minns (Ipswich Borough Council) (SM) 
Carlos Hone (Ipswich Borough Council) (CH) 
Robert Hobbs (Babergh Mid Suffolk) (RH) 
Philip Ridley (East Suffolk Council) (PR) 
Desi Reed (East Suffolk Council) (DRe) 
Andrea McMillan (East Suffolk Council) (AM) 
Isaac Plummer (East Suffolk Council) (IP) 

Distribution Attendees, Tom Barker, Robert Feakes, Graeme Mateer, Martyn Fulcher, Mark 
Edgerley 

Apologies 
tendered in 
advance 

Tom Barker (Babergh Mid Suffolk) (TB) 
 

 
 

 Item Action Attachments 

1.0 
 
1.1 

Apologies for absence 
 
Robert Feakes (Suffolk County Council) (RF) 
Graeme Mateer (Suffolk County Council) (GM) 
Martyn Fulcher (Ipswich Borough Council) (MF) 
Mark Edgerley (East Suffolk Council) (ME) 

  



 

2 
 

2.0 
 
2.1 

Action Notes from March Board meetings 

All in agreement that action notes were 
accurate. 

 Draft ISPA Board Action 
Notes 13th March 2019 
 
Draft ISPA Board Action 
Notes 20th March 2019 

3.0 
 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
3.3 
 
 
3.4 
 
 
 
3.5 
 
 
 
 
3.6 

Terms of Reference 
 
AM took ISPA Board members through the 
updates proposed to the Terms of Reference 
since the March 2019 ISPA Board meeting. AM 
highlighted the following updates: 
Replacing ‘Suffolk Coastal District Council’ with 
‘East Suffolk Council’ throughout the 
document. 
 
Secretariat role will be undertaken by East 
Suffolk Council. The Secretariat role will be 
reviewed at 31st March 2021. 
 
Notes from the ISPA Board meetings will 
continue to be published on the ISPA webpage. 
 
CJ explained that the Terms of Reference acts 
as important evidence of an up to date 
agreement across the ISPA. 
 
Discussion was had around including set times 
for officer meetings prior to ISPA Board 
meetings in the Terms of Reference, however 
the Board agreed that this was not necessary. 
 
The revised Terms of Reference were agreed.  

 Draft Revised Terms of 
Reference (July 2019) 

4.0  
 
4.1 
 
 
 
 
 
4.2 
 
 
 
 
4.3 
 
 
 
 

Local Plan updates 
 
RH informed that the Babergh and Mid Suffolk 
Joint Local Plan Preferred Options (Regulation 
18) is currently out for consultation. The 
consultation will run for 10 weeks, closing at 
4pm Monday 30th September 2019. 
 
SM informed the Ipswich Final Draft Local Plan 
(Regulation 19) will go to full council on 3/9/19 
followed by a consultation. IBC are aiming to 
submit document to PINS in March 2020. 
 
DRe informed that the Suffolk Coastal Local 
Plan was submitted for examination on 
29/3/19. Hearing statements are currently 
being prepared ahead of the hearing sessions 
that will run between 20/8/19 and 20/9/19. 

  



 

3 
 

 
 
 
4.4 
 
 
 
 
4.5 
 
 
 
 

Phillip Lewis has been appointed as the 
Inspector for the examination. 
 
JC informed that Suffolk County Council are 
waiting for the Inspector’s report for the 
Suffolk Minerals and Waste Plan. A period of 
consultation on modifications will then follow. 
 
Cllr CJ raised a question around the alignment 
of each authority’s progress with their Local 
Plans. DRe explained that although the 
timetables were not fully aligned, the 
authorities are aligned in terms of production 
of evidence and addressing cross boundary 
matters.  

5.0 
 
5.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.3 
 
 
 
 
5.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.5 
 
 
 

Transport Assessment and Mitigation 
 
SB presented an overview to the Board of the 
work that Suffolk County Council have been 
undertaking around transport modelling and 
mitigation through modal shift, junction 
improvements and other measures. SB covered 
the following points: 
 
The need for additional work to provide 
clarification on the identification of mitigation 
measures to address the impacts of growth on 
the capacity of the highways network has been 
identified, to take forward the conclusions of 
earlier transport modelling, particularly in 
relation to impacts of growth on junction 
capacity in and around Ipswich.   
 
The further work focuses on modelling the 
potential outcomes from a realistic modal shift, 
and considers the impacts on the network in 
both 2026 and 2036.  
 
The results show that with modal shift 
adjustments applied, there are still anticipated 
to be junctions and links at or over capacity, 
which is likely to increase in the period 2026 – 
2036, and that, therefore, a more significant 
change is needed in relation to mitigation to 
reduce the volumes of vehicle traffic on the 
network in and around Ipswich. 
 
SB outlined the anticipated measures that 
would be needed to address peak hour 
congestion from commuting, as a package of 
measures. The measures discussed include: a 
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5.6 
 
 
 
 
 
5.7 
 
 
 
 
5.8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.9 

‘smarter choices’ approach, which would 
include working with businesses to address 
methods of travel; the introduction of a quality 
bus partnership, parking strategies to 
discourage commuter parking including greater 
park and ride patronage.   
 
It is estimated cost of implementing the 
measures could be around £25 million. 
Discussion was had around the role of 
developer contributions and other potential 
funding sources. 
 
In terms of the A14, it was reported that 
Highways England could potentially look to 
introduce measures to manage traffic flows 
through its “minor” fund, of up to £20 million. 
 
Members and officers had further discussion 
around the outputs of the transport mitigation 
work, in order to further understanding around 
how the potential costs of mitigation have 
been calculated and to understand how an 
apportionment of the impacts is identified. It 
was considered that Infrastructure Delivery 
Plans would play a role in the funding of 
mitigation projects. There was discussion 
around how implementation of the strategy 
would be monitored and it was agreed that this 
would need to be integral to the delivery of a 
strategy. 
 
There was an acknowledgement from 
attendees that there is a need to progress with 
the work to produce a mitigation strategy 
which would include the identification of 
appropriate funding sources. A paper 
containing further detail would be circulated to 
Members and would be discussed further at a 
future Board meeting. 

6. 
 
6.1 

Date of future meetings  
 
SM expressed an interest in holding the next 
board meeting in September, after the Suffolk 
Coastal Local Plan examination has concluded. 

 
 
IP to organise 
next ISPA 
Board 
meeting. 

 

7. AOB – Nothing raised   
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Write to us             . 

East Suffolk Council               
Planning Policy and Delivery Team 

Riverside, 4 Canning Road, 
Lowestoft, NR33 0EQ

 

Call us               . 

Planning Policy and Delivery Team (Local Plans) 
01394 444557 

Development Management (Planning Applications) 
01394 444832 

 

Email us            . 
 

Planning Policy and Delivery Team (Local Plans) 
planningpolicy@eastsuffolk.gov.uk

Development Management (Planning Applications) 
planning@eastsuffolk.gov.uk 

This document is available in alternative formats and 
in different languages on request. If you need support 
or assistance to help you read and/or understand this 

document, please contact the Council using one of the 
methods above. 

www.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/localplanexamination
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