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From:

Sent: 25 July 2019 16:12

To: Annette Feeney

Subject: Fwd: SCLP12.60 Land adjacent to Farthings, Peasenhall - Statement of Mr B J 

Rowing.

Attachments: flood-map-planning-2019-07-24T13_40_41.905Z.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

also posted to:- Annette Feeney, Suffolk Coastal Local Plan Programming Officer, 
                          East Suffolk Council, 4 Canning Road, 
                          Lowestoft. NR33 0EG 
 
Dear Mr Lewis,  
 
please accept the following as my statement concerning the above matter, in particular, the bold marked items, I 
have taken some references from the NPP Framework 2019. 
 
I would confirm that I have noted unsound irregularities in the procedure of preparing the Draft Local plan for our area, 
specifically with the following subjects & this is my statement. 
 
There has been a 'Failure of Consultation' in this case, notification was not given to us of the intention to nominate 
the above 'newly boundaried' & sized site for inclusion as housing development in the Plan within what would be 
deemed as an acceptable amount of time, this site was ruled-out by the local authority in the first draft as 'not 
suitable for housing', some 10 alternative & more suitable sites with an indicative total of 72 homes were put 
forward at that time, plus the now disused village school, basically a vacant brownfield site, at that time an indicative 
allocation of 13 homes was shown for the village. We proceeded to evaluate the first draft on this basis, with the 
settlement boundary shown running diagonally across the proposed site (site 1042 at that time, Policies map part 1). 
We were not informed until much later in the process of this SCLP12.60 boundary, site area & classification change, 
at this time, all the other sites were dropped for consideration, we have never been told why, the majority of the village 
residents plus a unanimous Parish Council have repeatedly voted against this site inclusion. 
This action by the local authority did not comply with the 'Statement of community involvement' & the Parish 
Council in particular should have been a 'Key Partner' in this process, the village has not been allowed to contribute 
to this planning process & 'Duty to Co-operate' has not been shown. 
 
A major source for concern with this site is flooding, there is a history of flooding on this site & in the surrounding area, 
one of the first requirements of the NPP Framework is a sequential test that would be required to investigate the 
above mentioned alternative sites. There are no measures that could be taken to alleviate this flooding threat. It is 
evident on the above Flood Plain Map attachment showing Easting 635862 & Northing 269625, that the Northern 
corner of the proposed site is just one of the sections of the site within flood zone 2. You will also see from the 
attached map that both ends of the Sibton Road would be blocked for emergency vehicle access from any 
direction, with the site within a 'horseshoe' of flood water, & the whole of the site is within 50 metres of the flood, 
any construction on this agricultural land would only worsen the 'off site' flooding to adjacent 'at risk' properties due to 
water displacement, caused by tonnes of construction concrete & surface water discharge from roofs & hard surfaces 
which would not percolate into the wet remaining surrounding soil, no drainage scheme could absorb this water as the 
soil absorption capacity would, at times of flood be full. This land is wet most of the time, I have witnessed this as long 
as 21 years ago whilst living adjacent to the proposed site, climate change is making this worse. 
 
The National Planning Policy Framework states that applications can only be considered with planned investment in 
infrastructure, the foul drainage system to our village currently has problems with it's capacity, a fact acknowledged by 
the local authority in their paperwork, the pumping station would require large investment as recommended in the 
local plan, I doubt this could be provided within the 5 years that is required for all local plan site viability criteria, if the 
applicant has proof of any plans for this work or proof of funds available to make this investment they should be 
available for the inspector to check the sound viability for this site within the 5 years stated on the owner's 'call for 
sites' application form. Foul drains would often become contaminated with excess surface water & local backflow 
discharge could be expected to occur in the village, contamination would then distribute to local properties. 
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The Sibton Road has no pedestrian access in the site area & is locally known to be particularly narrow & dangerous at 
it's junction in the village, this fact has been acknowledged by the Parish Council & in previous site assessments by 
the local planning authority. Increased local traffic would only make this worse, with no possibility of providing safe 
pedestrian access & escape route. to the only area where the entrance to the site would be placed, a speed 
camera is sited in this area as speeding has been a problem there. 
 
Listed below are some of the item nos. from the NFPP Framework that either should be applied to or are not in accord 
with the proposed 'housing' classification for this SCLP12.60 site :- 
 
Item No. 170b   -  loss of most versatile agricultural land - section 15, page 49 
      "        155   -  risk of flooding elsewhere to be avoided -  section 14 page 45 
      "        155   -  more suitable locations to be found  - section 14, page 45                                              
      "        157d  - more sustainable locations should be found/consider climate change  - section 14, page 46 
      "        110a  -  pedestrian access to high quality public transport - section 9, page 32 
      "        118c  -  Brownfield sites (old school) - section 11, page 35 
      "        118d  -  use of buildings in public ownership (old school) to be encouraged - section 11, page 35 
      "        108b  -  safe & suitable access for all users -  section 9, page 32 
      "        109  -   development prevented on highways safety for all users, priority to pedestrians - section 9, page 32 
      "        163e  -  safe access & escape routes - section 14, page 47 
 
 
 
There are further problematic issues with this proposed site classification including the effect on particular species of 
wildlife that use this agricultural land and attract many visitors to the village who use the local facilities, close listed 
buildings will be affected, as will adjacent conservation area & listed building vistas that have not been properly 
considered, ultimately, the selection by the local authority of this site should be disregarded as unsound & proper 
consultation sought for an alternative site that has less negative points. 
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
 
 
Mr B J Rowing 
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