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Consultation on proposed Main Modifications to the East Suffolk Council – Suffolk Coastal Local Plan 

was held between 1st May and 10th July 2020. The comments that were received have been 

summarised and a response provided by the Council, in the document ‘Summary of Issues Raised 

and Council’s Response’. This document is an addendum to that document, and contains summaries 

of the response submitted by Kirton and Trimley Community Action Group which was received prior 

to the consultation deadline however was omitted from the previous document.  

 

Where further amendments to Main Modifications are proposed, these are shown in bold using the 

formatting of strikethrough for deletions and underline for additions.  
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MM4 – Amendment to housing figures (Various) 
Summary of Issues Raised Respondents Council Response 

A contingency of 16.5% is 

unnecessary.  

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 567) 

The Council’s response to Inspector’s 

question 2.3 (see ESC Matter 2A 

Hearing Statement, August 2019) 

explains that maintaining a contingency 

ensures the Council is in a strong 

position in relation to maintaining a five 

year supply and that development will 

come forward via a plan-led approach. 

There should be greater 

transparency around the 

contribution made from windfalls. 

The average between April 2004 

and March 2018 is 331 dwellings 

per year.  

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 567) 

The comment is noted however is not 

relevant to a Main Modification. 

Approximately 7,000 jobs were 

created between 2001 and 2016, 

averaging 440 per year. Only 

2,600 were created between 

2011 and 2016 which is just over 

50% of the number predicted 

between 2001 and 2016.  

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 567) 

The comment is noted however is not 

relevant to a Main Modification. 

The housing planned for 

Felixstowe and the Trimleys 

would lead to the irreversible loss 

of prime agricultural land. 

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 567) 

The comment is noted however is not 

relevant to a Main Modification. 

Aspirational growth was aimed at 

supporting economic growth and 

jobs at the Port. The volume of 

new housing is no longer justified 

and will not be achievable, and 

the Plan is therefore not effective. 

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 567) 

The housing number as proposed 

through the Main Modifications is 

consistent with the standard 

methodology as set out in the NPPF and 

the Planning Practice Guidance on 

Housing and Economic Needs 

Assessment. Any longer-term economic 

impacts would appropriately be 

considered through a review of the 

Local Plan, at a time when any longer-

term impacts can be fully understood. 

The Council produces a monitoring 

report every year and must review the 
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Plan and consider whether there is a 

need to revise it at least every five 

years, and there are therefore 

mechanisms to consider these impacts 

in the context of the Local Plan. 
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MM5 – Reference to Modal Shift (Various) 
Summary of Issues Raised Respondents Council Response 

The cancellation of three new 

bridges around the Ipswich docks 

and the Northern Route has 

detrimentally affected 

improvements to traffic flow and 

economic growth. The 

modifications to paragraph 2.15 

lack detail. There does not appear 

to be a strategy for delivering 

improvements to the A12 and 

A14. The housing planned for the 

Felixstowe peninsula without 

economic growth will lead to 

more vehicle movements on the 

A14.  

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 568) 

Policy SCLP2.2 sets out that the Council 

will work with relevant partners in 

supporting and enabling the delivery of 

improvements to the A12 and A14. The 

Infrastructure Delivery Framework in 

Appendix B of the Final Draft Local Plan 

sets out improvements that have been 

identified through the production of the 

Local Plan.  

 

  



Suffolk Coastal Local Plan Examination | Main Modifications 
Summary of Issues Raised and Council’s Responses – Addendum 

 

4 
 

MM49 – Reference to SCLP11.9: Areas to be Protected from 

Development (various) 
Summary of Issues Raised Respondents Council Response 

Objection to the removal of Policy 

SCLP11.9 in the Final Draft Local 

Plan and East Suffolk Council’s 

decision not to provide more 

evidence. The removal of the 

policy weakens objections to 

planning applications and has not 

been undertaken in the spirit of 

fairness. The removal particularly 

applies to Timely St Martin and 

policy SCLP12.66 Land adjacent to 

Reeve Lodge which will lead to 

the enclosure of Trimley St 

Martin.  

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 569) 

The Council considers the most 

appropriate way forward is to make use 

of other policies in the Final Draft Local 

Plan, such as such as SCLP3.3 

Settlement Boundaries, SCLP5.7 Infill 

and Garden Development, SCLP5.14 

Extension to Residential Curtilages, 

SCLP8.2 Open Space, SCLP10.1 

Biodiversity and Geodiversity, SCLP10.5 

Settlement Coalescence, SCLP11.1 

Design Quality and SCLP11.2 Residential 

Amenity. 
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General Comments 
Summary of Issues Raised Respondents Council Response 

The Plan is not sufficiently flexible 

to adapt to rapid change, as set 

out in the NPPF. There is no 

evidence to address the economic 

consequences of the pandemic. 

The East of England Forecasting 

Model is largely based on past 

economic performance. The 

figure of 6,500 has not been 

amended and is at risk due to the 

increasing likelihood of significant 

job losses.  

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 566) 

Any longer-term economic impacts 

from Covid-19 would appropriately be 

considered through a review of the 

Local Plan, at a time when any longer 

term impacts can be fully understood. 

The Council produces a monitoring 

report every year and must review the 

Plan and consider whether there is a 

need to revise it at least every five 

years, and there are therefore 

mechanisms to consider these impacts 

in the context of the Local Plan. 

The economic impacts of the 

pandemic will also impact the 

number of dwellings needed. 

Kirton and Trimley 

Community Action 

Group (Irvine, Iain) 

(Rep ID: 566) 

Modifications relating to the housing 

number proposed through MM4 reflect 

the standard method and are therefore 

consistent with the NPPF and the 

Planning Practice Guidance on Housing 

and Economic Needs Assessment. 

 

 


