Suffolk County Council Executive committee 5 april 2005 report number eo5/34

consultation of suffolk county council as strategic planning and local transport authority by babergh district council:   Application b/03/01085/out, proposed development at the former hms ganges, shotley gate, shotley

Response of Shotley Parish Council

The Parish Council have made extensive observations both on the original and revised Outline Planning Application (Appendix One, Two and Three).

This further submission to the County Council responds to new matters raised in the report and in response to additional information that has only recently been made available to us.

Response to the Strategic Planning Authority

1 Since the matter was last considered by the County the developers commissioned a Health Impact Assessment. It recommended that “discussions between the primary care team on the Peninsula, Central Suffolk PCT and Suffolk Social Services on how they will meet the needs of the new residents whilst maintaining the quality of care and access to services of existing residents.” A further recommendation concerned a wider forum to include the local community to discuss recreation, education (in its widest sense) and youth issues. We are surprised to see that no response to this document has been included in this report.

2 The contention that the granting of Planning Permission for 404 retirement homes can be reason to not object to the revised application is flimsy. Even where the 404 to equal the 325 in terms of traffic flow and movements (and the methodology that led to that conclusion has been questioned) the two applications present different challenges to be overcome if the development is to be assessed as truly sustainable. For example, a retirement community would have little need for facilities for additional local employment. The application for 404 was assessed against the guidance in force at that particular time. The current application needs to be assessed against the guidance of today; in particular PPS1 presents greater challenges to ensure that plans are truly sustainable.

3 In the previous report to the Executive Committee the County were supportive of facilities to meet the needs of the community in particular a library combined with an internet café with youth, community and leisure facilities (EO3/107 para 28). The current report pays scant reference to these matters saying only that these matters remain to be investigated and then only in reference to a library facility. We find it staggering that three years into this matter these things have not yet even reached the stage of investigation by County Officers. The failure to reiterate the support showed earlier leads the local community to believe that this support has evaporated and that the County will no longer insist on either amelioration or compensatory measures for the local community.

Response to the Local Transport Authority

1 The Committee has before them the assessment by Haylink, an assessment of the same by the consultant employed by the Parishes affected by this proposed development and the view of officers of the County Council. The bottom line is that as a minimum the traffic flow through Shotley will increase by 53% and that no amelioration measures are being proposed by officers to protect the community of Shotley from the obvious negative impact this will have.
2 We have asked for and been furnished with a copy of the Scoping Statement that set out those transport and highway matters that in the view of the County would need to be addressed by the developer. Included was the requirement for a “full Highway Inventory” and assessment of all junctions, parking provision, pedestrian and cycling access, signage, etc. In our view neither the Haylink TA nor the County’s evaluation of it comes close to meeting this obligation. In respect of Shotley residents the following remain outstanding; indeed officers have yet to begin to give them any meaningful consideration:

Location of pedestrian controlled crossings

The precise nature of any improvements to and increased provision for footpath and cycle ways

Measures to limit the impact of increased traffic flows in areas of current problem parking, speeding and accident black spots
Measures to improve site lines and visibility at junctions along the B1456 other than at Freston and Wherstead

We do not believe that at this stage these matters should be left open ended, the County needs to be clear about what measures it wishes the developers to take and the Community need to be clear what steps the County believe necessary to safeguard their safety. 

The suggestions in para 32 a) to h) whilst admirable are no more than cosmetic responses to the development proposal.
3 No measures to improve the take up of cycling and the safety of cyclists have been presented, other than within the confines of the new development, despite this being a specific policy objective of the County. In correspondence we have been told that the B1456 is not suitable as a cycle route as it is “not a commuter route.” Within the Parish we are seeking a proposal that will effect a safe route to the Primary School for walkers and cyclists.
Conclusion
The job of the County Council is at best half done. With so much still to be resolved the Executive Committee should defer a decision on this matter until such time as a comprehensive set of proposals that command the support of local people can be agreed. We would also recommend that a site visit is made.
Shotley Parish Council
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