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At the Society’s Annual General Meeting in June 
I spoke about the need to recruit a new Director 
to replace Richard Ward, our former Director, and 
to lead the Society in a way that would meet the 
needs, demands and aspirations of Members for a 
County they are proud of.  This search was a very 
thorough one and after two interview sessions, 
and having met some excellent candidates, the 
interview committee unanimously offered the 
post to Simon Cairns, who we all instinctively felt 
was our man. 

His professional background is in planning, 
conservation and historic buildings, and he has 
had considerable experience working in the 
Cotswold area, so he is already well-versed in 
our important principles.  His charm and evident 
enthusiasm for his subject equip him well for 
this important position and we very much look 
forward to working with him. He will take up the 
reins as Director on 1st December, so by the time 
you read this he will be in position. We welcome 
him, his wife and two young children to Suffolk 
and hope they will be very happy in their new 
home. 

In the meantime, Little Hall is doing a sterling 
job in maintaining business as usual, responding 
to the requirements of such diverse topics as the 
Coastal Erosion Consultation, the Suffolk Waste 
Core Strategy, a new generation of high voltage 
pylons, and the constant stream of planning 
matters that fi nd their way to the Society.  

One document that gives real cause for concern, 
and is the one about which we should all be 
collaring our MPs, is Planning Policy Statement 
15 on the built heritage, which now combines the 
historic built environment with archaeology.  It 
is a most damaging new draft planning statement 
that has the potential to undermine many 
years of successful protection of the historic 
built environment.  It must not be forgotten 
that we inherit our historic infrastructure to 
pass on to future generations.  It should not be 
sacrifi ced for the sake of short term government 
policies.  Historic buildings and settlements, like 
conservation areas, once gone, or even if allowed 

to become truncated or isolated and lost to their 
original context, cannot be retrieved.  They are 
fi nite assets which should, in line with former 
protection policies, be repaired, restored and 
allowed to take their place alongside the new.  
This is, once again, a developers’ charter to open 
the gateway to hitherto protected territory.  

In addition, we are responding to the Review, 
in respect of Suffolk, of the Regional Spatial 
Strategy which sets the framework for general 
development in the Region up to 2031.  We are 
also waiting to hear how the future structure 
of local government in Suffolk will be formed. 
However, the Boundary Commission Review is 
unlikely to come forward again until after the 
next general election.

The next few weeks and the New Year, therefore, 
promise to be an exciting and busy time for 
us all.  We have ensured that the Director-In-
Waiting has as much of a fl ying start as possible 
by having regular weekly conversations with him 
to bring him up to speed with the various aspects 
of the Society’s work, and its relationship with 
other groups such as Suffolk Acre, the Suffolk 
Association of Local Councils, and the various 
CPRE organisations and groups.  Although 
Simon had not yet started to work formally 
for us, he attended the CPRE Sharing Success 
Conference in London in early November.  He 
will be travelling around the county, in the 
coming weeks, to the various District Committee 
meetings and is looking forward to meeting 
everyone.  

Finally, I and everyone at Little Hall, wish you 
‘compliments of the season’ and all the very best 
for the New Year.

Snippets from the Cutting Room
SPS Chairman, Mike Coleman, writes
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Comment

SPS Chairman, Mike Coleman, writes

In the interregnum between Directors, the work 
of the Chairman expands vastly and I have 
attended a number of functions and meetings 
that would ordinarily fall to the Director to 
undertake. This can be quite enlightening at 
times, and no more so than when I attended the 
recent AGM of the Suffolk Association of Local 
Councils. 

The guest speaker spoke about Suffolk and its 
role in food production, a topic of particular 
interest to me.  He painted a picture of a 
world where the land mass is only capable of 
producing food in very few places compared 
with its gross surface because of such inhibitors 
as deserts, mountains and forests, etc. Viewed in 
this way the importance of the prairies and parts 
of Europe in the world food chain is crucial in 
averting starvation.

It emerged that Suffolk currently produces 
around four per cent 
of Britain’s food and 
the importance of this 
contribution should 
not be underestimated.  
Global warming, and 
decreasing water supplies, 
could make it tougher 
to maintain this level 
so we need to think 
about a new reservoir in 
Suffolk.  However, the 
Government’s view, as 
expressed in the latest 
draft of the Regional 
Plan, is to cover the prime 
agricultural land with 
houses in the interests 
of economic growth.  
What will we live on, air 
minus CO2?  All this, of 
course, is ‘sustainable’ 
in the Government’s new 
interpretation of that 
important word, but it 
did not refer to housing 

growth, in fact, quite the opposite.  It would be a 
laughable situation if it was not so serious.

Fortunately, a group of business leaders
assisting with the Rural Action Programme are 
taking steps to identify some of the solutions for 
farming and the rural environment.  In particular 
they are considering the creation of a fund that 
could help support the farming community as 
they care for our most fragile landscapes, sustain 
our rural way of life, and provide the food to 
feed us.  It is not just arable farming that has its 
problems. Dairy production is being hit really 
hard with a 50 per cent decline in dairy farming 
in the last ten years and 14 farmers a week 
giving up their businesses, while the country 
imports one million litres of fresh milk every 
day.  This is madness as in Britain we have some 
of the best dairy farming conditions in the world.

Britain today is also rapidly losing what is left 
of its local culture – we could wake up one day 
and find it has disappeared.  Our countryside is 

a living, delicate organism 
that must be respected and 
cared for if it is to protect 
us long term.  The stakes 
could not be higher.

However, I sign off to 
attend a meeting of the 
green buildings network 
and, later, the Norfolk 
CPRE AGM where they 
are presenting their 
conservation awards for 
sound environmental 
practice.  Thank goodness, 
I will now get back to 
reality and the proper 
meaning of a sustainable 
life! 

"To increase food production, 
tell the minister I'm developing 

three-legged chickens... and 
he can come and catch 'em."
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Regional Planning in the East of England

SPS Vice-President, Barry Porter, writes

When Prime Minister Brown announced that his 
Government’s policy was to build three million 
houses in the UK by 2021, it probably failed to 
register what that would mean to us in Suffolk. 
There had been considerable building development 
in the county in the 1980s and 1990s, but the scale 
of this proposal in relation to our county seemed 
too large to comprehend. Who would decide how 
many homes should be built in Suffolk, and where 
would they be built?  Previously, it had been the 
remit of the County Council, but now there was 
a new body set up called The East of England 
Regional Assembly (EERA) which was charged 
with this task in its Regional Spatial Strategy. 
The EERA was a new unelected body, which did 
embrace county council representatives, but was 
answerable only to government.  In time, they 
produced an East of England Plan to cover the 
2001-21 period, and Suffolk was allocated 61,700 
houses to be built by 2021. This figure did not 
satisfy the then Secretary of State, Ruth Kelly, 
who imposed a higher figure to meet government 
targets. The Regional Assembly had to accept 
the figures, but with grave misgivings that the 
infrastructure deficit was too great to cope with the 
demands. 

It was clear from the outset that the schedule for 
building was over-ambitious, particularly with 
respect to affordable housing, when the recession 
began to take hold. Government had assumed 
an annual growth in gross domestic product 
(GDP) of 3.2%, and a doubling of employment 
prospects within the Region. Now we have moved 
to virtually nil GDP growth and considerable 
reductions in employment, coupled with an almost 
total stop in mortgage lending, which is still with 
us to-day.

Meanwhile, the Government was becoming 
annoyed at the attempt by the Regional assemblies 
across the country to question government policy 
and to tell them what was wrong with their plans. 
Also the Government had sought to legitimise 
Regional Government by asking the voters in 
the north-east of England to approve an electoral 

system for the area, but it failed to convince the 
people there. Accordingly, the Government is 
seeking to replace the current system of Regional 
Government by doing away with Regional 
Assemblies and allowing spatial strategies to be 
determined by Regional Development Agencies, 
(RDA) to be assisted by Local Authority Leaders 
Panels. The opportunity for the public and various 
lobby groups in the social and environmental 
forums to have any input is likely to be very 
limited and totally at the discretion of the RDA.  
So much for democracy!

One of the last tasks for the Regional Assembly 
to carry out, before its dissolution early next 
year, is a Review of the East of England Plan 
and make recommendations to take it on up to 
2031.  Accordingly, the Assembly has produced a 
consultation paper, in which they put forward four 
scenarios for housing growth across the Region. 
A series of public meetings were called across the 
Region to explain these scenarios, which have been 
set out in a document, East of England Plan 2031, 
Scenarios for Housing and Economic Growth,  
Consultation September 2009 (obtainable from 
EERA on 01284 728151, or at www.eera.gov.uk.), 
and invites answers to a series of questions that 
should be returned to EERA by 24th November, 
2009. Within the pack, there are special documents 
particularly related to the county and the special 
sub-areas of Ipswich and Lowestoft.

It will come as no surprise to find that the potential 
housing numbers for the region are to be increased, 
and the population of the Region is expected to 
grow over the next twenty-two years by a million 
to 7 million. It is clear that already there has been 
substantial inward migration into the Region, and 
with smaller household numbers per house, and the 
growth in the numbers of older people and their 
increased life expectancy, there is still substantial 
demand for housing in the region, but particularly 
for affordable housing for those on the bottom 
rung of the housing ladder. To date the number 
of affordable houses built is well short of the 
target for the Region.  Until 2008 the Region was 
broadly on track with the increase in the number 
of jobs needed to match the housing increase, but 
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the number of dwellings completed in 2008/9 
has fallen away dramatically, while employment 
figures have also dipped substantially.  Finally, 
the infrastructure improvements needed to redress 
current deficits, and to support new growth are still 
only in the early stages of development, if at all.

The first scenario aims to roll forward the current 
East of England Plan numbers with some changes 
agreed with local councils.  It would seek to build 
64,300 more dwellings in Suffolk by 2031. The 
Local Development Frameworks being prepared 
in Suffolk Districts are currently working with 
these figures. Development is largely concentrated 
near the large towns or cities, such as the Ipswich 
Policy Area.

Scenarios 2 & 3 consider those parts of the Region 
where there is a greater capacity for growth. 
The proposal for Scenario 2 is to put large-scale 
growth at Cambridge, Norwich and Chelmsford, 
considerable expansion at Ipswich, Colchester 
and Bury St Edmunds, and new settlements 
in Bedfordshire and Huntingdonshire, and at 
Braintree.  For Suffolk, we would see an increase 
in housing numbers of 2,100 for Bury St Edmunds 
and 2,000 for the Ipswich Policy Area.  Scenario 
3 looks at the potential to create more jobs so the 
growth is spread more widely than in Scenario 
2.  For Suffolk it shows the Ipswich Policy Area 
reducing by 2,000 and Bury St Edmunds reducing 
by 1,000, whilst Suffolk Coastal increase by 3,100 
and Babergh by nearly 600. Thus, Scenarios 2 
& 3 increase the number of houses to be built in 
Suffolk by 4-5,000 by 2031.

Scenario 4 looks only at household projections of 
new households, based on the historical evidence 
of growth in the last fifty years. These show 
considerably more migration into Norfolk and 
Suffolk, often by retirees, and second homes. There 
is recognition of the need to generate jobs to match 
these figures. As a consequence Suffolk would see 
significant housing increases in all districts, apart 
from the Ipswich Policy Area, which would lose 
1,000. Babergh would increase by 4,300 (63%), 
Forest Heath by 2,200 (35%), Mid-Suffolk by 
4,500 (55%), St. Edmundsbury by 2,200 (20%), 
Suffolk Coastal by 13,300 (175%), and Waveney 

by 11,200 (190%).  The scale of these figures 
for the small towns and villages of Suffolk is 
staggering. There would be a 45% increase in 
houses built in the period up to 2031 in Suffolk, 
36,700 dwellings more than from envisaged in 
Scenario 1. 

CPRE is concerned at the implications of all these 
scenarios.  It opposed the numbers allocated in the 
original East of England Plan, on the grounds that 
since the six county councils had said that they had 
almost exhausted the supply of possible previously 
developed land there would be too much building 
on greenfield sites.  We were also concerned at the 
lack of infrastructure for such an increase in house-
building, and its effects on the particular problems 
in Suffolk of water supply and coastal erosion. We 
were worried about employment prospects in the 
county, expecting that many of the houses in the 
South and West of Suffolk would attract additional 
commuting by road and rail into London, rather 
than developing local jobs. This in turn could 
lead to a shortfall in affordable house-building, 
as we are already seeing today.  Finally, we were 
concerned at the consequences for the historic 
environment in the county and for the sensitivity 
of Suffolk’s landscape character and the Heritage 
Coast.

6

"Here's the pin the government 
supplied for selecting  

areas for more housing."
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All of these considerations remain with the 
publication of these new proposals. In addition 
there is now greater concern about the implications 
of global warming, and climate change. In the 
last years we have become increasingly aware 
of the need to encourage greater development 
of agriculture in Britain, as world populations 
grow and food supplies from overseas either 
dwindle or become less affordable. East Anglia 
has traditionally been one of the main suppliers 
of our fruit and vegetables. During 2007-2008 
approximately half of new houses were built away 
from the main towns and cities in the region, but 
can that rate of growth be sustained or indeed, 
should it? Certainly with the new proposals, and 
in particular, Scenario 4, the rural areas of 
Suffolk would be irrevocably 
transformed.  Indeed, 
Scenario 4 raises many 
more questions than 
answers, not least more 
commuting for jobs that 
are not there now and 
unlikely to be there in the 
future. 

CPRE East of England 
Regional Group will be 
submitting its reply to this 
consultation paper, and we 
have asked the CPRE County 
Associations to comment on 
the issues that most concern 
them.  We will be putting 
forward a Scenario 5 in 
which we will take account 
of the problems thrown up 
by the recession, and will 
question the methodology 
of the statistics used by 
the Regional Assembly 
to bolster their argument.  
It is likely the present 
government will try to 
push the greatest increase 
in housing numbers they 
can, but with a General 
Election in the offi ng in 2010, 
it is prudent to try to delay this 

part of the Review as long as possible.  What will 
happen to regional governance if the Conservatives 
win the election is unclear, but it will take time 
to unravel these changes, especially in the 
light of European governance, where regional 
arrangements are the norm.

At present, these are the fi rst proposals that are 
out for consultation.  When all the replies have 
been made, and other policy work completed on 
the economy, transport, climate change, waste 
and renewable energy, together with an integrated 
sustainability appraisal, the draft Revised East 
of England Plan will be presented for public 
consultation in March 2010, before the Secretary 
of State for Communities and Local Government 
fi nalises it in 2011.

(Barry Porter is the Vice-Chairman of the CPRE East of 
England Group)
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Ye olde retro
At Oxburgh Hall there are several wonderful 
documents in the handwriting of great Kings and 
Queens of England.  One of them written from 
Edward IV to Henry Bedingfield, the founder 
of that great house, granted Henry Bedingfield 
permission to build a turreted and crenellated 
stately home surrounded by a moat, and then 
added that he forgave him for already having 
built it!  SV suspects that this was not the first 
retrospective planning permission in England.

Food glorious food
Tesco want to build another superstore in 
Halesworth, as regular readers of Suffolk View 
will not have failed to miss on these pages, and 
by the time you read this we will all probably 
know the outcome.  However, ‘foodies’ don’t 
have to be told about the abundance and choice of 
good food available in the area. At the Aldeburgh 
Food and Drink Festival at Snape Maltings in 
September, seventy local producers linked the 
sea, the soil, wildlife, livestock and people with a 
choice of local food where there is no mystery as 
to its source nor question of sustainability.  Apart 
from all the wonderful contributors who work so 
hard to produce local wholesome and interesting 
food, there is the real need that, as a nation, we 
do a lot more of it.  Caroline Cranbrook, the 
inspiration behind the Festival, and a formidable 
campaigner for the local food movement, carried 
out a survey detailing how local businesses 
would suffer if a proposed superstore were 
granted planning permission.  She studied 81 
food shops in 7 market towns and 19 villages 
and their links with 300 local food producers.  
Suffolk Coastal District Council rejected Tesco’s 
proposal after it was made aware of how the 
new store would affect the local food economy.  
In the month of August, when Hilary Benn, the 
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs Secretary, 
announced a ‘radical rethink on food production’ 
in order to secure the food supply, the Suffolk 
coastal hinterland could boast of more than 50 
farm shops and a larger than usual number of 
independent butchers, fishmongers and pick-your-
own outlets.   Let’s hope that future government 
planning policy regulates the growth of large 

supermarkets to rural areas, allowing the local 
food market to prosper. 

Grave planning error
A vicar, writing in the paper during September, 
advised that he had received a letter from his 
borough council inviting him to comment on a 
planning application for a house just below his 
churchyard.  The letter was addressed to “The 
Occupier, Cemetery, St. Peter’s Church”.

quod erat demonstrandum
The Chairman of CABE, Paul Finch, recently 
put on record his view that there is massive	
wastage	involved	in	early	demolition	of	older	
housing.  London architect, Simon Sturgis, agrees 
having done some interesting analysis of carbon 
emissions in relation to new construction and/
or refurbishment, and tried to make sense of 
the figures compared with other energy costs.  
Paul Finch says you are continuing to pay for 
something that you have already demolished, and 
then you have to pay for temporary or permanent 
accommodation for those who need re-housing. 
You then have to raise new long-term funding 
for the replacement buildings.  It’s all very well 
to say that you can write off the costs but in his 
view this is grossly irresponsible, and matches 
the attitude of those who take a similar view 
of the energy implications.  He believes that 

Have you heard this one?
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conservation in the future will be as much a 
resource and environmental issue as it is currently 
concerned with aesthetics, and will mean less 
demolition but more adaptation, which should, of 
course, combine high-quality design with smart 
approaches to energy implications.

Food, housing and foresight 
Food security is as great a threat to mankind 
as climate change itself, so we understand, and 
‘sustainable’ soil is absolutely fundamental to 
long term agricultural policy.  We are advised 
that if we are (and not just us alone) to feed 
the world then we must double our food 
production by 2050.  A strategy to protect the 
health of England’s soil to ensure it continues 

to store carbon dioxide will be published by 
the Government shortly.  Bob Watson, Defra’s 
scientist, told the BBC Radio 4 Today Programme 
what we perhaps had already recognised – that 
intensive farming and building development had 
done much damage over recent years, on the one 
hand depleting the quality of the soil, and on the 
other making less land available for growing 
food.   He did not let us forget food wastage 
either, 40 per cent being wasted in the UK and 
Europe and another 40 per cent when it reaches 
the supermarkets.  We are told that we can solve 
these problems but a critical eye is now being 
turned on building development policy as well as 
soil nutrition.

In the EU, food production and distribution contribute up to 18 
per cent of greenhouse gas emissions.  Climate-damaging nitrogen 
fertilisers are banned on organic farms.  Buying local, seasonal, 
organic food saves energy and reduces food miles.  The Soil 
Association is campaigning for a wholesale shift to more resilient, 
organic and local food and farming.  www.soilassociation.org

Architettura – antico e moderna 
It is possible to combine tradition with modernity 
in a way that respects both, so we are told in 
September’s Design Issue of Architects’ Journal.   
“The most recent example visited is the former 
customs house complex in Venice, the Punta 
della Dogana, which stood unused and unloved 
for many years despite its location.  Now the 
building has been adapted, magnificently, by 
Tadeo Ando for Francois Pinault’s art foundation, 
and it is replete with avant-garde works from 
the collection which contrast dramatically 
with their surroundings.  The adaptation is an 
example of what critic Robert Maxwell describes 
as ‘ancient wisdom with modern know-how.”  
Ando would doubtless subscribe to such a view, 
since it chimes with the Japanese attitude to 
the re-use of old buildings, which is that the 
construction process by which they are adapted 
is more critical than the appearance of the object 
itself.  “Continuity depends on the mind of the 
designer and the hand of the craftsman, not on 
the unthinking preservation of the old.  Of course, 
there must be exceptions to such an approach.  
There are monuments whose power resides in 
the fact that they will not change – but that is 
what such structures are:  monuments, not living 



architecture capable of absorbing or responding 
to change.” 

Interesting, ancient wisdom with modern know-
how – it’s a tough call but it has to be checked 
out.

So how is Bob the Builder?
It is interesting that some of the big volume house 
builders are not actively or aggressively looking to 
return to the housing numbers of previous years, 
and that there will be a shift away from building 
apartments to the more traditional two-storey 
family homes.  After all, whatever the guidance 
on house building numbers, industry will only 
build what it knows it can sell.  They will embark 
on a strategy that is right for their business.  One 
company, Persimmon, has moved into the off-site 
manufacture of timber-framed building systems 
which is particularly useful, they say, for satisfying 
the green agenda, where people are looking for 
high energy efficiency.  This is an important point 
as the housing market grows and they have to 
adapt to the requirements of a sustainable building 
industry.  However, big builders are unanimous 
about the Conservative Party’s housing plans to 
scrap Regional Spatial Strategies, (calling them 
‘scary’), and return more power over development 
decisions to local communities.  What is ‘local’ – if 
it is county-based then so much the better, but if 
it is truly ‘local’, what does this mean?  No doubt 
all will be revealed in the next few months as we 
approach a general election and hear promises and 
pledges from all sides.

Shop locally this Christmas
Everything spent in local shops is re-circulated 
three times in that area, so says Caroline 
Cranbrook.  “Shopkeepers are at the heart of 
the local community, this is where people meet 
and talk so I think it is  hugely important”, says 
Lady Cranbrook, speaking to the East Anglian 
Daily Times, the local newspaper which has 
championed buying local food and products, and 
supporting local businesses.  The shopkeepers 
will also be helping a network of other small 
local business enterprises, as the local economy 
snowballs – excuse the festive pun!

Update on Stansted – what next?
The present reality is that a planning application 
for a second runway remains on the table and 
has the Government’s full support:  the Public 
Inquiry to consider this planning application is 
currently ‘on hold’ pending the outcome of BAA’s 
appeal against the Competition Commission’s 
ruling:  the Government cannot legally force an 
applicant to withdraw a planning application:  
the Competition Commission has placed a legal 
obligation upon BAA to “diligently pursue” its 
second runway planning application pending 
any change of ownership at Stansted.  Next year 
will be a critical one for opponents of Stansted’s 
unsustainable expansion plans, especially those 
affected here in Suffolk by increased over-
flying.  There are, however, two prospects on 
the horizon, in that BAA may be forced by the 
Competition Commission to sell Stansted, and a 
new owner may decide not to proceed with the 
current expansion plans. The Government has 
been working with outdated aviation policies 
which do not have the benefit of climate concern 
information.  It is time to re-assess this industry in 
the light of this.

10
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Architectural Awards 2009
The old and the new are rewarded in Suffolk

During 2009 the Society’s ‘Award for a Better Environment’ 
presented prizes in its biennial competition.  The object was to 
acknowledge and encourage exemplar architectural projects in 
new sustainable buildings and the conservation and sensitive 

repair of older buildings, see Suffolk View, Issue 110, page 
16.  We could not pass from 2009 without highlighting three 
examples as a tribute to those which have been acknowledged 
by the Royal Institute of British Architecture.

The Abbey West Front, 
Bury St. EdmundsRIBA East Spirit of Ingenuity Architectural Awards 2009 – Heritage

Five new sustainable homes created without compromising the 
historic fabric.  Also a very close contender for the Society’s Award for 
exemplary work to protect or enhance the historic built heritage

Nicholas	Jacob	Architects,	Ipswich

Rear view of buildings showing before and after restoration

RIBA 2009 Architectural Award Winner
Clay Field, Elmswell – the Society’s 75th Anniversary visionary 
‘affordable housing initiative’ competition, run through the RIBA, 
and working with Orwell Housing Association, Inspire East, Mid 
Suffolk District Council and the community of Elmswell.

Riches,	Hawley	&	Mikhail	Architects,	London

The benchmark for low-cost, sustainable, affordable housing in the countryside

RIBA East 2009 Sustainable Building of the Year Award
Twelve three-storey eco-build one-and two-bedroom low-energy 
affordable homes 

Richard	Scales,	Architect,	Studiomgm,	Hartest

Rear elevation of sustainable affordable housing
View showing framing for structural green planting on Parkway, 
Bury St. Edmunds
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Suffolk Coast and Heaths Project (SC&HP)

John Paton is a member of the Partnership of 
Suffolk Coast & Heaths AONB, and gives a 
further update.

The meeting on 30th September gave six 
members the opportunity to give ten-minute 
presentations on various topics.  There was time 
for discussion after each one.

•   Nick Marsh, from the SC&H’s Unit at Melton, 
gave a summary of volunteer activity which 
included warden duties and beach watch.  He 
took the opportunity to	advise	that	more	
volunteers* were required in this area.

•   Neil Lister, also from the Unit, talked about 
the undergrounding of low-voltage cables with 
an explanation of the work carried out so far, 
under the fi rst tranche of funds.  The second 
tranche is expected to follow shortly.  Members 
of the Partnership were asked to consider 
suitable locations necessarily avoiding the 
built-up areas.

•   Bill Parker, Suffolk Coastal District Council, 
gave an introductory talk about the progress 
made so far, in conjunction with the Alde & Ore 
Future’s Group, on the Shoreline Management 
Project 2. 	

•   Adam Gretton, from Natural England, gave 
some detail regarding the agri-environment 
schemes and explained that some of the areas 
within the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
fell behind the national average by some 10 
per cent at 56.3 per cent.  This topic produced 

much discussion but unfortunately neither the 
representatives of the County Landowners’ 
Association or the National Farmers’ Union had 
been able to attend to enlighten the meeting.

•   Planner, Clive Dawson, from Tendring District 
Council spoke of the desire for the south side 
of the River Stour to be included.  Part of this 
District fell within the area of interest and 
there was no local opposition to such a move. 
Natural England would make a decision 
on this, along with many other requests for 
inclusion, in due course.

•   Malcolm Farrow, another member of the 
SC&H’s Unit, spoke about the need for all 
Partners to raise the profi le of the Areas of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty in their work and 
literature.  John Paton advised that, through 
the Suffolk Preservation Society’s Suffolk View 
publication, with its wider circulation, this had 
already been supported. Subject to editorial 
space there was willingness to update readers 
when information of mutual interest came 
forward.

The meeting was informed of a special meeting 
of the Partnership, to take place on 1st December, 
2009, to discuss the possible introduction of the 
White-tailed Eagle.  Richard Rafe of Natural 
England was  chairing the working party on this 
project.

*Editor’s	note:		It is understood that Suffolk Coast and Heaths 
AONB Project would welcome more volunteers in the beach watch 
activity. If you are interested in giving time to this or would like 
more information contact the Suffolk Coast & Heaths Project Unit at 
Melton, near Woodbridge - telephone number 01394 384948  

Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty
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Regional	Planning	Issues

The Government is introducing a number of key 
changes to the regional government arrangements 
in April 2010.  All Regional Assemblies in 
England, apart from London, are to be abolished 
and responsibility for a single Regional Plan will 
rest jointly with a new Local Council Leaders’ 
Board and a Regional Development Agency.  
However, for now, the East of England Plan and 
the Regional Economic Strategy will continue to 
be separate documents, but it is envisaged that at 
the next Review they will be brought together into 
a new integrated regional strategy for the East of 
England.  

Well, that’s the plan, but having experienced 
regional government’s disregard for rural counties 
and their needs, and failure to understand the 
value of landscape character, let’s have a vote for 
a return to county-based planning, with District 
representation which, if done well, understands 
local communities’ needs and squanders their 
assets at its peril.  They are locally accountable, 
accessible and closer to the subject.  They know it 
belongs to the people, not to government.  Why not 
email your Member of Parliament and claim back 
your County Planning System and your County, 
before it is too late?

Meanwhile, the last duty for the Regional 
Assembly is to review the East of England Plan 
up to 2031.  Barry Porter reports on page 5 the 
four Scenarios placed before the people of Suffolk 
for future housing and economic growth in the 
County.  If you have already read his article 
you will know that CPRE and the Society are 
concerned about the damaging impact that this 
type of growth would have on a rural county like 
Suffolk.  Scenario 4 virtually doubles the size of 
Suffolk’s built environment up to the end of the 
period and most of the development would have 
to be accommodated in rural areas, including the 
Heritage Coast.  This is serious – do you want it?  
If you don’t, then write to your MP and tell him.

Editor’s	note:		see page 5 of this Issue, and the Consultation response 
is on the Society’s website at www.suffolksociety.org

Planning Overview
A look at national, regional and local land-use planning

National	Planning	Issues

Consultation	Paper	on	a	New	
Planning Policy Statement 15:
Planning	for	the	Historic	Environment

The historic environment has a unique potential 
to contribute to a sense of place by helping to 
define the history and character of a particular 
area.  People care about this, and wish to protect 
it.  Planning has a central role to play in protecting, 
conserving and enhancing the historic environment 
through policy, plan-making and planning control 
at national, regional and local level.

The Government has said it is committed to 
reforming particular aspects of the heritage 
protection system, but some will require primary 
and secondary legislation.  One key feature of this 
new document is the proposal to link planning 
policy on all aspects of the historic environment - 
the built environment, archaeology and landscape.  
It is intended to replace the current Planning 
Policy Guidance (PPG) 15 and 16, where there 
is  separate treatment of listed building control, 
conservation areas and other types of historic 
asset in PPG15, and separate consideration of 
archaeological assets in PPG16.  This new draft 
Planning Policy Statement emphasises the need 
to establish the significance of each asset and 
makes clear how the historic environment is to be 
viewed in the context of today’s major challenges, 
such as regeneration, housing supply, economic 
development and the need to address climate 
change.  Will any heritage building or conservation 
area receive a fair assessment set against this 
competing agenda? This is a dreadfully worded 
and confusing document which may well see 
the loss of valuable historic inheritance unless 
thoroughly rethought.

Editor’s	note:		see page 27 of this Issue, and the Consultation 
response on the Society’s website at www.suffolksociety.org
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local debate must take place for all involved to 
ensure consensus with a sustainable outcome.

•   Appropriate compensation will allow people to 
move forward, otherwise the Courts will set the 
definitive policy.

•   The need to discuss with communities near the 
sea what the coastline should look like, and what 
facilities they think should be available on an 
eroding coast, and what can and should be saved 
from the sea.  

•   A leisure and tourism coastline, to flourish, 
must have facilities, and businesses will need a 
financial safety net.

•   Some vulnerable but historically important 
buildings can be adapted to flooding.  
Undoubtedly difficult decisions will need to be 
made for others that cannot, but after appropriate 
assessment by independent historic building 
experts, and other agencies - the outcome should 
not rest on cost alone.

•   It is important that rural communities on the 
coastline do not lose their vitality even though 
that coastline may be subject to gradual change.   
People need to continue with their enterprising 
livelihoods.  A previously inhabited coastline 
cannot become a ghost area overnight and any 
policy to move people away from coastline 
properties, where there is no imminent danger, 
should be a time-phased adjustment.  Where 
there is a strong mandate from people to 
maintain their area they should be given the 
opportunity to make their case.

Editor’s	note:		The Consultation response is on the Society’s website 
at www.suffolksociety.org

Local	Planning	Issues

Suffolk	County	Council
Draft	Waste	Core	Strategy	
The Society has responded to the draft Waste Core 
Strategy, (Final Consultation), 2009 which will 
contribute comment to the County Council’s draft 

Coastal	Change	Policy

In September the Society responded to the 
Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs’ 
(Defra) Consultation on Coastal Change Policy.  
This large subject covers issues like the Coastal 
Erosion Assistance Package, community adaptation 
planning and engagement, and a new planning 
policy on coastal change.  Managing Change looked 
at local buildings and properties, and businesses and 
local infrastructure.  The sections on the Natural and 
Historic Environment allowed for more local feed-
through of information. 

The following points give an indication of the 
Society’s comment, but the full response can be 
viewed at www.suffolksociety.org

•   The principle of losing land to the sea needs 
to consider the importance of land security for 
growing food, and should not be based on cost 
alone.

•   Building on flood plain generally should be 
planned against, supported by policy.   The 
policy balance in favour of economically driven 
development should be changed to safeguard 
flood plain, and to give greater protection to the 
environment.

•   Local authorities should cover full demolition 
costs for private home-owners, with a change to 
Government policy to reflect this.  

•   There will be a requirement to reduce the 
potential for neglect and avoid blight, with 
a sensitive balance between the needs of 
an individual and the requirements of the 
community.

•   Funding for change with an understanding 
approach by those involved in the process for 
adaptation should be vital.

•   With regard to the natural and historic 
environment it will be difficult to persuade 
people that a cherished view, a remote special 
building or a particular walk may be forfeited to 
the sea.  These are important to people and a full 
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become sustainable as a nation.  There is a danger 
that some forms of disposal, while having the 
ability to generate energy as a by-product, might 
create ‘feed’ for just that purpose, producing 
unsustainable practices and increases in carbon 
emissions.

The Society has asked to be kept informed on the 
Consultation process.

Editor’s	note:		The Consultation response is on the Society’s website 
at www.suffolksociety.org

  

Babergh	District

New	Era	Pylons	from	Bramford	to	Twinstead
In September the National Grid unveiled  four 
possible routes for a new network of high voltage 
(400k V) power lines across south Suffolk.  It 
states that with a number of major power stations 
due to close over the next decade and no let-up 
in electricity demand, the country will need more 
than 20 gigawatts of new generation, equivalent to 
replacing almost one third of the country’s power 
stations by 2020.  Under new rules the National 
Grid has to demonstrate to the new Infrastructure 
Planning Commission that it has fully consulted 
with the public before submitting its scheme.  
There will no longer be any local opportunity to 
contribute directly to the examination.

One option would be to build a new overhead 
line from Bramford to Twinstead, parallel to an 
existing 400k V National Grid line and a 132k V 
route owned by EDF Energy Networks.  A second 
option would be to install a new line in place of 
the existing 132kV EDF line.  Both of these two 
options would run through the designated Dedham 
Vale Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty south 
of Hadleigh.  Option three would require a new 
line installed north of Hadleigh and Boxford, 
heading south west towards Twinstead, while a 
fourth option would see the line routed north of the 
villages of Elmsett, Lindsey Tye and Edwardstone.  

By the time you read this some public 
consultations will have taken place, but already 
the Society has had many telephone calls 

waste planning policies before their submission 
to the Secretary of State.  The document sets 
out the planning framework for the location 
and distribution of strategic waste management 
facilities, and identifies sites for different 
categories, defined as inert,	non-hazardous, 
hazardous and other waste.  

The methods of disposal are various and some are 
more sustainable than others.  The following places 
the sustainable hierarchy of disposal with the best 
method first, but obviously not all waste is suitable 
for some outlets – waste	minimization	(reducing 
waste at source), re-use and recycle, composting	
(the aerobic process for biological degradable 
organic waste such as garden and kitchen green 
waste), anaerobic	digestion	plant (chomps up 
food and garden waste, can be used as a fertiliser 
and contribute some energy), incineration	plant	
(burns most things and creates energy but is high 
on CO2 emissions), landfill (old quarries which are 
now nearly full), landraise (piled mainly above the 
ground and covered over at end-life).

This is a detailed and specific document which is 
too complex to repeat here, but the Society ended 
by adding that it was environmentally sound to 
reduce the amount of bio-degradable waste going 
to landfill sites, in line with the Landfill Directive, 
and that the provision of new landraise sites and 
waste incineration plants should be strictly limited, 
and dependent on the local authorities having 
achieved demanding targets for waste reduction 
and recycling.  It also stated that Government 
should provide strong leadership to ensure that 
waste reduction is seen as a priority by local 
government, business and individuals, and that the 
challenging targets for waste minimisation should 
continue to be pursued.

The Society considered that more was required 
of the retailing and manufacturing sector in the 
reduction of over-packaging and the promotion 
of locally grown and bought food, which 
avoided packaging:  food wastage, particularly at 
supermarkets, needed to be addressed.

Society is dealing with the end result of waste 
– it is a huge problem and its creation in the 
first place must be sensibly reduced if we are to 
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from concerned members of the public, and 
campaigning groups have been formed.

Whilst supergrids are the buzz word, this is the 
time for a national policy which moves towards 
a ‘smart’ electricity grid, providing an electricity 
network that uses digital technology to save 
energy, reduces costs and provides a more reliable 
service, but it will mean major investment with 
changes of approach from industry.  An alliance, 
including CPRE, believes that the crucial elements 
of a ‘smart grid’ are that it makes the best use of 
available energy resources, particularly through 
actively managing demand for electricity, and 
avoids harm to our most important areas of 
countryside from the impact of overhead lines 
and disturbance to land and habitat in sensitive 
and protected landscapes.  The need to reduce 
reliance on larger power stations and centralised 
transmission grids, in the longer term, is imperative 
if we are serious about reducing energy in the face 
of climate change concerns.

Meters can provide customers and energy suppliers 
with accurate information on the amount of 
electricity and gas being used and give incentives 
for people to generate their own electricity from 
renewable sources, such as solar panels and heat 
pumps, which then feed into the wider electricity 
network.  CPRE acknowledges that a national grid 
is likely to be necessary in the shorter term but 
with government commitment to a smart grid this 
could be the last time for high voltage overhead 
transmission lines.  

New shorter pylon designs are being mooted 
because they could reduce the impact on the 
landscape where new lines are unavoidable 
and cannot be put underground, but the Society 
questions their viability given the voltages to 
be carried.  Important heritage areas, areas of 
outstanding natural beauty and sensitive landscapes 
need to be avoided.  A ‘smart grid’, developed to 
make the best use of existing renewable energy 
resources, and routes tested through independent 
environmental landscape assessments should advise 
the most sustainable approach with the least impact 
on the landscape, or detriment to the land itself.

Future energy resources will need integrated 
policies from government, and the relevant bodies 
involved, if we are to succeed in bridging the 
energy deficit in the short term.  

Editor’s	note:		see page 18 of this Issue – ‘Clean energy but at what 
cost to the countryside?’

Lavenham	Market	Place	
Traffic	management	measures	and	new	surface	
dressing		
Changes to the surface dressing and car parking 
layout of the Market Place has been an expensive 
and time-consuming exercise which has introduced 
a new vernacular of stone slab paving, with wide 
mortar infill, and sharp-edged kerbstone.  The 
Society considers it is not entirely in keeping or 
indigenous to Suffolk.  It had advocated repair and 
re-organisation, but not a complete overhaul of the 
Market Place.  Although discussions with traders 
and individual groups had taken place to establish 
the timing of works, the Society believes that more 
conversation and understanding at the inception 
of talks for any scheme between the County 
Highways Department, the District Council 
Conservation team, the local Parish Council and 
community groups to establish	the	vernacular	
principle is necessary, and it will work to achieve 
this in the future.

New surface dressing, and the addition of stone 
paving slabs, give a different appearance to 
Lavenham’s Market Place 
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Draft	National	Policy	Statement	for	
Ports	Consultation
 
The Department for Transport has published 
its Consultation Document Developing a Ports 
National Policy Statement in a further step 
resulting from Sir Rod Eddington’s 2006 study of 
the role of transport in supporting the economy.

In his report Eddington highlighted that the ports 
and airports, as well as the Channel Tunnel, are 
essential for the UK’s economy and make a huge 
contribution to national economic well-being.  
Eddington identifi ed signs of strain in capacity at 
some of the country’s ports.  Demand forecasts 
commissioned by the department and published 
alongside the Interim Report for the Ports Policy 
Review show projected growth in demand over the 
next 30 years, particularly in the container, roll-
on roll-off and non-unitised sectors.  The current 
recession will clearly affect this demand in the 
short term but the long term trend of growth in the 
volume of goods handled in ports is expected to 
resume once the economy begins to recover, we 
are told.

This appears to be a popular time to send out 
major consultations, judging by the number that 
have materialised on this desk recently, but once 
again, and at a quick glance, SV suspects that 
sustainability in transport will be another bolt-on 
appendage and not ‘hard-wired’ into the policies. 
When economic growth is seen as more important 
than environmental concerns the matrix is skewed 
in the sustainability appraisal.

How the Ports of Felixstowe, Ipswich, Lowestoft 
and Harwich, and their surrounding areas, will fare  
in all this is yet to be seen.  However, with rising 
sea levels and an eroding coastline, and with the 
fact that the impact of infrastructure increases the 
problems on the shoreline, if not in the place of 
development but further down the coast, there will 
need to be some serious talking before a National 
Policy for Ports can be approved. 
The Consultation runs until 15th February 2010. 



The Editor considers the place of the pylon in the 
energy power struggle 

The papers have been full of it and the ‘phones 
at Little Hall keep ringing.  It would appear that 
the new era giant pylons are coming to ‘town’, 
actually the countryside, and Suffolk’s residents 
will be asked to accept gigantic structures to carry 
greater electricity power across swathes of land to 
meet the nation’s demand for modern living.  ‘To 
know is to understand’, we are told, so let’s look at 
the new technologies coming our way. 

Climate scientists tell us that we need urgently to 
reduce the concentration of greenhouse gases in the 
atmosphere.  To do so, we have to emit less carbon 
dioxide than the planet absorbs.  That means 
getting off fossil fuels fast, and saving our forests.  
We are informed that by building supergrids that 
can transport clean energy over long distances, and 
bring in cheap, reliable solar energy from thermal	
power	stations in the desert;  by harnessing  wind	
power over a wide area for a stable supply;  by 
putting put photovoltaic	panels on rooftops and 
in solar farms;  by using existing	dams	for back-
up energy, where available, to ensure reliable 
supply;  and by paying forest landowners for their 
ecosystem	services, we could clinch it and have it 
all!  

But does Suffolk fi gure in all this other-world 
technology?  Well yes it does, and it’s on its 
doorstep now and will directly affect its landscape 
if full	grid	integration	of	renewable	energies	
is to become a reality across Europe.  In January 
this year some 350 participants from 35 countries 
gathered for the fi rst European Grid Reliability 
Conference in Brussels and during an open 
exchange and debate identifi ed common ground in 
order to manage and operate a reliable and secure 
grid.  Modernising the electricity grids is one of 
the key factors for a successful transformation 
to a low-carbon energy system.  To achieve a 
successful adaptation of the grid, transmission 
capacity needs to be upgraded and expanded.  This 
includes new strategic interconnections to transport 
renewable electricity from remote generation 

locations to ‘consumption centres’.  We are told 
that increased investment in grid structure will, 
therefore, be necessary in the short and medium 
term.

Tom Heap of BBC’s Radio 4  programme, Costing 
the Earth, was in Rotterdam as the fi rst link from 
the Netherlands to the UK was laid under the 
sea.  The supergrid project will be routed from 
the North Sea, down to the Sahara Desert, from 
Iceland’s volcanoes to the tides of Finland, from 
the winds of Scotland to the Black Sea and to the 
sun of the Middle East.  By using high voltage 
direct current (HVDC) cables, it will lose very 
little energy in long-distance transmission, unlike 
traditional Alternating Current (AC) power lines, 
and works well underwater.  Cheap solar power 
could be fed in from solar thermal power stations 
in the deserts and dry lands.  Wind power can be 
fed in from windy coastlines and plains, and so on.

Regional supergrids bring another important 
benefi t.  Wind power only works when the wind 
is blowing, and is therefore variable.  But, we are 
advised, if we harness wind power over a wide 
area, the supply is much more stable.  When the 
wind drops in one place, it is still blowing in 
another.  It appears that when the wind drops, 75% 
of that energy can be returned to the grid, to ensure 
100% reliable supply.  Furthermore, some of the 
wind energy generated can be stored by pumping 
water into uphill reservoirs in our mountain ranges.  
Likewise, photovoltaic panels only work during 
the daytime.  If some of the energy they generate 
can be stored in the mountains, it can be used at 
night to ensure a steady supply 24 hours a day.   

At present, HVDC cables currently connect the 
British and French national grids under the English 
Channel, and connect Scandinavia, Northern 
Germany and the Netherlands.  They lose only 
about 3% of the electricity over every 1,000 
kilometres.

Clean energy but at what cost to the countryside?
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The DC grid between Scandinavia and the 
Netherlands is already used to store surplus power 
until it is needed by pumping water uphill in 
Norwegian hydroelectric plants.      

Traditional low voltage AC lines lose large 
amounts of electricity in long-distance 
transmission, but can be easily transformed from 
low to high voltage for transmission, and then 
converted back again for local use.  AC has been 
the fi rst choice for most utilities and transmission 
companies.  

However, when transporting energy over large 
distances, the savings made due to the increased 
effi ciency of HVDC lines more than offset the 
additional cost of the inverters.  We are told 
that HVDC lines are now a mature, reliable and 
versatile technology ideally suited to the long 
distance transportation of energy.

The new technologies are being described as 
the ‘single most critical action for decreasing 
carbon emission’, but it is diffi cult to asses all the 
technology coming forward, in terms of benefi t 
without detriment to the visual appearance of our 
landscape.

Meanwhile, CPRE, in alliance with three 
other leading countryside campaign groups, 
are campaigning for major investment in 
smart electricity networks to avoid intrusive 
new infrastructure, their aim to infl uence the 
Government’s promised vision for a smart grid 
and a new national planning policy on the future 
of the nation’s electricity transmission network.  
There are already 22,000 high voltage pylons 
carrying 4,375 miles of overhead transmission 
lines in England and Wales.  The alliance is deeply 
concerned that plans outlined in a major recent 
report, backed by Government, indicate that there 
could be many more pylons.  These would aim 
to serve a new generation of power stations, and 
extend across some of England’s most valued 
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The DC grid between Scandinavia and the 
Netherlands is already used to store surplus power 
until it is needed by pumping water uphill in 
Norwegian hydroelectric plants.      

Traditional low voltage AC lines lose large 
amounts of electricity in long-distance 
transmission, but can be easily transformed from 
low to high voltage for transmission, and then 

countryside, including Suffolk.  The alliance’s 
manifesto A Countryside Friendly Smart Grid is 
calling for:- 

•   Any new high voltage transmission lines to 
avoid AONBs, National Parks, World Heritage 
Sites and Green Belt land.

•   The use of innovative new pylon designs, up 
to 33% shorter than for a typical high voltage 
pylon in the UK, in locations where high voltage 
transmission lines already affect our most 
important countryside or where new lines are 
unavoidable.

•   Measures to reduce demand on the main 
electricity transmission grid, such as ‘smart 
meters’, encouragement for community and 
small-scale local energy generation, and further 
research on methods of storage of electricity.

•   New offshore wind farms to be connected to 
the national grid using underground cables to 
existing substations.  The impact of substations 
on the countryside, including associated clutter 
and light pollution, should also be reduced as 
they are renewed or redeveloped.

Whilst there is a need to generate more electricity 
from renewable energy, there is also a need for a 
major re-think of the National Grid because of the 
real danger that the impact of the means of delivery 
to where the energy is needed is being overlooked.  
This poses a signifi cant threat to some of our most 
important countryside.

Editor’s	note:		Groton Pylon Alliance, a newly formed amenity 
society launched to challenge the National Grid’s proposals to build a 
new 400k V overhead power line in south Suffolk, announced in early 
November the launch of its new website which will form part of their 
communication strategy.  The website will include the pro-active steps 
that will be taken as a conservation group to preserve the countryside 
and landscape of that beautiful part of Suffolk. The GPA currently 
includes the villages of Groton, Kersey, Boxford, Edwardstone, 
Aldham, Milden, Chelsworth, Whatfi eld and Semer.

The Alliance also managed to have their letter printed in the Daily 
Telegraph about the lack of proper debate on this important issue.               
www.groton-pylon-alliance.co.uk
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CPRE in Focus Town & Parish Council 
Comment

CPRE has engaged with all the major parties as 
they gear up for next year’s General Election.  

•   It was noted that the Liberal Democrats’ Party 
Conference reflected CPRE’s campaigning on 
litter, light pollution and tranquillity. 

•   Emerging policies on planning and housing 
development from the Conservative Party had 
also engaged CPRE.  More detailed talks were 
being held before full details were released at 
the end of the year. 

•   Government Ministers had given assurances 
that consideration of the policy implications for 
safeguarding important seaside views would be 
undertaken in the Marine and Coastal Access 
Bill.

CPRE’s  Sharing Success Conference in London 
on 7th November was attended by over 130 
volunteers, staff and speakers and was a very 
positive and productive day.  A full evaluation is 
on the Members’ Section of the CPRE website.

The CPRE Members’ Forum was set up in 2007 
for Branches to share information and ideas.
www.cpreonline.org.uk/forum

Many of you, and we know because you have 
told us, are confronting the possibility of a new 
generation of high voltage pylons in your area.  A 
major expansion of Britain’s national electricity 
grid is needed to support a new generation of 
nuclear, conventional and off-shore wind-power 
stations.  The National Grid, which owns the 
high-voltage electricity network, is pressing 
ahead with plans for new overhead routes and 
substations, threatening new pylons across 
parts of Suffolk and the wider country.  The 
new high-voltage power lines will be covered 
by the Planning Act 2008, which rules out 
detailed consideration of individual applications, 
so proposals will be decided on grounds of 
national policy by the new Infrastructure 
Planning Commission.  We know we need to use 
energy efficiently, but we also need to decide 
what kind of countryside we want to see and 
pass on.  To continue in the same way, based 
on older technologies and outdated models, 
needs a rethink. We want a sustainable natural 
landscape that accommodates new technologies 
in a countryside-friendly way.  Keep up the 
campaigning!    
See ‘Clean energy but at what cost to the countryside?’ on pages 18 
and 19 of this Issue.

www.suffolksociety.org  for SPS consultation responses on Coastal 
Erosion, Waste, draft PPS15 and the East of England Plan for 
Housing and Economic Growth.

New Members of the 
Society
(From 9th July – 19th November, 2009)

(CPRE)
Mrs. K. Nolan, Icklingham
Mr. & Mrs. A.W. Jones, Occold

(SPS)
Mr. G.L. Chapman-Hatchett, Great Ashfield
Miss K. Lawrence, Mildenhall
Mr. R. Shields, Mildenhall
Debenham Parish Council, Debenham
Dr. A.P. Draycott, Wickhambrook

Quote of the Issue

“An	unsustainable	dash	for	growth	will	lead	
us	to	an	environmental	crunch,	as	surely	as	
unsustainable	consumption	fuelled	the	credit	
crunch.”

Nick Herbert, Shadow Secretary of State for the Environment, 
Food and Rural Affairs speaking at the CPRE Kent Conference in 
October 2009.
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SPS	St.	Edmundsbury	District	
Report

District Chairman, David Rees, writes

Local	Development	Framework	(LDF)								We 
have spent some time composing our responses 
to the Borough Council’s LDF, (at first sight they 
appear overlong, and they cost £38.00 to buy 
but happily we were, by an oversight, given two 
free copies).  The document gives an overview of 
the Borough and its setting, and goes on to talk 
in platitudes about the future and the Borough 
Council’s aspirations.  Most of the time, the 
content appears like “motherhood and apple-pie” 
– vague aspirations to give us better housing, 
improved health, more enjoyable leisure and 
more efficient transport.

But the important section is how it is intended to 
accommodate thirty thousand extra dwellings in 
the next twenty years.  Of course, we contest this 
figure, decreed by Whitehall, but not supported by 
most District Councils in Suffolk or its residents.  
We agree to the mix between Bury, Haverhill and 
the villages.  We object, however, to landowners’ 
publicly proposing speculative development 
on their land, sometimes in totally unsuitable 
areas.  This creates unnecessary concern for small 
villages.  We commend the Borough Council for 
opposing this conduct.

In Bury St. Edmunds the Plan suggests gradual 
enlargement on five sites and does not wish to 
give priority to any one.  A Westley Site, however, 
is favoured because it would include an area for a 
new hospital.  We are very worried about this as 
many factors are against the expensive plans for 
a new health campus.  If expansion of hospital 
services is necessary (and this is doubtful), the 
present site has large potential.  A move would 
mean intensive residential building on the 
Hardwick Lane Site and the sacrifice of green 
fields in the Westley/Fornham sector.
We applaud the emphasis on infrastructure 
preceding building but wonder if enough thought 
has been given to the A14, its roundabouts and 
its general over-loading. Happily ‘lip service’ 

is given to the bicycle, but the help of the 
railway in alleviating transport problems is not 
mentioned.  The future of education services is 
discussed, but the recent problems of middle 
school amalgamation have been sidelined.  The 
documents take no notice of the altered financial 
climate so those who love Suffolk may see a 
silver lining in this fiscal cloud!

We have stressed the need for better and more 
“affordable housing”- the overall proportion of 40 
per cent should apply across the board not just on 
relatively large developments.  It is proposed to 
integrate this housing in a “pepper-pot” fashion, 
(sprinkled throughout), and not confine it to one 
area possibly giving it less standing.  However, 
all affordable housing should be brought into the 
mainstream planning system, and not provided on 
‘exception sites’. The debate between developers 
and the District Councils to negotiate a lower 
figure for affordable housing on any given site 
should be examined and redressed. 

We naturally support the principle of maintaining 
historic buildings and sites of natural beauty 
but would like to know how we can ensure this 
within the provisions of the new Planning Policy 
Statement 15 which looks set to undermine all 
the past good work in this area.  Thank goodness 
the sight of open country from Abbeygate Street 
and the view across the Leg-of-Mutton Field as 
one enters Bury St. Edmunds from the east are 
guaranteed.

The design of the documents favours box-filling 
answers with small opportunity for constructive 
criticism.  Hopefully, this District’s fuller 
response will be read!

Cathedral	Tower	Roof		At the time of its 
construction there was an intention to line the 
timber and steel roof with a wooden painted 
ceiling.  Sadly the plans went wrong and only 
now, four years after the dedication of the tower 
itself, has the money been found.  The ceiling 
is at last being installed.  It is made of the finest 
Italian Oak and is crafted by a local firm, Taylor 
Made Joinery of Bildeston, who restored the 

News from the Districts



22

burnt out roof at Windsor Castle.  A letter from 
the Queen in gratitude for this work is displayed 
in TMJ’s reception area.  A month ago I was 
able to see the whole structure assembled in 
the firm’s cafeteria.  It looked superb and won 
over those doubters who wondered if such 
extravagance was indeed necessary.  It has 
now been taken to bits and transported to Bury, 
where it will be re-assembled and then painted.  
A mock-up of one panel in MDF is on show in 
the cathedral and gives a good idea of the vivid 
colours which will seem less garish from 150 
feet below. 

To gain access to the tower roof, a huge scaffold 
has been built over a period of six weeks, 
with a vast lift giving access to a platform that 
transforms the vault into a thirty-foot square 
room.  Painting will start in December with 
completion in March.  Once again Horry Parsons 
who supervised the building of the tower will 
be site manager - it is so good to have his 
enthusiastic presence back with us.  The builders 
are Valiants and Roger, the boss, seems to be 
constantly keeping a watchful presence even 
though in semi-retirement.

The energy and inspiration to organize this 
project came from Neill Collings, the Dean, 
and it is particularly poignant that at this time 
of completion he should be suffering from a 
recurrence of brain cancer.  This has forced 
his retirement and a move to Morden College 
in London.  Members will remember, with 
particular pleasure, his talk last year to the 
SPS District on his experiences in visiting 
his first 200 Suffolk churches.  Since then, 
despite illness, he has completed visiting all the 
churches in the County.  Suffolk, as well as Bury 
St. Edmunds and the Cathedral, will sorely miss 
him.

Recent	planning	matters  As Members may 
know the Borough	Offices	on	Angel	Hill	have	
been	sold.		The front building is to be used, 
virtually unchanged, as offices but the rear 1980s 
block is proposed as flats.  Their design has 
caused dissent among local amenity societies.  

Raising the roof-line has been praised by the Bury 
Society as helping to blend Basil Oliver’s neo-
Georgian façade with the modern penthouses in 
Lower Baxter Street.  SPS District, however, feels 
that this new roof-line adds to the jumble of the 
view from Mustow Street. The Borough Council’s 
Development Control Committee sadly agrees 
with the town group.

Churchgate	Street - both Societies (Bury and 
SPS District) were united in their dislike of a 
modern replacement for the single storey, wooden 
Ashe House Interiors in Churchgate Court. The 
roof-lines appear wrong and it is only mildly 
modern - we felt that a striking single-storey glass 
building would fit into this space so much better, 
but again we were overruled.

School	Yard - there have been proposals for five 
houses in this road next to the Cattle Market - 
where the three-storey Portakabins stood. There 
is another similar, but separate, plan for the other 
side of the road - again from Centros.  Close by 
on Risbygate is a third empty plot, now a car 
park.  This SPS District Committee feels strongly 
that the area merits a comprehensive scheme 
and that the design should be improved so that 
the Conservation Area is really enhanced. We 
have a sneaking suspicion that the developer is 
trying to avoid providing “affordable housing” by 
doing three small projects, each under the figure 
of ten houses when the	provision	of	affordable	
housing	becomes mandatory.	Rumours also 
suggest that any such provision will be built	
together and not	integrated into the area.  Let us 
hope that the site visit planned results in a better 
scheme.

Future	events in the SPS St. Edmundsbury 
District, to which all are invited, include a visit 
next summer, to the newly restored Hengrave 
Hall at Hengrave.

On Thursday, 22nd April there will be a visit to 
Dr. Phillip Draycott’s farm at Wickhambrook. He 
and his son will explain their environmentally-
friendly approach to farming on a walk round his 
fields, followed by lunch.
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Please speak to, write, ‘phone or e-mail me at the 
contact address below.

The District Chairman can be contacted 44 College Street, Bury 
St. Edmunds  IP33 1NL, telephone number 01284 754618, email 
address david-rees@talktalk.net

SPS	Ipswich	Report

Ipswich Society Representative, Mike Cook, 
writes

The Suffolk New College opened for the new 
term on time and on budget.  It does look striking 
especially from Rope Walk, and the interior, with 
its three-storey high atrium, is very exciting, 
particularly during the day when two thousand 
16 – 18 year old students are receiving further 
education.  The Ipswich Society holds its monthly 
Executive Committee Meetings there, and would 
be delighted to host a visit for Members of SPS.

Many Members will remember that there have 
been two major applications to build houses north 
of Valley Road, between Henley and Westerfield 
Roads, see my report in the last Issue.  This is the 
Northern Fringe greenfield development, brought 
on early since the Ipswich Plan does not consider 
it necessary to carry out this major extension 
northwards until 2018, at the earliest, and 
preferably several years later,  because, currently, 
we are up to target with new builds. A master plan, 
possibly not conceived by developers, but other 
planners, and much infrastructure provision such 
as roads, sewage works, a railway station, schools, 
shops, medical centres etc. will be needed.  It is 
totally inappropriate for piecemeal development.  
Ipswich School applied to develop their Notcutts 
playing fields into more than three hundred  
houses, a care home and a community centre. 
They wished to do this to fund an ambitious 
new sports centre on the Tuddenham Road, 
just before the northern railway bridge. Mersea 
Homes applied to build nearby over a thousand 
houses, (twenty-five per cent affordable), with a 
new school and retaining twenty-one per cent of 
the site as open land.  There was unprecedented 
objection from the inhabitants of North Ipswich - 

1000 to the School and 500 to Mersea Homes  and 
two well-attended, rumbustious public meetings 
organised by the Borough Council.   Ipswich 
School withdrew their application in early October 
and Mersea Homes was refused permission by 
the Planning and Development Committee the 
following week.  The latter may well be referred 
to the Planning Inspectorate.  The Ipswich Society 
naturally is seeking to ensure a proper master 
plan and proper infrastructure with, particularly, 
multimodal transport provision.  There’s no doubt 
we’ll be hearing more about this site;  the question 
is when.

Meanwhile, the planners are in the middle 
of producing the Core Policies and Local 
Development Framework for the Northern Fringe.  
Hopefully this will be complete by early 2010.  

Michael Cook, Planning Co-ordinator, Ipswich Society can be 
contacted at 9 Constitution Hill, Ipswich  IP1 3RG, telephone 
number 01473 251498, mobile 07889 050607, email address 
mickck@onetel.com

SPS		Forest	Heath	District	Report

District Chairman, Warwick Hirst, writes

Everything at present is dominated by the Local 
Development Framework from Forest Heath 
District Council. 	The document went to the 
Secretary of State on 31st August, 2009 and 
the Government Inspector starts his hearings, 
in public, on 15th December, with a break for 
Christmas and beginning again on 5th January, 
2010.  A detailed schedule will be appearing on 
the Forest Heath District Council’s website. 

The big debate is the number of houses to be 
built up to 2021 and to 2031.  Red Lodge is a 
new development which still needs services and 
a village centre.  So we, and they, are opposed to 
any further housing until these basic facilities are 
provided.

One thousand two hundred new houses are 
proposed at Newmarket, north-east of the town.  
This is being resisted by the horse-racing and 
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breeding industry as they see it as a traffic threat 
to the welfare of the horses in training.  Protest 
meetings have been held and alternative schemes 
put forward.  Clearly the District has become 
aware of the importance of this Document and 
the hearing will be very well attended with key 
groups electing to speak.

One further item is the dualling of the 
carriageway of the A11 from Mildenhall to 
Thetford.   It is certainly needed in terms of traffic 
movements, and there are rare bird habitats on 
the route.  Again, someone has come up with an 
alternative route!
See	A11	Fiveways	to	Thetford	Improvement	Objector’s	
Alternative	http://www.highways.gov.uk/roads/documents/All 
Objectors Proposals.pdf

The District Chairman can be contacted at 1 Malcolm Way, 
Newmarket, Suffolk  CB8 7DX, telephone number 01638 664252
Email address hirstjwh45@aol.com

SPS	Waveney	District	Report

District Chairman, Mike Coleman, writes

The Waveney area has been relatively quiet 
during the last few weeks but only because we 
are waiting to hear the outcome of various major 
planning applications for wind turbines and for a 
Tesco store, see Issue 111, page 15.

In the meantime Waveney District Council are 
seeking ‘input’ on two aspects of the Local 
Development Framework documentation.  
Firstly, they want comments on the site options 
proposals, which are now nearing completion, 
following our comments when they put forward 
the list with all proposals both realistic and, in the 
SPS District’s opinion, unrealistic. They also seek 
the public’s views on the ‘Policies to help make 
Decisions on Planning Applications’. This is a 
very important document as it will be crucial in 
determining whether a future development can or 
cannot proceed.

Our thoughts are also turning to events next 
year.  We are hoping to visit an exotic	garden 

at Henstead, near Lowestoft, and also the SLP	
Engineering	Works in Lowestoft (they build 
accommodation platforms for North Sea oil and 
gas rigs and also erect wind turbines). This trip 
could be linked with a trip around the Lowestoft	
Lighthouse.  For further details see Diary Dates 
on page 32.

The District Chairman can be contacted at The Grange, Nightingale 
Road, Lowestoft  NR33 7AX, telephone number 01502 518708, 
mobile number 07747 623276, email address mikecoleman@
supanet.com

SPS	Mid	Suffolk	District
District Chairman, Douglas Evans, writes

Professor	John	Buxton,	deceased
It is with great sadness that we report the death 
of Professor John Buxton.  He was the Chairman 
of the Mid Suffolk Branch of the SPS for three 
years and his work for the Society was very much 
appreciated.

Members in Mid Suffolk will remember the very 
enjoyable annual parties at his delightful home in 
Eye and his generous hospitality and kindness.
We send our deepest condolences to his wife, 
Moira, and his family.

The District Chairman can be contacted at Oak Cottage, Daisy 
Green, Great Ashfield, Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk  IP31 3HS, 
telephone number 01359 242643, email address: douglasevans@
waitrose.com

Through the Portal
A light-hearted look at Little Hall – 
office, house and garden

The	Office
On the 1st December the Little Hall Office saw 
the arrival of the Society’s new Director, Simon 
Cairns.  Simon, his wife Fiona, and their two 
children, have relocated from Gloucestershire to 
mid Suffolk, and we are delighted to welcome 
them.  So, with sleeves rolled up, the team 
continues the important work.  Welcome to 
Suffolk, Simon, and let’s get campaigning! 
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The	House

During November the Little Hall Museum opened 
its doors to visitors to see the house, of course, 
but also to view fifteen very special items from 
the Egyptology Department at Ipswich Museum.  
Caroline McDonald, the visiting curator, brought 
the items including five which were ‘returning 
home’ for the day.  They were part of the original 
Gayer Anderson Collection. The items ranged 
from a woven sandal from the New Kingdom, an 
alabaster fragment with a Cartouche of Akhenaten, 
an 18th Dynasty head rest, a human-headed lid 
from a canopic jar, and also a hawk-headed lid of 
the Late Period.  However, the mummified cat and 
hawk seemed to particularly fascinate the children 
from Lavenham Primary School, who seemed 
captivated by the strange objects – and who 
wouldn’t be!

On a November evening at a packed Guildhall 
in Lavenham, Dr. Neal Spencer, a curator of 
Egyptian antiquities at the British Museum, gave 
an illustrated talk on the famous Gayer Anderson 
Cat, originally from that Collection.  The life-size 
bronze Cat, which spent the war in Lloyds Bank 
in Lavenham, has been one of the most admired 
objects at the British Museum since its arrival in 
1947. Caroline MacDonald, mentioned above, 
showed her items to add to the interest of the 
evening.

This event, organised by the Suffolk Building 
Preservation Trust, celebrated the Little Hall 
Museum’s Gayer Anderson Egyptology Collection.

Again, it was good to see another group of school 
children at Little Hall receiving a lesson in 
vernacular building observance.  The questions 
they had to tackle were searching and instructive.  
“How has the house changed since it was built, the 
structure, living arrangements, sleeping, heating, 
cooking, lighting etc?  What evidence is there that 
this building was once a hall house?  The house 
has a fine example of a crown post.  Draw and 
label it with these features in the frame below:  
collar, brace, collar purlin, cap, tie beam.”  

The	Garden

After their hard work identifying features in this 
magnificent hall-house the party from All Saint’s 
Middle School, Sudbury, gathered for lunch in the 
sunny garden.

Little Hall Museum Curator, Monica Place, holds (with gloved hand 
for protection), a wooden carving of a face.  

Photograph showing the school children from All Saint’s Middle 
School, Sudbury, enjoying a well-earned break. 

An excellent 
interpretation 

by Andrew, 
aged 11.

Dr. Neal Spencer, pictured left, at Lavenham Guildhall in November.
His book, The Gayer-Anderson Cat, reviewed in SV, Issue 106, is 
available at Little Hall, price £5.00.
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Martin Lightfoot, SBPT Chairman, writes

In	Praise	of	our	Volunteers

Both Pakenham Water Mill and Little Hall 
Museum have enjoyed very successful seasons, 
with an increase in visitor numbers.  Both are 
entirely dependent on their volunteers for without 
them neither the buildings nor their collections 
would be available for the public and schools 
to enjoy.  What a shame that would be – at 
Pakenham we have the last working Water Mill in 
Suffolk, set in idyllic surroundings, and at Little 
Hall the only mediaeval domestic house now 
open, and containing the unique and important 
personal collections of the Gayer-Anderson 
Brothers.

As autumn draws to a close, the volunteers 
can deservedly look forward to a period less 
demanding on their time and energy. We do need 
all the help we can muster, and anyone reading 
this who would like to join us would be assured 
of a very warm welcome.

The following photographs show some of the volunteers from both 
properties, joined by new members of SPS, with SPS and SBPT 
trustees, enjoying a garden get-together at the end of July.

The	Kindly	Miller’s	Tale

This is the story of how a kindly miller, who 
we will call Roger, was asked whether he could 
help a little girl, who had picked some wheat in a 
fi eld, but did not understand how this corn could 
become fl our like her parents bought in packets 
from the shop.  “Bring it along to my water mill” 
Roger offered, “and I will show you how our old 
mill works.”
Now it so happened that on the same day, some 
very, very kind people were visiting the mill to 
see whether, if they gave the miller some money, 
he would be able to make it easier for children 
and people who were not very well to be able 
to visit the mill and see how it worked.  It also 
happened that these very, very kind people came 
across the kindly miller as he was milling the 
little girl’s fl our.  She was amazed to see her fl our 
pour from the chute whilst the water wheel was 
turning.  The very, very kind people were very 
impressed with the way the kindly miller had 
helped this little girl. The result was that the very, 
very kind people gave the kindly miller a very 
generous sum of money which the kindly miller 
will be able to spend on making his mill more 
accessible to those of us who are not so mobile.

The names and details have been changed, but this tale did occur at 
Pakenham this year, and the Mill received a very generous grant.

Editor’s	note:		Don’t forget Father Christmas at the Mill:   Sunday, 
6th December.  Mill opens from 3.00, Father Christmas 4.30 pm. 

Suff olk Building Preservation Trust
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The new draft Planning Policy Statement 15 
brings under scrutiny older and listed buildings 
with the possible removal of protection for Grade 
II buildings. It seems timely to look again at 
the historic element of the built environment to 
ensure that our older buildings are fit for their 
accolade.   

Old buildings need to be seen in the context of 
their settings, whether in the landscape or in a 
built context.  If in a collection of properties 
one of the group is altered, or inappropriately 
repaired, it is likely to devalue its neighbours 
aesthetically.  This is one of the considerations for 
those assessing them for conservation area status. 
Whether the buildings are small vernacular ones 
which stand alone, or are part of a street scene, 
or are imposing grand designs, we need to assess 
what we have.  Why are they there, what do they 
tell us, why do we value them, and why do we 
wish to retain them?

One of the reasons we should value old houses 
and cottages is because they have character, 
derived over time, which cannot be replicated.   It 
is this subtle, often intangible quality that has to 
do with the building’s texture, irregularity and the 
patina of age.  They are individual and sometimes 
unique.  Buildings of former times followed 
the logic of their location, and the dictates of 
materials and skills of the period. 

Traditional builders were incredibly resourceful:  
everything needed to build and repair a home had 
to be sourced locally.  The materials were natural 
and combined regional traditions and techniques 
which contributed to the development of a rich 
diversity of vernacular styles.  They are today a 
tangible historic representation. 

The buildings were not only homes of character 
but their inhabitants lived in a sustainable way. 
While we would not willingly go back to the 
days of five youngsters in a bed and a loo in the 
garden out-house, they were entirely sustainable 
builds.  Nearly everything was dealt with on 
site.  The fire in the grate and in the garden 
burned the rubbish, the water butt and well pre-

dated piped water, fruit and vegetables grown 
in the garden supported the family, and the loo 
contents sustained the soil.    BBC’s Radio 4 
Today programme, in November, interviewed the 
National Trust on its move to encourage its many 
gardening staff, male of course, at its properties 
all over the country to use a ‘pee–bale’ in their 
grounds – a straw bale on which to urinate.  
We were advised of the chemical neutrality of 
the process and the benefits of less flushing. 
Thankfully, this will not apply to visitors, but 
one can see the water-saving advantages of 
this method.  Old houses today are still mostly 
sustainable, and are probably more so than 
much of the modern building stock around us, 
so not only is there a case for their retention and 
repair but a lesson in how volume housing could 
develop in a more sustainable way, from these 
homes of the past – and to a degree this is starting 
to happen, see page 9 of this Issue.

So let’s return to the repair of our older homes 
and the care of the environment in which they 
are situated.  Repair is based on the principle of 
mending buildings with the minimum loss of 
fabric and, in so doing, keeping their character 
and authenticity.  Contrary to this, ‘restoration’ 
is work intended to return an old building to a 
perfect state.  In other words, putting things back 
to how they were, or how we think they were, 
rather than preserving them as they are now with 
all their interesting scars of time and history.  
When repairs are made, new materials should 
always be fitted to the old and not the old adapted 
to accept the new.  In this way more old fabric 
will survive.  It is often also a more cost-effective 
way of maintaining an older property.  

There are many specialist courses designed 
to offer help to those wishing to understand 
how to repair their old house and keep up its 
maintenance. The Society for the Protection of 
Ancient Buildings (SPAB), runs practical courses 
and offers a range of publications which are 
highly respected for giving authoritative and 
practical guidance on the repair and care of old 
buildings.

Technical Tack
Technical advice on aspects of the care and repair of traditional buildings
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Conservation is about respect and care, and 
keeping as much of the original as possible.
This is what SPAB considers we should think 
about –

•   Conserve rather than restore, repair rather 
than replace.

•   Retain the patina of age.

•   Carry out honest repairs;  don’t artifi cially age 
new materials.

•   Use tried and tested materials.

•   Make additions reversible wherever possible.

•   Respect historic alternations and additions.

•   Don’t try to put back what has been lost.

•   Don’t be afraid of appropriate new design.

•   Carry out regular maintenance.

•   Bear in mind the words of William Morris, the 
founder of SPAB:  “We are only trustees for 
those who come after us.”

Equally important is the ‘environment’ in which 
a building or buildings sit – their setting. They 
can be towns, city centres, suburbs, industrial 
areas, rural landscapes, villages, cemeteries and 
residential areas.  Their designation by local 
authorities is an explicit acknowledgement 
of their cultural signifi cance and a positive 
commitment to actively managing their future. 
Conservation areas are under scrutiny too, and 
older builds could be replaced by eco-builds 
under new draft guidance.   

Designation is not intended to prevent adaptation 
or change, but to ensure that when new 
development is planned it preserves or enhances 
the character or appearance of an area.  In 
planning language, preserve means to maintain 
the existing character and enhance to reinforce 
the qualities which warranted the original 
designation of the area.  The process of creating a 
conservation area is a rigorous one based on a set 

of important appraisals, and once created needs to 
be maintained.

Communities can help to shape their own 
areas, and Village Design Statements is one 
way.  Wortham, on the north Suffolk border, has 
recently produced an excellent one which sets 
out clearly what features are important to them 
as a rural village, things like attractive gates, a 
memorial, open common, thatched cottages, a 
line of trees and various habitats, they are all 
valued.  It also provides a vision of how they 
wish to see their village develop in the future.  
It is an excellent document and one that other 
communities could follow.   It can be used with 
the Local Development Framework to indicate 
what the community wants in terms of housing or 
space retention.  It is individual to its needs and 
will add long term benefi t for all the community.  

The Society’s former Director, Richard Ward, 
attended a village meeting in Wortham in January 
2007.  His message then was “It’s your village, 
you decide.  Don’t wait for the developers to tell 
you what you want.”  So they did.
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Letters

It	is	really	encouraging	when	readers	respond	to	
SV articles	and	here	are	two	of	them,	the	first	one	
commenting	on	Does ‘vision’ come in the form of a 
new Bus Station?  

“I read, with increasing disbelief, Ralph 
Carpenter’s article on page 17 of Issue 111 of 
Suffolk View.  The extraordinary view that in this 
day and age a bus station is no longer essential 
flies in the face of all the research into public 
transport playing a key part in the control of 
harmful emissions.  If a bus carries a number of 
passengers then its emissions are far less than 
would be created if each passenger were to drive 
their own vehicle.  A bus station is not just a 
place to sit and chat, but also a key element in a 
good public transport strategy.  Many of the local 
bus companies run day excursions with Sudbury 
being one of a number of pick-up points.  Many 
tour companies offering longer holidays also 
use Sudbury bus station as a pick-up point for 
passengers (with luggage) en route.  How many 
actual bus users have been asked what they think?  
The arrogance of car drivers seems to be directed 
towards people who, for reasons of economics, 
age and disability – or simply from choice – wish 
to use public transport.  These passengers will 
be disappointed in the views expressed in the 
article.”
Beryl Sutton (Mrs.), Clare

Mrs. Sutton asks for this letter to be printed in the hope that other 
responses from the public will be forthcoming – so get your pens out 
please, or email us on sps@suffolksociety.org

Meanwhile, Ralph Carpenter, the author of the article would like to 
respond to Mrs. Sutton’s letter in the interest of clarity.

“Mrs. Sutton’s letter gives us an excellent 
opportunity to clarify some key issues relating 
to the controversy over Sudbury Bus Station.  
Whilst we accept that public transport is a well 
understood way of reducing harmful carbon 
emissions, the point we are making in our article 
is that SITE of the bus station is the problem 
and not the PRINCIPLE of a bus station.  The 
Sudbury Society has prepared a challenging 
proposal, re-locating the bus station on to Great 

Eastern Road with space for waiting and easy 
interchange.  We fully support this idea.  Their 
proposal frees up the existing town centre land 
for more valuable uses and places the bus station 
in a more visible location.  We ALL need to be 
campaigning for this option, including those 
of us who are regular bus users, so that the 
Highways Department at Suffolk County Council 
understands the folly of simply refurbishing the 
existing bus station.  We hope that 
Mrs. Sutton will join us and the Sudbury Society 
in our fight for a better Sudbury.”
Ralph Carpenter, Vice Chairman, SPS

The	second	one	refers	to	Technical Tack	and	
Quinlan Terry’s	attack	on	plastic	windows	with	the	
addendum	that	“SV couldn’t	agree	more.”

“…I agree that there are many applications for 
which plastic windows are inappropriate (and I’ve 
also seen more than a few wooden windows that 
are aesthetic nightmares) but it would be useful 
to have some numbers to support Terry’s claims.  
It is easy to use the word ‘cheap’ pejoratively in 
the context of plastic versus wood.  However, 
immediate cost does matter and if benefits will 
be enjoyed only at some time in the future the 
‘cheap’ solution can be the rational one.  I live 
in a modern house with uPVC windows.  I 
am perfectly happy with their appearance and 
performance.  I certainly have no desire to return 
to the days of high-maintenance, draughty, 
sticking wooden windows.  I find it difficult to 
believe that I could glaze my house at a cost I 
could afford, with the convenience offered by the 
variety of plastic designs on offer, compared with 
hardwood alternatives.  And could the demands 
of the replacement and new markets be met 
with hardwood from sustainable sources?  Some 
enlightenment please!”
Alan Mackley, Blythburgh

SV replied to clarify the point that Quinlan Terry was not only 
talking about his dislike of plastic windows but of the greater 
problem and cost of disposal after a relatively short life.  Suffolk 
View’s comment was directed at the inappropriate use of plastic 
windows in listed or older historic buildings, or buildings in 
conservation areas and their disposal, at end-life, in landfill sites.

Views, News and Review –
letters – book reviews – stop press news
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“…You raise a very interesting point when you 
talk about comparisons and I know that research 
has been done on this subject.  What we have 
managed to fi nd is an English Heritage leafl et 
which gives comparisons between replacing 
with wood, PVC-u and aluminium and it makes 
interesting reading although it is dated October 
1994.  I feel sure there has been much more 
recent research carried out in this area as the 
result of plastic windows becoming diffi cult to 
dispose of at the end of their life.  All the time 
technology is working towards sustainable ways 
of dealing with demolition waste.  However, this 
information is not to hand as I write, perhaps a 
word with English Heritage direct might give you 
more up to date information.  Their telephone 
number is:  0870 333 1181 Fax:  01793 4149626”

SV reprints its reply in case others would like to obtain “Windows 
comparisons” by English Heritage.  Subsequently we have 
also forwarded the September 2009 Evidence Study, Windows:  
Environmental Impacts and Initiatives, prepared by Gilli Hobbs on 
behalf of DEFRA and representatives from the windows industry and 
supply chain.  http://defra.gov.uk/environment/business/products/
roadmaps/index.htm

In view of SV’s regular discourse on organic and 
sustainable villages it seems fi tting to include 
this letter from the Daily Telegraph in September 
from Diana Barstow, now living in France.

Britain has failed to protect the viability of 
villages
“The death of the village school is an inevitable 
consequence of successive governments’ 
strangling of village communities by denying 
them a reliable public transport system and 
affordable houses.  I now live in western France 
where, since the war, all viable villages have 
had an annual budget to add social or affordable 
housing.  This is done in the most tasteful way 
so as not to alter the character of the village.  
There is also an excellent public transport 
system to the nearest town for both work and 
higher education.  As a result, proper village life 
continues and affordable housing has kept abreast 
of the increased population so that the schools 
stay open, the post offi ce remains in place, and 
the village  shop and restaurant thrive.  Families 
and neighbours stay together, which has a far-

reaching benefi cial effect on social behaviour, 
and above all the young and the elderly have 
the support of their families close at hand.  In 
Britain, the bureaucrats, both at a national 
and local council level, have done exactly the 
opposite.  So villages, left without amenities, 
have become a cluster of isolated houses, which 
obviously only the so-called rich with two cars 
and an au pair can afford.  It is no wonder that 
the village school has seen its day if it has no 
support within the community and from the local 
council.  The authorities should take a trip to 
France – or Germany or Switzerland – to see how 
local communities can thrive, handling their own 
budgets and spending their money to benefi t the 
local populace.”

Book	Reviews

SPS member, Jane Allen, 
writes

The	Mammals	of	
Suffolk
By Simone Bullion
Published by Suffolk 
Wildlife Trust and 
Suffolk Naturalists’ 
Society
Priced	at	£20

Of the 52 native species of British 
mammals, 43 are resident in Suffolk.  Of these, 
over a quarter are introduced (non-native) species 
and in the last 50 years there has been a steady 
increase in the distribution and numbers of 
some of them, notably mink, grey squirrels and 
Muntjac deer. The success of the newcomers 
has, in some cases, been at the expense of older 
residents.  Water vole numbers have declined 
sharply and the red squirrel has become extinct in 
the last decade.  Otters, on the other hand, have 
been successfully re-introduced and hares, rare in 

SPS member, Jane Allen, 

Of the 52 native species of British 
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many other parts of Britain, are fl ourishing.  Deer 
numbers are at an all-time high.

The Mammals of Suffolk is the result of fi fteen 
years of painstaking survey work undertaken by 
The Suffolk Naturalists’ Society and the Suffolk 
Wildlife Trust. Their fi ndings are presented in a 
very attractive publication with distribution maps, 
aids to identifi cation (paw prints and poo), and 
many beautiful colour photographs. 

Each order of mammals is examined in turn 
– rodents; rabbits and hares; insectivores; 
carnivores; seals; deer; whales, porpoises and 
dolphins.  We learn that no fewer than thirteen 
species of bat –  those remarkable and often tiny 
creatures, the despair of church cleaning parties 
and developers of redundant farm buildings – 
have been recorded in Suffolk.

The fi nal chapter, ‘The future of Suffolk 
mammals’, has some pointers for us as members 
of the county’s preservation society.  The re-
creation, restoration and reconnection of habitats 
in the landscape is crucially important to the 
survival of the animals, but surely also benefi ts 
the humans who are privileged to live alongside 
them.

Coastal	Suffolk
By Robert Simper
Published by Creekside Publishing
Priced	at	£9.99

Robert Simper’s knowledge of the coast of 
Britain, and particularly that of Eastern England, 
is second to none.  Indeed, the list of his many 
excellent publications fi lls a whole page and 
spans 43 years. What more can he possibly tell us 
about the Suffolk coast?

The answer is – a very great deal, because 
Simper, skipper of Sea Fever and Three Sisters, 
loves people as well as boats, and never tires 
of examining the way in which people have 
managed to co-exist with our unpredictable and 
fragile coastline.

His latest book, full of beautiful photographs, all 
taken in 2008 and 2009, brings the story right up 
to date and informs the very topical debate about 
coastal defenses. 

He describes and explains the Suffolk coast and 
its way of life with a unique clarity and without 
sentimentality or nostalgia.  He understands 
utterly that man and nature have wrought huge 
changes over the centuries, and that the process 
continues.  He wryly points out, for example, 
that whereas in the heyday of the great sporting 
estates the totals of game birds shot were 
meticulously recorded in game books, now the 
conservation bodies that own much of the same 
land are equally painstaking in recording the 
numbers of their paying visitors who come to 
watch birds or other wildlife.

This is a superb book containing an outstanding 
amount of fascinating and thought-provoking 
information, published at a bargain price.
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Market Place – Directory

Stop press news –

Society seeks Honorary Treasurer/
Financial Offi cer

The Suffolk Preservation Society is seeking 
a qualifi ed part-time fi nancial offi cer for its 
registered offi ce in Lavenham and for its associate 
charity, the Suffolk Building Preservation Trust.  
The present Honorary Financial Offi cer will be 
stepping down after fi ve years’ stalwart service on 
the Society’s behalf.  It, therefore, needs to recruit 
a suitably qualifi ed person to take up the reins 
of offi ce.  The work would involve maintaining 
the fi nances of both organisations, assisting with 
their Report & Accounts, and overseeing and 
maintaining the fi nancial investments.  

Attendance at Little Hall in Lavenham will be 
required for one morning a week, and attendance 
at four executive meetings a year held in each of 
the District Planning Authority areas in Suffolk, 
(contribution towards petrol costs), and at other 
meetings at Little Hall.  This honorary post would 
ideally suit a recently retired qualifi ed accountant, 
with some time to spare.  

If you would like to talk to the Director regarding 
this interesting vacancy please telephone 01787 
247179, and reply in writing by Friday, 29th 
January, 2010.   

Diary Dates

Society Events - 2010

April
Thursday,	22nd	April	–	Wickhambrook:		
Visit to Dr. Phillip Draycott’s farm.
Dr. Draycott and his son will explain their 
environmentally-friendly approach to farming on a 
walk round their fi elds, followed by lunch.

A summer visit to the recently restored Hengrave Hall 
at Hengrave is planned, more details in the next Issue.

Contact for further details:  David Rees, SPS St. 
Edmundsbury District, telephone number 01284 
754618, email david-rees@talktalk.net

Waveney	District
Visits during the year include - 

an exotic garden at Henstead, near Lowestoft:  

the SLP Engineering Works in Lowestoft who build 
accommodation platforms for North Sea oil and gas 
rigs and also erect wind turbines. 	

More details to follow in the next Issue.
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We are moving to newly converted offices in Hartest

Our new address will be:   Fosters,  Hartest Hill,  SUFFOLK  IP29 4ET

Our offices will demonstrate the design and construction we specialise in - 

High quality contemporary design, and deep green construction methods
 delivering carbon neutral buildings for the benefit of future generations
 

MOVING IN DATE  2nd January 2008

Fosters, Hartest Hill, Hartest, sUFFolK iP29 4et

telephone:  01284 830085   Fax:  01284 830425   email:  ralph@modece.com

We specialise in high quality contemporary design and deep green construction methods 
that deliver carbon neutral buildings for the benefit of future generations.

Winner of the RIBA East 2009 Sustainable Building Award

Nicholas Jacob Architects
We specialise in the care, conservation and alteration of historic buildings 

as well as design of new building and interior design work.

Nicholas Jacob BA B Arch RIBA AABC

89 Berners Street Ipswich IP1 3LN
Telephone: 01473 221150 Fax: 01473 255550
E-mail: Nicholas.Jacob@NJArchitects.co.uk

www.njarchitects.co.uk

Traditional Oak Carpentry
Conservation and Construction

To view some of our recent work visit our website: www.traditionaloakcarpentry.co.uk
Rick Lewis Tel. 01449-782006 rick@traditionaloakcarpentry.co.uk
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THE WHITWORTH CO-PARTNERSHIP
with Boniface Associates

Chartered Architects & Building Surveyors WCP
HISTORIC BUILDING CONSULTANTS

Building Surveys, Defect Analysis
New Build Design, Extensions, Alterations

Expert Witness Appointments
Boundary Disputes, Party Wall Surveyors

Two partners accredited by the RICS as competent in Historic Building Conservation
Partners:

18 Hatter Street, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, IP33 1NE
Tel: 01284 760421  Fax: 01284 704734

Philip Orchard BA. BArch. RIBA
Tony Redman BSc. FRICS, IHBC

Matthew Stearn BA. DipArch. RIBA
Stephen Boniface Dip Bldg Cons. FRICS, MAE, IHBC

office also in Essex

info@whitcp.co.uk
www.wcp-architects.co.uk
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Suffolk House Antiques

High Street, Yoxford, Suffolk IP17 3EP
Tel: 01728 668 122

We always have an extensive stock of early oak and country furni-
ture, and are interested in buying such pieces

email: andrew.singleton@suffolk-house-antiques.co.uk
www.suffolk-house-antiques.co.uk

R	&	J	HOGG	LTD

Coney Weston
Bury St. Edmunds

Phone: 01359 221711
Phone/fax 01359 221221

•   Specialists in repairs and 
alterations to listed buildings 
following SPAB principles

•    Advice given on likely extent 
and cost of repairs even at  
pre-purchase stage

•    Lime wash and lime putty 
for sale
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A PUBLICATION OF THE SUFFOLK PRESERVATION SOCIETY

Little Hall, Market Place, Lavenham, Sudbury, Suffolk  CO10 9QZ  
Tel: 01787 247179
Website: www.suffolksociety.org

Suffolk	View	is	a	publication	of	the	Suffolk	Preservation	Society	
and	is	published	three	times	a	year.

The Society works to protect and enhance the countryside, towns and villages of Suffolk.  Its volunteers in the Districts, 
with a Chartered Planner at Little Hall in Lavenham, combine effective local action through the planning system with the 
promotion of building conservation projects, encouragement for sustainable planning, and campaigns and awards which 
support this ethos.

Help us to protect the rich diversity of the County – its countryside and coastline beauty;  its tranquil places;  its rich 
complexity of buildings and architecture;  its historic market towns, country villages and farm hamlets – its special character.

If you are not already a Member consider joining us today and become part of the campaign to protect Suffolk 
and ensure changes value its natural and built heritage and promote sustainable planning for a better future.

Respecting the past, shaping the future

SPS registered charity no 249981     County branch of CPRE

Little Hall Market Place 
Lavenham Suffolk  CO10 9QZ
Telephone (01787) 247179   
Fax (01787) 248341   
email sps@suffolksociety.org
www.suffolksociety.org




