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Foreword
SPS Director, Fiona Cairns, writes
I frequently devote my column inches in this publication to discussion of topics
such as brownfield sites, five-year housing land supply or affordable housing.
Worthy topics I am sure you will agree for a planner, not ones that are likely to
make your imagination soar!
But not today, today the SPS is focussing its efforts on something we planners
very rarely talk about and that is ‘beauty’.
Did you know that the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
only uses the word eight times in 47
pages of planning guidance, twice
in relation to Areas of Outstanding
Natural Beauty (AONB) excluding
the three mentioned in the titles, and
three times in relation to the intrinsic
beauty of the countryside, one of which
includes the heritage coast? The NPPF
predominantly refers to issues of design
and amenity and avoids woolly concepts
such as beauty. Planning decisions
represent some of the most permanent
impressions on our towns, villages and
countryside. Too often we are victims of
planning decisions whose hallmarks are
mediocrity or even ugliness.
But we struggle to articulate what it is
that we find beautiful and what we want
new development in our community to
look like. This edition of Suffolk View
unashamedly explores and celebrates
this challenging concept and our new
campaign #SuffolkBeauty invites you to
share with us what it means to you.
We are inviting you to submit one
original photograph of a landscape,
townscape, building or architectural
detail. You might like to include a
caption of up to 140 characters to sum
up your idea of what constitutes beauty
in a Suffolk context.
The closing date for entries is 10th
February 2017. (Post if you prefer or by
Twitter or email, details available on the
website.)
We will be working with the East
Anglian Daily Times newspaper who
are our media partners and all entries
will be judged by an expert panel. The
results will be announced at the SPS
Spring event at Haughley Park Barn,
near Stowmarket on 24th April 2017,
when Fiona Reynolds, former head of
the National Trust, will be reflecting on
the ‘Fight for Beauty: Our Path to a Better

Future’. Her book is reviewed on page
22. Glimpse some of the photographs
received so far on page 23 – there is still
time for yours!
Our Chairman, Andrew Fane, also
reflects on the importance of beauty in
Comment on page 4, and the lead article
by SPS planner Bethany Philbedge
explores beauty in a planning context
in her article ‘Put Beauty Back on the
Agenda’ at page 5.
So, sit back and prepare to be lifted
to a higher plane, and ponder the
philosophical challenge of what it is
about our County of Suffolk that is
beautiful, and then get in touch – we
can’t wait to hear from you!
In his article on a beautiful old
craft, Dr. Jess Tipper, former County
Archaeologist for Suffolk and a Trustee
of West Stow Anglo-Saxon Village,
explores the origins of the County’s
thatching tradition. Anglo-Saxon
Thatching Techniques is on page 12. I am
happy to add that Dr. Tipper has agreed
to serve on the SPS Board as a Trustee,
subject to AGM approval, and I would
like to take this opportunity to thank
and welcome him.
Our past SPS events, including the
highly popular visits to Sibton Park and
Heveningham Hall, arguably two of the

most beautiful buildings in the County,
are reviewed by two SPS members on
pages 23 and 24, and information about
the 2017 events programme can be
found at Diary Dates on page 25.
Because at SPS we consider heritage
planning vitally important we offered
a Heritage Training Day in June for
town and parish councils. We were
fortunate that Bob Kindred, a special
heritage adviser to government since
2005, was able to present a tailormade programme to nearly fifty parish
councillors. He was able to offer
independent professional expertise in
this area to equip those involved with
the information to effectively manage
planning matters. “Local councils
are particularly important consultees
because they are closest to the local
community, sensitive to local needs,
closest to where the effects will be most
keenly felt and best able to bring local
knowledge and informed local opinion
to bear” said Bob. It is crucial that our
heritage is in knowledgeable hands and
many thanks go to him for his time and
expertise. We will be offering a similar
seminar next year on 14th March, see
page 25, but in the meantime cameras,
iPads and iPhones out – and ‘capture’
beautiful Suffolk!
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Comment
SPS Chairman, Andrew Fane, writes

As Suffolk View was going to press we received the very sad news
of the passing of former Trustee, Sue Tamlyn. A full obituary
will appear in the next issue: meanwhile, we would like to convey
deepest sympathy to her family. AF

When re-reading my
Comment articles I
find I inevitably restate
the case for increasing
professionalism. That
remains the key principle
of our work - but perhaps
only a passing reference
will suffice on this occasion!
A leading article in this publication
entitled Put Beauty back on the Agenda
by SPS planning officer, Bethany
Philbedge, says exactly what its title
suggests. The article goes on to outline
some of the ways SPS can augment
its current planning commentaries by
seeking to have included on critical
agendas this concept of beauty that so
many of us understand personally but
inevitably find hard to define. Indeed
many of us seem deeply uneasy to
define something that feels so personal
and emotional, yet as the article states,
it was a feature of much of the earlier
planning legislation and indeed it was a
desire to protect things of beauty that
underpins much of the purpose of that
legislation.
We are delighted that Dame Fiona
Reynolds, former Director-General of
the National Trust and indeed a former
Director of CPRE has agreed to talk to
SPS members at our Spring event on
24th April. In her new book The Fight
for Beauty – Our Path to a Better Future,
she points out that we seem to be
stuck a place where the only thing that
matters is economic progress and yet
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we know so well the aspect of life that
has attracted so many of our residents
and visitors to Suffolk is the beauty of
the County. And we don’t just mean
natural beauty. We are equally focussed
on manmade beauty, be it buildings in
towns and villages, country houses or
managed landscapes including parks
and well-kept farmland.
IPSOS Mori carried out a poll in
2010 asking what ‘beauty’ meant to
people from contrasting backgrounds.
There were different responses from
different groups but without question
beauty meant something to everyone,
old and young, rich and poor, north
and south and from varying ethnic
groups. Further research by ResPublica
in 2015 found that though it is hard to
define personal views about beauty
there is a remarkable consensus about
what makes a place beautiful – nature,
attractive buildings and parkland. And
what doesn’t – graffiti, vacant rundown
buildings and derelict sites. There was
a universal sense that people need

help to protect what they love and to
make the place where they live more
beautiful. As we learn about protecting
landscapes and farmland, nature and
trees, the coast, our heritage and urban
areas, so safeguarding beauty becomes
a dynamic, changing and evolving
process, not something we fix in stone
forever.
So at SPS we want to add another
string to our bow. Yes, of course we
will continue to focus on resisting
bad planning applications and seek
to improve acceptable ones but we
want to be more precise and selective
about incorporating views on beauty
into more of our work. Things of
great beauty can be so easily harmed
but it takes judgement and skill to be
able to perceive when an intervention
can in fact enhance the beauty of our
County. We aim to live up to that test
in our future work and will be reporting
further on this fundamentally important
but often overlooked intrinsic quality
that delights our senses.
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Put Beauty back on the Agenda
SPS Planning Officer, Bethany Philbedge, writes
In his address to the Suffolk Preservation
Society’s Annual General Meeting in June,
the President, Lord Marlesford expressed
his concern that the ‘rush for homes’ was
often at the expense of Suffolk’s beauty.
This raises an interesting question –
what is beauty and, in particular, what is
Suffolk’s beauty?
The desire to protect the beauty of
England’s countryside was instrumental
in the founding of the National Trust, the
Town and Country Planning Association,
the CPRE, the Town & Country Planning
Act 1947, and much more. What drives
this passion to conserve and protect?
Suffolk’s Areas of Outstanding Natural
Beauty brought an estimated £242 million
to the economy in 2014. But the desire
to conserve beauty in our surroundings
is fuelled by values which are more
important than material prosperity.
Indeed current resistance to housebuilding is most often born from a deepfelt love of the countryside. As writer
and philosopher Roger Scruton (Point of
View, BBC Radio 4,15th June 2016) put it:
‘beauty is part of the definition of what we
are and hope for’.
So what of Suffolk’s beauty? What
makes a beautiful view – a distinctively
beautiful Suffolk view? Its skies, without a
doubt, must be a contender. But also the
colours and forms of its villages, isolated
churches and dominating castles; its
sparse heathland, ancient village greens,
rolling farmland and stunning coastline;
its modern architecture – sometimes
interesting or unexpected – all of these
and more.

The character of landscape areas has
been analysed and recorded in depth in
Natural England’s National Character Area
Profiles. But it is often nuanced details
or juxtapositions which produce, either
intentionally or quite by chance, beauty.
We cannot simply focus on natural
beauty, nor can we resist all change.
Beauty can be – and is – shaped,
enhanced and created. The Suffolk
countryside is beautiful because
people have made it so – whether
through conservation, careful farmland
management or, dare I say it, measured
well-designed growth. Yes, the modern
built form can be a thing of beauty. The
right design and materials combined with
‘setting’ can create a beautiful outcome –
with thought.
The National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) does not
acknowledge this – beauty is only
mentioned in relation to scenic
landscapes. Perhaps it is too subjective a
term to use in relation to new building –
but then so are ‘amenity’, ‘sustainability’,
‘harm’ and ‘significance’ … the list goes
on. The more ethereal value of beauty
is not considered. Nor is the idea that
development is the opportunity to
actually introduce something beautiful

into a landscape or enhance its beauty.
The NPPF does allow for one-off
innovative or outstanding architecture to
be approved in the countryside, but again
no mention of ‘beauty’, just ‘enhancing’
and being ‘sensitive’ to the immediate
setting.
Architectural awards celebrate
fabulous one-off projects – individual
dwellings, commercial or public buildings.
Celebration of edge-of-town volume
housing schemes is a very rare thing
indeed. NIMBY’s are those who accept
no change. It is quite legitimate to protest
against a poor design, or choice of a site
which detracts from the beauty of our
surroundings. In fact we should go further
– new housing is an opportunity to
introduce or enhance beauty. To this end
SPS, through CPRE, is a key supporter of
The Prince’s Foundation BIMBY (Beauty
In My Back Yard) Toolkit – see From the
News-stand page 20.
Half-hearted tweaks of standard
housing designs, paying only a small nod
to the local vernacular, are not enough.
It is feasible and reasonable to expect
innovation and thought to be put into all
new developments in the name of putting
beauty back onto the agenda.
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Planning, Conservation and
Heritage Overview
Update and comment
All SPS letters are available in full on its website.

HERITAGE AT RISK

The neglect and gradual deterioration
of historic buildings is an issue which
concerns us all at SPS. The degradation
and perhaps its eventual loss impacts
not only on the building itself but
also on its surroundings and would
mark a permanent loss to the history
of the area. SPS is, therefore, always
concerned when we are alerted to
proposals to demolish historic buildings
and we welcome applications which
aim to bring these forgotten buildings
back into use.
The details of listed buildings which
are in such a poor condition that they
are deemed ‘At Risk’ are on registers
maintained by Historic England (Grade
I and II*) or the district authorities
(Grade II). National planning policy is
clear, however, that even if a building
is known to be in a poor state of repair,
this should not be taken into account
when making decisions regarding
applications to demolish or carry out
development. The highest standards
of conservation and design are still
expected.
In Babergh, planning officers have
worked with the owners of Sparrow
Hall in Harkstead, a Suffolk
Farmhouse which stands in a remote
spot within the AONB on the Shotley
peninsula. It has been disused for 40
years and was on the Authority’s ‘At
Risk’ register. We were pleased to see
The remote ‘at risk’ Sparrow Hall at Harkstead
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Cooper’s Warehouse - subject to demolition order

applications to extend and repair the
building to allow it to be used once
again as a family home. However,
having reviewed the plans we were
concerned that the internal layout
of the house was to be significantly
altered and we urged a more sensitive
approach to the repair which retained
as much of the original fabric as well as
the layout of the building as possible.
We were subsequently satisfied when
the application was amended to reflect
these observations and will follow with
interest the progress of this project.
The campaign to save the St. Mary’s
Convent building in Lowestoft from
demolition (see Suffolk View, Issue
126) was successful and plans for

the renovation of a large part of
the original building are still being
considered. Meanwhile, however,
another historic Lowestoft building
is now threatened. Cooper’s
Warehouse, a rare surviving 19th
century warehouse building with
links to Lowestoft’s commercial and
maritime past, is owned by Waveney
District Council and is one of a number
of buildings to be demolished to
make way for a ‘drive-thru’ fast food
restaurant. Although it is clear that the
building does not merit national listing,
it is recognised as a non-designated
heritage asset and SPS considered
that its retention was important to the
character and history of Lowestoft.
The building could be retained within
the redevelopment scheme for this
site behind the listed Town Hall. We
were pleased that the local media
reported our concerns for the building,
but a decision to allow its substantial
demolition has been made. Waveney
District Council, as both owner and
decision maker, has allowed the
development of the site to override
concerns over the piecemeal loss of
the historic character of Lowestoft.
The Fisons Factory at Bramford
has been on the Buildings at Risk
register for many years. It is the
largest listed building in Suffolk and
consent was finally granted in April,
after four years of deliberation, to

Suffolk Preservation Society | Suffolk View | Autumn 2016 | no 128

Former Fison site at Bramford - impression of redevelopment

at the Silk Factory at Glemsford.
SPS had successfully argued that the
remaining elements of this historic
building should be retained within
a scheme to redevelop the site for
housing. We, therefore, hope that fire
damage does not result in the loss
of this important part of Glemsford’s
industrial heritage.

HOUSING

retain only the largest element of the
listed group with the remainder of
the site being developed for housing.
Concern was recently voiced by local
residents however over the poor
condition of the building and a fire in
the building was reported in August.
Its future is also looking less secure as
we understand the developers do not
View toward Fairfield Road - 163 houses now at Appeal

Allowed on Appeal - 175 houses at Stowupland

intend to implement the consent on
the grounds of ‘viability’. The case has
been brought to the attention of the
Victorian Society and senior politicians
at Mid Suffolk as weather-proofing
works need to be carried out before
the winter to arrest further decay and
loss of historic fabric. We are also
concerned by recent reports of a fire

A crucial Court of Appeal judgement in
March, on a Suffolk Coastal decision to
refuse 26 new dwellings in Yoxford, made
clear that their lack of a five-year supply
of housing land rendered any policy in
the Local Plan which restricts housing
out-of-date. Worryingly, this means
that the protection from environmental
policies, such as the designation of
special landscapes and heritage assets,
will now be given less weight in the
decision-making balance on whether to
allow development.
The implications of this decision are
already being felt. Those districts in
Suffolk which cannot demonstrate that
they have a five-year supply of land for
housing find their local planning policies
weakened. These policies were designed
to allow growth in an integrated fashion
by directing new housing to the most
suitable places within the district. We now
experience volume housing developers,
aware of the limited power of local plans,
aiming to exploit current weaknesses
through speculative applications for
housing development on any available
site.
In Framlingham an Inspector ruled
that the landscape and heritage concerns
around the site at Fairfield Road, raised
by the Suffolk Coastal District Council
planning committee, SPS and residents,
had very little weight when balanced
against the need to supply more housing:
this despite other sites being identified
as more suitable in their emerging
Neighbourhood Plan. Similarly, an Appeal
against the refusal of 175 houses on
the edge of Stowupland was allowed,
despite strong local objection, because of
a lack of housing land in the district.
We hope that an application for a
further 75 houses in Stowupland on a
site which provides separation between
the built-up areas of Stowupland and
Stowmarket will be refused. We also
continue to voice our concerns over the
landscape harm that will result from a
proposal for 43 houses on the former
Aldeburgh brickworks site, supporting
our members in the Aldeburgh Society,
the Alde and Ore Association and many
residents.
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NEIGHBOURHOOD
PLAN ADOPTION

Woolpit - increase in traffic through narrow streets

Woolpit, meanwhile, is facing an
onslaught of housing applications. SPS
has objected to a proposal for 50 houses
which will have a harmful impact on the
conservation area and particular listed
buildings through a marked increase in
traffic through its narrow historic streets.
In the current planning climate
we expect many more large housing
applications to come forward. We
continue to monitor and respond as
our resources allow and where we feel
there are issues which are particular
to that site. Whilst all greenfield
development may be regrettable,
some sites are clearly less suitable
than others. The decision in August
by the Government to overturn a
Planning Inspector’s decision and
refuse 400 new homes at Hatchfield
Farm in Newmarket illustrates this.
The Secretary of State agreed with
campaigners that a perceived increased

danger to racehorses from a five per
cent rise in traffic could impact on
the Horse Racing industry. Given
the importance of the industry to
both the local and national economy
he considered that this perception,
whether realised or not, could impact
on the industry and this outweighed
the public benefit of 400 new homes.
Forest Heath District Council and the
land-owner, Lord Derby, are considering
a further Appeal. Whilst Newmarket
is a unique case within Suffolk, towns
and villages across the county are
threatened by damaging development.
It can be possible to upgrade road
networks and invest in health and
education services so that development
is accommodated, but harm to special
landscapes and ‘heritage assets’ is
irreversible. SPS will continue to fight
for these issues through professional
analysis and comment.

Horse racing takes precedence over housing at Newmarket.
View of the Gallops - Long Hill and Warren Hill at Newmarket
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Notification was received in September
from Babergh District Council
of the ‘making’ (adoption) of the
East Bergholt and Lavenham
Neighbourhood Development Plans
(NDPs).
The East Bergholt and Lavenham
NDPs now form part of the
development plan framework for
their districts and will be used in
determining all future planning
applications submitted in their parishes
unless material considerations indicate
otherwise.
The Council’s decision on these two
villages’ Plans followed positive local
referenda results in their parishes earlier
in the month.
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County Courier
News and issues from the districts, amenity societies and members
SPS District Chairs can be contacted via the Lavenham office

Mid Suffolk District
Report by Phil Butler, SPS Mid Suffolk District

There are two key aspects worthy of
comment for Mid Suffolk. First, the
consequences of not having a five-year
land supply and, secondly, the potential
legacy from the National Infrastructure
Projects across Suffolk.
Without a five-year housing land
supply Mid Suffolk District Council’s
housing policies no longer apply and
a presumption in favour of approval
comes into play. Therefore, for
speculative developers the gloves come
off with sites coming forward, including
ones outside settlement boundaries,
which would have been unacceptable in
the past and are, as a consequence, more
likely to be supported by the planners.
Even when they are being refused,
for example recently at Stowupland
and Needham Market, the Planning
Inspectorate will often rule in favour of
the developer.
Worryingly, the situation is unlikely
to change as although a ‘call for sites’
was issued over the Summer there is
no published timetable, at the time of
writing, for the public consultation or a
target date for having a revised plan in
place.
In respect to the National
Infrastructure Projects, in past editions
of Suffolk View you would have read
about Progress Power and currently
the planning examination for the East
Anglia Three Offshore Wind Farm
project is ongoing. Again, there is a
presumption in favour of granting
consent, providing the project conforms
to the National Policy Statements.
For the East Anglia projects the
majority of the infrastructure will be
underground cables from Bawdsey to
Bramford, but at Bramford there will be
the need for a ‘converter complex’. For
East Anglia Three this fundamentally
will be two massive buildings, 25m high
to their ridge line.
As the location has already been
harmed through the existing sub-station,
SPS’s stance on the project is to seek
remedial measures for the area through
appropriate landscaping provision.
There is also a need to lobby for an
environmental fund to be drawn upon by

the communities nearby in recognition
of the detriment being tolerated in
hosting such ‘national infrastructure’.
So far the Local Authorities have
secured £112,523 for a project valued
in multi-billions over its lifetime, in
comparison to Essex who secured over
£1 million from the Abberton Reservoir
extension. Now is the time for our local
authorities to be more aspirational,
seeking significant contributions even
when legislation may not include for its
provision. Often the true impact of a
project cannot be identified until after its
construction when the opportunity has
passed for support from the developer.
So we all, individuals, local communities
and parishes, along with SPS, need to
stand up and demand more appropriate
recompense for our heritage and
landscapes.

Borough of St.
Edmundsbury
Report by David Rees, Chair SPS St.
Edmundsbury District Committee

The best news is that Cupola House,
in Bury St. Edmunds has risen, phoenixlike, from the ashes after the horrendous
fire of June 2012.
Now that the scaffolding has gone
it looks just as good as it did after
its restoration in 2004. It is hard to
remember that it was then a ‘building
at-risk’ and it needed the campaigning
of both SPS and the Bury Society to
stimulate Greene King to sell it to an
enlightened developer to return it to

what Celia Fiennes, an English traveller
and diarist of the early 1700s, described
as the town’s finest building. Now the
argument is whether the last three years’
work counts as restoration or rebuilding.
At all events it looks good, the new steel
skeleton is well concealed and the whole
project is a tribute to all who worked in
The Traverse and Skinner Street.
At last the battle over the site of the
proposed Waste-transfer Station
has been settled. The Borough Council
and the County had originally chosen
a location on Rougham Hill, close to a
newly planned, volume housing scheme.
Refuse from Bury St. Edmunds and
Forest Heath would have been delivered
there prior to transfer on huge vehicles
for Great Blakenham where it would be
sorted or incinerated to produce energy.
Many felt it was in the wrong place.
This original plan was finally ditched
after a lot of local people campaigned
aided by a local financial fighting fund.
An alternative site near the Bury St.
Edmunds sugar beet lagoons was
suggested but was opposed by residents
of Great Barton. After further public
consultation and open meetings this
second site is being taken forward by the
Borough Council.
Another plan in the Rougham Hill area
for a small private travellers’ residence
was allowed on an area of community
woodland. The local action group
objected but on this occasion could not
afford to take the case to the High Court,
but were pleased with the number of
people who supported their case.

Cupola House – newly restored
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Suffolk Coastal
District
Report by Jo Rogers, Chair SPS Suffolk Coastal
District Committee

Suffolk Coastal District seems destined
to be the most popular area for the
developers’ ambitions and there are
many towns and villages with severe
doubts about proposed schemes. All
the mitigating policies appear to be
regarded as unimportant. Even Local
and Neighbourhood Plans, in which it
was thought one could rely, seem to be
of doubtful value, as the Director, Fiona
Cairns, pointed out recently in the East
Anglian Daily Times (EADT) newspaper.
We were, of course, extremely
depressed at the result of the planning
appeal on the Fairfied Road site
in Framlingham which perfectly
represented the parlous state of the
planning scene. Similar results were
also the case at Easton and Yoxford,
again completely misrepresenting local
opinion.
Among recent applications which
have caused worry is a whole clutch
in Bredfield, a village which has three
different proposals amounting to 20
houses, plus a holiday site with13 units.
The Brickworks site in Aldeburgh is
still under review despite total rejection
by the Town Council, the Alde &
Ore Association and many residents.
Another Aldeburgh site giving concern
is a house on Crag Path which had
very extensive alterations planned – it
was withdrawn, but a modified plan
is now proposed and we await the
result. In Badingham we were very
unimpressed by the design of a large
development. SPS objected and it was
withdrawn but it has come back with
minor changes. The list goes on!
However, the SPS Suffolk Coastal
group were able to spread some
publicity at the Heveningham Country
Fair in July, the owners Mr. & Mrs. Jon
Hunt kindly donating a stall to the SPS.
We enjoyed many interesting discussions
with passers-by on their way to tea in the
wonderful walled garden and distributed
large numbers of membership forms and
other material, so we hope for some new
joiners as a result.
Our main preoccupation in the District
is to get people interested and involved
with SPS and its concerns and we
believe one important route to gain their
attention is via the national campaigns
promoted by CPRE, whom we support.
It was good to see on the SPS’s splendid
website the advert for the event in July
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celebrating 90 years of the organisation.
The Director’s articles in the Press
reflect similar ideas and it is up to us to
point out to as many people as possible
how vital it is to support SPS in all it is
doing in this County.

Ipswich Borough
Report by Mike Cook, Ipswich Society

We’re consulting about some major
changes to the face of Ipswich Borough.
The Cornhill reconstruction
exhibitions and public consultation
have taken place and the reported
2,000 replies are being analysed. If our
soundings are right, there will be few
supporters of the scheme.
Three “Upper Orwell Crossings”
have wide support from the authorities
and business: they are a high bridge
from the former Tolly Cobbold Brewery
to Felaw Maltings, a second across The
Cut and the third, pedestrian and cycle
only, across the Wet Dock lock. The
precise lines or the road connections
are not decided yet. The business
appraisal suggests a real reduction
in traffic around Star Lane and a big
economic benefit to the Island. Central
Government has promised £87m and
Suffolk has promised £10m in support.
Plans are so vague at present that
coherent comment is difficult.
Further permissions have been
granted to complete the Wet Dock
apartment blocks. There will be more
storeys and more tiny dwellings but at
least the outside will be finished.
The application(s) for the first Ipswich
Garden Suburb are still being assessed:
there’s little good to say about those
golden wheat fields being turned over to
little boxes.
The refurbishment of Holywells

Park won the award for ‘Public Realm’
category at the 2016 Civic Voice
national awards. The Ipswich Society
will be hosting a special event for SPS
members next August to see the changes
including the newly opened Orangery,
see Diary Dates on page 25.

Waveney District
Report by Jessica de Grazia,
SPS Waveney District

Protection of our heritage is not a luxury
– people from all walks of life appreciate
the beauty and sense of history that
comes from living, working and visiting
towns that have retained their historic
buildings. These buildings give a place
a unique identity and impart a sense
of civic pride. Economic regeneration
of former industrial towns and cities
such as Liverpool, Gloucester and
Sheffield has made heritage the focus
and catalyst for sustainable change.
This is why the SPS urged in strong
terms that Lowestoft’s former Cooper’s
ship’s chandler, bread and steam biscuit
factory, built in 1873 and in continuous
use until 1961, behind the Grade II listed
Town Hall, should not be demolished
to build a Burger King ‘drive-thru’ fast
food restaurant, see page 6. Following
SPS’s initial objection, an independent
heritage specialist was hired by Waveney
District Council to assess the heritage
value of the Cooper Brothers’ building.
His report contains sufficient evidence
to locally list the building, and prevent its
demolition. Lowestoft Rising – the town’s
regeneration project – emphasizes the
role of pride in the town’s rich maritime
heritage in turning around the town.
It was hoped that Waveney District
Council’s planning committee would
recognise that heritage and pride in
Lowestoft’s listed town hall - situated next to the
proposed regeneration area.
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McCarthy & Stone’s impression of housing on the former Brett Works site at Hadleigh

the town are linked but unfortunately
despite recognising the building as an
undesignated heritage asset, the Council
has allowed its demolition to proceed.
Permission for the planned Burger King
restaurant on the site was refused, but
only until some improvements to the
design are submitted.

Babergh District
Hadleigh residents have at long last
seen some firm plans put forward
for the derelict Brett Works. The
proposal from McCarthy and Stone
for retirement properties on the site
seems generally welcomed as the
central location of the site just behind
the historic High Street seems ideal
for this use. However, the site has
limitations because of the sensitivity of
its surroundings which include many
fine listed buildings such as Pykenham’s
gatehouse called the Deanery Tower,
the adjoining Deanery, the medieval
Guildhall and the Norman St. Mary’s
Church, all Grade 1 – and the setting
of the River Brett. Hopefully the
design issues which have been raised
by SPS and the Hadleigh Society will
be addressed by the developer to
ensure the highest levels of design
and ultimately a successful outcome
benefitting the community.

legal action over the proposals insisting
the proposed site for the school was
unsuitable because of its proximity to
flight paths from the airfield. There are
also concerns about traffic and parking.
Forest Heath planning officers, however,
concluded that the cumulative impacts
in terms of ecology, utilities, landscape,

air quality, health care, transport and
schooling would be acceptable and
informed the planning committee that
aviation advice on noise had not been
challenged.
In Newmarket Jockey Club Estates
has unveiled plans for the construction
of an uphill gallop, starting below
ground level, part elevated on a bridge
and finishing on a man-made mound
to create a 30 degree incline. If it goes
ahead the state-of-the-art ‘gallop’ is
expected to have a positive effect on
the future of the horse-racing industry
in Newmarket. The location for the
proposed 900 metre (4½ furlongs) long
gallop is on the racecourse side of the
town and it is hoped that this will attract
more trainers and horses to this location.
However, the news that 400 homes
in Newmarket have been rejected by
government, because of the longer
term health of the horse racing
industry, worth tens of million pounds,
is concentrating minds; see Planning
Conservation and Heritage Overview on
page 6.

RAF Lakenheath showing land-take

Newmarket Racecourse - parade ring

Forest Heath
District
Controversial plans for a 375 home
development including land for a new
primary school near RAF Lakenheath
have been approved despite flight path
noise concerns.
Lakenheath Parish Council considered
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Heritage Matters
Historic thatching at West Stow Anglo-Saxon Village

Dr. Jess Tipper, archaeological consultant
to West Stow Anglo-Saxon Village Trust
from 2004 to 2013, writes
The West Stow Anglo-Saxon Village Trust is
responsible for the authenticity and integrity
of the Village, with a strong support group
of Friends volunteers, and it is now run in a
partnership with St. Edmundsbury Borough
Council, which is responsible for the day-to-day
management and funding of the site.
West Stow is a site of international
importance as one of the first largescale investigations of an early AngloSaxon settlement in England, dating
between the 5th to the early 8th centuries
AD. Situated north-west of Bury St
Edmunds, West Stow was excavated
between 1965 and 1972 under the
direction of Stanley West. West Stow
remains significant for the programme
of experimental reconstructions of
Anglo-Saxon buildings on the same site
– to test, by practical experiment, the
viability of West’s interpretation of early
Anglo-Saxon buildings, and in particular
his interpretation of sunken-featured
buildings. The sunken-featured building
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(SFB) is a distinctive building type that
occurred in England, and across northwest Europe, mainly from the fifth to the
late seventh centuries AD. In marked
contrast to their traditional reconstruction
as rudimentary sunken-floored buildings,
West put forward a new interpretation
of these structures as sophisticated
and substantial buildings. Instead, he
suggested they had planked floors at
ground level across the sunken feature or
pit, which instead acted as storage space
or as an air space.
Eight SFBs have been reconstructed,
six with suspended floors including
one dismantled in 1987 and including a
replacement of one destroyed by fire in

2004. In addition, and for comparative
purposes, a simple sunken-floored
structure has been constructed (The
Sunken House), replaced in 2015. In this
example, the thatched roof slopes down
to the ground surface – a ridge tentshaped structure – and the floor is on
the base of the pit. There have also been
two earth-fast wall-post buildings or halls,
including one dismantled and re-built in
2005 (The Hall).
These buildings have been built on the
actual footings of Anglo-Saxon buildings,
constrained by the specific archaeological
evidence, using traditional tools and
techniques and materials thought to
have been used during the Anglo-Saxon
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Opposite: The inner side of the Hall roof looking
up towards the ridge beam, showing the water
reed fleeking against the outer side of the ash
pole rafters. Notice also the willow tiles which
hold the base coat in place.
(Photograph courtesy of Alan Jones)
Left: The thatching of the Hall in progress. The
base coat of heather is sandwiched between the
fleeking and the weathering coat of rye straw.
The base coat, however, has been applied after
the lowest, eaves and gable, courses (or barges)
of the surface coat. The twisted hazel spars have
been sparred into the rye straw, and the two
horizontal sways of rye, which secure the main
courses, are also visible. Notice the leggatt resting
on the roof, which is used to create a level surface
to the weathering coat.
(Photograph courtesy of Alan Jones)
Below: A twisted willow knot around a horizontal
willow sway or rod, securing the heather base
coat on the Hall.
(Photograph courtesy of Alan Jones)

period. Each has been constructed
differently, to designs by Stanley West, to
test above-ground structures based on
ground-level features from the excavation
— and thereby seeking a better
understanding of how these buildings
were made and also about how (and how
quickly) they decayed. An attempt has
been made to employ the woodworking
tools and techniques consistent with
the evidence of the period, although the
actual archaeological evidence at West
Stow, and elsewhere during the early
Anglo-Saxon period, is very limited;
many of these discoveries have been
made, and published subsequent to the
erection of the earlier experimental
reconstructions. The surviving evidence,
such as it is, indicates that woodworking
techniques were relatively simple during
the Anglo-Saxon period.

The project has been a planned
progression of development, rather than
seeking an immediate and ideal solution,
beginning with the simplest technology
and progressing to more developed
reconstructions, while maintaining the
integrity of the evidence. Following the
first building, employing the lowest levels
of construction, each subsequent building
has explored and expanded the range
of technology and finishes, learning
from experience (both the successes
and failures) of the earlier buildings. The
experimental reconstructions at West
Stow, however, are largely conjectural
based on the limited archaeological
evidence. They do not prove these
buildings were constructed in a
particular way, merely what might have
been possible, and they have not been
without critical interpretation. They

are, nevertheless, viable interpretations
which, by practical experiment, have
been shown to work, some more
effectively than others.
While there has been considerable
focus on their superstructures, there
has been much less investigation into,
and experimentation with, the roofs of
the experimental reconstructions – in
keeping with many other experimental
sites across the country. In 2005,
when many of the roofs were in need
of repair and the new Hall required a
roof, a programme of historic thatch
experimentation was initiated at West
Stow. This has provided the opportunity
to enhance our knowledge of historic
thatching techniques, and in some cases
to re-create techniques that have been
lost. The thatching has been undertaken
by expert historic thatcher, Alan Jones1,
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The finished Hall. (Photograph courtesy of Alan Jones)

assisted by Dafydd Driver, and under the
guidance of historic thatch consultant,
John Letts.2
The experimental thatches at West
Stow have been based on surviving
historic thatches from across the
country, as well as the very limited
archaeological evidence, and also by
practical experiment. There is, for
example, no evidence for the use of metal
fixings, commonly employed in modern
thatching, in the archaeological record.
We have, therefore, used fixings that
are all biodegradable, and also attested
on the earliest surviving thatched roofs,
dating from the 14th to 16th centuries;
the traditional technique of renewing
a thatched roof was simply to add a
fresh surface layer without disturbing
the underlying base coat, resulting, in
some cases, in the survival of thatch that
is 500 years old (although some 1,000
years later than West Stow). Such roofs
are of great historical significance as
they preserve direct evidence of ancient
thatch and also early cereal crops and
weeds.
A variety of thatching materials
techniques have been used to show
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what might have been possible, and to
engender debate, thereby creating a
unique centre for research into historic
thatch. In this article, the thatching
techniques employed on two of the
buildings are introduced.
The roof of the new Hall was the first
in the project, completed in 2005. The
base of the thatch at the east end was
formed by a vertical layer of rye, resting
over hazel battens. A variety of materials
was used at the west end, including rye,
marsh hay or shoof and heather directly
attached to the rafters. In the central part
of the roof, Norfolk water reed fleeking
was used. Evidence of this technique has
been found on a number of surviving
medieval and early post-medieval roofs
in eastern England. The reed is woven,
horizontally and vertically, to form a thin
layer or panel resting against the outer
side of the rafters. The use of fleeking
replaces the need for battens tied to the
rafters. This is beneficial to the longevity
of the roof because experience has
shown that the softwood battens used
on the earlier roofs at West Stow are
particularly prone to woodworm attack;
as the thatch is attached directly to the

rafters and battens, once the battens have
failed, the whole roof is vulnerable to
slippage.
A thick base coat, or under-thatch, of
heather was placed on top of this. Base
coats are rarely used on modern thatched
roofs but these were commonly used
on early roofs in a variety of materials.
The heather has been stitched in place
with hundreds of green and flexible
willow bonds, tied tightly with twisted
knots over horizontal willow sways or
rods, across the surface of the heather concealed and protected by the surface
or weathering coat. A variety of climbing
plants with pliable stems would have
been suitable for cordage; in a small area
above the door, bramble stems have been
used to tie the base coat to the rafters.
The Hall was subsequently thatched
with a surface or weathering coat of
combed rye straw over the base coat
of heather. Rye is now rarely grown
in England either as a bread-corn or
for thatching but historical sources
demonstrate its importance for both
purposes. The rye straw was sparred into
the heather using hundreds of split and
twisted hazel spars, which look like large
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The gorse base coat on the new sunken house

wooden staples, at a slight upward angle
to prevent water ingress into the core
of the roof. The coat was built up with
overlapping horizontal layers or courses
of rye applied from the eaves to the ridge.
Two horizontal sways or rolls of rye
secure the main (vertical) courses, fixed
with hazel spars. As the roof is gradually
built up, each roll is subsequently
protected by the next course of the
surface coat.
The bundles of straw used on the
roof are prepared on the ground. Short
stems and weeds are removed to create
straw bundles of equal length with butts
aligned together – a process referred to
as pitching out. Once on the roof, the
butts (the cut end of the straw stems) are
carefully tapped into place, and dressed,
using a tool called a leggat – a wide, flat
mallet. The leggat helps to create an even
and level surface to the weathering coat,
removing any hollows or unevenness on
the surface.
Although this technique of hand
combing is a tradition found today in
the West Country, while long-straw
thatching is the dominant technique
throughout the rest of the country, this

has been preferred at West Stow. Long
straw is created from straw bruised by
the threshing machine and drawn from a
bed – the jumbled stems are realigned or
drawn into order, to collect neat yealms
or bundles ready for fixing. It is, therefore,
essentially a by-product of mechanisation
from the late 18th century onwards,

although it is possible long straw was
also used prior to the introduction of the
threshing machine.
The ridge capping on The Hall was
formed with rye straw, carefully bent or
wrapped over the ridge. The ridge itself
is undecorated and flush with the main
coat, unlike many thatched roofs today
that have elaborate block-cut ridges;
the use of decorative block-cut ridges
increases the risk of water ingress. The
ridge capping was fixed down with simple
horizontal ledgers or liggers of split
willow pegged with hazel spars, on either
side, with a further ledger along the crest
of the roof. The straw was trimmed flush
using a knife or sheep shears. Finally,
the gables and eaves were trimmed and
shaped. The base of the thatch has been
cut level with the base of the rafters to
reduce the potential for sagging.
The new Sunken House, a simple
sunken-floored structure with the
thatched roof sloping down to the ground
surface (a ridge tent-shaped structure),
and with the floor on the base of the pit,
is the most recent project, completed
last year. In this case, a base coat of
gorse - harvested from Sutton Common,
adjacent to Sutton Hoo ship burial –
sandwiched between thin layers of long
straw, has been used, fixed to the rafters
on one side with straw rope, produced
by carefully twisting together bundles of
straw, and on the other using willow ties.
The weathering coat of Squareheads
Master wheat straw was simply stuffed
into the base coat. This technique of
thatching, called stuff or thrust thatching,
is recorded historically in Wales although
it could have been used more widely. The

The inner side of the Sunken House roof, showing a thin, horizontal base layer of long straw, onto which
the gorse base coat has been laid. Notice the straw rope around the split oak rafters which secures the
base coat in place. (Photograph courtesy of Alan Baxter)
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Alan Jones holding a knotted bundle of straw used to create stuff thatching on the Sunken House.
Notice the tool in Alan’s right hand which is used to push the knotted end into the base coat.
(Photograph courtesy of Alan Baxter)

technique involves creating small bundles
of straw with a twisted knot in one end.
These bundles, knot-end first, are then
pushed up firmly into the base coat using
a special tool with a notched end, rather
like a long two-pronged fork. Working
from the base to the apex of the roof,
the long ends of these bundles dangle
down and shed the water from the roof.
No other fixings, such as hazel spars, are
required to hold the surface coat in place.
(Endnotes)

The distinctive ridge employs a
technique using pairs of timbers, one on
each side and pegged at the ridge. These
timbers clamp the horizontal ledgers in
place, which are also pegged, and weight
down the ridge capping. It is a technique
more commonly used on reconstructions
in north-west Europe, particularly in
Scandinavia, although again there is
no functional reason why it could not
have been used in Britain. In addition,

1 http://www.thatchingwales.co.uk/
2 The work has been funded by St. Edmundsbury Borough Council, with generous additional funding
from the Suffolk Environmental Trust using donations from Viridor Waste Management Ltd through
the Landfill Communities Fund scheme and also from the Suffolk Institute of Archaeology in History.
3 https://www.weststow.org/
The West Stow Anglo-Saxon Village Trust is responsible for the authenticity and integrity of the
Village, with a strong support group of Friends volunteers, and it is now run in a partnership with
St. Edmundsbury Borough Council, which is responsible for the day-to-day management and
funding of the site.
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the gables have been fixed down with
additional willow rods, to secure the
barges from wind lift.
Similar to the construction of their
frames, the West Stow buildings could
have been thatched in a variety of ways.
Consequently, the project has employed
to date a variety of different, and locally
available, materials, including rye straw,
various modern and heritage varieties of
wheat straw (Aquila, Maris Widgeon, N59
and Squareheads Master), as well as old
varieties of cereal including a mix of spelt
and emmer bread wheat straw, and also
heather and gorse. It is anticipated that
this unique project will continue, testing
a variety of other roofing materials and
thatching techniques while monitoring
the performance of these roofs.
West Stow is now a popular ‘living
history’ centre or open air museum.3
Through a careful balance between
archaeology, education and tourism, the
archaeology of the site — one of the
first English settlements — is presented
and interpreted through the use of
experimental archaeology. For open
hours and how to find the museum,
please go to the website.

Below: The finished Sunken House with the ridge
capping held in place by the distinctive timber
frame, rather like external rafters. The gables have
been fixed down with additional willow rods.
(Photograph courtesy of Alan Baxter)
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Heritage matters
Traditional Building Skills,
Conservation Courses and Lectures
Place Services at Essex County Council
run Traditional Building Skills and
Conservation Courses and Lectures
programme at various locations in
both Essex and Suffolk, check website
for full details or email traditional.
buildingskills@essx.gov.uk

Financial Assistance
There are a number of free places fully
funded by the City & Country Group
Bursary Scheme. Bursaries are available
to trainees, self-employed workers and
anyone who is embarking on a career in
traditional building skills, please email
for details.

All courses and lectures are delivered
by leading craftsmen and experts in
their specialist fields.
Please check the event pages on the
website for the most up to date details
on the courses and lectures on offer.
www.essex.gov.uk/Activities/Heritage/Pages/
Traditional-Building-Courses.aspx
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Heritage matters
Floors

Traditional floors can impart great character to interiors.
Careful specification and detailing is
essential to maintain them successfully
and avoid damp problems. Originally
floors were constructed straight off the
ground without damp-proof courses
or membranes. Instead, damp was
removed by evaporation through
porous and breathable materials. Where
there are problems with damp, these are
caused by a change of conditions which
then seal the moisture in and drive the
damp up the walls.
Common reasons for this include
lack of ventilation, an increase in
external ground levels, introduction
of concrete floors and installation of
damp-proof courses and membranes.
Where the external ground level is
too high and cannot easily be lowered
so it is below internal floor level, a
perimeter drainage system like a French
drain may be constructed to discharge

ground water away from the building
without undermining the foundations.
More permeable floors can be
constructed using limecrete (where lime
is substituted for concrete) with a base
of loose- fill aggregate without fines to
avoid capillary action.
Alternatively, concrete can be
isolated from the walls and from any
vulnerable surfaces by a breather gap
such as permeable slabs or limecrete
with a grille. This breather gap can be
constructed from new, or retro-fitted. A
light-weight insulating aggregate can be
incorporated in the limecrete such as
chopped hemp or lightweight granules
such as leca.
Traditional floors found locally
include timber boards on timber battens
or joists, fired clay pammets, brick
pavers and tiles. The earliest floor
boards were oak and then elm, used

originally in wide boards and often
rebated. In the 18th century imported
softwood was introduced and boards
became narrower. Old boards should
be preserved and carefully repaired.
Floor materials imported from other
parts of England include limestone
and York stone used in 18th and 19th
century houses and (more rarely) slate
floors in 19th or 20th century houses.
Twentieth-century finishes include
wood block, tiles, terrazzo and mosaic.
Where these are used on a traditional
breathable floor on a damp base, plastic
or polyurethane based sealers and
plastic or rubber backed carpets should
be avoided as they trap moisture.
Courtesy of Conserve* Essex Works
Editor’s note: see From the News-stand on page
21 ‘SPAB launch History at your Feet’ campaign.

Above: Old floor tile shows evidence of deterioration
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From the News-stand
Copy and comment
One million new homes and
counting!

The Government’s ambition (pre-Brexit)
was to deliver one million new homes over
the next 5 years, until 2020. (Post-Brexit
the Government has announced £5 billion
in funding to solve the housing crises.)
The Department for Communities & Local
Government’s Single Departmental Plan
sets out to build 400,000 affordable homes,
including Starter Homes. Increased housing
will be enabled through public sector
land supply, and help for small family-run
building firms are expected to contribute
25,000 new homes by 2020.
A number of initiatives were focused
on facilitating the purchase of housing,
particularly by first-time buyers through
the introduction of savings products such
as the Help to Buy mortgage guarantee
scheme, now to be axed as other lenders
are offering loans outside the scheme. The
help-to-buy Lifetime ISAs will continue, and
there are other equity loan and mortgage
guarantee schemes. A key commitment,
pre-Brexit, was to build 200,000 new Starter
Homes by 2020 which would be available
at a 20 per cent discount off the market
price to first-time buyers between the ages
of 23 and 40. Post-Brexit, Government
effort to stimulate house-building will focus
on planning regulations to bring forward
surplus public sector land to build a further
15,000 new homes by 2020 with a new de
facto presumption in favour of planning in
respect of brownfield land, and build on
derelict former shopping centre land.

Housing output (new-build and net
additions to the stock) increased in 2014/15
but was still some 50,000 below the level
required to match the 2012-based household
projections. It was estimated that around
300,000 homes per year needed to be built
for five years in order to address some of
the historic shortfall in supply.
House of Commons Library Briefing Paper June 2016
– updated early October at time of going to press.
Editor’s note: latest research by the education
and economics charity Civitas claims councils
have granted enough planning consents to meet
the Government’s target of building one million
new homes by 2020 but developers are failing to
build them.

Offices converted to homes

An amendment to the Town and Country
Planning General Permitted Development
Order 2016 has placed on a permanent
footing a formerly temporary permitted
development right for office to residential
change-of-use. It also provided for change
of use of former laundrettes, betting offices
and pay-day loan shops to housing, and for
light industrial buildings (up to a maximum
floor space of 500 square metres) to change
use to housing, taking effect from 1st
October, 2017. The measures were intended
by the pre-Brexit Government ‘to support
housing delivery and mixed and vibrant
high streets that provide a balance of retail,
leisure and residential use’. The Opposition
was asking for it to be revoked.

Brownfield redux

Repeated calls have been made to place
a ‘statutory duty’ on Local Authorities to
create and maintain Local Plans. Added
impetus has been provided by the Housing
and Planning Act 2016 which includes
measures for Local Plans to include the
principle for development of brownfield
sites for housing.

Rural England under siege

“On trees and walls, telegraph poles and
garden gates, village after village shouts
to the passing motorist: No more building
here. It may be dismissed as Nimbyism, but
it’s actually a heartfelt plea for protection.
The green fields, secret places, woods and
heaths of England are being invaded on an
unprecedented scale and our urban masters
don’t begin to understand the damage they
do.” A point Country Life magazine reminded
us of recently. This love of our landscape –
will it become a mythical vision of England
because it is also an impediment to social
and material progress? It should be above
economic value but it appears it has to ‘get
in line’, unless of course we are prepared to
fight for it.

BIMBY not NIMBY

Launched late last year with the support
of the National Trust, the CPRE and Civic
Voice, among others, was the pioneering
BIMBY planning ‘toolkit’ from the Prince’s
Foundation for Building Community. It
provides a unique on-line tool to shape
new developments so that they are welldesigned and well-received by communities:
and it empowers people to take part in the
planning process in a positive way, and tell
developers and planners what they think
‘beauty in their back yard’ looks like when it
comes to new housing in their area. This is
for community-led groups, neighbourhood
forums, parish councils and anyone with
an interest in helping to ensure their area
develops in an attractive way: see page 5.
http://www.princesfoundation.org

Editor’s note: At last an acronym that counters
NIMBY (not in my back yard).

Rural landscape post Brexit

More than £3 billion a year is currently
directed into the rural economy under the
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP). “Following
the vote to leave the EU, it is vital that a UK
Agricultural Policy (UKAP) is developed
in tandem with farmers and other land
managers and is ready to be implemented
before existing support is removed” say
the Country Landowners Association
(CLA). It is calling for the UK Government
to underwrite payments that would have
been made under the CAP if the UK leaves
the EU before the end of 2020. A new UK
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Agricultural & Land Use Policy (UKAP)
should begin from 1st January, 2021.
Editor’s note: for analysis of how the UK’s
decision to leave the EU will impact upon
planning, go to: PlanningResource.co.uk/Brexit

‘Enrich the List’

Historic England has opened up the
National Heritage List inviting members
of the public to ‘enrich the list’ with images
and additional information on the nation’s
protected heritage. The National Heritage
List for England started its life in1882,
when the first powers of protection were
established for all listed buildings, scheduled
monuments, protected wrecks and
registered parks, gardens and battlefields.
The Heritage List is the only official and upto-date database of all nationally protected
historic buildings and sites in England. It has
almost 400,000 entries: tower blocks and
tombstones, barrows and bunkers, palaces
and pigsties, plague crosses and piers,
cathedrals, windmills and rollercoasters. If
you have information about the architecture,
history or archaeology of any listed site,
Historic England asks you to share your
knowledge.
EnrichingTheList@HistoricEngland.org.uk.

run-down Historic England’s expertise will
help towns and villages achieve their true
potential. To be considered, an area must
be of significant historic interest and able
to contribute to the social, economic and
environmental needs of a place.
https://historicengland.org.uk

Local Plan Heritage
Strategies

Village war memorial listing

Historic England has also pledged to list
over 2,500 war memorials during the
centenary period commemorating the
First World War. Recent war memorials
listed Grade II in Suffolk include Ingham,
Poslingford, Withersfield, Great
Thurlow and Yaxley. If you would like
to help record ‘the home front’ of the First
World War or to nominate a war memorial
for listing go to https://historicengland.org.uk

Investment in historic areas

The Government’s Culture White Paper
has announced a programme of Heritage
Actions Zones. By raising awareness
of places of historic significance and
encouraging investment in conservation
zones which have become neglected and

The Institute of
Historic Building
Conservation (IHBC)
is reviewing the
provision of Heritage
Strategies within Local
Plans. The National
Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF)
recommends that Local
Plans should set out
a positive strategy for
the ‘conservation and
enjoyment of the historic
environment’ including
dealing with ‘heritage at risk’.
However, while Local Plans
invariably include some content on
protection of the historic environment,
few authorities appear to have adopted a
specific heritage strategy.

to celebrate great floors as well as to draw
attention to concerns. Visit the campaign
webpage for SPAB’s Top 20 Floors, including
suggestions from some well-known building
conservationists. Also available: a free care
and repair pamphlet.
Tweet your photographs of historic floors to @
SPAB1877 using the hashtag #lookdown.

Bats (or buildings) beware!

A Bill originally presented as a Private
Member’s Bill in the House of Commons
by Christopher Chope MP has been revived
by Lord Cormack and received its ‘first
reading’ in June in the House of Lords. The
Bat Habitats Regulation Bill 2016-17 seeks
to ‘limit the protection for bat habitats in the
built environment where the presence of
bats has a significant adverse impact upon
the users of buildings’.
The full text of the Bill as introduced
is now available. However, the Bat
Conservation Trust are concerned because
of the severe decline bats have experienced
in the past through habitat loss and are
asking the public to contact members of the
House of Lords to object. There is no date
for the second reading of the Bill.
https://www.parliament.uk

SPAB launch ‘History at Your Feet’
Campaign

The Society for the Protection of Ancient
Buildings (SPAB) has launched a new
campaign to encourage people to appreciate
the contribution original historic floors make
to buildings and spaces. Britain’s oldest
heritage charity believes that floors are
the ‘down-trodden’ Cinderella of building
conservation.
Throughout the Summer and Autumn of
2016 the ‘History at Your Feet’ campaign
invites members of the public to look at
what’s underfoot when visiting old and
interesting buildings in the UK and to share
what they find on social media. This can be
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Membership –
A gift or bequest leaves a lasting legacy – please get in touch
Membership Information
To discuss legacies and bequests or
request an additional Suffolk View
please telephone 01787 247179.
New Joiner’s Membership – available
by standing order online:
Household - £30 per annum
Parish Council and Amenity Society £30 per annum
Organisation - £70 per annum
Life - £500
CPRE membership available online from
£3 a month via the SPS website link
www.suffolksociety.org
also direct www.cpre.org.uk

A warm welcome to
new members who have
joined since April 2016
SPS Life organisations 1
SPS Town & Parish Councils 10
SPS Households 15
SPS Life Households 2
CPRE households 1
Your membership is very important to
us because you represent those who
support our aim, through the landuse planning system, to gain the best
we can for our County. Suffolk is a
beautiful and relatively unspoilt place
full of character buildings, varied and
attractive countryside, and a coastline

DO WE HAVE YOUR LATEST EMAIL ADDRESS? THIS SAVES US POSTAGE CHARGES.
PLEASE VIEW OUR WEBSITE WHICH IS UPDATED REGULARLLY.

that still feels timeless. Large parts of
the County retain their rural charm in a
time when over half of the population
in England live in cities. Today, where
nearly everything is judged upon its
economic value, and anything on
which it cannot put a price is often
disregarded, we need more than ever
to safeguard our special places – before
we lose them. And when we do build
we need to complement our rich
heritage with architecture worthy of
the land it takes. As the SPS Chairman
said in his Comment on page 4 “things
of great beauty can be so easily harmed
but it takes judgement and skill to be
able to perceive when an intervention
can, in fact, enhance the beauty of our
County.” To live in lovely surroundings
is our privilege and we want to pass that
on to the next generation. It is an aim
worth fighting for.
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Book Review
‘The Fight for Beauty – our path to a better future’
Fiona Reynolds
Oneworld Publications price £16.99
This timely and wide-reaching book tells of
the polemics on the long journey to save
‘beauty’ and the continuing battle today to
justify its place in a planning environment
bent on fiscal gain often at the expense of
landscape, nature and historic buildings.
It feels like a personal crusade by Fiona
Reynolds. Her career background includes
head of both the Campaign to Protect
Rural England and the National Trust
where landscape and buildings take centre
stage. She is well qualified to write about
this subject. Her life’s work has majored in
the topics covered in her book and have
given her the passion, deep understanding
and experience to give voice to this vitally
important issue. She draws our attention
to the difficult path to protect nature, the
countryside and our cultural heritage in
these days of rapid change. She points out
that we take these assets for granted but at
various times they have been supported and
thwarted by government legislation, and are
increasingly subject to, and judged upon by,
the contribution they make to the country’s
economy as to whether they survive well and
intact.
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From the days of the
aesthetes, poets, artists
and writers and early
preservationists who
instinctively felt they
were about to lose
their special places
and buildings through
neglect, decay,
demolition and poor
development, to the latter-day
conservationists, the compelling aim to save
beauty has been the driving force which led
to the formation of the1947 Planning Act. It
represented the essence of good planning –
enabling development and controlling sprawl
but, importantly, protecting beauty – because
it mattered to people.
The importance of a beautiful countryside
on human health and well-being, the creation
of scenic farming that delivers more good
food, the need for an increase in woodland
cover and the protection of the coastline
should be the minimum contribution to the
economic mix. Land, nature and natural
resources are finite and our future depends
upon them; historic buildings once lost are

gone forever, but these takenfor-granted qualities in our lives
appear to have slipped off the
agenda of today’s thinkers and
legislators. If they assume they
will always be there they are
mistaken, unless we plan with
greater confidence says Fiona
Reynolds, and make beauty the
campaign we are prepared to fight
for.
This is an excellent read with
much background information
about the evolution of the
conservation movement and what
it has won – and lost. We now need to retain
what has been learnt and achieved about
good land-use planning, and continue to
demand good practices both now and in the
future – because it matters.
Editor’s note: Dame Fiona Reynolds has agreed
to talk to the SPS at Haughley Park Barn on the
subject of ‘beauty’ on 24th April 2017, details
on page 25. The results of the winners of the
#SuffolkBeauty photography competition, launched
in association with the East Anglian Daily Times
newspaper, will be announced and prizes awarded
during the evening. Don’t forget to add that special
caption to your photograph and send it to us: we
have received some stunning photographs – here
are a few to inspire and encourage you!

#SuffolkBeauty – photographic competition in
association with the East Anglian Daily Times
What does Suffolk Beauty mean to you?
We have teamed up with the East Anglian Daily Times
to encourage all of us to start thinking about what makes
Suffolk beautiful.
We’re asking people to submit an original photograph
of something which shows the beauty of Suffolk
to them - whether it’s a landscape, a building, a
townscape, a detail.
Let us know why you love it too with a description of how
it sums up #SuffolkBeauty in 140 characters or fewer.

To enter share your photographs and descriptions on the SPS
and EADT Twitter feeds @SuffolkSociety and @EADT24 or
email them to bethany@suffolksociety.org
The #SuffolkBeauty competition will run until
10th February 2017.
Adult category
There will be cash prizes of £100, £75 and £25 for the top
three entries in the adult category.
Under 18 category
Prizes of £50, £35 and £15 for the best under 18 entries.
A trophy will be presented to the overall winner.

Please note that by submitting the image (and words) to SPS, consent has been granted to SPS to use the image on our social media
website and in any marketing to support our #SuffolkBeauty campaign.

Quote of the Issue
“Buildings are in the landscape and part of it. Hence the experience of beauty comprehends landscape and
architecture equally.”
Beauty – A Very Short Introduction by Roger Scruton
Professor Sir Roger Scruton is an academic and his attributes include editor, publisher, barrister, journalist, broadcaster, countryside campaigner,
novelist and composer.
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SPS Events Review
Sibton Park Spring Lecture
In late April, Members were treated to an
evening in the delightful Sibton Park.
Dr. James Bettley provided a packed
room with an absorbing and, at times,
amusing insight into the correspondence
and activities of Nikolas Pevsner in
Suffolk before the publication of the first
Suffolk guide in 1961. Dr. Bettley who
has updated Pevsner’s Suffolk Guide
has undertaken painstaking research
into the diary, archive notes and letters
of Pevsner as part of his task. We were
taken back to a more innocent age of
letter correspondence, which not only
revealed to us how Pevsner pursued
his research, but also demonstrated the
limited timescale he had to prepare his
guides, suggesting that many of Pevsner’s
subjects could only have been given
a cursory inspection. Moreover, the
letters seeking permission to visit many
a Suffolk house, revealed much about
Pevsner the man and his long suffering
wife, Lola, who accompanied him on his
tours of duty.
Amongst the entertaining presentation
of some of the houses visited by
Pevsner, including Heveningham Hall
and Somerleyton Hall, we were given
amusing insights into the exchange
of correspondence with the owner of
Assington Hall, much of which was
subsequently destroyed by fire, to confirm
the minor detail of a date of death on
a church memorial. The owner, vicar
and Italian gardener were involved Pevsner was clearly ‘a dog with a bone’
for detail. He also demonstrated his
penchant for Cider whilst at Aspall Hall,
placing an order for a crate just as soon
as he returned to London. The audience
was left thinking that the adventures of
Pevsner in the late 1950s must surely be
the subject of a BBC Sunday evening
drama!
The Society is grateful to Jon and
Lois Hunt for offering Sibton Park as the
perfect venue for the evening, and for the
wonderful refreshments.
Report by Member, Christopher Philbedge

Sibton Park

Heveningham Hall Landscape
Garden Visit
Members commenced an excellent
afternoon in July with a talk by Kim
Wilkie, renowned landscape architect, in
a room surrounded by Lancelot Capability
Brown’s detailed plans for Heveningham.
Kim and his clients, Lois and Jon Hunt,
have been working to bring to life the
unrealised plans from the eighteenth
century, including building a bridge
across the lake, and restoring lodges. The
lake itself required cleaning out on an
enormous scale. Thousands of trees have
been planted, arable returned to park
grazed by Suffolk sheep and miles of park
rail reinstated.
Kim talked us through the
achievements with enthusiasm. We then
left the Brown-designed horseshoeshaped stable yard and while walking
with Kim around the outside of the house
took the opportunity to enjoy the views
– over the expanse of water up to the
perimeter woodlands on the horizon, and
on to Huntingfield and Walpole churches.
One suspects Brown would be pleased
with the result!
It was a pleasure to view Kim’s major
design contribution from the Hall. He
explained how a rise in the land had
meant that the rear had been crowdedin by the slope coming almost up to the
building. By moving tonnes of earth, a
series of asymmetrical grass terraces
have created space and light. More
form is seen as the late afternoon light
throws shadows from terraces and
trees. Congratulations to the owners
and English Heritage for agreeing to this
bold transformation of a Grade 1 garden
landscape.
A further treat was in the form of an
excellent tea in the orangery and a walk
round the walled garden. Many thanks
go to the owners Jon and Lois Hunt for
hosting the event and to Kim Wilkie’s
professional insight in to Heveningham’s
special character. It was inspiring to
see what can be done if tackled slowly,
with thought and imagination, to bring
the Park back to life, and timely in the
tercentenary of Lancelot Capability
Brown.
Report by Member, Tina Schwarz

Letheringham Lodge Talk and Tour
At the beginning of July there was a
delightful visit to Letheringham Lodge,
a two part tour, morning and afternoon,
attended by over 40 people from all
over the County. Pauline and Matthew
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Lancelot ‘Capability’ Brown

Bickerton were splendid hosts, Matthew
opening proceedings with a brilliantly
illustrated talk about the history of the
house, full of amusement and interest.
They each conducted a group round the
house and farm buildings, pointing out
the many unique and fascinating features
of this very unusual structure, a place
which is still full of puzzling corners
which exercise the minds of historians.
There were delicious refreshments
and plenty of time for chat and a wander
round the newly restored farm buildings
and lovely garden with its moat and
swans.
Pauline has a sculpture studio where
she runs popular courses, attended by
local students and many of the holiday
visitors who come to the charming
self-catering cottages which have been
adapted from some of the farm buildings.
There has also been a large amount of
tree planting and other landscape work
on the surrounding fields.
Matthew and Pauline most certainly
deserve the Suffolk Coastal District
Council’s Conservation Award which they
received for the outstanding work that
has been undertaken on the whole site.
Report by Jo Rogers, Chair SPS Suffolk Coastal District
Editor’s note: see Suffolk View, Issue 127, page 16
for more details and photographs of Letheringham
Lodge.
Letheringham Lodge
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Diary Dates
Support and enjoy events while raising important funds for the SPS!
Check the website for full details www.suffolksociety.org
BOOKING INFORMATION
All SPS events are open to members and their guests unless stated otherwise. However, some
events may take limited numbers for obvious reasons so early booking is advisable. Please book
through the SPS office, unless an alternative is given – Little Hall, Market Place, Lavenham CO10
9QZ, email address sps@suffolksociety.org or telephone 01787 247179. Cheques are payable
to ‘SPS’ and upon receipt names will be placed on a list – tickets not usually issued. However,
where tickets become necessary for a particular event, this will be indicated, and we request you
enclose a stamped-addressed envelope.
Haughley Park Barn near Stowmarket

Events 2017
HERITAGE TRAINING DAY
FOR PARISH COUNCILS
Hosted by SPS
HAUGHLEY PARK BARN, Haughley,
Stowmarket IP14 3JY
March: Tuesday, 14th
10.00 am
Cost: £40.00 – Members free

Heritage professional, Bob Kindred, will
present this training day for Parish Councils
in two parts – Part 1. Managing the Historic
Environment, and Part 2. Listed Building
Consent and Development in Conservation
Areas – see website for full details.

AN EVENING WITH
DAME FIONA REYNOLDS
Hosted by SPS
Early booking advisable
HAUGHLEY PARK BARN, Haughley,
Stowmarket IP14 3JY
April: Monday, 24th
Time: 6.30pm for 7pm
Cost: £15.00
Dame Fiona Reynolds, former head of both
the CPRE and the National Trust, will talk
about ‘beauty’, a subject which should touch
us all. In her book ‘The Fight for Beauty – our
path to a better future’ published early this
year she proposed a solution that was both
radical and simple. But with the drive for
economic growth which often ignores the
intrinsic value of our countryside and nature
it is, for legislators, hard to put a value on
these most precious assets. Please join us to
hear from Fiona how we can overcome the
dilemma of retaining our special places in
these days of fiscal priorities.
If this was not enough to delight, we
will also have the results of our #Suffolk
Beauty photography competition run in
association with the East Anglian Daily
Times newspaper. The prize winners will be
announced and rewarded!

RECITAL OF MUSIC AND POETRY
FROM TUDOR & STUART TIMES
“All in a Garden Green” by the
Hexachordia Ensemble
Hosted by SPS St. Edmundsbury
District
Book through the SPS office
UNITARIAN MEETING HOUSE,
Churchgate Street, Bury St. Edmunds
IP331RH
May: Wednesday, 24th
6.30 pm
Cost: £20.00
This lovely musical event will be followed by
an informal wine tasting in the garden and
cellars of the nearby Old Angel, 44 College
Street – by kind invitation of David Rees,
SPS District Chair.
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ADVANCE NOTICE

Holywells Park, Ipswich – subject of a prestigious national award

SPS CIO ANNUAL GENERAL
MEETING

FRAMLINGHAM
COLLEGE,
College Road,
Framlingham
IP13 9EY
Hosted by SPS

THE GUILDHALL,
Lavenham CO10 9QZ
Members’ Annual Meeting
Drinks and nibbles

Early booking advisable

June: Friday, 16th
Registration 6.30 for 7.00 pm
Please join Trustees and Members for your
annual meeting to hear how the SPS CIO is
‘pushing the boundaries’ in a bid to retain
Suffolk’s character, influencing its future vision
and direction. Much progress has been made
and your support is valued at this annual update
in the historic Guildhall. We look forward to
welcoming you and it is an ideal opportunity for
new members to ‘meet the team’.

HOUSE AND ART COLLECTION
EUSTON HALL,
Euston, Thetford IP24 2QW
By kind invitation of the Duke and
Duchess of Grafton
MEMBERS’ ONLY VISIT
NUMBERS WILL BE LIMITED
Book through the SPS office
Ticket entry – self-addressed
envelope required
July: Friday, 14th July
Time: 2.30 pm
Cost: £20.00

Situated on the River Blackbourne this lovely
country house, with its Park by William Kent
and Lancelot Capability Brown, has been the
seat of the Dukes of Grafton for over 300
years. A tour of the Hall and a view of the
renowned art collection accompanied by the

October: Friday, 6th
Time: 6.30 for 7.00 pm
Cost: £15.00
Estate Archivist will be followed by a delicious
afternoon tea in the Old Kitchen.
This unique and personal collection of
paintings of the Court of Charles II includes
paintings by Van Dyck, Lely and Kneller, and is
very special.

HOLYWELLS PARK – ITS NEWLY
RESTORED ORANGERY and
STABLE BLOCK CONVERSION
Hosted by the Ipswich Society
Book through the SPS office
HOLYWELLS PARK,
Martle Road, Ipwich IP3 0PG
August: Friday, 18th

Professor Tom Williamson is an eminent
landscape archaeologist and lectures at the
University of East Anglia on the English
landscape – its agricultural history and the
history of landscape design. He has also
informed the understanding of the Suffolk
landscape from a number of particular
aspects including studies at Sutton Hoo
and Ickworth House. His talk to Members
will include the Suffolk countryside and the
importance of trees in its landscape.
Currently there is an important nationally
funded study of the history of trees and tree
health, particularly relevant at the moment –
which of us does not lament the loss of the
English Elm tree in the Suffolk landscape?
Please join us to hear more from Tom about
our valued and fascinating landscape.

Time: to be advised
Cost: to be advised

Please see website for updated details

The Park, with its converted stable buildings
and beautifully repaired orangery, has been
the subject of a Heritage Lottery grant
which secured its restoration and as a result
was given the Public Realm national award
from Civic Voice Design Awards 2016 which
promotes civic pride.
The Manager of the Park will give a talk
and tour followed by a cream tea served in
the refurbished former Orangery. Parking
will be arranged on site.

Euston Hall – home to the Dukes of Grafton for over 300 years
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AN EVENING
WITH PROFESSOR
TOM WILLIAMSON

Professor Tom Williamson leads the
way in woodland north of Thetford
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Suffolk Preservation Society, CIO
Registered Charity No: 1154806

VACANCY – PART-TIME HONORARY POST OF
TREASURER BASED IN LAVENHAM

VACANCY – PART-TIME SALARIED POST OF
EVENTS ORGANISER BASED IN LAVENHAM

The Suffolk Preservation Society is a non-political, independent,
self-funding charity established in 1929, and campaigns to protect
and enhance the quality of the Suffolk countryside, its towns and
villages and to promote protection for its built heritage. It runs
a small professional planning office in Lavenham with staff and
volunteers.

A vacancy has arisen for an Events’ Organiser, to organise and
deliver a programme of social, fundraising and training events for
its Members throughout the year. The SPS has a strong tradition of
providing high quality lectures and visits on subjects of interest in
some of the most special places in the County. The events are spread
throughout the year in Spring (March/April), Summer (July) and
Autumn (October) together with other smaller technical events across
the calendar including training and social events. The post-holder will
be required to work flexibly from both office and home, to deliver the
annual events programme. Own transport will be essential as venue
visits will be an important part of the role.

Because of the retirement of the Treasurer the charity requires a
part-time honorary Treasurer based at its registered office in Little
Hall. The post oversees the financial control of the charity with
a healthy annual turnover plus investments. A Sage accounting
system is operated in the office. The ideal time commitment would
be one morning a week with 3 hours per quarter committed for
Board meetings in Needham Market (normal travel expenses
apply). The position would suit a recently retired qualified
accountant with the expectation of joining the Board.
Please contact the Director, Fiona Cairns on 01787 247179 for
more information, and for a copy of the Report and Accounts.

The position involves sourcing venues and speakers as well as
organising publicity, sponsorship and catering. An ability to work
closely with property owners, speakers, the Director and SPS staff
is essential. The successful candidate will be a confident individual
who is highly organised, flexible and efficient – with an eye for detail.
A sense of humour would also be an advantage. Strong IT skills are
required and a flair for design desirable. A clean driving licence and
own transport is essential, the usual travel expenses apply. The post
will be an average of 24 hours per month, at £8.00 per hour, to be
worked flexibly subject to the events programme.
Please contact the Director, as in previous vacancy.

Market Place – Directory
The

Pargetting
Company
Traditional Plasterers & Pargetters,
Scraffitto Artists and Fresco Painters

Bank St, Maidstone, Kent 1611 Restored by our specialist in 2010

Working in the Art & Craft Tradition
Established 1971, a family tradition since 1926
Tel: 01359 271779
Mobile: 07748 880823
Web: www.pargettingcompany.com

27

Suffolk Preservation Society | Suffolk View | Autumn 2016 | no 128
Heritage Large Banner_Layout 1 24/04/2012 11:53 Page 1

Heritage Insurance Agency
Specialist insurers of
• Thatched Properties
• Timbers Framed Properties
• Barn Conversions

• Thatched Holiday
Homes/Second Homes

• Standard Construction let/
unoccupied Properties

CALL

01787 229200
for a quotation
www.heritageinsuranceagency.co.uk
Authorised and regulated by the Financial Services Authority

Cubitt Theobald Ltd
Chartered Building Company | Est. 1903

We can assist with all building projects from redecoration
to a complete refurbishment or a new hand-made kitchen.

R O S E M A R Y C AT T E E
Interior Design

t: 01473 811780 m: 07957 535 589
e: info@rosemarycattee.co.uk www.rosemarycattee.co.uk

Projects in East Anglia & London.
Cubitt Theobald Ltd,
St. Catherines Road, Long Melford, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 9JU

01787 371 002 • www.cubitt.co.uk

S.J. SARGEANT CONTRACTS

FENCING, LANDSCAPING & AGRICULTURAL SERVICES
www.sjsargeantcontracts.co.uk
Stephen J Sargeant
M: 07747 011172
P: 01787 210402
E: stephen@sjsargeantcontracts.co.uk

28

Robert M Sargeant
M: 07767 431671
5 Church Road, Lindsey,
Ipswich,Suffolk, IP7 6PS
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FOSTERS, HARTEST HILL, HARTEST, SUFFOLK IP29 4ET
We are moving
to Fax:
newly
converted
offices
in Hartest
Telephone:
01284 830085
01284
830425 Email:
ralph@modece.com

Our new address will be:

Fosters, Hartest Hill, SUFFOLK IP29 4ET

We specialise in high quality contemporary design and deep green construction methods
that deliver carbon neutral buildings for the benefit of future generations.
RIBA East BUILDING OF THE YEAR 2011

PPS7 Eco-house in Lavenham approved 2012

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

Fountian House studio tHe street east BergHolt ColCHester Co7 6tB

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

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
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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

Specialists in handmade rugs and carpets
Restoration & cleaning workshop
Open Monday to Saturday, 10am – 5.30pm
The Old White Hart, Long Melford, Sudbury, Suffolk, CO10 9HX
01787 882214 | www.rugandcarpetstudio.co.uk

The Country Property Specialists
Last year, over 50%
of our buyers came
from London, the
Home Counties or
abroad. Suffolk
attracts National
buyers.

JACKSON-STOPS & STAFF
ARE NATIONAL AGENTS
For a free valuation please contact
Tim Dansie or Jonathan Penn
01473 218218
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Respecting the past, shaping the future

SPS registered charity no 249981

Little Hall Market Place
Lavenham Suffolk CO10 9QZ A publication of the Suffolk Preservation Society
Telephone (01787) 247179
Fax (01787) 248341
Little Hall, Market Place, Lavenham, Sudbury, Suffolk C010 9QZ
email sps@suffolksociety.org
tel: 01787 247179 www.suffolksociety.org
www.suffolksociety.org

County branch of CPRE

Suffolk View is the publication of the Suffolk Preservation Society
The SPS ethos is to protect and enhance the quality of the countryside, towns and villages of Suffolk. Its work promotes
protection for the built heritage and wider landscape and supports sustainable development while agitating for improved design
in new build. With planning and conservation professionals based in Lavenham, and with the support of members throughout
the County, it is well placed to take effective action through the planning system to retain the integrity of Suffolk for the benefit
of everyone, and for future generations. It is the only non-political, independent charity in the County to represent this interest.
Please join today and become part of the action to protect Suffolk. www.suffolksociety.org

