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Foreword
SPS Director, Fiona Cairns, writes

The next question to be addressed will 
inevitably be how we can speed up the 
construction process. It seems likely that 
this will involve off-site prefabrication 
and simple assembly on site. Some might 
say this is nothing new as our Suffolk 
forebears who pre fabricated their homes 
in the framing yards of  carpenters and 
assembled them onsite would fi nd this 
concept entirely familiar. However, 
the unprecedented scale of  building 
to provide the homes required by our 
children’s generation will be a far cry 
from the craftsmanship and bespoke 
character of  much of  Suffolk’s vernacular 
architecture.

Fordism and its production line 
process innovation may provide a 
model for solving the housing crisis 
by delivering process effi ciency gains, 
shortening the time lag between the 
identifi cation of  housing need and 
delivery. But what will the repercussions 
be for design quality and local 
distinctiveness? A key role for the SPS 
will be to ensure that design quality does 
not suffer as a result but is enhanced. 
If  communities must accept increased 
levels of  home building then successful 
place making must lie at the heart of  this 
new deal. In Suffolk there is a distinct 
lack of  urban design capacity in councils 
and this must be addressed as a crucial 
part of  the housing solution. 

It was Henry Ford who said “Coming 
together is a beginning; keeping together 
is progress; working together is success” 
and it is this principle which not only 
underpins the effectiveness of  our work 
at SPS but also defi nes the brave new 
world of  planning that we must embrace. 

We share the concerns of  many 
planning authorities who feel that they 
are only part of  the solution to the 
housing crisis. The White Paper calls 
for a levelling of  the playing fi eld by 
issuing Objectively Assessed Housing 
Need through a single formula. Not 
only will councils no longer have 
reasonable control over determining 
the amount of  housing their districts 
need, but for the fi rst time they will be 
held accountable for the delivery of  the 
consents that they issue. Can councils 
really be held responsible for the rates 
at which developers choose to build out 
consents? This new White Paper duty 
will also necessitate closer liaison with 
developers as councils’ performances will 
be contingent upon the implementation 
of  consents by housebuilders. Ever closer 
collaboration between the regulators and 
implementers will be required.    

Meanwhile ‘competition’ has been 
introduced into the market place for the 
processing of  planning applications – so 
for the fi rst time it may be a national 
property consultancy that makes the 
recommendation on your planning 
application and not your local council’s 
planners. Time will tell whether this 
works through the ability of  these 
providers to set their own fees and 
manage confl icts of  interest. Yet the risk 
of  service duplication and staff  losses to 
the private sector makes this a gamble 
at a time when the public sector cannot 
compete with the offer of  more lucrative 
packages offered to attract the fi nest 
planning minds. These new relationships 
and ways of  working with the private 
sector are just around the corner.

In the last six months we have been 
working hard to deliver our charitable 
objects of  protecting and promoting the 
special qualities of  Suffolk. For example, 
we combined our skills and capacity with 
key volunteers, local campaign groups 
and local councils when responding to 
the Sizewell C Phase II consultation, see 
page 10, and we welcome these groups 
as new members. We have also worked 
with our colleagues in CPRE when 
responding to the Housing White Paper 
on how the housing crisis can be solved, 
see page 8. This Spring we organised a 
very successful heritage planning training 
course and an archaeology training 
course is planned in May, see page 24, 
both with the support of  some of  our 
specialist trustees and the attendees, 
local and district councillors and amenity 
groups, who support our outreach 
agenda. Finally, the launch of  the fi rst 
ever photographic competition #Suffolk 
Beauty has been a great success thanks 
to those Suffolk people who participated, 
the East Anglian Daily Times who 
sponsored the competition, the judges 
who worked assiduously to select the 
winners and the small but hardworking 
team who made the whole thing tick, see 
the write up on page 23. 

Yet at no point have we achieved these 
things on our own. In all cases we joined 
forces with those who share our concern 
about the changes that our County is 
facing and are committed to working to 
deliver the best outcomes for it. And it is 
this message of  closer working together 
and forging new working relationships 
to deliver better outcomes that is at the 
heart of  the Housing White Paper.

As a small charity SPS takes pride in punching above its weight, but it has to be 
said that being small and taking on mighty challenges can, at times, be tough.
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Comment
SPS Chairman, Andrew Fane, writes

well exceeded 300,000 completions 
in a year, over 50 per cent of  those 
new houses were built by housing 
associations and local authorities. The 
public sector then had large direct 
labour forces and the private sector 
was building about as many houses 
as it does today. But now it is the 
private sector alone that builds the vast 
majority of  new homes.  

What is the message in all this for 
SPS and indeed for the residents of  
Suffolk? Clearly pressure will continue 
to impact on counties like ours, not 
just to issue more consents but to 
build more. Hopefully, our planning 
authorities will be better funded in 
the future, mainly from the new levies 
on stamp duty and planning fees 
which are to be ring-fenced into the 
planning services. That will help us all, 
and should increase the numbers of  
conservation offi cers across the County 
whose input has so tragically declined 
in the last decade. But until many more 
craftsmen and tradesmen are actually 
building houses there is unlikely to be a 
signifi cant upturn, and accusations of  
developers land-banking will continue 
to be heard. SPS pursues avenues 
to mitigate the effects across the 
County with the emphasis on choosing 
sustainable locations for major housing 
developments rather than the ‘scatter-
gun’ approach. We will keep up our 
dedicated drive both on location and 
quality of  design, but the White Paper 
makes clear SPS will be kept very 
busy battling for the best outcomes for 
Suffolk – meanwhile your support is 
essential.

Talking of  which we hope to welcome 
you to our AGM on 16th June in 
Lavenham when you can hear more 
of  our concerns, achievements and 
aspirations, see AGM papers on pages 
26 and 27.  

cent from July as long as they use the 
extra funds to expand their planning 
departments and that could benefi t us 
in Suffolk. But that is only one side of  
the equation. In the past 25 years the 
rate of  home ownership has fallen by 
30 per cent among 25-34 year olds.  
And, furthermore, the critical issue 
is one not just of  house price versus 
income disparity but of  undersupply 
of  new market housing available, see 
page 14 The Redfern Review. Successive 
governments have sought at least 
250,000 new dwellings a year partly to 
satisfy need, but also to keep price rises 
in check. But that level of  development 
hasn’t been achieved for over 25 years 
and it now routinely stands at around 
150,000 a year.  

Readers of  this publication will 
have often heard us comment on the 
dangers of  local authorities not having 
a suffi cient housing allocation to 
meet the predicted needs. This can so 
easily open the door to developments 
in unsustainable locations, of  which 
there are examples scattered across 
the County. The White Paper proposes 
methods of  calculation for future needs 
to be on a standardised framework 
with the ultimate sanction that councils 
which miss their targets may have 
to surrender control over planning 
to central government. Whether this 
measure increases the anticipated 
needs in Suffolk or not is as yet 
unknown.

But this is, again, only one side of  
the equation. The Campaign to Protect 
Rural England regularly demonstrates 
that current housing approvals well 
exceed annual completions. In 2015 
there were 200,000 consents granted 
in England yet only around 125,000 
houses were started. This is not entirely 
surprising. If  you look back 25 years 
in the statistics to the last time the UK 

Indeed since 2010 the Government 
has cut departmental spending with 
the hardest hit being the Department 
for Communities & Local Government 
which funds local authorities. In 
turn, the local authorities spend on 
public services will be 22 per cent 
lower this year than 2010. However, 
for the readers of  Suffolk View this 
disguises another critical out-turn 
which is that, of  the local authority 
departments to have seen cuts, 
planning and development have been 
the worst hit with spending reduced by 
approximately 58 per cent (Economist, 
January 2017). This has, inevitably, 
impacted on the ability of  our local 
authorities in Suffolk to discharge their 
planning functions in the way we had 
long come to expect.

For the fi rst time in two decades 
we now have a new English Housing 
White Paper entitled “Fixing Our Broken 
Housing M arket”. Government has come 
up with a series of  initiatives which 
will inevitably impact on planning and 
development in our County.  These 
include allowing councils to raise 
planning application fees by 20 per 
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The Housing Crisis
The newspapers are full of  
reports of ever increasing 
fi nancial pressures on local 
authorities. 
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It seems fitting to also remember 
Colin Davies, who gave his time, over 
thirteen years, to administer the SPS 
membership data base. Colin was one 
of  Sue Tamlyn’s ‘volunteers’.

As a member of  ‘team SPS’ he 
attended diligently to this duty while 
keeping the rest of  us up to the mark 
with his particular style of  humour, a 
characteristic of  which we all became 
very fond.

Colin and Sue were former colleagues 
in the sixth form department at King 
Edward VI Upper School in Bury St. 
Edmunds. In fact, he was very fond of  
Sue and they maintained a friendship 
up until the end of  their lives. Sue 
would take him for lovely lunches and 
a good chat about old times and Colin, 
although unwell himself, was able to 
attend Sue’s memorial service at Bury 
St. Edmunds Cathedral in October last 
year.

On a personal note Colin was good 
fun and kind hearted – we remember 
with pleasure his phase of  ‘testing’ 
different makes of  chocolates which 
were passed around with enthusiasm 
for approval! He loved sport, especially 
hockey in which he had been very 
engaged, but music was his love 
and comfort, involving himself  with 
the Churchgate Sinfonia in Bury St. 
Edmunds. His musical taste ranged 
from jazz, big band to the classical voice 
and, of  course, to his beloved Mahler. 
If  he had to ‘rescue one disc from the 
waves’ we believe it would have been 
from the repertoire of  this masterly 
composer. 

A giant of  a man in stature and 
personality, he will be greatly missed – 
‘mind your head on that beam Colin’!  
Ed.

people did not stop at the school 
gate and led to a very successful SPS 
project to interest sixth form students in 
architecture and the built environment 
through a school architectural 
competition culminating in an award 
of  a full day visit to London to look at 
notable sites of  architectural interest, 
both modern and traditional.   

She was a consummate motivator 
of  people and encouraged volunteer 
engagement in the many aspects of  the 
work of  the SPS and the SBPT, but she 
will be remembered most for seeking to 
secure the future of  Pakenham Water 
Mill and Little Hall as viable visitor 
attractions. As a former West Suffolk 
and Bury Councillor, a former Bury 
Society Chair and with her connection 
to other amenity bodies involved in 
the conservation movement she fought 
countless battles to retain historic 
structures and areas of  significant value 
for future generations over a forty year 
period. 

My abiding memory of  Sue will be 
her delightful smile which, coupled 
with her charm and elegance, so often 
brought success to her steely resolve 
to protect the beauty of  our County of  
Suffolk. She will be greatly missed.
Lord Marlesford

We were very saddened to learn of  
the sudden passing of  Sue Tamlyn, a 
former Trustee, Chairman, 1997-9, and 
Vice-President of  the SPS, and also a 
former Trustee and Chair, 1997-2008, 
of  the Suffolk Building Preservation 
Trust, (SBPT), a sister organisation 
established by the SPS in 1973 to own, 
manage and run properties including 
Pakenham Water Mill, and Little Hall in 
Lavenham.

Sue took on the challenges of  the 
Society with the typical enthusiasm 
and energy of  a former Head of  Sixth 
Form teacher at the King Edward VI 
Upper School in Bury St. Edmunds, her 
home town, where she was responsible, 
with others, for securing a number 
of  important conservation projects, 
earning her an MBE in 2009 “for her 
outstanding contribution to keeping 
Suffolk’s heritage alive”.

Apart from the heavy duties of  
Chairman of  both the SPS and SBPT 
she engaged fully in other aspects 
of  the Society’s activities including 
in particular the SPS’s annual Alfred 
Williams Prize which was awarded 
to professionals in the field who had 
completed good conservation projects 
and builds, and which delivered quality 
in the County. Her interest in young 

In Remembrance

Sue Tamlyn 
1934 - 2016 

Colin Davies 
1937 – 2017

Sue Tamlyn welcomes visitors to the newly restored Miller’s House at Pakenham Water Mill in 2008.
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the areas of  the county considered 
worthy of  protecting the ‘well- loved 
and cherished local scene’ may have 
been identified but not all, as exampled 
recently in Suffolk Coastal District.

While the original legislation has long 
been superseded, the purpose of  CAs 
remains the control of  – 
■   demolition of  unlisted buildings; 
■   works to trees; 
■   under particular circumstances, 

unsympathetic alterations to 
dwelling houses that would 
otherwise not need planning 
permission; and 

■   outdoor advertising.
District councils are required by law 

to ‘preserve and enhance’ the appearance 
of  CAs in the course of  undertaking 
their planning duties; to review their 
boundaries ‘from time to time’ and bring 
forward proposals for preservation and 
enhancement.

Edmunds, Lavenham, Sudbury, and 
Woodbridge, although in many cases 
the protective designation amounted to 
little more than a line on a map. These 
responsibilities transferred to the new 
District Councils in 1974 but specialist 
heritage officers to oversee the process 
were uncommon until the 1980s.

Ipswich, as a major historic town, 
was initially criticised by the Civic Trust 
for its tardiness in not declaring a CA 
but the Ipswich Borough Council (IBC) 
did so very thoroughly in 1975. Not 
only was the special character the IBC 
wished to protect properly defined, 
but a building preservation trust was 
established and a historic buildings’ 
grant scheme introduced. A CA 
advisory committee was also set up to 
comment on planning proposals. 

Today, there are approximately 10,000 
Conservation Areas in England – 172 
of  which are in Suffolk and most of  

This year marks the 50th Anniversary 
of  the concept of  conservation 
areas (CAs) introduced under the 
Civic Amenities Act 1967. Although 
the gradual protection of  individual 
historic buildings had commenced 20 
years earlier, there was widespread 
public concern about the pace of  
redevelopment in historic towns and 
cities and unregulated development 
in villages in the early 1960s. It is 
now almost entirely overlooked that 
one of  the more pressing concerns 
also addressed by the new Act was to 
legislate for the removal of  thousands of  
cars abandoned at the roadside, giving 
powers to councils to remove them.

Initially the task of  declaring CAs 
in our county fell to the former East 
and West Suffolk County Councils and 
Ipswich Borough Council. A number 
of  important towns and villages were 
promptly protected, including Bury St. 

Conservation Areas
The 50th anniversary of  their introduction

Heritage Consultant, Bob Kindred, writes

Lavenham designated in 1973. New surface treatment in 2006

Ipswich, private house filled in a gap in the street frontage of  the CA
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the criteria used to define and manage 
Suffolk CAs has varied from one 
planning authority to another as well as, 
historically, within individual authorities. 
Thorough up-to-date appraisals not 
only help the local planning authority 
evaluate the impact of  planning 
proposals on the special character, 
they also help owners, occupiers, 
developers, agents and the general 
public understand how that character 
should be properly respected. Appraisals 
and management plans should also 
identify eyesores to be addressed, 
enhancements to be encouraged and 
frame sympathetic new development.  

Many years after they were first 
declared some Suffolk CAs do not yet 
have appraisals and/or management 
plans while others have generic and 
formulaic appraisals that fall well 
short of  the good practice guidance 
advocated by Historic England, 
an unfortunate situation no doubt 
exacerbated by the pressure on the 
specialist conservation staff  in district 
councils. The initiation of  appraisals 
where none previously existed, (let 
alone periodic reviews and conformity 
to ‘best practice’ which involves a 
considerable amount of  work), is often 
seen as a low priority and is unlikely to 
be undertaken soon.

Now, the 50th Anniversary of  the 
declaration of  the first conservation area 
(in Stamford, Lincolnshire), the national 
and local amenity organisations, under 
the umbrella of  Civic Voice, are looking 
to the next half  century and the ways in 
which local communities might become 
more involved in defining and protecting 
the character of  those CAs that have 
not yet been appraised or are now in 
need of  review. This would engender a 
stronger sense of  local interest and civic 
pride, tap into local expertise and ease 
the burden on local authority resources. 

Bob Kindred MBE is a heritage consultant in 
private practice but formerly managed local authority 
heritage services for over 30 years.

the case. It is often the ‘sense of  place’ 
created by many different elements – 
such as the historic street pattern, open 
spaces, trees, boundary walls and local 
vistas to churches or market halls, as 
much as it is the traditional vernacular 
unlisted buildings (some of  which may 
now be declared as being of  ‘special 
townscape interest’). Cumulatively, it is 
these characteristics that combine to 
generate many locations with a special 
character and unique sense of  place that 
is quintessentially Suffolk.

As local authorities 
are required to publish 
proposals periodically for 
their CAs this has gradually 
developed into formal 
appraisals of  their special 
character. Regrettably, 
although this visual appeal 
and sense of  place may 
seem obvious, the precise 
purpose of  the original 
declaration and the basis 
for the boundaries of  many 
early CAs of  the 1960-70s 
is now obscure.

Over the past 50 years, 

Early advice was that a core of  listed 
buildings should form the basis for a CA 
and many were declared on that basis 
with the boundary often drawn tightly. 
This sometimes excluded the relevant 
wider landscape setting. In Suffolk, CAs 
vary significantly in character, form 
and size. They range from small groups 
of  historic village buildings clustered 
around a mediaeval church to large 
parts of  a town or a specific historic 
suburb. While the area may contain 
listed buildings, this is no longer always 

Rear of  Saxmundham High Street included in CA vistas designated in 1970 Nayland village designated 1973

Angel Hill, Bury St. Edmunds, designated in 1973

Unlisted Heritage Asset in Conservation Area
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expects new housing to be sited in 
the next few years.  The significance 
of  local authorities having such 
documents in place has already been 
demonstrated in the Court of  Appeal. 
A Planning Inspector dismissed a 
proposal to build nine new homes in 
Bredfield on a speculative greenfield 
site, making specific reference to 
this key planning document giving it 
‘full weight’. It is heartening that the 
Inspector could see ‘no substantive 
reason’ to dispute the Council’s position 
that it could demonstrate a five-year 
supply of  housing land. Furthermore, 
a different Inspector dismissed an 
Appeal for housing in Martlesham, 
valuing its location next to an AONB 
on land that acts as a buffer between 
Woodbridge and Martlesham as of  
greater significance than any shortfall 
of  housing land.

Mid Suffolk District Council continues 
to struggle to demonstrate a five-year 
housing land supply and is having 
to process a number of  applications 
for large housing developments 
concurrently, notably in Thurston, 
Elmswell, Stowupland and Woolpit. 

has a clear objective to stop developers 
dragging their heels once planning 
permission has been granted. Exactly 
how and when this is to be achieved, 
however, is uncertain as suggested 
measures to require housebuilders to 
publish build-out rates and shortening 
the life of  a planning permission are 
to be subject to further consultation. 
Perhaps the key announcement in the 
White Paper was that there is to be a 
standardised way of  measuring how 
many houses are required in each local 
authority area. Again the method itself  
is yet to be agreed, but this has to be a 
step in the right direction. An agreed 
housing figure, or Objectively Assessed 
Need, will prevent the repeated and 
protracted battles between authorities 
and developers currently seen at Local 
Plan and Appeal Inquiries and allow all 
parties to get on with delivering the right 
houses in the right places.

HOUSING
In January of  this year Suffolk Coastal 
District Council adopted its Site 
Allocations and Area Specific Policies 
Document which details where it 

HOUSING WHITE PAPER
February saw the publication of  the 
much awaited White Paper on Housing. 
Entitled ‘Fixing Our Broken Housing 
Market’, the paper claims to set out how 
the Government is going to succeed 
in boosting housing supply, creating a 
housing market which stimulates the 
country’s economy whilst meeting the 
needs of  all households. Indeed there 
are aspects of  the measures outlined 
within the paper that are welcome. Small 
and medium sized housebuilders are 
to be given financial support to enable 
them to compete with the few volume 
house builders which currently dominate 
the industry. This is good news for our 
countryside as the smaller companies 
are often more willing to develop infill 
sites and to get building quickly. Similarly 
support for brownfield development and 
an increase in housing densities within 
urban areas should reduce the pressure 
for development of  the countryside. 
However, some of  the aims are less 
definitive and leave us questioning how 
and when they will be achieved. All too 
often houses remain unbuilt on sites 
with planning permission. Slow building 
undermines local and neighbourhood 
plans and leads to speculative 
development of  greenfield land. The 
White Paper states that the Government 

Planning, Conservation and 
Heritage Overview
Update and comment
All SPS letters are available in full on its website.

Thurston – housing escalates
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was material to a decision by the High 
Court to quash planning approval 
given to 10 houses within the AONB. 
The judge ruled that Babergh District 
Council had misinterpreted the Local 
Plan by considering the housing needs 
of  the wider district rather than those 
set out in the Neighbourhood Plan 
for the core village and its immediate 
environs only. As Suffolk View went 
to press East Bergholt hit the national 
press with news of  its frustration at 
having to absorb more housing in a 
village renowned for its connection with 
the artist, John Constable.

NUCLEAR ENERGY
The impact of  Suffolk hosting a new 
nuclear power station at Sizewell C 
was considered by the SPS through its 
response to the Stage 2 Consultation at 
the start of  the year. We have called for 
the project to provide legacy benefits 
for the area and to mitigate the many 
and various impacts on the landscape 
and on built heritage. These impacts 
will be felt well beyond the immediate 
site through both the construction and 
operation phases, see page 10. 

and garden. SCDC argue that this is 
an undesignated heritage asset and is, 
therefore, afforded protection under the 
NPPF. The developer maintains that 
the designation is a restrictive housing 
policy and is, therefore, invalid where 
there is a housing need. The decision of  
the Supreme Court is awaited and will 
have implications nationwide. 

NEIGHBOURHOOD 
PLANNING
Leiston, Framlingham, and Great 
Bealings are the latest parishes to 
succeed in having a Neighbourhood 
Plan adopted as part of  the Local 
Plans. They join Mendlesham, East 
Bergholt, Rendlesham, Kessingland, 
and Lavenham as the only ‘made’ 
plans in the county, but a further 38 
are at various stages of  development.  
The weight of  the Mendlesham 
plan, the result of  four years work by 
local residents, was recently tested 
by an application for two houses 
on land identified in the plan as a 
Visually Important Open Space. SPS 
supported the parish by calling upon 
Mid Suffolk District Council to give 
considerable weight to 
the Neighbourhood Plan 
in its decision on this 
site, despite its own lack 
of  a 5-year housing land 
supply. We were pleased 
to hear that, after some 
discussion, the planning 
committee decided not 
to disregard the policies 
in the Neighbourhood 
Plan and refused the 
application.

Meanwhile, in 
December 2016 
the East Bergholt 
Neighbourhood Plan 

Unfortunately, communities in Babergh 
District may increasingly face a similar 
onslaught as in April the authority 
announced that its housing land supply 
now falls short of  the required 5 years.

Last year, a Planning Inspector’s 
recommended approval for 400 
new homes at Hatchfield Farm in 
Newmarket was overturned by the 
Secretary of  State (see Suffolk View, 
Issues 124, 125 & 128) due to concerns 
over its impact on the Horse Racing 
Industry. In early April this decision was 
challenged at the High Court by the 
land owner, Lord Derby, and the Rural 
Parishes Alliance. The Rural Parishes 
Alliance, representing villages around 
Newmarket, argue that restricting 
development in Newmarket will result 
in pressure on their parishes to provide 
more housing in less sustainable 
locations.

HERITAGE
SPS raised strong objections to the 
scale of  a housing development 
proposed for Thurston, particularly 
in light of  four other proposed housing 
schemes which would total 800 
additional dwellings in the parish. One 
application for 200 houses threatens to 
impact the setting and the significance 
of  Manor Farm, a Grade II* house by 
the internationally famous Arts and 
Crafts architect, Philip Webb.

Elsewhere, SPS has objected to a 
proposal for 9 houses in Great Bradley 
which would result in a listed farm 
cottage being surrounded by new 
development and cut off  completely 
from its rural context. Earlier this 
year Suffolk Coastal District Council 
(SCDC) took its case in Yoxford 
to the Supreme Court. A four-year 
battle between the authority and 
Hopkins Homes rests on a key issue 
of  designating land as a local park 

Gt. Bradley – cottage severed from rural context

Flatford Mill, East Bergholt – without ‘the hay wain’.

Yoxford – 4 year battle over local park & garden
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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

Energy and the authorities to minimise 
adverse impact on priceless assets of  
settlements and nature and to leave 
legacies for the future benefit of  Suffolk 
and its people. And the cumulative cost 
of  all our proposals would amount to 
petty cash in the context of  such a vast 
scheme and would be a small price to 
pay for EDF Energy to compensate 
for the disruption and losses in the 
community compelled to host the 
project. 

SPS cares passionately for its 
County’s past but it also has an eye to 
the future to gain the optimum benefits 
for its residents. 
www.suffolksociety.org

Suffolk Coastal 
District

Report by Jo Rogers, Chair SPS
Suffolk Coastal District Committee

The Coastal District continues to be 
among the most pressurised areas for 
new planning applications and there 
are many concerns for towns and 
villages from the Waveney borders 
down to Ipswich. Chief  among them 
is the Sizewell C Power Station, 
see previous report. The Adastral 
Park plans are finally coming up for 
consultation around the Martlesham 
and Waldringfield parishes and the 
developers, CEG, envisage up to 2,000 
homes being built, plus substantial 
employment sites and community 
facilities, schools and shops, etc. The 

to hyperbole. She is making a rational 
appraisal of  real harm that can and 
should be rethought to reduce damage 
to the AONB – being caused by the 
construction of  a second permanent 
access across Sizewell Marshes. 

But the SPS response goes well 
beyond immediate and purely local 
issues. Traffic will be greatly increased 
across the east of  Suffolk and so we 
call for the investment in our highway 
infrastructure as part of  the project, 
taking the load away from ancient 
settlements and leaving a legacy as well 
as a long term gain linking the towns, 
and economies of  the whole area.  

Greatly increased use of  the railway 
to ease loads on congested roads and 
to address one of  the most damaging 
elements of  the whole proposal – the 
construction camp at Eastbridge – is 
also called for. With increased diversion 
on to upgraded rail transport this could 
be sited on ‘previously used land’ in 
Ipswich and Lowestoft freeing our 
roads from the thousands of  needless 
journeys to these towns by workers 
seeking relaxation from the ‘campus’. 
And with foresight their ‘temporary’ 
camp could be provided in conjunction 
with housing associations in the two 
towns to leave a legacy of  social 
housing after the build phase. Intelligent 
use of  an upgraded railway would also 
reduce the scale of  the ‘park and ride’ 
at Wickham Market and Darsham, 
and their adverse impact on landscape 
and heritage.  

So our point at SPS is to urge EDF 

Suffolk Coastal 
- Sizewell C 
nuclear power 
station – Stage 2 
Consultation

Report by SPS Chairman, Andrew Fane

EDF Energy, as the developer of  
Sizewell C, has recently consulted on 
proposals for the Stage 2 Consultation 
for the nuclear power station on the 
Suffolk coast. SPS has given careful 
consideration to this document and 
made a detailed response which can 
be viewed on our website. Unlike the 
consultations and public inquiry that 
led up to the building of  Sizewell B over 
twenty years ago, SPS has no intention 
of  fighting the whole proposal ‘root 
and branch’. We recognise the need 
for carbon-free power and for national 
infrastructure projects more generally, 
and cannot seek democratically to 
force them all to locate outside our 
County. Legitimately, what we can do 
is scrutinise the proposals in detail and 
seek to minimise the damage to assets 
of  critical value, like the AONB, and to 
redirect them, at marginal cost, to leave 
a legacy for the future for the people of  
Suffolk. 

When Fiona Cairns says in her 
response that the current proposals 
“threaten environmental damage on 
an unprecedented scale in a sensitive 
location” our Director is not resorting 

Sizewell C Stage 2 impression
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Heath mean that Ipswich, Woodbridge 
and Felixstowe town centre shops 
become less attractive. 

The commissioning group 
responsible for reviewing the designs 
for the town centre Cornhill area 
received two thousand comments, 
the majority unsupportive of  their 
proposals. These comments will go 
back to the architects for a further 
consultation around the time you read 
this. We think that the changes may 
be acceptable to those who feel that 
physical alterations are necessary to 
make the space more welcoming; they 
will remain unacceptable to those who 
feel public money should not be spent 
on improving anything more than the 
paving surfaces.

Crest Nicholson’s (CN) outline 
planning application was granted 
for the Ipswich Garden Suburb 
(formerly Northern Fringe) which 
comprises 1,100 dwellings, a 
commercial centre, a primary school, 
sports facilities and a country park 
with separate access from Westerfield 
Road, two vehicular accesses from 
Henley Road, a vehicle bridge and 
a pedestrian/cycle bridge across 
the railway. Drainage, landscaping 
and infrastructure schemes on the 
agricultural land north of  the railway 
and east of  Henley Road are included. 
CN claims it is adopting high design 
standards to create a national keynote 
development, but the sites at Hayhill 
Allotments in Ipswich, Rosewood in 
Colchester and new development in 
Swindon are not encouraging. The 
Ipswich Society has supported the 
concept of  an Ipswich Garden Suburb 
since 2006, and insists that the design 
be of  the highest quality. We were 
comforted that CN had changed its 
position regarding the designs and 
promised higher standards.

The Transport Plan does not appear to 
recognise congestion spots and despite 
a high quality double track railway 
running through the development, there 
is no mention of  the railway authority’s 
involvement in the Plan. Many 
opportunities could be lost – digital 
signalling would allow for more frequent 
services; new small stations create easy 
access to the main line and to desired 
destinations, particularly to the east. 

Whilst we support the grant of  
planning permission to this outline 
application, it is vital that IBC holds the 
developers to high design standards 
and to bring imagination to the travel 
plan. This should be a ‘signature’ 
development.

143 dwellings have been objected 
to over the impact on the setting of  
nearby listed buildings and the loss 
of  an important buffer zone with 
Stowmarket. Similarly at Old Newton, 
59 dwellings have been proposed on a 
greenfield site outside  the development 
area. The SPS has also objected on the 
grounds of  the harm that would occur 
to the setting of  the listed Rookery 
Farm and its moated grounds. The SPS 
previously objected to the application 
for 50 dwellings at Woolpit due to the 
impact that resulting traffic would have 
on the historic conservation area and 
although a revised road layout has been 
submitted the Society has reiterated its 
objection.

Thurston is an interesting case 
where there are at least five large scale 
housing developments being proposed 
totally some 800 dwellings, the most 
recent being adjacent to a significant 
Grade II* house which, undoubtedly, 
would receive material impact. The SPS 
has raised strong objections. However, 
in another Thurston application the 
District Council contacted the SPS after 
Historic England raised an objection to 
the scheme on the grounds of  harm. 
After a site inspection, the Society 
concluded that in this particular 
case the benefits of  delivering 175 
dwellings, taking into account the lack 
of  a five-year land plan, outweighed 
the very limited harm to the setting of  
the heritage asset. This demonstrates 
that the Society does weigh the policy 
carefully and takes a balanced view. 

Finally, it appears common to “have 
a year of  …” so why don’t we all make 
this the year to try and sign up every 
Parish Council as a member of  the SPS. 
The Society unstintingly represents 
every parish so if  you know your Parish 
Council isn’t a Member please write to 
them about this in time for their next 
Parish Council meeting!

Ipswich Borough
Report by Mike Cook, Ipswich Society

Ipswich town centre is looking 
better than it has done for some time; 
Carr Street has had a boost with the 
occupation of  the old QD store by B & M 
Home Stores. The continuous 
pressure, including the threat of  
legal enforcement, by the planning 
department to open a town centre shop 
which sells ‘retail goods’ must have had 
an effect. But new leases at the edge-
of-town shopping centres as well as the 
major retail destination at Martlesham 

proposals are still at a very early stage, 
but it looks certain to take place during 
the next decade.

A recent re-application at Melton 
on the Yarmouth Road is a proposal 
for a development of  138 homes, in 
addition to a 60-bed nursing home 
and assisted-living apartments. Melton 
Parish Council and many residents 
are opposed to it with major concerns 
over the increase in traffic and the loss 
of  a valuable green space between 
Woodbridge and Melton. These views 
are shared by SPS and the latest news 
is that Suffolk Coastal District Council 
(SCDC) is recommending it for refusal, 
which is encouraging. The fact that 
the controversial development very 
nearby at Woods Lane is to go ahead 
adds to these problems. The George Inn 
at Wickham Market which burned 
down several years ago and has been 
the subject of  much debate, has finally 
been offered for sale to a local group 
willing to take on the re-building and re-
development of  the business. We hope 
this will prove a successful enterprise: it 
is the only pub in the village and would 
be a sad loss.

Another plus in the area has been 
the unanimous rejection of  the plans 
at Aldeburgh Brickworks by the 
SCDC Planning Committee in January, 
following huge amounts of  stress over 
the inexplicable support for the scheme 
by the District Council. 

There remain various other 
developments in Aldeburgh, the town 
being so very popular. There are always 
schemes to gain the tiniest space on 
which to build, and these often present 
problems.

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

You may recall my previous update 
highlighting the consequences of  Mid 
Suffolk District Council not having a 
five-year land supply plan. This has 
more recently been taken up by the 
Director in a letter published in the 
East Anglian Daily Times. The most 
amazing fact highlighted by the Director 
was that across Suffolk there are 
some 14,000 consented dwellings that 
remain undeveloped, with Mid Suffolk 
having some of  the higher numbers. 
Nevertheless the worrying trend of  
undesirable large scale developments 
continues with the SPS making strong 
representations on many. 

At Stowupland two adjacent 
proposals on greenfield sites totalling 
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Planning permission has been sought 
for a large and very high distribution 
warehouse on greenfi eld land adjoining 
the Conservation Area between 
Whitton Lane, Old Norwich Road 
and Fisks Lane. The site is zoned for 
employment with the only access from 
Anglia Parkway North. The Ipswich 
Society did not comment but there 
were local objections including the SPS 
because of  its impact on the CA and its 
listed buildings which is of  paramount 
concern. A more suitably scaled 
building might be acceptable on this 
employment site.

Borough of  St. 
Edmundsbury

A Public Consultation ended in April 
to assess the Issues & Options in respect 
of  Bury St. Edmunds town centre. The 
Town Centre Masterplan is a project 
to shape its future so that it works for 

of  the area and its unique maritime 
heritage.

The money has been granted by 
the Department of  Communities 
& Local Government and will be 
used to regenerate the town’s most 
easterly point by creating a new 
visitor destination, and transforming a 
currently semi-derelict green space and 
seafront promenade into an events and 
cultural heritage space. International 
urban designer, Wayne Hemingway, 
is already supporting the vision to 
revitalise and reinvigorate the landmark 
South Beach seafront.

Babergh District
Abelio has identifi ed part of  the 
former industrial estate to the south of  
Brantham as a strategically important 
location for the East Anglian rail 
network and has submitted plans for 
a light maintenance rail depot on part 
of  the site. This is the fi rst detailed 
application following approval last 
November of  outline proposals for the 
regeneration of  the industrial estate and 
the development of  adjoining land for 
up to 320 dwellings. Abelio’s plans are a 
welcome  step towards the development 
of  this substantial brownfi eld site but 
its location within a Site of  Special 
Scientifi c Interest and close to both the 
Suffolk Coast and Heaths and Dedham 
Vale AONBs calls for sensitive design, 
lighting and landscaping. At 285m long 
by 40m wide, with a ridge height of  
12.5m, the depot will potentially be a 
highly visible structure at a gateway to 
Suffolk both when viewed from across 
the River Stour and when arriving in the 
County by road or rail.

the public. It is not just about ensuring 
that it continues to attract shoppers 
and visitors for decades to come, but 
also that it is accessible, and a place 
where people can live and work with 
the appropriate facilities and amenities. 
That includes looking at how the 
town continues to cope with growth 
and other future pressures such as 
technological changes, and how it 
responds sensitively to adapting to a 
larger number of  people and cars.

A huge part of  the Plan will be to 
look at those elements of  the town 
centre that do not work and what 
improvements can be achieved.  

Waveney District 
One million pounds of  funding has been 
awarded to Lowestoft to regenerate 
Ness Point, turning it into a landmark 
destination like Land’s End and John 
O’Groats. The idea is to improve access, 
knowledge, participation and enjoyment 

12

Ness Point, Lowestoft

Lowestoft Beach



13

Suffolk Preservation Society | Suffolk View | Spring 2017 | no 129

From the News-stand
Copy and comment

Conservation Areas are 50!
This year, 2017, the civic movement 
and other bodies are raising awareness 
of  Conservation Areas celebrating 
50 years of  their introduction, see 
article on page 6. Legislation for 
Conservation Areas was brought 
about by the Civic Amenities Act 
1967 through a Private Members’ 
Bill led by Lord Duncan Sandys. 
This was against the background 
of  widespread public concern over 
the pace of  unsympathetic change in 
historic towns and cities. Today, there 
are over 10,000 conservation areas in 
the UK (approximately 9,300 in England, 
500 in Wales, 650 in Scotland and 60 in 
Northern Ireland) reflecting the success 
of  this legislative tool in identifying and 
protecting valued historic places.

To celebrate fifty years of  conservation 
areas Civic Voice has initiated the ‘The 
Big Conservation Conversation’. It wants 
communities across the country to come 
together to say “My Conservation Area 
Matters”. Civic Voice will be asking groups 
across the country to use Civic Day, 17th 
June, as a focus to celebrate this important 
legislation and draw attention to the 
difference that intervention can make, not 
only on the historic environment itself  but 
in the knowledge that a ‘well cared-for 
environment’ reflects positively on people’s 
lives.
Editor’s note: download the Civic Day 
2017 Toolkit civicvoice.org.uk if  you would 
like your local amenity society to be 
involved in promoting your Conservation 
Area.

Courtesy and context
Architecture without courtesy and respect 
for context and neighbourhood is arrogant 
ugliness”, so said Country Life magazine’s 
Athena Cultural Crusader recently. It 
believed that one of  the more frustrating 
architectural dogmas of  the present 
time is that alterations to old buildings, 
or interventions in historic streetscapes, 
must always be made blatantly 
‘modern’ as it is an ‘honest’ approach. 
The contrast between new and 
old can be visually stimulating, 
especially when handled with 
care and skill. But today, 
frequently clumsy, badly 
proportioned and over-sized 
appendages created out 
of  harsh and unyielding 
materials are justified on 
the basis that they are ‘of  
our times’. Their ‘honesty’ 
in such cases is simply 
a pretext to ignore the 
character, materials and form 

Icklingham, Suffolk and Ightham 
Mote, Kent the video aims to spark 
the imagination and encourage 
visitors to old buildings to look 
down and appreciate the historic 
floors they walk on. All Saints, in 
the guardianship of  the Churches 
Conservation Trust, is an unspoilt 
thatched church built largely in 
the 14th century with a very rare 

collection of  encaustic floor tiles 
in the chancel and sanctuary. Loyd 

Grossman, who nominated the tiles 
for the top 20 list of  UK historic floors, 

said “Although now worn, you can see 
they form patterns with a variety of  designs, 
including cinquefoils in circles, foliage, 
lions’ faces, pairs of  little birds and a few 
human faces.” Go and see Suffolk’s gem for 
yourselves.
https://vimeo.com/179047426 

Historic house saved!   
It is not often that a stately house is rescued 
by Government but at the end of  last year it 
stepped in to save Wentworth Woodhouse, 
the largest private house in the country, 
near Rotherham, South Yorkshire, with a 
£7.6 million grant. It is often billed as the 
‘greatest historic house that nobody has 
ever heard of ’. With a 606ft façade and 
365 rooms including a 60ft square marble 
hall, it’s no small residence. Since 1948, 
the house has been in decline, but it had 
once been the centre of  the community. (If  
you married in the Chapel at Wentworth 
you could put ‘Wentworth’ in front of  your 
surname.) 

Owned until 1989 by the Fitzwilliam 
family, the house is the product of  a series 
of  feuds. But the 20th century took its toll 
on both house and family. After the seventh 
Earl died in 1942, his son Peter Wentworth-
Fitzwilliam inherited the house during a 
national coal shortage. Wentworth’s land 
was targeted vengefully by the government 

of  the original building and do something 
different. 

The irony of  the mistaken dogma of  
modernity is that it’s actually very difficult 
today to make something that is new look 
old – there are so many tell-tale signs. 
Athena says it is time that we stopped 
insisting that contemporary architecture 
has to be outspokenly modern to be 
honest. Instead we should strive to imbue 
new buildings in a historic context with 
the much more important and stylistically 
transcendent quality of  courtesy, which 
in architectural terms means respect for 

context and neighbourhood.

If  floors could talk!
In the last Issue of  Suffolk View, 
From the News-stand drew attention 
to the launch by the Society for the 
Protection of  Ancient Buildings 
(SPAB) of  a new campaign to 
encourage people to appreciate 
the contribution of  original floors. 
Additionally, they have produced 
a video showing that there 
really is history at your feet. 
Filmed at All Saints’ Church 



of  the day who ordered mining ‘right up to 
the windows of  the house’, despite the coal 
stock having been described as ‘not worth 
the getting’. Its final owner died in 2015 and 
the house was put on the market.  

Now, Wentworth’s fortunes have changed 
dramatically. For Marcus Binney, architect, 
historian and author, and Chairman of  
SAVE, who was involved in its rescue, time 
was of  the essence. Various uses for the 
house were envisaged with a public opening 
of  the main interiors and gardens. This has 
now come to fruition; see their website for 
full information. It seems fitting that when 
one former government led to the house’s 
demise another should have the conscience 
and good grace to contribute to its repair.
www.wentworthwoodhouse.co.uk

On the sofa & in the news!
Those of  you who do not listen to Radio 
Suffolk may like to know that our Director 
succumbed to the Lesley Dolphin interview 
“On the sofa” – and yes there is one, 
physically. It was an opportunity to speak 
about the SPS’s work, her perspective on 
Suffolk and a little bit about herself. Good 
stuff  and I hope some of  you heard it – if  
not you will not know Fiona’s favourite fast 
food, a lighter question asked to all who 
grace the couch!

The Market Square in Lavenham was 
the location that ITV Anglia News chose 
to interview the Director to hear the SPS’s 
opinion of  the proposed plans for Sizewell 
C, covered on page 10. 

Planning rules biased against 
localism
The National Trust (NT) was concerned 
that the Housing White Paper could make 
matters worse if  it set rigid targets for 
housing numbers within local plans, with 
no regard for protected areas. A recent NT 
survey found that local authority councillors 
believed the planning system was biased in 
favour of  developers at the expense of  local 
communities. Half  of  them considered that 
sites that were not in line with the locally 
agreed plan were being approved for new 
homes. Only 18 per cent thought that home 
design had improved. Councillors felt 
that new legislation hadn’t delivered the 
localism that was promised. The Local 
Government Information Unit said 
“The planning system is one of  
the fundamental pillars of  local 
democracy … councillors are the 
most important link between 
communities and that system. 
Our survey, with the National 
Trust, shows many councillors 
feel this democratic tool is 
at risk.”

Building more 
homes is not the 
solution …
said Pete Redfern, Chief  
Executive of  the third 
largest house builder in 
the country, Taylor Wimpey. 
Commissioned by government and 
advised by experts ‘The Redfern 

Review into the decline in home ownership’ 
highlights short term housing policies 
over the last four governments. One of  
the contributing factors to the sharp fall in 
home ownership was the reaction to the 
2008 financial crisis. According to Oxford 
Economics restrictions on, and higher costs 
of, mortgages especially for first time buyers 
over a fourteen year period, had created 
this fall in the market. Redfern hit out at bad 
government targets which distracted from 
the goals of  creating a stable, accessible 
housing market, and added that building 
more houses was not the solution. The 
Report urged for cross-party government 
agreement on housing policy and resourcing 
planning departments, and better interaction 
between neighbourhood plans and local 
plans which remained unclear. The 65 page 
Report can be viewed at  
www.redfernreview.org
Editor’s note: According to a recent report 
from Oxford Economics the assumptions, 
based on Whitehall projections, comparing 
the forecasts with the data for actual 
household formation has found that the 
apparent requirement for at least 200,000 
new build homes every year is not borne 
out by the evidence, and has turned out to 
be incorrect.   
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Wentworth House
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To celebrate its 90th year the Campaign 
to Protect Rural England drew together an 
analysis, decade by decade, of  what would 
have been regarded as radical thinking. 
These ‘ideas’ have distilled thought and 
focussed anew on our landscape which had 
suffered under the progress of  the industrial 
revolution and two world wars and was 
largely disregarded and taken for granted. 
There came a point that was apparent 
even 90 years ago that those concerned 
with the decline and neglect of  the English 
countryside had to act, and to act in such 
a way as to secure its future for the benefi t 
of  all. 

In his Foreword, Andrew Motion, 
President of  the Campaign to Protect Rural 
England speaks of  the national heroes 
of  the past from Wordsworth and Ruskin 
to Octavia Hill and Patrick Abercrombie 
who defended our national heritage. They 
had instinctively understood that because 
our greatest achievement was to have 
made the English landscape, our greatest 
responsibility was to save it.   

To give you a sample each ‘Idea’ in this 
beautifully illustrated book is introduced by 
a luminary who fronts the topic that inspired 
him or her.  

In Idea 1 Discovering the Landscape, 
introduced by Melvyn Bragg, we read 
“Before we could even think about the 
notion of  saving the countryside, we had 
to learn to see it with new eyes.”  In  Idea 6 
Keeping Villages Alive, Kate Adie remarks 
“Unless life in villages is worth living, 

the younger and more 
enterprising villagers will 
not remain in them.”  And 
Idea13 A Countryside Worth 
Fighting For, introduced 
by Tony Robinson, points 
out “Nowadays we take 
it for granted that we’re 
stewards of  the English 
countryside and have a 
moral duty to protect it, 
but that perception didn’t 
appear by magic – it was 
nurtured over two world 
wars by our artists and 
fi lm makers, government 
propaganda, and in no 
small part by the CPRE.”

 Peter Waine, a former 
Chairman of  CPRE and 
Oliver Hilliam, Senior 
Communications and 
Information Offi cer at 
CPRE have excelled 
in distilling the key 
campaign messages 
over many decades 
into this timely 
and landmark edition which has 
been endorsed by some of  the prominent 
personalities of  our time – a truly positive 
and thought-provoking read.  
Editor’s Note: CPRE members are entitled 
to a 40 per cent discount (£15.00 including 
free UK P&P) when ordering direct 
cpre.org.uk  

Book Reviews
22 Ideas that Saved the English Countryside
Campaign to Protect Rural England
Written by Peter Waine and Oliver Hilliam    Foreword by Andrew Motion

Suffolk Churches has long been recognised as a 
classic. Back in print by popular demand, this 
guide to Suffolk’s rich heritage of  churches 
was described by Pevsner as “outstanding”.  
Complete with 342 illustrations and a 
comprehensive gazette of  every ancient 
church remaining in the county, the volume 
incorporates notes on recent architectural 
changes and new research from leading 
historians. The fi fth edition includes a 

supplement, Victorian Church Building and 
Restoration by Anne Riches and a Survey of  
Lost and Ruined Churches by John Blatchly and 
Peter Northeast.

Priced at £45.00 hardback - discount for SPS 
members 25 per cent. Quote BB360, offer 
ends 31st July 2017 – phone 01243 843291, 
email – customer@wiley.com or on-line at 
www.boydellandbrewer.com

Suffolk Churches
Fifth Edition: H. Munroe Cautley, Anne Riches, John Blatchly

Quote of  the Issue
With more than 6 per cent of  Conservation Areas at risk, and a decade-long collapse of  more than 35 per cent in 
the local authority specialists that are responsible for managing them, we hope our politicians can appreciate the 
scale of  the problems faced by this conservation legacy in its 50th Anniversary Year!”
Institute of  Historic Building Conservation, Vice Chair Kathy Davies
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Now considered to have three 
building histories,  the original part of  
the house named as Collebells is said 
to date to 1325 and can be attributed 
to a family named St. Cross. Indeed, 
Collebells only became Home Farm 200 
years later. Originally it was a high-
status yeoman’s house with a parlour 
and solar (what would have been 
considered an important meeting room 
at one time) but it gradually expanded 
and became a large dairy farm 
sometime in the16th century.

It was purchased by the current 
owners at auction 5 years ago. They 

Home Farmhouse when acquired was 
a three-cell lobby-entrance form to the 
main range with a cross wing, probably 
added later on the north side, with 
former attics which had been sealed. At 
the south end, facing the road, the south 
gable wall was late 16th century brick 
and colour-washed. It had a number 
of  blocked windows, two, three and 
fi ve light, of  the cavetto-moulded brick 
mullion style. The gable has ornamental 
bargeboards with spike fi nials. The 
house is timber-framed and rendered 
and has black glazed pantiles with 
ornamental ridge tiles.

Home Farmhouse in St. 
Cross, South Elmham in the 
north-east of  Suffolk is listed 
as a Grade II “late 16th early 
17th century” two-storey 
build. It was formerly on 
the Buildings at Risk register 
but now has a renewed 
life in prospect thanks to 
sympathetic new owners. 
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Case Study 
Home Farmhouse
Rosalie Lawrence, Anglia Lime Company, writes

Home Farm before repair

Home Farm front elevation before repair

SPS has long been an advocate for the 
care and repair of  Suffolk’s old buildings 
and recognizes the need for quality 
craftsmanship and materials in building 
conservation and repair.

Heritage Matters
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were well aware of  the extent of  the 
work that was required and vowed to 
work towards restoring it to its former 
glory. Consequently, in December 
2013 restoration specialist Mike Frost 
from Oak & Lime considered it his first 

the project, the entire sole plate was 
replaced, apart from 1.2 metres which 
had been the only remaining original 
section that had not been extensively 
damaged. All the brick plinths were re-
built. The brick gable end was in need 
of  total restoration and the remaining 
elevations required complete re-
rendering. Internally there were layers 
upon layers of  paint which had to be 
removed; lath replacement was required 
and appropriate insulation provided. 
The restoration of  plasterwork and of  
three fireplaces followed. All of  these 
restoration tasks have been carried 
out with painstaking attention to detail 
including the careful consideration of  
appropriate materials. Each job within 
the project required materials that 
would replicate what had originally 
been used whilst providing the building 
with what it needed to ensure it would 
stand strong for another few hundred 
years.

Before repairs began it was, of  course, 
necessary to strip back and accurately 
assess the extent of  the damage. 
Throughout the property, internally 
and externally, ancient limewash was 
meticulously cleaned using Aciclean and 

duty to shoot the rats and cover it in 
tarpaulin! Work started in earnest the 
following Spring and, three years later, 
and after thousands of  hours of  toil the 
work neared completion.

To give an idea of  the extent of  

Before restoration showing blocked windows

Home Farm showing necessary support

Home Farm showing condition
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layers of  old paint and varnish removed 
with Kling-Strip, both reliably effective 
products. On some areas there were 17 
layers of  paint.

It was evident at this stage that the 
brick gable end was in a very poor 
condition. In comparatively recent 
times damage had been caused by 
well-intended yet inappropriate repairs. 

The dramatic mullion windows were 
reconstructed using special brick before 
being rendered in a replication of  an 
‘Elizabethan’ mix of  very fatty lime and 
glacial sand.

The other elevations were re-rendered 
using a fibre/hair, chalk and putty mix 
made to the owner’s specifications. 
It was finished with a pattern found 
on an original piece of  plaster called 
‘sparrow-peck’. It is believed the origin 
of  this pattern is from weaving or hurdle 
making. Considering the house stands 
on the northern tip of  what was once 
the largest bit of  grazing ground in the 
area this is highly plausible.

Throughout this project there has 
been exceptional attention to detail, 
and it is possible that this now finely 
restored building will, once again, 
become known as Collebells.

The cementitious mortars which had 
been used had resulted in damp and 
fungal spores which had turned the 
three sets of  lintels to ‘powder’. To 
restore these, careful consideration 
had to be given to the soft red brick 
substrate. Anglia Lime Company 
formulated a DryReadyMix mortar 
that provided vapour permeability, 
exceptional flexibility, and good 
workability with a greater resistance to 
frost damage. It was selected because 
of  its natural appearance and texture to 
complement the brickwork and provide 
the mechanical performance to match 
the masonry. It not only gave the right 
aesthetics, but also provided the correct 
requirements for the 16th century soft 
red bricks. The re-pointing was then 
copied from an original section still 
found in perfect condition in the ‘double-
struck/birds-beak’ style.

Home Farm end elevation restored

Home Farm front elevation restoredPatterned render detail

Birds-beak style pointing
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The Ash tree in the photograph grew in Bradfield Woods just 8 miles 
from Orchard Barn. It was felled in order to let more light into the 
woods and would have been converted into great firewood if  Orchard 
Barn hadn’t bought the tree and had it planked up.

The tree was milled by David Davison of  Pakenham into 1” thick 
boards using a mobile Lucas mill. The boards were air-dried in the 
orchard for four years before being made into our barn doors. Rick 
Lewis taught a group of  Traditional Carpentry Students. After 3 days 
the doors were constructed and hung.

We replicated the exact size and ratio of  the original doors. We even 
re-used the hinges. However the pintels that the doors hang on are 
new - they were made by our local blacksmith.

The woods are our favourite timber store!

IHBC Traditional Building Repairs 
16th May

Restoration Skills  
22nd – 26th May 

Wattle and Daub  
2nd June

Introduction to Lime  
7th June

Introduction to Timber Framing 
26th June

Taking Timber Framing Further 
27th and 28th June

Timber Frame Repairs  
29th – 30th June 

Roundwood Timber Framing  
11th – 15th September

Heritage Open Day 9th September

Orchard Barn

Traditional Building 
Skills Courses 2017

New barn doors for Orchard Barn

Skills Centre

Ringshall, Suffolk  IP14 2LY     01473 658193
sarah@orchardbarn.org.uk     www.orchardbarn.org.uk
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Heritage matters
Doors
A craft of  traditional identity

A front door stamps its identity on a 
house and can have a critical effect on 
its appearance. Doors and ironmongery 
should be appropriately detailed for 
the period of  the building and where 
existing, they should be retained in 
preference to replacement.

The earliest timber doors had vertical 
boards, sometimes with mouldings, and 
ledges or a squared frame of  thin timber 
nailed to the back. With minor variations 
this style of  door was common until the 
early 20th century when boarded doors 
became fully framed. Panelled doors 
became fashionable from the later 17th 
century, particularly in higher status 
buildings. Initially doors were usually 
two panelled; six panelled doors became 
popular from the early 18th century, and 
four panelled in the 19th century. The 
arrangement and size of  the panels could 
vary, as could the mouldings around 
them. The edge mouldings were cut into 
the frame on the more important side of  
the door and the panel fixed to the back 
with beads.

On the most expensive doors the 
centre of  the panel was given raised and 
fielded mouldings.

Historic doors are thinner than many 
modern doors, but used better quality 
timber. Unless doors were in a high 
quality wood such as oak or mahogany, 
they were painted.

Stripping pine doors is a late 20th 
century fashion that has no historic basis 
and the process of  removing original 
paint from doors permanently loses 
historic finishes and can weaken the 
structure and joints of  the door.

Original ironmongery should be 
retained. Its elegance, tactile nature 
and patina cannot be reproduced. New 

the 20th century and therefore traditional 
slot head screws are more appropriate 
for earlier doors.

Editor’s note: if  you cannot find original door 
furniture there are some Suffolk sources making 
traditional copies: Ashfield Traditional, Jim 
Lawrence and Suffolk Latch Company

ironmongery should be practical and 
respect the style of  the door and some 
products commonly sold as reproduction 
door furniture can be out of  place. 
Ironmongery based on historic precedent 
is readily available from specialists. 
Philips and crosshead screws date from 

42 43

1 2 3 4

 1  Boarded internal door

 2 Ventilated door

 3 External boarded door

 4 Wide boarded door

 5  Stable doors

 6  Early 19th-century  
6-panelled door with 
semicircular brick head  
and fanlight

 7  6-panelled door and 
doorcase with glazed  
upper lights 

 8  Early 19th-century 6-panel 
door, fanlight and doorcase

 9  Door with glazed margin 
lights and doorcase

10 6-panel door and canopy

11  6-panel door, fanlight and 
canopy

12 Internal 6-panelled door

5 6 7 8

9 10 11 12

Doors

A front door stamps its identity on a 
house and can have a critical effect on its 
appearance. Doors and ironmongery should 
be appropriately detailed for the period of the 
building and where existing, they should be 
retained in preference to replacement. 

The earliest timber doors had vertical boards, 
sometimes with mouldings, and ledges or 
a squared frame of thin timber nailed to the 
back. With minor variations this style of door 
was common until the early 20th century when 
boarded doors became fully framed. Panelled 
doors became fashionable from the later 17th 
century, particularly in higher status buildings. 
Initially doors were usually two panelled; six 
panelled doors became popular from the early 
18th century, and four panelled in the  
19th century. 

The arrangement and size of the panels could 
vary, as could the mouldings around them. The 
edge mouldings were cut into the frame on the 
more important side of the door and the panel 
fixed from the back with beads. 

On the most expensive doors the centre of the 
panel was given raised and fielded mouldings

Historic doors are thinner than many modern 
doors, but used better quality timber. Unless 
doors were in a high quality wood such 
as oak or mahogany, they were painted. 
Stripping pine doors is a late 20th century 
fashion that has no historic basis and the 
process of removing original paint from doors 
permanently loses historic finishes and can 
weaken the structure and joints of the door.

Original ironmongery should be retained. Its 
elegance, tactile nature and patina cannot 
be reproduced. New ironmongery should be 
practical and respect the style of the door and 
the products commonly sold as reproduction 
door furniture are out of place. Ironmongery 
based on historic precedent is readily available 
from specialists. Philips and crosshead 
screws date from the 20th century and 
therefore traditional slot head screws are more 
appropriate for earlier doors.

References

Conservation in Essex No. 4. Historic Buildings
Conservation in Essex No. 7. Conservatories and Historic Buildings  
Essex County Council

The Georgian Group Guides
No. 3 Doors
No. 8 Ironwork

The Victorian Society Guides
Number 1 Doors

Hall, L. 2005 Period house fixtures and fittings 1300-1900, Newbury: Countryside Books.
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44 45

44 45

44 45
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 1  Boarded internal door

 2 Ventilated door

 3 External boarded door

 4 Wide boarded door

 5  Stable doors

 6  Early 19th-century  
6-panelled door with 
semicircular brick head  
and fanlight

 7  6-panelled door and 
doorcase with glazed  
upper lights 

 8  Early 19th-century 6-panel 
door, fanlight and doorcase

 9  Door with glazed margin 
lights and doorcase

10 6-panel door and canopy

11  6-panel door, fanlight and 
canopy

12 Internal 6-panelled door

5 6 7 8

9 10 11 12

Doors

A front door stamps its identity on a 
house and can have a critical effect on its 
appearance. Doors and ironmongery should 
be appropriately detailed for the period of the 
building and where existing, they should be 
retained in preference to replacement. 

The earliest timber doors had vertical boards, 
sometimes with mouldings, and ledges or 
a squared frame of thin timber nailed to the 
back. With minor variations this style of door 
was common until the early 20th century when 
boarded doors became fully framed. Panelled 
doors became fashionable from the later 17th 
century, particularly in higher status buildings. 
Initially doors were usually two panelled; six 
panelled doors became popular from the early 
18th century, and four panelled in the  
19th century. 

The arrangement and size of the panels could 
vary, as could the mouldings around them. The 
edge mouldings were cut into the frame on the 
more important side of the door and the panel 
fixed from the back with beads. 

On the most expensive doors the centre of the 
panel was given raised and fielded mouldings

Historic doors are thinner than many modern 
doors, but used better quality timber. Unless 
doors were in a high quality wood such 
as oak or mahogany, they were painted. 
Stripping pine doors is a late 20th century 
fashion that has no historic basis and the 
process of removing original paint from doors 
permanently loses historic finishes and can 
weaken the structure and joints of the door.

Original ironmongery should be retained. Its 
elegance, tactile nature and patina cannot 
be reproduced. New ironmongery should be 
practical and respect the style of the door and 
the products commonly sold as reproduction 
door furniture are out of place. Ironmongery 
based on historic precedent is readily available 
from specialists. Philips and crosshead 
screws date from the 20th century and 
therefore traditional slot head screws are more 
appropriate for earlier doors.

References

Conservation in Essex No. 4. Historic Buildings
Conservation in Essex No. 7. Conservatories and Historic Buildings  
Essex County Council

The Georgian Group Guides
No. 3 Doors
No. 8 Ironwork

The Victorian Society Guides
Number 1 Doors

Hall, L. 2005 Period house fixtures and fittings 1300-1900, Newbury: Countryside Books.
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The Georgianisation of  Bury St. 
Edmunds
The Georgianisation of  Bury St. Edmunds 
was the subject of  a lecture given at the 
Unitarian Meeting House in October 
by the architectural historian Dr Sarah 
Pearson. Her explanation of  the process 
of  Georgiansation was illustrated by 
contemporary photographs of  buildings 
in Bury, and clever use of  computer 
graphics showed the stages whereby one 
of  the town’s timber-framed houses would 
have been ‘upgraded’. She compared the 
Georgianisation of  Bury with Norwich, the 
latter having more examples but in Bury, 
because of  the greater wealth of  the owners, 
the standard of  workmanship was higher. 
We learned the tell-tale signs – symmetry, 
the angle of  slope of  the roofs, the Golden 
ratio – and, for a time at least, tried to put 
our new found expertise into practice.
Elizabeth Clement

Dr. Sarah Pearson is thanked by Nicholas Pearson

Heritage Training Day for Parish 
Councils
Nearly sixty Parish Councillors attended the 
Heritage Training Day at Haughley Park 
Barn in March. Delivered by renowned 
heritage professional Bob Kindred the 
session delivered an update on important 
changes in the heritage sector and informed 
on best practice when responding to 
heritage related planning applications. 
Increasingly town and parish councils are 
the new frontline in heritage management 
and this seminar provided the essential 
advice and skills when facing the challenge 
of  protecting Suffolk’s special places.

An Evening with Dame Fiona 
Reynolds at Haughley Park Barn – 
“The Fight for Beauty – our path to a 
better future.”
and the presentation of  the awards for the   
SPS #Suffolk Beauty Photographic 
Competition in association with the 
EADT newspaper

The evening commenced with over sixty 
members and guests enjoying delicious 
canapes and champagne with the 
opportunity to view some of  the inspiring 

SPS Events Review

photographs entered for the first ever SPS 
Suffolk Beauty photographic competition. 
From the 100 entries received the choice of  
a winner had been an extremely difficult one 
for the judges. The subject, supported by 
appropriate text, needed to show the Suffolk 
character and beauty expressed through 
landscape or buildings. 

Welcomed by the SPS Chairman, Andrew 
Fane, Dame Fiona Reynolds, Master of  
Emmanuel College, Cambridge, former head 
of  both the CPRE and the National Trust 
presented the first prize to Juliet Blaxland 
for her photograph of  an atmospheric sky 
over a barley field at Easton Bavents near 
Southwold, together with an attractive glass 
trophy sponsored by the EADT newspaper. 
Second prize went to Kinga Ston for her 
photograph of  brightly coloured Southwold 
beach huts and the third prize was awarded 
to Matt Huggins for his photograph of  
the Ipswich Buttermarket reflecting 
extraordinary light. Beside the award of  an 
overall trophy cash prizes were awarded to 
all three.

‘Beauty’ was a word which we used with 
ease in everyday conversation in regard 
to landscape, nature and the historic 
environment, Dame Fiona 
reminded us. But it was a difficult 
word to find in any official 
document and perhaps that clear-
sighted commitment to protect 
beauty had been lost along with 
beauty itself  in the obsession with 
materialism and consumption. 
In her recently published book 
Dame Fiona makes it clear that 
we have presided over a period 
of  devastating losses to heritage, 
nature and to the beauty of  the 
countryside while much of  what 
had been built ranged from the 
undistinguished to the downright 
ugly.

Her heroes, she said, were John 
Ruskin and William Morris but 
particularly Octavia Hill who had 

Trophy winner Juliet Blaxland

led the public debate about 
the questionable morals 
and damaging results of  
mechanisation and the 
commercial exploitation 
of  the country’s resources. 
Their advocacy led, in 
part, to the birth of  the 
conservation movement. 
Poets, particularly 
William Wordsworth, and 
artists also made their 
contribution. She went on 
to cover a huge amount 
of  ground from London 
expansion sprawling out 
to the countryside, which 
led to Clough Williams-
Ellis targeting poor quality 
housing and development, 

to the initial forming of  the National Parks. 
She covered past farming practices that 
harmed, inappropriate forestation, National 
Trust coastal land retention success and 
how caring for our cultural heritage and 
urbanisation with good planning, matter. It 
is in officialdom that we have seen the true 
abandonment of  beauty with concepts like 
‘ecosystem services’, ‘natural capital’ and 
even sustainable development which has 
been distorted by technical experts.

So, where do we go from here, and how 
do we place beauty centre stage in these 
turbulent times of  ‘blind’ officialdom, 
especially when it matters for the health and 
well-being of  the next generation? This is 
not clear, but we must continue to care and 
campaign to ensure beauty is on the agenda 
because it has been evidenced that when 
a nation is motivated it can change mind-
sets, even governments. In Fiona Reynolds 
beauty has a formidable advocate.

With thanks and appreciation to Lois Hunt who 
kindly sponsored the food and drink so professionally 
produced and served by Halesworth Golf  Club.

Editor’s note: “The Fight for Beauty” book 
review is on page 15.

Dame Fiona Reynolds with SPS Chairman, Andrew Fane
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First Prize: 
Juliet Blaxland
“Easton Bavents farm 
Maris Otter barley 
ripening for Adnams”
Cash prize £100

Second Prize: 
Kinga Ston

“What I fi nd the most 
beautiful about Suffolk is 

the tranquillity and idyllic 
landscapes.” (Southwold)

Cash prize £75

Third Prize: 
Matt Huggins

“The hidden past of  
buildings within our towns 

and villages.” (Ipswich) 
Cash prize £25

We asked ‘what does Suffolk Beauty mean to you’ and, hoping you would feel 
inspired, send us photographs showing what makes Suffolk unique and beautiful. 
We asked for the photograph to be accompanied by a few words which summed 
up your feeling for the subject. It also needed to refl ect the innate character of  
Suffolk whether it refl ected the built environment or the countryside, see Issue 128 
page 23.

You were inspired – and we were delighted to receive over 100 stunning entries. It 
was very diffi cult for our judges to come to a decision – but fi nally the choice was 
made and prizes awarded by Dame Fiona Reynolds at our celebratory evening at 
Haughley Park Barn on 24th April, see SPS Events Review on the previous page.

Photographic Competition in 
A ssociation with the 

East Anglian Daily Times
#SuffolkBeauty

Photographic Competition Winners!
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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.

Events 2017
ARCHEOLOGY IN THE PLANNING 
PROCESS - TRAINING DAY
Hosted by SPS
Book through the SPS office

HAUGHLEY PARK BARN, Haughley, 
Stowmarket IP14 3JY

May: Tuesday, 9th   10.00 am – 1.00 pm
Cost: £40.00 (Join SPS for £30.00)
Free to SPS members

Archaeology is a material consideration in the 
planning process and legislation and policy 
have evolved to achieve a balance between 
the rights of  the landowner and the potential 
damage to important historical resources. 
Local councils and stake holders will have an 
interest in the historic environment and the 
understanding of  the role of  archaeology in the 
planning process.
Dr Richard Hoggett, a heritage consultant, 
has provided specialist archaeological advice 
to local planning authorities, developers 
and landowners for over twenty years. This 
training day will present in two sessions - 
Understanding the Historic Environment 
and The Archaeological Planning Process. A 
question and answer session and coffee break 
are included, see website for full details. 

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

A lovely musical event which 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. 

SPS CIO ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING
THE GUILDHALL, 
Lavenham CO10 9QZ

Members’ Annual Meeting

June: Friday, 16th
Registration 6.30 for 7.00 pm

Please join Trustees and Members for your 
annual meeting. SPS CIO is ‘pushing the 
boundaries’ in a bid to retain Suffolk’s character, 
influencing its future 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 – AGM papers 
on pages 26 and 27.

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 350 years. 
A tour of  the Hall and a view of  the nationally 
renowned art collection accompanied by the 
Estate Archivist will be followed by a delicious 
afternoon tea in the Old Kitchen; a very special 
visit. 

HOLYWELLS PARK IPSWICH 
– newly restored orangery and 
stable block conversion    
Hosted by the Ipswich Society
Book through the SPS office

August:  Friday, 18th
Time: 3.00 – 6.00 pm   Cost: £15.00
 
The Park, with its converted stable buildings 
and beautifully repaired orangery, obtained 
a Heritage Lottery grant which secured 
its restoration and subsequently received 
the Public Realm national award from Civic 
Voice Design Awards 2016 which promotes 
civic pride. A talk by John Norman, Ipswich 
Society, will be followed by cream teas served 
in the refurbished Orangery. There will be 
time to wander in the beautiful park.
Disabled parking available on site - entrance 
Cliff  Lane. Athena Hall car park five minutes’ 
walk to Myrtle Road entrance, and limited 
parking in Nacton Road. 

AN EVENING WITH PROFESSOR 
TOM WILLIAMSON 

FRAMLINGHAM COLLEGE,  
College Road, Framlingham  
IP13 9EY

Hosted by SPS
Early booking advisable

October: Friday, 6th
Time: 6.30 for 7.00 pm
Cost: £15.00

Tom Williamson heads up the English 
Landscape Group within the School of  
History at the University of  East Anglia 
studying all aspects of  the English landscape 
from later pre-history to the present, 
including agricultural history, landscape 
archaeology and the history of  landscape 
design. We are privileged to have Tom with 
us to discuss the complexities of  the historic 
East Anglian landscape and to hear more of  
recent research work.
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Membership – 
A gift or bequest leaves a lasting legacy – please get in touch

sense and we hope they feel that they 
receive good value from membership 
and continue to support us. 

Your membership, like all those 
who join for whatever reason, is very 
important because you represent the 
people who care how our County is 
shaped and looks in the years to come. 

Through the land-use planning 
system, the SPS works professionally 
to gain the best outcomes it can for 
Suffolk. Amid the building boom Suffolk 
still retains its innate character and is 
relatively unspoilt.    

When we build we need to 
complement our rich building heritage 
with architecture worthy of  the land 
it takes. Land is fi nite so we have a 
responsibility to see that we use only as 
much as we need and in the right place. 
This is building in a sustainable way. To 
live in lovely surroundings is a privilege 
and to pass this to others, and the next 

generation is an aim worth the hard 
work and effort that the SPS puts in on 
your behalf. 

The English countryside has 
been saved by those past visionary 
luminaries who fought so hard for much 
of  our heritage when it could have been 
lost. The time has come once again to 
uphold their vision by continuing that 
vital work in Suffolk because protecting 
beauty matters. 

Editor’s note: See Book Review on 
page 15 – 22 Ideas that Save the English 
Countryside.

A warm welcome to 
new members who have 
joined since October 2016

SPS households 20
SPS life households 3
SPS organisations 6
SPS town & parish councils 12
CPRE households 5

Many non-member town and parish 
councils have taken the opportunity 
to attend our planning training days, 
workshops or seminars by becoming 
members of  the SPS. There are 
various reasons why people join. Small 
campaign groups join to share their 
local knowledge with our expertise as in 
the case of  the Sizewell C consultation 
process and others to add to their skills 
and understanding to gain the best from 
the planning system. This makes good 

DO WE HAVE YOUR LATEST EMAIL ADDRESS? THIS SAVES US POSTAGE CHARGES.
PLEASE VIEW OUR WEBSITE WHICH IS UPDATED REGULARLY.
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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 Councils & Amenity Societies - 
£30 per annum
Organisations - £70 per annum
Life Member - £500

CPRE membership available online 
from £3 a month via the SPS website 
link www.suffolksociety.org
also direct www.cpre.org.uk



Suffolk Preservation Society  
Charity Incorporated Organisation
Annual General Meeting 2017 Registered Charity No: 1154806

Notice is hereby given of  the Annual General Meeting of  Suffolk Preservation Society CIO (the 
“CIO”) to be held on Friday, 16th June 2017 at 7.00 pm at The Guildhall, Lavenham  
(registration from 6.30 pm) for the following purposes:

1.  To note any apologies for absence;

2.  To receive the Trustees’ Statement of  Accounts for the year ended 31st December 2016;

3.  To receive the Trustees’ Annual Report;

4.   To re-elect Andrew Fane, Trustee and Chairman, having completed a three-year term of  office in 
accordance with the Constitution; 

5.   To re-elect Trustees Bob Kindred and Geoffrey Probert, who retire by rotation in accordance with 
the SPS CIO Constitution;

6.   To elect Jess Tipper and Tony Redman as Trustees co-opted during the year by the CIO Trustees in 
accordance with the Constitution;

7.   To appoint a registered auditor to the CIO, to hold office until the conclusion of  the next general 
meeting when accounts are laid before the meeting; 

8.   Director’s presentation;

9.   Questions to the Director and Trustees.

Paid-up members of  SPS CIO (including paid-up Suffolk CPRE members who gain automatic membership of  
SPS CIO) may attend and vote in person at the Annual General Meeting by registering at the Registration Desk 
which will be open at The Guildhall, Lavenham from 6.30 pm on Friday, 16th June 2017. Voting will take place 
by a show of  hands.

Members who are unable to attend the Annual General Meeting in person may appoint the Chairman or 
another person to attend, speak and vote in their place at the meeting. The appointment of  a proxy must be 
notified to the CIO in writing using the proxy form overleaf  and delivered to the registered office of  the CIO, 
Little Hall, Market Place, Lavenham, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 9QZ at least 72 hours before the date and time of  
the Annual General Meeting.

By Order of  the Trustees

Andrew Fane
Chairman

Note:  The CIO accounts ended 31st December 2016 will be made available on the website from 5th May 2017, 
and at the AGM. A personal profile of  the proposed Trustees offering themselves for election are on the CIO’s 
website and also available at the AGM.  www.suffolksociety.org

The business of  the evening will include light refreshments: an indication of  attendance would 
greatly assist us with this provision – 01787 247179 or email sps@suffolksociety.org 

For reasons of  economy AGM papers will not be mailed out to Members unless requested.  

We look forward to welcoming you.
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Suffolk Preservation Society
Charity Incorporated Organisation

Registered Charity No: 1154806

FOR AGAINST
VOTE 

WITHHELD

1.  Apologies for absence

2.  To receive the Statement of  Accounts

3.  To receive the Trustees Annual Report

4.   To re-elect Andrew Fane, Trustee and Chairman 
having completed a three-year term of  offi ce

5.    To re-elect Trustees Bob Kindred and Geoffrey 
Probert who stand down by rotation

6.   To elect Jess Tipper and Tony Redman as 
Trustees co-opted during the year by the CIO 
Trustees

7.   To appoint an Auditor to hold offi ce until the 
conclusion of  the next AGM.

Signature of  Member: ........................................................................................................  Date: ......................................

Resolutions:

Suffolk Preservation Society | Suffolk View | Spring 2017 | no 129
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Form of  proxy for use at the Annual General Meeting
to be held on Friday, 16th June 2017 in accordance with the Notice of  Meeting.

To be valid this form of  proxy must be signed by the Member and received at the offi ce of  the CIO at least 72 
hours prior to the commencement of  the meeting.

I/we the undersigned, being a Member/Members of  Suffolk Preservation Society, CIO, 
hereby appoint the Chairman of  the meeting or the person hereby named – 

.................................................................................................................................................................................................

as my/our proxy to attend, speak and vote in respect of  my/our voting entitlement at the AGM of  the CIO as 
set out in the Notice of  Meeting.
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R OSEM ARY CATTEE
I n t e r ior D e s ig n

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

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.

Projects in East Anglia & London.

Cubitt Theobald Ltd,  
St. Catherines Road, Long Melford, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 9JU

01787 371 002 • www.cubitt.co.uk

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 

Heritage Large Banner_Layout 1  24/04/2012  11:53  Page 1
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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

Fountian House studio tHe street east BergHolt ColCHester Co7 6tB

Could this space be working for you?
Why not advertise with us through this publication  

and help support the Society.
Size Cost per issue 

B/W Colour

Full page £270 £343

Half page  (133mm x 186mm) £166 £218

Quarter page  (133mm x 90mm) £114 £135

Eighth page  (64mm x 90mm)   £83 £104

Banner  (50mm x 186mm)   £83 £104

Suffolk View is published twice a year with a circulation 
of around 2,000 per issue and is distributed free to all 
Members of the Suffolk Preservation Society/Campaign 
to Protect Rural England.  In addition, copies are sent to 
the local media, the county and local planning authorities, 
professional bodies – architects, doctors and health centres, 
dentists, solicitors, veterinary clinics, the local media and 
Suffolk Members of Parliament.  It is also sent to libraries, 
parish councils and amenity societies across the county, 
plus all County Branches of CPRE in England. For more 
information contact the editor/office on 01787 247179. 
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The Old White Hart, Long Melford, Sudbury, Suffolk, CO10 9HX
01787 882214 |  www.rugandcarpetstudio.co.uk

Open Monday to Saturday, 10am – 5.30pm

Specialists in handmade rugs and carpets 
Restoration & cleaning workshop

R&CS 2015 qtr page_Layout 1  17/03/2015  14:58  Page 1

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

�e Country Property Specialists

JACKSON-STOPS & STAFF  
ARE NATIONAL AGENTS

For a free valuation please contact  
Tim Dansie or Jonathan Penn  

01473 218218

Last year, over 50%  
of our buyers came  
from London, the  
Home Counties or 
abroad. Su�olk  
attracts National  
buyers. 



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 benefi t 
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 

Suffolk View is the publication of  the Suffolk Preservation Society

A publication of  the Suffolk Preservation Society

Little Hall, Market Place, Lavenham, Sudbury, Suffolk C010 9QZ  
tel: 01787 247179   www.suffolksociety.org




