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SPS Bulletin  

April 2019  

 
The following is our summary of the key areas of work that the SPS professional staff has been 

focussed on. Our representations can be read, in full, on the SPS website or by selecting the 

town/village name. 

 

Key involvements: 
 
Bramford – 175 dwellings – SPS has raised concerns regarding the impact of the proposals on the 

setting of nearby listed buildings.  In particular important views across the site from the main 

Bramford to Sproughton road to the church spire will be obscured and the development would 

remove part of the agricultural setting of listed farm buildings.  SPS urged for a much reduced 

scheme to be pursued which will allow views to be retained and mitigate the impact on other listed 

buildings . 

  

Elmsett – 34 dwellings – SPS has raised concerns over 

the impact of a proposed development on the edge of 

the village on the setting of grade I listed St Peter’s 

church.  In addition to other issues raised by the 

Parish Council and residents, we have argued that the 

relatively isolated position of the church away from 

the village is important to its significance and which 

would be impacted by the development of the site. 

 
 
 

Fornham All Saints – 70 lodges at golf course – SPS has raised concerns over the introduction of 70 

holiday lodges on golf course land which abuts the conservation area and currently forms a 

welcome open green space between Fornham All Saints and Fornham St Genevieve.  We called for a 

heritage assessment to analyse the impact on the conservation area as well as on below ground 

archaeology,  concerns having been raised that this is a sensitive archaeological area with “high 

potential” for Anglo-Saxon remains.  In the event that the application is approved, we called for a 

detailed landscaping scheme to demonstrate that the proposals would maintain a separation 

between the two villages.    

 
 

Mendlesham – 63 dwellings – SPS has written to support the Parish Council in 

objecting to this development.  Mendlesham has an adopted Neighbourhood 

Plan which allocates suitable sites for housing.  This is a speculative 

development which is not one of the sites allocated and would seriously 

impact on one of the important views identified within the Plan. 

 

 

http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Bramford%20175%20houses.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Elmsett%20-%2034%20houses%20300419.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Fornham%20All%20Saints%20lodges.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Mendlesham%2063%20dwellings.pdf
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Elmswell – Dagwood Farm - 3 houses – SPS has 

supported the MSDC Heritage Team and nearby 

residents in objecting to the proposal for 3 two 

storey dwellings on land within the setting of 

Honeysuckle Farm (formerly Dagwood 

Farmhouse), a grade II listed building. This is a 

historically significant and highly sensitive site 

and is one of the few remaining undeveloped 

parcels of the medieval Button Haugh Green. The 

proposals would harm the wider setting of the 

listed farmhouse and erode the surviving 

agricultural character of the medieval common.   

  
 

Thornham Magna – appeal of application for 7 houses – following a request from the Parish 

Meeting, SPS reviewed the plans for 7 houses on land immediately to the rear of a listed building in 

open countryside, which had been refused by Mid Suffolk DC.  We have written to the Planning 

Inspectorate recommending that the appeal of this application is also dismissed as the scheme 

would introduce an unwelcome suburban estate as backland development which will be 

incongruous to the existing linear pattern of development along The Street. 

 

Little Waldingfield  - Swan Inn – SPS has objected to 

an application for a detached bungalow in the 

grounds of the Swan Inn public house. Whilst 

supporting the restoration and re-use of this 

important 15th century building, we raised concerns 

about the principle and siting of a bungalow in its 

grounds. The Swan Inn is a prominent and distinctive 

building and the bungalow would appear cramped on 

the site and be clearly visible from the street. This 

would have a harmful impact on the character and 

appearance of the conservation area as well as the 

setting of the inn.  We recommended that a revised 

scheme which focussed on extending an existing outbuilding should be considered. 

 

Also: Finningham – amendments to scheme for 15 houses. Bawdsey Manor – recreational lake 

amendments. Thurston – 250 houses – minor amendments to design. Hadleigh – appeal – 2 houses, 

Benton Street. 
 
Outcomes: 
 

Thurston, 250 dwellings, west of Ixworth Road – MSDC planning committee had previously 

deferred a decision on a reserved matters application from Persimmon stating that the committee 

was minded to refuse the application unless improvements in the design were forthcoming.  This 

was welcomed as SPS had strongly objected to the poor design of this scheme, which already has 

outline planning permission, on issues including access and street design, parking, landscaping, 

townscape and architecture, privacy and overlooking, and affordable housing. However 

http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Elmswell%203%20dwellings.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Thornham%20Magna%20Old%20Post%20Office%20-%20appeal.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Little%20Waldingfield,%20Swan%20Inn.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Finningham%2015%20dwellings%20revised%20scheme%20080419.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Bawdsey%20Manor%20Lake%20-%20amended%20080419.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Revised%20Persimmon%20scheme%20Thurston%203.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Benton%20Street,%20Hadleigh,%20appeal%202.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Persimmon%20scheme,%20Thurston.pdf
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Persimmon returned with very minor amendments, which included just a handful more bungalows 

and a reduction in height from 2.5 storey to 2 storey of a few of the dwellings on countryside edge 

of the site. Regrettably MSDC has approved the revised scheme. 

Bramford Road, Sproughton – an application for 64 houses on a site close to a concentration of 

heritage assets including Sproughton Hall, Tithe Barn, Root Barn and the All Saints Parish church 

has been refused at committee.  Whilst not objecting to the principle of development in this location, 

we had urged that important views of these listed buildings should be retained through the site.  

Amendments to the layout, including a reduction to 54 dwellings, were submitted which SPS 

considered mitigated the impact on the setting and views of the heritage assets to a degree. The case 

officer recommended approval having weighed the public benefit of 54 houses against the heritage 

harm. However the Babergh planning committee refused the application on heritage grounds.  
 

Baylham – an application for 4 dwellings in the countryside within setting of the grade II* church 

has been refused.  SPS had raised a strong objection due to the detrimental impact on the tranquil 

setting of the church. Despite recent extension of the built up edge of the village, the proposed 

houses would be prominent in the panoramic countryside views from the churchyard and in the 

foreground of extended views of the church from footpaths approaching the village.  Our objections 

were similar to those raised by Historic England, however it is concerning that the local authority’s 

Heritage Team did not object. 

 
 
Other:  
 

 The Chairman met with Therese Coffey MP to discuss the energy projects in East Suffolk 

and the need for government coordination in the delivery of Sizewell C and offshore wind 

projects.  This included the preference for an offshore ringmain to transfer power from 

multiple offshore windfarms ashore instead of the piecemeal requirement for large onshore 

substations. 

 

 The spring edition of Suffolk View was published. 
 
 
Media: 
 
EADT – Brownfield sites could bring 7000 homes across county (3 April 2019): Director’s 
comment on CPRE report on brownfield land availability 
 
EADT April – Director’s monthly column:  Debenham 1 Housebuilder 0 – Let’s celebrate 
this success 

http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Sproughton%2064%20houses.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Baylham%204%20Houses%20171218.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/Suffolk%20View%20Spring%202019.pdf
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/EADT%202019-04-03%20Brownfield.jpg
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/EADT%202019-04-13%20Debenham.jpg
http://www.suffolksociety.org/moderator/uploads/EADT%202019-04-13%20Debenham.jpg

