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From: Patrick Scrivens <Patrick.Scrivens@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk>
To: "Haverhill@Bidwells.co.uk" <Haverhill@Bidwells.co.uk>
Date: 04/03/2009 11:46

Subject: North West Haverhill

CC: David Falk <david.falk@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk>

Dear Karen,
| am responding to your consultation letter dated 12th February.

We note the preferred option is to divert Byway 32 but would refer you to Roberta Meadow's email of 17/M12/08
11:38 explaining the processes required for various options which include diversion. We would like to see a
grade separation (i.e. bridge or underpass) crossing at the junction with the bypass. If an at-grade crossing it
will require a zebra crossing, or ideally to accommodate horse riders, a Pegasus crossing.

Concerning FP1 at the extreme western end of the development site the new road will sever this path in the
vicinity of the roundabout. As with the Byway, we would require a suitable grade separated crossing such as a
bridge or an underpass.

Please note my correct address given below.

Thank you.

Patrick Scrivens

Area Rights of Way Officer
Suffolk County Council
The Coach House

New Shire Hall

Bury St Edmunds

Suffolk

IP33 1RX

Tel:0845 6066067

Direct Dial: 01284 352428
Fax: 01284 352428
email:patr'pcic.scrivens@et.suffclkcc.gcu.uk

Emails sent to and from this organisation will be monitored in accordance
with the law to ensure compliance with policies and to minimise any
security risks,
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From: Tim Marks <Tim . Marks@councillors.suffolkcc.gov.uk>

To: "Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk" <Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>
Date: 16/03/2009 20:20

Subject: North West Haverhill Masterplan

cC: "Patsy.Dell@stedsbe.gov.uk™ <Patsy.Dell@stedsbe.gov.uk>

For the attention of Karen Beech and Marcia Whitehead

Please find attached a letter commenting on the Masterplan you have produced for the North West Haverhill
development which | trust you will find of interest.

Tim Marks
Borough Councillor
Haverhill North Ward

=<NW Haverhill Masterplan.doc=>

Emails sent to and from this organisation will be menitored in accordance
with the law to ensure compliance with policies and to minimise any
security risks.
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T G Marks

Walnut Brook
Withersfield Road
Haverhill
Suffolk
CB9 7RN
Ms Karen Beech
Senior Planning Associate
Bidwells
Trumpington Road
Cambridge
CB2 9LD 16 March 2009

Dear Ms Beech
North West Haverhill Masterplan

Thank you for your letter of 16 February and enclosed Masterplan Document relating
to the proposed development at North West Haverhill on which | have the following
comments:

1. Number of Houses Proposed

The North West Haverhill Concept Statement states the 42 ha of land is
allocated for up to 755 dwellings in accordance with Policy H3 but the
Masterplan is proposing 1150 dwellings - almost 400 more dwellings than
indicated in the Concept Statement. The result of this has been high
building density and tall building heights to achieve the number of dwellings
proposed.

2. Building Density

An overall housing density of 46 dwellings per ha is proposed ranging from 62
per ha (more than twice the minimum required by central government
guidance) to 27 per ha (just below the minimum required by central
government). Given current trends in family car ownership this housing
density of will result in considerable on-street car parking where only 1.5-2
parking spaces per dwelling are allowed. This will lead to damage to grass
verges by vehicles attempting to pass parked vehicles and poor access for
emergency service vehicles. This is clearly demonstrated on Slaters Drive on
The Croft development in Haverhill where the grass verges have been ruined
as a result of inadequate off-street parking and the road is now an eyesore.

The area proposed for 27-37 dwellings per ha is extremely small and appears
to accommodate only 9 ‘executive style’ houses with what | would consider to
be very small gardens for such housing. The housing density in this area



needs to be reduced still further and the area devoted to this type of house
should be at least doubled.

3. Buildings Heights

Proposed building heights range from 2.5 to 4.0 storeys high. Such heights
are atypical for Haverhill and where they have been used are not particularly
attractive, e.g., Waters Edge on Withersfield Road, which is a fairly central
new development. Heights over 2.5 storeys in a development such as North
West Haverhill which borders on the surrounding countryside would be
inappropriate and obscure the view of open country from within the
development. Reducing the maximum height to 2.5 storeys would still permit
the target of 755 houses to be built without detracting from the amenity value
of the properties.

4. Tree Planting

It is gratifying to see that considerable tree planting within the development is
proposed. In order that the intended effect of such trees is achieved during
the early stages of this development trees planted should be of a substantial
size at planting so that the canopy develops quickly after planting.

Whilst some of these comments will probably not meet with the consortium of
Landowners that you represent | do believe that they are in the best long-term
interests of the growth of Haverhill and | hope that you will give them serious
consideration.

Yours sincerely

Tim Marks
Borough Councillor
Haverhill North Ward
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Police Headquarters, Martlesham Heath, Ipswich IP5 3Q5S

Tel: Ipswich 01473 613500 Fax: 01473 613737 (24 hrs)
Calls may be manitored for quality control, security and training purposes.  www.sulfolkpalice.uk

Your Ref KB/SW51000002/HR
Our Ref 9(9)PF8/GEN/PLN/13/09
Direct dial; 01473 613748

13 March 2009
Karen Beach

Senior Planning Associate
Bidwells

Trumpington Road
Cambridge

CB2 9LD

Dear Karen,

North West Haverhill

Thank you for your correspondence in relation to the draft masterplan for land at North
West Haverhill.

| have no comments or representations to make at this time other than to emphasise that
| would be most happy to meet and work with the applicant's design team in order that
crime reduction measures are taken into consideration at the earliest opportunity.

Forwarded for your consideration and if | can be of further assistance please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

E

Keith Bartlett
Force Architectural Liaison Officer
keith.bartlett@suffolk.pnn.police.uk

Taking pride

in keeping

NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED Suffolk safe
RESTRICTED/CONFIDENTIAL

www suffolk.police.uk
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From: "Newlands" <molehill@tiscali.co.uk>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 17/03/2009 20:44

Subject: North West Haverhill

FAO Bidwells planning team: comments on the North West Haverhill propsed development.

Developer should be obliged to complete relief road by a set date, irrespective of whether the housing is
completed to avoid semi-finished development, for example in the case of future economic downturn. Low
noise surface should be used on road due to proposed speed limit of S0mph.

Plans presented were vague with regard to tree planting to the north of the relief road, only appear south of
road. When queried Bidwell representative said this was an "oversight”; this oversight should be corrected.

Nature reserve somewhat vague, particularly when R.U.P.P. runs adjacent to it. Status of current R.U.P.P.
should be permanently implemented to avoid future change back to a road where vehicular access is allowed.

Height of buildings in certains areas is of concern.
No building should be visible from Little and Great Wratting.

Future presentations and documents on this issue should clearly state who Bidwells are representing. There
was confusion by some members of the public that Bidwells were representing St Edmundsbury Council
rather than a group of land owners.

Dr Alan J Newlands

Parish Councillor, Great Wratting
Molehill House

The Street

Great Wratting

Suffolk

CB9 7THQ
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HaverHill - North West Haverhill Development

From: "Tom Mytton-Mills" <thomas.mytton-mills@sky.com=>
To: <Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 18/03/2009 10:00

Subject: North West Haverhill Development

On behalf of Withersfield Parish Council we would like to register our support for this proposal.

This proposal is a refreshing change to previous housing developments in the town. This plan appears to
have the vision to make a pleasant place to live and not just pack as many houses in as possible, with no
regard to the feel good factor of living there.

The proposed variety of architecture, street design, and housing mix along with the green open spaces is a
great hope for the future of Haverhill and we hope other new development proposals will be so forward
thinking.

Yours sincerely,

Tom Mytton-Mills  Chairman Withersfield Parish Council
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From: <kevin.marshall@stedsbc.gov.uk>

To: kevin.marshall@stedsbc.gov.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2009 12:14 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: Kevin

Surname: Marshall

Address: Strategic Housing Team

St Edmundsbury Council

Borough Offices

Angel Hill

Bury St Edmunds

Postcode: IP33 1XB

Comments: Our main concern at this stage is about what impact of all the additional households will
have on the town ie 755 new dwellings (and assuming we get 40% affordable that would equate to
302 affordable and 453 open market). The masterplan addresses suitability from the built
environment perspective but | don't think it adequately addressees the issue of sustainable
communities. We are concerned about the impact the growth over the next 6 years or so will have on
the quality of life for everyone, for example is there any plans at present to attract more jobs to the
town to reduce the commuting traffic and ensure there are jobs for all skill levels.

The intention is that affordable housing will be dispersed across the development as a whole,
however. it also indicates that the higher density housing is close to the centre with the lowest density
towards the edge of the development. We are concerned that developers will wish to see most of the
affordable housing close to the centre where the density will be up to 60/hectare and up to four stories.
Potentially this could impact on the ability to create a sustainable community?

A little whinge, quite rightly you are expecting the affordable housing to achieve a code level 4, but only
require the open market properties to achieve code level 3. Why isn't there equality?

e-mail: kevin.marshall@stedsbc.gov.uk
submit_x: 39
submit_y: 8
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From: Sarah Howard <showard@sarand.com>

To: haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2009 617 pm

Subject: Housing Masterplan for North West Hawverhill

*HAVERHILL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY*

| am writing on behalf of the Haverhill Chamber of Commerce.

We have reviewed the plans for the Housing Masterplan for North West
Haverhill and fully support Haverhill Town Council and Great and Little
Wratting Parish Councils' proposals.

| would point out, as | have before, that we are in urgent need of some
high quality executive housing in the town. | would ideally like to see

this built in the first phase to redress the imbalance in Haverhill's
stock which is pressing.

Yours sincerely

Sarah Howard

Sarand Business Software
Chairman

Haverhill Chamber of Commerce

CC: chris.rand@stedsbc.gov.uk

~ Page 1
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Kiran Notay - Fwd: Gt Wratting Parish Council Response to consultation of North
West Haverhill Masterplan

From: Marcia Whitehead

To: Kiran Notay

Date: 18/03/2008 16:25

Subject: Fwd: Gt Wratting Parish Council Response to consultation of North West Haverhill Masterplan

>>> "Great Wratting Parish Clerk" <gtwrattingpc@uwclub.net> 19/03/2009 16:14 >>>
Dear Marcia/Karen

Thank you again for your time to present to Great Wratting the proposals of the North West Haverhill
Masterplan.

Please see below for GWPC's comment:

1. GWEPC feel that the heights of housing blocks need to be reduced so that they do not impact on
Great Wratting's rural character, as shown on the Attachment Haverhill Height Plans.pdf.

2. The houses are too dense and should be a "pink" zone, between 37 dwellings per hectare, and
ideally no more than 27.
These blocks should be the top quality/high value housing that Haverhill requires, and the heights
of these "up-market" dwellings needs to be restricted to ideally 2 and certainly not more than 2.5.

3. Trees need to be planted around the entire perimeter of the new development. Although, on your
plan, it does not show any tree on the North side, you assured us that this would be the case. See
jaNW-HAVERHILL-TREES-&-OPEN.JPG

4. The footpath/bridleway leading from Great Wratting via Moor Pasture Way into the New Estate is
shown as a "BOAT", a Byway Open to All Traffic, even though there is a Closure order on it.
GWPC appreciate that this is it's correct legal status, but would point out that many in Great
Wratting, Little Wratting, Haverhill & the Thurlow Estates fought long & hard to prevent this
becoming a thoroughfare. We hope that the long-term intention is to re-open this route to
vehicles at the detriment of our village!
The route is sign posted at a rural footpath, but if this cannot be reflected on the plans, we would
all be a lot happier if the closure of the BOAT also featured clearly.

If you have any queries, please let me know.
Kind regards

Jayne Whittaker
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Marth West Hivarkall Kbasiorplan

Building Density

Master Plan presently proposed densities
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Gt & Lt Wratting and Boylon Hall Residents
proposed densities (initial input prior full meetings)




Building Heights

Master Plan presently proposed heights

Gt & Lt Wratting and Boylton Hall Residents
proposed heights (initial input prior full meetings)
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Kiran Notay - Fwd: North West Haverhill
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From: Karen Beech

To: Kiran Notay; Marcia Whitehead
Date: 20/03/2009 17:14

Subject: Fwd: North West Haverhill

| have collated this information for the Section 106 'request list'
In summary comments on the masterplan are:

no changing facilities near the pitch / sports area
Sport England discourage single pitches and favour multi pitches
Concern about proposed dual use of scool and community pitch

Karen

>>> "Philip Raiswell" <Philip.Raiswell@sportengland.org> 19/03/2009 13:44 >>>
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft masterplan for the above proposed development.

We have originally made comments to St Edmundsbury Council on the concept plan for this proposal — our
email dated 7 August 2007 refers.

| enclose a copy of this email below for your information:

From: Philip Raiswell

Sent: 07 August 2007 16:49

To: LDF@stedsbe.gov.uk'

Subject: North West Haverhill - Concept Statement

Thank you for advising us of the consultation on the Concept statement for North-West Haverhill.

Sport England is responsible for delivering the government objectives around increasing participation in sport
and physical activity and we are involved in the planning system in a number of ways which can help us to
achieve these objectives:

« Statutory consultees on planning applications affecting playing fields

« Non-statutory consultees on a wide range of other planning applications such as major residential
development, proposals which result in the loss of sports facilities and proposals for major new sports
facilities

« Consultees on planning policy/LDF documents such as Core Strategies, Area Action Plans, SPD's for
sport and Development Briefs

» Regional and sub-regional planning

With regard to the development of the concept statement for North-West Haverhill Sport England have a
number of planning tools and guides which could help develop the plans for this urban extension:

« Sports Facility Calculator — this can help assess the demand generated for indoor community sports
facilities such as Swimming Pools and Sports Halls, and estimate the cost of providing them, or where
on-site provision is not justified, a robust figure for a contribution towards off-site financial contribution.
| have used the Calculator to do an initial assessment of 755 dwellings in Haverhill using a notional
household size of 2.4 persons per dwelling:

FACILITY TYPE ADDITIONAL FACILITY DEMAND COST
POPULATION
Sports Hall 1,812 0.51 court or £317,213
0.13 Sports Hall
Swimming Pool 1,812 18.26m2 or £165,785
0.34 lane or
0.09 swimming pool
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Page 2 of 3

The above calculations indicate that there is insufficient demand lo justify new on-site sports hall or swimming
pool provision. However, there will be significant demand that has been calculated as a proportion of a facility
with the proportional cost also calculaled. Sport England would advocate an approach whereby negotiations
are entered into to secure contributions towards indoor sports facilities based on the calculations shown
above which are derived from a robust model of supply and demand. Sport England can provide further
information on how the Calculator works if required, as well as illustrate other examples where it has been
used to secure contributions towards new sports facilities.

» With regard to open space/ sports pitches, | understand it is proposed lo provide these facilities on-
site, and it is presumed that these will be provided in line with local plan policy re: standards of
provision, Sport England would advocate that such facilities should be provided to a high specification,
including suitable ancillary facilities (i.e. changing facilities and car parking) and should be fully
accessible to all sectors of the communily. Further guidance can be obtained from Sport England
technical guidance 'Watural Turf for Sport’ (2000) which can be downloaded from the Sport England
website,

» With regard to the master planning process there is a need to ensure that apportunities for sport and
physical activity are included as an integral part of the overall master planning process, and to help this
exercise Sport England has recently published new guidance ‘Active Design' (March 2007) which
gives detailed guidance on how fo incorporate sports facilities, walking and cycling routes elc into the
plans for major new development areas. This guidance can also be downloaded from the Sport
England website (www.sportengland.org)

We hope these initial comments are helpful and we would very much welcome being consulted in due course
when the master plan for the development is developed.

With regard to the masterplan put forward by yourselves, there are some further developments/issues that |
would like to comment on. Firstly, there is a reference to the site accommodating up to 1,150 dwellings, and
this will obviously increase demand not just for on-site provision such as open space, but also demand on off-
site sports facilities such as sports halls and swimming pools. We have previously made representations with
regard to potential contributions towards off-site provision, using Sport England's Sports Facilities Calculator
(SFC) to estimate demand, cost and therefore potential contribution (see above).

1,150 dwellings at 2.4 persons per dwelling would potentially increase the population by 2,760 persons and
this would have the following impact on demand for halls and pools using the SFC:

FACILITY TYPE ADDITIONAL FACILITY DEMAND COSsT
POPULATION
Sports Hall 2,760 0.78 court or 0.20 £518,509
sports hall
Swimming Pool 2,760 27.84m2 or 0.52 lane or | £272 358
0.13 swimming pool

As can be seen there is a significant increase in the costs associated with meeting the additional demand for
halls and pools from the increased number of dwellings associated with this development.

With regard to on-site open space, the same principle applies in that additional dwellings will increase the
requirement for on-site open space including sports pitches/playing fields. These will need to be provided in
accordance with adopted local standards.

With regard to proposals put forward | have some concerns;

« The proposed single adult sports pitch shown does not appear to be supported by essential changing
facilities

« Sport England normally discourage single pitch sites in favour of multi-pitch sites where possible as
this will encourage economies of scale with regard to ancillary facilities such as changing pavilions and
car parking.

e There is a reference to part of the public open space pitch provision coming from the proposed primary
school playing fields. Sport England would argue strongly that public open space provision should only
include school sites if a full community use agreement is signed and the site includes adequate public
ancillary facilities such as changing rooms. There is concern regarding the use of a primary school for
this purpose as many head teachers/governors of primary schools are reluctant to sign full community
use agreements to allow the facilities to be used in this way.

Finally, | would like to draw your attention to ‘Active Design’ a guide for developers drawing up masterplans to
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show how sport and physical activity can be successfully integrated into the development proposals. This
RTP! award — nominated guidance (which includes a checklist format to aid use) can be downloaded from the

Sport England website at:

httpiﬂww.sp_oﬂengland.orgﬁn.d_e_xfg:3umuges.!nlﬂnj_ng_tu_r_smrl_fmﬂuagﬂmIa_nning_a'_ctixeﬂd.e;i.gu.htm

| hope these comments are helpful — please contact me on the number shown below should you wish to

discuss the contents further.

Kind Regards,

Philip Raiswell

Senior Planning Manager

Sport England (East)

19 The Crescent

Bedford MK40 2QP

Tel. 0207 273 1824

Email: philip.raiswell@sportengland.org

Planning for sport?
Visit: www.sportengland.org/spatialplanning
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The information contained in this e-mail may be subject to public
disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000.
Additionally, this email and any attachment are confidential and
intended solely for the use of the individual to whom they are
addressed. If you are not the intended recipient, be advised that
you have received this email and any attachment in error, and
that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying, is
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Planning and Performance
SuffOIk Improvement Specialist Support
County Council Function

Strategic Planning and External Funding
Endeavour House

Gold Floor 4

Karen Beech Fp::ﬁeu Romd

Bidwells Suffolk

Trumpington Road IP1 2BX

Cambridge

Gl Enquiries to: Nick Palmer
Tel: 01473 264412
Fax: 01473 216877
Email: Nick. Palmer@resman.suffolkcc.gov.uk
Web: http://mww.suffolk.gov.uk
Your Ref: KB/SW51000002/HR
Our Ref:
Date: 16" March 2009

Dear Karen

North West Haverhill

Thank you for consulting Suffolk County Council on your draft development proposals. We have
sent to St Edmundsbury Borough Council a statement of the County Council's infrastructure
requirements, and | enclose a copy with this letter. For ease of reference, | summarise these
requirements below, having specific regard to the masterplan.

Education

| enclose a copy of a letter from lain Maxwell, Suffolk County Council's Education Officer, which
sets out the County Council's requirements in relation to the planned 1150 houses.

Pre-school provision
A contribution of £500 per dwelling (applicable to all dwellings) is required.
Transport

Alan Newman, the County Council's Development Manager will comment in detail on highways
infrastructure requirements in due course.

Public Transport



The principles of public transport provision are as set out in the enclosed statement. Details of
provision of infrastructure and service frequency will need to be discussed with Simon Curl of
Suffolk County Council. The County Council expects that provision will be made for at least 10
pairs of bus stops through the development area with half of those being provided with high quality
bus shelters and RTPI screens. The County Council will expect that packs will be provided by the
developer to all new residents providing free bus passes between the site and the town centre, and
subsidised bus travel on routes to Bury St Edmunds and Cambridge.

Cycle Routes
Apart from the cross section relating to the spine roads, which shows a dedicated cycle route

alongside the road, we consider that little attention has been given in the document to ensuring a
comprehensive level of cycle access linking to existing facilities.

Public Footpaths

| understand that Patrick Scrivens has written to you separately. In summary, the requirements are
to provide suitable crossing facilities for byway 32 and footpath 1 (at the western end of the relief
road) where these cross the relief road. In addition, a contribution would be required towards
improvements to the existing footpath network which links to this development.

Very Sheltered Housing

It is expected that provision will be required for very sheltered housing, requiring provision of land
and a financial contribution.

Libraries
A contribution of £259.20 per dwelling is required for libraries and archives.
Waste Service

A contribution of £469 per dwelling is required towards waste recycling centres and other
complementary facilities to avoid the need for landfill.

The planning policy basis for the above requirements is contained in the following:

PPS1, PPS3 and PPG13;

Circular 05/2005;

East of England Plan policies T1, T2, T4, T5, T8, T9, T13, WM1, WM2 and WME;
Suffolk Structure Plan saved policies T12 and T14,

St Edmundsbury Local Plan policies DS3, FC1 and T8;

Suffolk SPG on Planning Obligations.

In addition, a number of documents produced by Suffolk County Council in partnership with other
organisations, as set out in the accompanying statement, form material considerations.

| trust this information is of use and look forward to discussing the above in more detail with you as
the proposals are progressed.




Yours faithfully

Nick Palmer
Planning Obligations Policy Manager
Cc Neil McManus




SUBMISSION BY SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL ON s106 PLANNING OBLIGATIONS

NORTH-WEST HAVERHILL

1. In order to assist officers and Councillors on this major development scheme further clarification
is set out below.

2. The development must comply with all relevant Borough-wide policies in their plan. This
includes on the submission of a planning application the Council will, when appropriate, seek the
provision, or payment for all services, facilities and other improvements directly related to the
development. These are commonly called s106 planning obligations.

3. “The Suffolk Story’ is very shortly (going to Full Council on | 1" December 2008) due to replace
‘A Better Way for Suffolk’ as SCC’s strategic framework. Under six themes, it sets out a number
of commitments to be achieved over the medium term and clearly says what SCC will deliver and
how. SCC’s Corporate Plan outlines aims for 2008/09, showing how SCC intends to deliver the
strategic objectives set out in The Suffolk Story. The s106 package for north-west Haverhill will
make a contribution towards these themes, which are

3.1 Grow high value jobs;

3.2 Transform learning and upskill Suffolk;

3.3 Be the greenest county;

3.4 Protect vunerable people and reduce inequalities;

3.5 Get the best out of the Local Government Review for the people of Suffolk; and,
3.6 Deliver great services at exceptional value.

4. Suffolk Strategic Partnership (S5P) www.onesuftolk.co.uk is currently putting together their new
Community Strategy. These are overarching documents which sit at the apex of all strategic and
service plans across Suffolk and which promote a long term vision for improving the economic,
environmental and social well being for the people of Suffolk. The revised strategy will cover the
period 2008-2028.

5. Suffolk’s Local Area Agreement (LAA) 2005-2008 sets out the priorities for a local area agreed
between central Government and a local area (the local authority and Suffolk Strategic
Partnership) and other key stakeholders at the local level. LAAs simplify some central funding,
help join up public services more effectively and allow greater flexibility for local solutions to
local circumstances. Currently a new LAA is being worked up which is likely to be implemented
in June 2008.

6. Suffolk Local Strategic Partnerships (LSPs) have been established as the best way of promoting
the social, economic and environmental well being of local communities. LSPs consist of a range
of public, private, voluntary and community organisations, and the community, working co-
operatively on issues impacting on the local area.

7. Local Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnerships (CDRPs). Suffolk’s seven district and borough
councils are working in partnership with SCC, police, health and education partners, plus
voluntary and community groups to reduce crime and disorder and promote positive behaviour.

8. Creating the Greenest County. The Suffolk Strategic Partnership believes that Suffolk can become
the greenest County in England and is committed to making this ambition a reality. A Statement
of Intent has been produced. Themes and actions will be communicated through the SSP
Community Strategy. Actions will be implemented by organisations across Suffolk.

9, SCC has just published its Environmental Action Plan. The plan details how the County Council
will improve its environmental performance across its services. This will make a significant
contribution to Suffolk, Creating the Greenest County initiative which can be viewed on
www.greensuffolk.org




10. Of particular relevance in SCC’s Environmental Action Plan are the themes of ‘Community
Leadership’ and ‘Property and Energy’. Agreed actions are as follows:

10.1 The County Council will work with district and borough councils to ensure that
environmental issues are fully considered and captured in 5106 legal agreements,
where appropriate.

10.2 In disposing of property consideration will be given to providing the highest
environmental standards.

11. As background all 7 District Councils and the County Council adopted in 1999 Supplementary
Planning Guidance (SPG) on 5106 planning obligations. Planning obligations (or “s106
agreements”) are private agreements negotiated, usually in the context of planning applications,
between local planning authorities and persons with an interest in a piece of land (or
“developers™), and are intended to make acceptable development which would otherwise be
unacceptable in planning terms. For example, planning obligations might be used to preseribe the
nature of a development (e.g. by requiring that a given proportion of housing is affordable); to
secure a contribution from a developer to compensate for loss or damage created by a
development (e.g. loss of open space); or to mitigate a development’s impact (e.g. through
increased public transport provision or increased education provision). The outcome of all three of
these uses of planning obligations should be that the proposed development concerned is made to
accord with published local, regional or national planning policies.

12. The Secretary of State’s policy requires, amongst other factors, that planning obligations are only
sought where they meet all the following tests:

12.1 relevant to planning;

12.2 necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms;

12.3 directly related to the proposed development;

12.4 fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the proposed development; and,
12:5 Reasonable in all other respects.

13. Circular 05/2005 was published by the Government in July 2005 which provides revised guidance
on the negotiation of planning obligations under section 106 of the Town and Country Planning
Act 1990 for all planning authorities. This was further reinforced by the Department for
Communities and Local Government publication in 2006 called ‘Planning Obligations: Practice
Guidance’. In addition reference should also be made to Planning Policy Statement 1: Delivering
Sustainable Development.

14, The Audit Commission produced a report on 03 August 2006 called ‘Securing community
benefits through the planning process’ which can be viewed on www.audit-commission.gov.uk
The report summarises the findings of Audit Commission research looking at how effectively
councils use planning obligations to deliver sustainable development and how they could improve
their performance.

15. Education. This major scheme will have an impact on primary, middle, upper & sixth form
education provision. The existing SPG sets out how education provision will be assessed in
connection with new development proposals. My colleague lain Maxwell will work with us to
assess and determine the actual impact and needs.

16. The County Council uses cost multipliers provided by the Department for Children, Schools and
Families (DCSF) which are updated annually on 1" April in each year,

17. The existing SPG on planning obligations under paragraph 5.5.4 states that "Where the scale of
development is sufficient in itself to justify a new school the developer will be expected to
provide the site free of charge in addition to the contribution referred to above". This development
requires a new primary school and in this connection a free, fully serviced before construction
commences, rectangular, level & free of contamination minimum 4 acre (1.62 hectares) site will
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26.

be transferred freehold with unencumbered interest to Suffolk County Council. The current
estimated minimum £4 million cost of building a new primary school (based on the recently
completed 210 place school at Rendlesham).

. On 01 December 2006 the Policy Development Panel leading the review of school organisation in

Suffolk agreed to recommend to SCC’s Cabinet that the County Council should adopt a single
system of 2 tier schools. This recommendation was endorsed by Cabinet on 16 January 2007 and
agreed at the Full County Council meeting on 22 March 2007, Currently detailed work on the
School Organisation Review (SOR) is being undertaken about the pattern of education in any one
area. It will be a number of years before any changes take effect as a result of the review but there
will continue to be a need for contributions towards education provision in this area.

In order to provide a benchmark comparison on education contributions it is worthwhile looking
at the approach Norfolk County Council (NCC) adopt in similar situations, which is almost
identical to SCC’s approach. Firstly, NCC time limit information etc on 5106 issues provided to
local planning authorities and/or applicants to 3 months. Norfolk County Council (in line with
other Local Authorities across the Eastern Region) does not exclude affordable housing from
education calculations. On the level of education contributions, NCC seek an average contribution
based on 2007/08 figures of £5,990 per dwelling for smaller schemes (£453 for nursery, £2,737
for primary, £2,305 for upper & £495 for sixth) where extensions to existing schools are required.
A major development proposal of this size will trigger the need for a new 210 place primary
school for which NCC seeks a free school site & full build cost (currently estimated to be in range
of £4-£5 million). For the purpose of a new primary school the typical threshold needed to justify
a new school is between 500 — 1,000 new dwellings. This gives an average contribution based on
2007/08 figures of £10,828 per dwelling (£453 for nursery, £7,143 for primary (assuming £5
million capital cost over 700 dwellings), £2,737 for upper & £495 for sixth).

In summary the combined impact on education provision as a direct result of this major
development is the need for a new primary school and additional places to cater for middle, upper
& sixth form provision. The estimated total cost to the Local Authority (LA) is a new primary
school site (free, fully serviced before construction commences, rectangular, level & free of
contamination minimum 4 acre site to Suffolk County Council) and a contribution towards capital
costs, and middle school, upper school & sixth form contributions.

Pre-school provision. We seek a standard contribution of £500 per dwelling,

Transport issues. This is being co-ordinated by colleagues in the County Council’s Development
& Built Environment Section. A robust Transport Assessment will be required to be completed by
the developer(s) which will take into account recent DfT guidance issued in March 2007. Issues
will include travel plan, pedestrian & cycle provision and highway provision (both on-site and
off-site). Will be dealt with via section 106, section 38 and section 278.

Strategic Transport Infrastructure. A sum to be agreed to be provided as a contribution
towards the provision of new transport infrastructure across Haverhill in order to mitigate the
wider impact of the proposed development. This will be linked to the Transport Assessment.

SCC Footpaths. Contribution to be assessed to fund off-site works to improve rights of way and
create safe links from the development to them.

Public Transport. As a general principle we would expect public transport contributions we are
seeking to be included in the 5106 agreement and contributions payable direct to Suffolk County
Council. Ideally a bus route should be identified through the new development and to the town
centre by consultation with the relevant network planner prior to the main building works
commencing.

In order to support the enhanced new bus service the County Council will identify & upgrade
existing major bus stops between the new development and Haverhill town centre to provide
DDA compliant platform kerbing and paving. We would anticipate that on-site bus shelters with
DDA compliant kerbing (and lay-bys if deemed appropriate, once road layout has been finalised)
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will be provided at the developers cost via planning conditions. In this connection if the bus
shelters are constructed to SCC specification by the developers then SCC would assume
responsibility for future maintenance liabilities. If the bus shelters are not constructed to SCC
standards by the developer then future maintenance liabilities would fall on either the developer
or the Parish Council (responsibility must be made clear in the s106 document). Real time
passenger information (RTPI) screens (£7,000 each) would be supplied to key locations
throughout the development. To support this 'bus kits' (£4,000 each) to interface with the RTPI
will be required.

Minimum service conditions that need to be included in the s106 agreement are as follows:

27.1 20 minute service frequency between the new development and Haverhill town
centre, 7am to 7pm Monday to Saturday inclusive. A reduced frequency in the
evenings & on Sundays.

212 Minimum 30 seat vehicle.

27.3 Service to be supported for 5 years from a start date to be agreed but with the
principle that the intention is to create a high quality public transport service from the
outset of the development to encourage new residents to use this mode of transport
rather than the car. In this connection it is suggested that 2 free annual bus passes
(with photo card to prevent misuse) are given to new residents in each new dwelling
in a 'welcome pack' in order to encourage them to take up sustainable travel.

SCC & SEBC will need to work closely on the drafting of suitable clauses to be included in the
s106 agreement and planning conditions.

Very Sheltered Housing. The existing SPG on planning obligations under paragraph 3.1 states
“Advice on the need for affordable housing is given in Circular 06/98 and policies relating to its
provision are set out in Local Plans. LPA’s will seek to achieve a mix and balance of dwelling
types to cater for a range of housing needs. This mix and balance will vary across the County
depending on the requirements of a local community”.

Very Sheltered Housing (VSH) falls under the broad definition of affordable housing and is part
of the Supported Housing agenda which involves close partnership working between the PCT’s,
District Councils and County Council. The local and national demographic trend is that we are
faced with an ageing population which is placing severe & extremely challenging pressures on
service providers,

Coupled with this, it is increasingly the case that older people do not want to move into residential
care. Historically this move is undertaken when people have care and support needs, but now
people wish 1o receive care and support in their own homes. VSH provides a service which can
not be delivered to individuals living in their family homes as many have very complex care
requirements and a need for access to 24 care and support.

For the last 10 years the Borough Council and County Council with partners have pursued a
policy of enabling older people to stay in their own homes. This is as a direct consequence of
consulting older people about the type of service they want. Their response gave us clear
indicators that most people prefer supported housing and care to residential care services. The
move from previous home (be it family home or sheltered housing) is usually triggered by one of
the following reasons:

32.1 The need for night care and support;

322 A care package that is so complex that it is not possible and/or affordable to deliver it
through domiciliary care services;

323 A risk assessment (usually for older people with physical or mental frailty) that
requires access to 24/7 ‘on site’ care and support.

Very Sheltered Housing can and does meet all these needs.
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Borough Council housing officers need to work closely with County Council Adult &
Community Services officers in order to assess local need and demand. It js considered that there
is a significant deficit of VSH provision in Haverhill and the surrounding area, particularly rented
and shared equity accommodation. The VSH must comply with the Suffolk Very Sheltered
Design & Management Guide.

Libraries. We seck a standard contribution of £90 per person, the basis of which was developed
by the South East Museum, Library and Archive Council but is now extended to a National

Libraries tariff. Source: www.mlasuuthcast.nrg,uk

The Library service is statutory (1964 Public Libraries and Museums Act), and is required to
provide a comprehensive and efficient service for all residents and persons working in Suffolk.
This statutory function is articulated by central Government through Public Library Service
Standards. The contributions for the Libraries, Archives and Information service (LAI) will be
used flexibly to make provision locally (within or near to new developments), and/or as part of
larger town centre facilities, or in accordance with service strategy. The exact nature of new
facilities will be subject to service strategy and the prevailing local circumstances.

The Home Library Service is currently run of behalf of LAI by the WRVS which provides a
valuable part in supporting house-bound and older people in their own homes.

Some working assumptions on the libraries element:
38.1 Minimum standard of 30 sq metres of new library space per 1,000 population.

382 Construction and initial equipment cost of £3,000 per sq metre (based on RICS
quarterly review of Building Prices but excluding land costs),

383 This gives a cost of (30 x £3,000) = £90,000 per 1,000 people or £90 per person.

38.4 Assumed occupancy of 2.4 persons per dwelling (regional average house occupancy).

Archives. We seek a standard contribution of £18 per person, the basis of which was developed
by the South East Museum, Library and Archive Council,

The contributions for the Libraries, Archives and Information service (LAI) will be used flexibly
to make provision locally (within or near to new developments), and/or as part of larger town
centre facilities, or in accordance with service strategy. The exact nature of new facilities will be
subject to service strategy and the prevailing local circumstances,

Some working assumptions on the Archives element:
41.1 Minimum standard of 5 sq metres of new archives space per 1,000 population.

4]1.2 Construction and initial equipment cost of £3,600 per sq metre (based on RICS
quarterly review of Building Prices but excluding land costs).

41.3 This gives a cost of (5 x £3,600) = £18,000 per 1,000 people or £18 per person.
41.4 Assumed occupancy of 2.4 persons per dwelling (regional average house occupancy).
Waste Service. We seek a standard contribution of £469 per dwelling,

The Borough Council is the waste collection authority (WCA) and the County Council is the
waste disposal authority (WDA).

The Landfill Allowance Trading Scheme (LATS) introduces significant and innovative changes
in waste policy and practice for the diversion of biodegradable municipal waste from landfill. It is
intended to provide a cost effective way of enabling England to meet its targets for reducing the
land filling of biodegradable municipal waste under Article 5(2) of the EC Landfill Directive, The
UK is required to reduce the amount of biodegradable waste it sends to landfill, in order to
prevent or reduce as far as possible the negative effects of land filling waste on the environment
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and human health. The County Council is faced with severe pressures to move away from its
reliance on sending waste to landfill and the contribution sought has 2 elements to it which are:

44.1 Household waste recycling centre (HWRC). 18 existing sites in Suffolk serving
307,000 households, so each HWRC serves an average of 17,055 households. A new
HWRC costs in the region of £1.5 million to construct (not including the land
purchase costs), therefore £1.5m for 17,055 households = £87.95 per household for
HWRC provision,

44.2 Contribution towards new technology/facility as an alternative to landfill. | x Energy
from Waste (EfW) plant processing about 250,000 tonnes residual waste - capital cost
£105 million and 3 Transfer Stations with land purchase - capital cost £12 million.
Based on dwelling number of 307,000 then average capital share per household would
be £381.

The Waste Collection Authority (WCA) will need to make an application for any capital costs
associated with the provision of collection services to new households (for example additional
collection vehicles, the provision of wheelie bins, bring facilities (bottle banks etc), depots, street
cleansing equipment etc.).

Suffolk PCT. There are clear links with SCC such as via the Suffolk Strategic Partnership,
Suffolk’s Local Strategic Partnerships and the Health Scrutiny Committee. As part of the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) the impact of the development proposals on Socio-
Economic issues must be fully considered and appropriate mitigation measures put in place.

Suffolk Constabulary. There are clear links with SCC such as via the Local Crime and Disorder
Reduction Partnerships. Community safety, crime prevention and the impact of major
developments on the police are material planning considerations. Section 17 of the Crime and
Disorder Act 1998 stipulates that local authorities are required to demonstrate a commitment to
the reduction of crime and disorder in the delivery of all their services. Suffolk Constabulary has a
responsibility, on behalf of the community it serves, to raise concerns about the adverse impact a
development may have on existing police resources. Where appropriate Suffolk Constabulary will
seek developer contributions to ensure that the existing standard of policing is not adversely
affected by the proposed development.

In summary the north-west Haverhill scheme is a major development proposal and, as such, there
is the need to fully mitigate the impact & compensate for loss or damage caused by these major
development proposals by the use of appropriate 5106 planning obligations. To not do so will
leave the local community with inadequate infrastructure and/or service provision which does not
support the principle of sustainable development and will have a negative impact & leave a lasting
legacy. The contributions sought are entirely consistent with current Policy and Best Practice as
set out in the existing Supplementary Planning Guidance on 5106 planning obligations, Circular
05/05, s106 Best Practice Guidance, PPS1 and SEBC Local Plans and meet all the necessary tests.
In addition this links with The Suffolk Story, Suffolk’s Strategic Partnership, Suffolk’s
Community Strategy, Suffolk’s Local Strategic Partnership and Suffolk’s Crime and Disorder
Reduction Partnerships.

The supporting information and financial figures contained in this report are time limited and will
be fully reviewed and updated, as appropriate, on 01 April 2009. If the s106 package is not agreed
within 6 months then SCC reserves the right to completely withdraw its current offer and re-
negotiate a new 5106 package.

Following any agreement reached on the 5106 package SCC will time limit the completion of a
signed, sealed & delivered s106 legal agreement to a maximum period of 6 months. SCC will
require an undertaking for the reimbursement of its own legal costs, whether or not the matter
proceeds to completion.

We request that this note containing supporting information is fully considered and supported by
St Edmundsbury Borough Council, as the local planning authority.



Table 1.

Summary of 5106 infrastructure contributions per dwelling.

Contributions (£) per dwelling based on ? dwellings

Pre-school provision (excludes
affordable housing in
calculations)

Education provision ages 5-18.
Plus free school site (4 acres).

Highways off-site works (need
to estimate value of in-kind
works to be carried out by
developer)

Strategic transport infrastructure

Public rights of way

Public transport

Libraries

Archives

Waste

PCT

Police

Total

MNeil McManus

Corporate Development Contributions Co-ordinator
Planning & Performance Specialist Support Function

Suffolk County Council
Version 1 (02.12.08)
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| HaverHill - NW Haverhl Relief Road

Page 1

From: "Gower, Anng" <Anne.Gower@stedsbec.gov.uk=>
To: haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: Mon, Mar 16, 2009 9:52 am

Subject: NW Haverhill Relief Road

Thank you for sending me the relief road additional details.
| have two queries:

1) The Northern end of Brickfields drive seems to be twice as close to the proposed road as the
northern side of Masons Close - will the verges be higher near Brickfields road to minimise noise etc?
2) It says that the road will have a 2.5m minimum verge - | am assuming that this is where the road is
furthest away from houses and that it will be higher nearer the houses - can you let me know what the
maximum verge height is anticipated to be? | am slightly concerned about the visibility of the road on
the higher ground.

Anne

Councillor Anne Gower
Haverhill North

Tel: 01440 706402
Mobile: 07837 755601

ArAAER AR AR EE e i its sttt B n R bR L L]
This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed.

If you are not the intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any
use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited.

If you have received this email in error please contact the Sender.

This footnote confirms that this email message has been swept for the presence of computer viruses
and content security threats.

WARNING: Although the Council has taken reasonable precautions to ensure no viruses are present

in this email, the Council cannot accept responsibility for any loss or damage arising from the use of

------------------------------- LR ---n-“"q‘:t._S-E_B- _
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Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk YW R e,
Bidwolls Plann BIDWELLS
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Cambridge

CB29LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your commenis, name and address delails may be given to S5t Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this,




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

_J_-;;}.;:-_ SN
Py NN

Your Details:
Title M . Initial ‘b Sumame G;EME“E-HELH g : :
youa: [7 Local Resident
Address ... SHHAGGS W WE“‘-’F“\ .......
..... HANERMCC [J Councillor (please specify)
................................................................................... Fanshlf DlSll'lct
Postcode  .C%. 1. 138
Please give your views on.the proposals. ........ =220 nSC . ms eSS dD ,,,,,,,,,,
Ao Haleg Lan @ S
HBEQ M enmmn eSS Sadkes
o e mﬁﬂi}ﬂalts--‘ ...... =S NS\ anSenys ey GO = e conts
O e I I (SR N PN o Sheorzt SR . - 20T S ~5 3
b"""\fuﬁ"h\ .......... Q5SS o 6
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 18th March by no later than S5pm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwells Planning Team ol s bouk BIDWELLS
D b www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk
Cambridge
CB2 8LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Title M nitial E.'? Suiname Lriupcw Are you a: §F Local Resident

Address I 1 ) O P B T PP A
......... TRERMPIOE. L i O Councillor (please specify)
................ W‘H“'lﬁﬂ-ﬁ'r‘gl—ﬂ_ Parish / District

Postcode ... Ceyapy

SPRCES. WY peatnEaTion ARTAN. L1 CERIMAL. IS A b 1B
TJe. BAYE. A enAB IR ReAD. Do SonT AN IRE REVIZLeRE EaT ..

Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than S5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th

2009 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk 13 l l—) \\H F I 1 ,\

Bidwell House
Trumpington Road
Cambridge
CB29LD

www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your detalls you agree to this,




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Title MR... witiat M. symame . DQC{»S ,,,,,,,,, Are you a: Q/,_m, Resident
Address 83{&“’ € r.‘l.E._.. s G{., ...........

Halbepkil...... St LEANE .o O Councilor (please specify)

................................................................................... Paﬁshri D}Siﬁl:t
Postcode Lﬁcf C] Pl K 9

° -

Please give your views on the proposals. Lumki Ahee. bﬁ. A el S[CLQE'{_ 2 = s
vehualss - uﬂoﬁ...ﬂnm 1A, ..o Scl«@gi. acce ,m&mm .
..Gmfﬁ.[, oniL.. [czm..n. ..... m..;,s ....... (AL .. CMlA,.. g
B . o mphﬁaﬁmﬁ; ..... -Qaﬂmi_‘ ....... cj. ,,,,,, ;]( [ Wt 4 m? .............................
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwell House : e
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk
Cambridge
CB29LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your datails will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your detalls you agree to this.




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

T
R S
Wy

Your Details:

TIH‘E ﬁf S A |I"iilia| 5.... Sumam .LJM.Q}J.K.."-...." Are ]I'DU a E/Lccal Re.sident
Address '
[0 Councillor (please specify)
Parish / District
Postcode ..ccecciinne
Please give your views on the proposals. ... B o R R R R AT S R R R LR
........... WJLM vt QUL aned  bha howses . Cineleidh.... Shewdd. .. lze..

Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th

2009 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk ls I l-) \\r F ] [ h
Bidwell House CoE e
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Cambridge

CB2 9LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Barough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this,




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Title w Initial . {2.. Sumame eﬁgﬂe"‘\ ............ Are you a: Mm| Resident
Address W20, Aneciass..... = S
............. o T N TP O Councillor (please specify)
................................................................................... FEHShJ’ Dlsu’lﬂt
Postcode SBh.oma
Please give your views on the proposals. ...l 5. =00 %C‘%‘C’Pﬂr r‘mr;::iL.m\B—S .....................
G PECEETHEDnh. @:z ............ b2 M . DR SR RTINS
e = P Wl e L N OO OO OOU OSSO
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwells Planning Team Haverhlll@bidwalls.cu.uk i . ":_I.-" = .
Bidwels lar BIDWELLS
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk
Cambridge
cB2 9LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your commenis, name and address details may be given to 5t Edmundsbury Borough Council, Your details will not be
passed on o any third parties. By giving us your detalls you agree to this.




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:

Title B2, hIn'tt‘laI ........ Surname :Dﬁf_fﬁﬂﬁﬁ ....... Are you a: E/L:n::al Resident

Address . GANWLCH. GreSE.
B ANERY s [0 Councillor (please specify)
................................................................................... Parishf Distﬂct

Postcode CBA. 3%

Please give your views on the proposals. "{';).\'&6%&:? LN

Crax. Sease. haoRS.. S \rmn\:m%;:;mmg&wb .......
m&wmhwﬁ-bw\me_ vrxed Mook, Vae e Tt
m&.\eﬂ?nm_mm"a\axj‘ ..... wmﬁmne,&a\énﬁp?\mmﬂ ..............
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than S5pm on Thursday 18th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th

2008 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk l} l l ) \\r 'lj I I ,\
Bidwell House - AR
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Cambridge

CB29LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to 5t Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Ti“E %mame -,,L—--lmﬁ.d L niE Ar'B yuu a: Mmm[ Residant
Address L Vo N
WAL [J Councillor (please specify)
................................................................................... Panshjf D|5m¢t

Postcode CBqDG H .
Please gwE your views on the proposals. iWMIL’MW&LYM ...........................

Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th

2008 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk l; ] l ) \\ F ] ] %
Bidwell House i Ba Ran)
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Cambridge

CB2 9LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Title SO% initial .2 sumame . SSAA TS Are you a: [3—tocal Resident
Address ot ST S . oo = oSO o~ o
e N IR YA S O Coundillor (please specify)
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, :::? “"\?(:‘:"‘-'“’— Parish / District
Postcode SR A%
Please give your views on the proposals. ... .S .. o D R R A S0 T e s
=Y B Y NS, N T R i 0 N B Mmasisssiios =t T X 0 — W
R P R M A LS S A SN TR e A D I EERER. SR SRINTED .
...... PO iSRG AT TaE L SERreE L IS LE L 2L T RS RS
SAES L ENSR R LS Doces OETS aSwy Vs yaefmEn . S22 0
B R L b o S S R e A A e SRR
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk li [ l ) \\ l:' l I .\*
Bidwell House < A Rk
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk
Cambridge
CB2 9LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address detalls may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this,




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

; T
oA L TR, ) el
e P A
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ey N, St e e -,"7-“]::";_.-. F,

Your Details:

Title Are ; E/L | Resident
you a: ocal Residen

Address e WG = = SR e U | SR,

[0 Councillor (please specify)

Parish / District

e YCHS. 1S AD2ONNCRONE ..
aadEn...... oLy o ked Covs. on.the. e otk ess
e CES.
= e fecammend...
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than Spm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk I} l l_) WEILLS
i Il H - 'y S TS
‘?ﬁ:?:ingln:nsaoad www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk
Cambridge
CB29LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to 5t Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.
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HaverHill - North West Haverhill

——_—__“

From: S Cayzar <s.cayzar@sky.com>
To: <Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>
Date: 21/02/2009 20:04
Subject: North West Haverhill

I was unable to attend the public exhibition on Friday and Saturday re the masterplan for North West
Haverhill and just had some questions regarding the site that i would be grateful if you could answer
as i cannot seem to get onto the website address either. I live at 44 Brickfileds Drive ( Plot 226
Meadowlands) and just have some concerns over the road.

1. The distance from my property to the road?

2. The speed limit on the road?

3. It looks like there will be an open space between our property and the road - i cannot really tell
from the plans - what will this open space be used for and will it be accessible - my concern is for the
very large numbers of young children on the estate & how easy it will be to get near a possibly

fast road?

4. There doesn't seem to be much of a buffer planned between the road and the existing housing
development - what will the view will be like and what will the noise levels be like?

I look forward to your reply
Yours Sincerely

Charmaine Cayzer

file://C:\Documents and Settings\hnotay\Local Settings\Temp\GW }00001.HTM 23/02/2009




From: <jwarb@hotmail.com>

To: jwarb@hotmail. com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Sat, Feb 21, 2009 1:51 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: J

Surname: WARBURTON

Address: 7 HAVERHILL ROAD

LITTLE WRATTING

Postcode: CBS 7UD

Comments: The amount of traffic using Haverhill Road Little Wratting will increase. It is already difficult
and dangerous to cross the road. Exit from our driveway onto the main road will be slow and
dangerous. The amount of traffic noise and vibration through the road into the house will increase.
What can be done about this. How will the traffic flow be managed? Property prices will drop for our
property, how will this be compensated for? Who will want to buy and/or live in a house facing an even
more busy and noisy road?

e-mail: jwarb@hotmail.com

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 48

submit_y. 11
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From: =Jessonhome@tiscali.co.uk>

To: Jessonhome@tiscali.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Sat, Feb 21, 2009 1:31 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: K

Sumame: Jesson

Address: 17, Moneypiece Close,

Haverhill

Postcode: CBY 9NP

Comments: 1. Currently people in existing developments use the open land for recreation (walks and
to walk the dog). Need to ensure ready access remains for people to continue to enjoy the area which
they have been using for many years.

2. Hedges exist at back of existing properties on the southern side of the development. These
contain much variety of wildlife as currently backs on to open fields. Many varieties of birds are seen
from sparrows to woodpeckers via various tits and finches. | would like to see a Greenland margin
between the existing hedge and the shared surface. The Masterplan document refers to ecology ad
biodiversity and existing hedgerows to remain.

3 There is a Green Lane in the Masterplan document running along the edge of this hedge. |
would like to see the depth of the hedge increased (hedges reinforced) to give a) existing houses
privacy from houses that will overlook them, and b) to provide an environment that will limit the effect
on the existing wildlife.

4, A street is planned on the Eastern boundary below Ann Sutcliffe Road. As there is a large
hedge along this boundary with existing properties on the other side of the hedge, | would like to see
this street be a Green Lane similar to that on the southern part of the development. This to maintain as
best as possible the existing ecology and biodiversity of that hedgerow.

5. Runoff water from the existing field (which is a hill) is a problem for the existing houses at the
southern edge of the development (Moneypiece close). These houses have been built on a level with
the bottom of the ditch which runs along the southern edge of the field. This means that the water
table is level with the lawn surface in winter and only about a foot below in the summer.

At the Bidwells exhibition on the 21st Feb we met locals who said that when the houses in Moneypiece
Close were built they demolished the field drain. Hence, the houses at the edge of the field have such
a high water table. Haverhill council have done nothing about this situation although they knew about
it. As we purchased our house in Moneypiece Close a year ago no mention was made of the high
water table in the council searches carried out by our solicitor. Now is the time to correct the situation.

Having a pond in the position shown in the masterplan document seems to recognise that there is a
potential problem at that part of the development. My concern is the size of the pond and its
construction. The pond needs to be large enough to capture all the water running off the field (hill)
including the springs that are seen at the bottom of the hill. Masterplan document shows and refers to
a pond that seems to be too small.

| have concerns with the construction of the pond whose level should NEVER be higher than that of
the gardens in the existing properties in Moneypiece Close otherwise there will be a risk of flooding
these properties. | suggest the Maximum level be well below that of the gardens.

6. Note should be taken that the vision statement states that there will be provision for
sustainable drainage.

Fif | am concerned that 3 and 4 story buildings will dominate existing properties. There should be
graduation of the height of properties away from existing buildings.

8. | am concerned that the bypass will only be lightly sunken. This bypass will produce a lot of
noise. The Southern bypass has risen banks and the noise is obtrusive for those living several roads
away from it.



j Have_rlll?rl FeedbaE:EF_arﬁ'l_ resu-lt_s-i_

As the proposed northern bypass is high on the hill noise will be heard over a large part of the
countryside and Haverhill. | therefore believe the bypass should be deeply sunken so that noise can
be limited. Also, it would remove the site of moving traffic from the existing countryside. Lighting
pollution may also be of concern which would be minimised by the type of lighting and sinking the road
deeply.

8. Car parking for only 1.5 cars per family | believe is insufficient. Most working families have 2
cars to commute to work and if offspring are working then it is likely they will also have a car. Provision
for company cars and/or white van (self employed) should also be made. Parking for more than 2 cars
per family would reduce the inevitable parking difficulties experienced in other parts of Haverhill. It
must be noted that most people do not work in Haverhill or on the bus route to Cambridge.

10. In the central plaza, will there be pubs with flats over as in the plazas in Chalkstone and
Clements? These have turned into urban ghettos. Rubbish accumulates and is an unpleasant
environment. | understand there may be personal safety considerations (intimidation by groups,
rubbish lying about etc). Lessons from these developments and other plazaA¢a,~a,¢s in Haverhill and
elsewhere should be learnt.

e-mail: Jessonhome@tiscali.co.uk
type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 13

submit_y: 10
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From: <tradman@tiscali.co.uk=>

To: tradman@tiscali.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Fri, Feb 20, 2009 6:17 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: K J

Surname: Humphrey

Address: 4 Moneypiece Close

Postcode: ch9 9np

Comments: Looks goed, the by-pass would be a great asset for the town, but their is little work in
Haverhill and the 1307 cannot take the extra traffic, what provision had been made to address these
two problems?

e-mail: tradman@tiscali.co.uk

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 14

submit_y: 7



North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Tilg: e initial W... sumame Gesnettr......... ek ol Rk
Address '—H-h.!?u.ﬁm ...... Aole
............................. o V2077 V1 1, [0 Councillor (please specify)
................................................................................... Parish-]' Distﬁm
Postcode e .DDJ.-
Please give your views on the proposals. ..N.Q..... conSichevaknin ... ‘{'W ........ Ahe.... thmﬂd% ...........
LBogoa. Ak, 00.... 0% ... Lpak.... ... pAowg.... aa..... ot a...... el diYance. .
Lana....ank...... gmﬁ&n..,,.nfpm.u_ ....... aa.. AN nesu...... deuelepement. De...... bm‘@kﬂ:....nm?
Bease.... vadude...... footudS...... k... a4 cle o MOLIRL...... Axo alh.. kA He e
LOevelepmede...o.... (Y. Dol . NoRXE........ .Md......he..,,ﬂxzcd ........ as......(2 oyfua.... Halb ...
9k A O L1 Dotk c0aMg. Ane SuMlidg .. ead.. k. 4. Lhadks seob -
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:

; ; Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk - -y \
Siawel Howse R BIDWELLS
Trumpington Road
Cambridge
CB2 9LD

www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Diata will be held by Bidwells, Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this,




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Title ﬂ-& ..... Initial ’? Sumame w&j\-ﬂﬁ Are you a: [ﬂ/Ln-cal Resident
Address ..o Y. ROMELE.. SlOBn.

.................. HAYERH S hihhre O Councillor (please specify)

................................................................................... par'lshlf DiSlI‘id
Postcode .C..ﬁ_?,...ﬂéé
Please give your views on the proposals. .....'I.....M.Q.M.a.‘pﬂ.....,#,.I...ff,g:-:,,,:fﬁﬁ.'....ﬂgd..ﬁﬂ.dﬁﬁaﬂé...ﬂé@
... [ NIDEMED. ... T TRKE... Tt EXTRA. Y oMU ME...0 f... TMRTH ...
R L WS LG SR 0] THE... PROLOBED. .. fpo B IM L. DEY b HEA ...
MM AUEGR... COMNEH . PR S T PEAN T .. TRERS... THE. B LMK L.
UM B TUE CRGELL..... FREAL... BhoM .. AU BdCMlst M ROAP..........
T T YL MM B Tl TR NSO T e TREG RS i
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
2008 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwells PI ina Te Haverhlll@bldwa’lls.ca.uk i TR 1
Elfwets Mianakng Toow BIDWELLS
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk
Cambridge
CB2 9LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.
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From: <fox.russell@tiscali.co.uk>

To: fox.russell@tiscali.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Tue, Feb 24, 2009 11:24 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial; R

Surname: Fox

Address: 4 Chase Close

Postcode: cb9 Oef

Comments: Hi, On the Positive side my wife and |, like the parks, places for children to play. As a
disabled person i hope these walks and paths will be wheelchair friendly, if not everywhere at least
partially.

We both agree with the idea of a school with a local centre and hope that includes some shops and
even a pub would be nice to help nuture a sense of community.

We have a few concermns, the number of flats seems to high, certainly went you note the number of
new flats built in the town recently which remain empty. The town seems to be crying out for houses
for first time buyers and families, not flats.

however 40% "affordable housing' (Council houses) seems again to high, my concern would be the
remaining houses would be deemed undesirable and therefore left unsold or neglected, bringing down
the whole estate and area.

concerns remain surrounding Rat runs and we would like you to ensure measure are taken to reduce
this possibilty, for example automatic bollards which were mentioned at the public exhibition.
Currently traffic noise is none existent, we understand this will not be the case in the future but hope
you make every endeavour to keep the levels to a minimum using bankings and other techniques
available to you.

The turning from Ann Suckling on to Wratting Road is not the easiest at the moment with poor visbility
when looking down the hill. With the increase of traffic using this junction we believe this could
become a accident blackspot. We would therefore reccommend traffic lights which only work when a
car wishes to turn or a mini roundabout.

Finally, again due to the increase in traffic using Ann Suckling and the parks, paths in the area we
would suggest some pedestrian crossing to allow children and families to cross in a safe manner.

| hope these point are taken on board in the spirit they are given and we would be happy to discuss in
details any questions you may have.

Many thanks

Russell and Janette Fox
e-mail: fox.russell@tiscali.co.uk
type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 17
submit_y: 10



HaverHill - _FE'E:l:'r_baGk Form results Page 1

From: <Kittencrumble1998@googlemail.com=>

To: Kittencrumble1998@googlemail.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk;
haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: Wed, Feb 25, 2009 1:33 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mrs

Initial: S

Surname: Tanner

Address: 4 Falklands Road

Haverhill

Suffolk

Postcode; CBS OEA

Comments: Whilst we appreciate that growth in Haverhill is in-evitable and a sign of the times, our
concerns lay with the amount of traffic that will be using Anne Sucking Way to feed into the new
properties. It is already used as a race track by some vehicles, and we fear this will only get worse.

What traffic calming measures will be put in place?
Thanks

e-mail; Kittencrumble1998@googlemail.com
type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 10
submit_y: 13



North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Title ﬁ:f Initial ﬁ? .. Surname WLl A Areyoua: [ Local Resident
Address T ] 2= | o A

............... U= 5 8 ol erboenr RSO OO [0 Councillor (please specify)

3 1:'._ i‘_.l

sresston jﬁf""ﬁf{ ............................................... Parish / District
Postcode 6*¢T’i”*‘?“}
Please give your views on the proposals. J?t—xé—.?rf’}"rﬂ:%?f ....... £ f:;"f‘,c;?‘_? ..... { Tg{gu‘ii. ,,,,, THEE ...
............ Bl 0 F.. THE. TRAFE (¢ [Pk, THE. BusPuda. el T HE. HELTES.

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

Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
20089 to: March 2009 to:
i i Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk B o )
Bidwells Planning Team X/ H
Bidvels Plae BIDWELLS
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk
Cambridge
CB29LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties, By giving us your details you agree to this.




File Note BIDWELLS

Client: Morth West Haverhill Consortium
Maorth West Haverhill SW51000002 — Call from Mrs Kurl of 49 Fulcrums
Project: Road
Date: 25 February 2009
Trumpington Road
Cambridge CB2 9LD
{: 01223 841841
f: 01223 B45150
bidwells.co.uk
Description Action
1 Local Centre is too close to Fulerums Road.
2 Local Centre will attract youths 'hanging around'.
3 Were promised that there would be a landscape buffer between the edge

of existing gardens and new development — masterplan shows a road and
then housing. Council have gone back on their word,

4 There should be no housing until the BOAT /bridleway.

5 Concerned about outlock — area behind the existing houses is sloping
upwards and houses are planned on this land.

6 Concerned about drainage due to land sloping downwards towards the
existing dwellings.

KB
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HaverHill - north west haverhill plans
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From: Lydia Wiffen <lydiaw21@hotmail.com>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>
Date: 27/02/2009 14:42
Subject: north west haverhill plans

Dear Sir/Madame

I am writing to express my thoughts and concerns regarding the project to expand the north
west of haverhill.

After visiting your public exhibition (which I appreciated taking place as part of your process of
bringing plans together) 1 felt there were many points I would have liked to raise had I felt
bolder and more willing to speak my mind.

Please take the time to read through this email carefully.

It concerns me very much that throughout England, there continues to be huge plans to expand
and build on green unspoilt land. Nobody seems to appreciate the countryside we have and in
the future there will be regrets.

But, I realise that you are within the building trade and that is your sole aim to make a profit
from this. More specific to Haverhill there are many reasons why I feel your planning should
NOT go ahead.

-Firstly, in the current economic climate this is a ridiculous idea. Many cannot afford mortages
and this problem is not clearing up quickly.

-There is a greater risk of flooding...we already have a problem with this on the road out of
Haverhill towards Bury St Edmunds and building on a large area of land is only going to
increase this risk. In fact there are issues with this throughout the UK and it all boils down to he
fact that England is having an increase of concrete put down to build houses on...... fairly
common sense I would say, but nobody is doing anything about this other than carrying on with
their building.

-Haverhill is a town that has expanded enormously in the last few years BUT.....only in terms of
housing. What is the point of having a town full of houses but with limited adequate facilities in
terms of shops for younger people, activities and jobs? The majority of people have to travel to
Cambridge or Bury to work & shop. It does not make sense....if a town is to expand, it needs to
expand in all areas. Obviousely I realise, recently there have been efforts to address this i.e. a
new cinema complex with restaurants has been built, and there will be soon be a new tesco's,
but this needs to continue within the town. I have not got a problem with developement on
sites within Haverhill that are currently waste land or need re-development.

-Increased traffic on the A1307-this is an underestimated problem, and one that is just being
accepted as "the norm". Everyone who travels on this road during rush hour spends most of
their journey sitting in queues of traffic and crawling along at low speeds. Building more houses
will only make this more problematic.

-The area that is to be built on is land that is currently enjoyed by many for walking and
relaxation. It is a privalege that many have which is on their doorstep and this enjoyment of
walking in nearby countryside with friends and family, or to take dogs for a walk will be lost.
You may count this a trivial matter, but the plans to substitute this (i.e. maintaining some
country walkways/greenery and providing a football pitch) will NOT make up for this. I feel very
strongly about this. The plans that I saw last friday at your exhibition made me want to move
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out of Haverhill. Although you show a wildlife area which is to be kept for conservation....THIS
IS NOT ENOUGH. Neither does walking under a subway to get to the countryside appeal to me
either...a small footbridge would be much more preferable.

-Looking at your plans, the houses near to main roads seemed very close. New houses need to
have a greater outlook when placed near to busy roads. It is also not fair on current houses
whose outlook will no longer be open countryside.

-Placing a football pitch amongst houses shows great intention from the planner. However, this
will just become a site where youths gather at night whil'st they enjoy drinking. It may have
the best purpose in store but this is often not carried out as many have witnessed from other
areas like this within the town. It makes the area look like its varied, and built for all in the
community, but can become a site where other members of the public are intimidated by gangs
of youths who are more interested in vandalism, and disrupting the peace of those who live
around,

I feel very strongly about the above points...I could go on.

I would be keen to have a response from you. I realise some of the things I have mentioned in
this email are wider issues (but non the less important for you to act on in a local way) so I
would appreciate it if you could give me any further contacts/appropriate email addresses so
that I could make my opinion known to others who are involved in the northwest Haverhill
project.

I look forward to hearing from you in the near future.
Yours Sincerly,

Lydia Wiffen

56 Abbotts Road
Hawverhill
Suffolk

CB9 0DQ

Windows Live Hotmail just got better. Find out more!
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From: <milleniumsam41@hotmail.com=>

To: milleniumsam41@hotmail.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Sat, Feb 28, 2009 8:06 am

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Miss

Initial: S

Surname: Castell

Address: Chapple Drive, Haverhill

Fostcode: cb9 0dj

Comments: | think this has been a long time coming so | fully support the plans to create extra homes
and, more specifically, the other half to Haverhill's ring road. It has been well thought through and the
plans look amazing. It will be a welcomed addition to the town!

e-mail: milleniumsam41@hotmail.com

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 56

submit_y: 13
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From: <johnhsenior@btopenworld.com>

To: johnhsenior@btopenworld.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Maon, Mar 2, 2009 10:45 am

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial; J

Surname: Senior

Address: 26 Masons Close

Haverhill

Postcode: CB9 9SN

Comments: | live at the top corner of Masons Close which will be ajacent to both the new development
and the by-pass. When we purchased this property we were fully aware of the plans and, as such,
can have no real objection. Indeed, based on the exhibition and the answers we were given at that
time we came away quite satisfied. However we have since discussd the development with
neighbours and whilst | understand that facts can often be distorted, there were a number of key
diferences, such as the sinking of the by-pass and the density of the proposed housing development.
We were told that the plans were quite fixed ('as we have been working on the plans for over two
years there are unlikely to be any major changes')but that does not appear to be the case.

Therefore my overall comment is that we should be kept informed as the plans change and develop
and be given further opportunities to comment if there are significant changes.

e-mail: johnhsenior@btopenworld.com

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 11

submit_y: 11
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From: <ALISON-NEV@TISCALI.CO.UK=

To: ALISON-NEV@TISCALL.CO.UK; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Mon, Mar 2, 2009 8:30 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mrs

Initial: A L

Surname: Neville

Address: 8 Gurlings Close

Haverhill

Postcode: CB9 OEG

Comments: We strongly believe that the new proposed plan for North West Haverhill does not fiarly
provide the Boyton Hall Estate with much needed open areas. At the present the whole of the estate
has one very tiny open area which is not worth having at all. The new proposed plan entirely
surrounds the estate with housing. The original proposal was far more sympathetic to our needs,
whereby the field immediately behind the bottom of the Boyton Hall estate showed an open area
space and a water feature/flood park. This would be far more beneficial to the residents of the estate
and give us the much needed open space we deserve.

e-mail: ALISON-NEV@TISCALI.CO.UK

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 51

submit_y: 13



North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form
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Your Details:

Title Are you a: M(uc.m Resident

Address

O Councillor (please specify)
Parish / District

Postcode

Please give your views on the prc:-pusa[s 1[55 ....... M ePwlon THE Rofe o TS . ESTATE ..
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Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th

2009 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk ~ X' F y
Bigwells Plant BIDWELLS
- Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Cambridge

CBz 9LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your detalls will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree 1o this,




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:

Title H Q.‘-—HR%MIHH' k. Sumame HQ‘C’QEQ‘ Are you a: [ "mﬂcm Resident

Address . RﬂL/ﬁ W3 CRBDE i
.................... HAVE@A kL [ Councillor (please specify)
F':] .............................. E diﬁ%ﬂcd .................... Panshl'l DFS‘]"IEI.'

Postcode dLgCFCM e

208) . bkl REA TuRooGm 202 Wiict bk L. LA MoRS

Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th

2009 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells Planning Team Haverhili@bidwells.co.uk BIDWELLS

Bidwell House

- Trumpington Road
Cambridge
CB29LD

www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to 5t Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Title NR2S initial . S, Sumame TR B ASS R Are you a: [ Local Resident
Address [N SR LR < 1N F
R [0 Councillor (please specify)
E‘h('{_ﬁ*“* ....................................................... Parish | District
Postcode SRNREE
Please give your views on the proposals. 5¥— ...... \Qf__‘“ ﬁﬁ\x\f—‘-ﬁﬂl\fﬁ\\%ﬁ%f—n _}q.igﬁ%\/&m
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Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwells Planning Team Hawrhill@hidwalls.:u.uk B % . ' i -
Bidwell House BIDWELLS
. Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk
Cambridge
CB29LD

Data will be held by Bidwells, Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on fo any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.
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North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Title m|5$ Initial CL- Surname ’Tq’EiENC_E _________ : R—
pddress 24 BUCKEAIAS DG bl b
ORI e ] Coundillor (please specify)

................................................................................... Parish |Ir Distn‘m

Postcode CB‘?‘*&]“

Please give your views on the Proposals. ... s e R s

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

Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 18th

2009 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells F'ianning Team Havarhill@hidwolls.m.uk B . .':_I.-" 3 )
Bidwels Planr BIDWELLS
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Cambridge

CBzZ 9LD

Data will be held by Bidwells, Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.




5 Falklands Rd
Haverhill
Suffolk

CB9 0EA

3 March 2009

Bidwells Planning Teams
Bidwell House
Trumpington Road
Cambridge

CB29LD

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: North West Haverhill Public Exhibition
Views

| attended the exhibition at Haverhill Town Ha!l presented by yourselves and 1 was
impressed by the manner in which the preszntation was made and from the amount of
information available.

I was particularly impressed with the amont of green space allowed both bordering
the relief road to the north, but also within the developments and the provision of a
playing field.

I do hope that lessons will be learned from e Croft Development off Howe Road;
within which there was insufficient, or no orovision for the ownership of motor
vehicles. As a consequence the residentizl roads on that development are virtually
impassable after about 6.30 p.m. Whilst 1 appreciate that there has to be a move
towards using Public Transport it is unreslistic to expect those living in towns in a
rural area not to own vehicle.

My view is that it is an essential part of tus development that other than the North
Western Relief Road or ByPass there is no feclity for through traffic. In other words,
that at the central community area/Schoo:, traffic cannot then proceed through the
development.

| appreciate that we are dealing really with outline planning proposals and
development but it is an essential part of that development that it is not altered piece
meal as it moves through the building phases ‘o reduce the green spaces and amenity
areas.




I would also hope that there would be sufficient provision for access on foot through
the developments to the countryside beyond by way of additional footpaths to those
already marked and in use.

C.C.

St Edmundsbury Borough Council
Planning Department

Angel Hill

Bury St Edmunds

Suffolk
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HaverHill - North West Haverhill plans.

From: <GeorgSnd@aol.com>

To: <Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>
Date: 07/03/2009 10:44

Subject: North West Haverhill plans.

Sir,

| live at 10 Moneypiece Close, and my garden backs onto the proposed North West Haverhill development
area.

| attended the exhibition held at the Arts Centre, on Friday 20th February, and | spoke to a gentleman about
the footpath that runs along a sunken lane separating my back garden from the development area He did
not seem to be aware that there was one.

| have been in contact with Suffolk County Council several times about the footpath, which was criginally a
bridleway. The last letter | have from their legal services department is dated 18th July, 2006. This was to
notify residents that it had been stopped up as a byway, with its reservation as a footpath. Since then the
sunken lane has deteriorated further into a complete jungle.

We residents are still in the dark about what is intended regarding this footpath. If anyone from Bidwell's
would like to call round and see for himself, | am at home most of the time, you have my e-mail address,
and my telephone number is 01440.708588. | would be very pleased to let you through to it.

George Saunders, 10 Moneypiece Close, Haverhill, Suffolk CBE9 9NFP.
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HaverHill - north west proposals

AR N e S iy,

From: "Graham @Mezdec" <graham@mezdecltd.co.uk>
To: <Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 07/03/2009 20:15

Subject: north west proposals

Dear SirMadam,

Unfortunately | missed the recent exhibition at the Haverhill arts centre. | would very much appreciate a
contact phone number for someone who could possibly help with my arrising problem.

My home is situated on Moneypeice close which backs on to your north west haverhill building project. My
enquiry concerns the 3 meters of land directly behind my house which is currently overrun with rotting trees
and rubbish. | would like to know what your plans are for this area. The area hasnt been maintained for many
years and | would like to take control of it and bring it into my property boundary.

| would appreciate contact either way because whatever outcome these trees will need maintaineng due to
the dangerous state they know find themselves in.

Regards

Mr Jason Spencer
07790327350
01440764817
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HaverHill - North West Haverhill Development

From: "Stuart" <stuart_britten@yahoo.co.uk>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 07/03/2009 21:55

Subject: North West Haverhill Development

Dear sirs

We are writing about the new development to the north west of Haverhill. We live in Gurlings Close and we
are concerned with the lack of green spaces located near to the existing houses. We understand that there
is to be new green spaces, but these are located a significant distance from where we live. The proposed
new development caters well for the new development, but takes away the open spaces from the existing
houses.

We are also concerned about the proximity of the new road to be constructed at the end of our garden. We
have been informed that it is to be built only five meters from the end of our property. This will leaves us
with very little privacy and increased noise.

With this increase in dwellings there will be increased traffic into and out of Haverhill, especially at rush
hour. Are there any plans to improve the roads, in particular to Cambridge? These are already at full
capacity and have a high rate of accidents.

We hope that you will take our comments into consideration when taking this development forward.
Yours sincerely

Mr and Dr Britten

12 Gurlings Close

Havehill

Suffolk
CB9 0OEG
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HaverHill - Haverhill North expansion

——

From: Melvyn Brown <melbro2(@googlemail.com=>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 08/03/2009 16:08

Subject: Haverhill North expansion

Hello,

1 went to the Public Exhibition and have some concerns. I live in Cross Close and was a committee
member of the Boyton Hall Residents Association which opposed the original plans to develop Anne
Suckling Road as the northern by-pass.

Through traffic:

The model shown would suggest that it could again become the feeder from the new estate(s) into the
town, recognising the greater attraction that Tesco will have for travel into Haverhill from Autumn
2009. The perimeter road shown will have little or no use for the people of the town, the rat-runs
through look numerous.

*That's alright’ I've been told, 'we’ll put in traffic calming measures’. No, just direct the traffic off the
estates wherever possible onto the safer main roads.

Everybody knows motorways are safer per vehicle population so use this premise to devise a safe
estate environment, don't calm traffic in unsafe areas, direct it onto safer main roads.

We already have a southern by-pass that's seriously under used, and now we're set to get another
road that can be skirted around.

Parking:

With the current enforcement of parking; no garages, spaces for 1.5 cars etc., it would appear likely
that, if it were to be connected to the new estates as shown, Anne Suckling Road will take on the
overflow parking.

Currently, the road is clear of parking along its length other than at the Wratting Road end. There it
doubles as a car park for the houses in Wratting Road which do not have safe on-road parking. This is
a dangerous area although I can recall only one accident at this point. (However, many get stored
there awaiting collection after accidents at the junction). This will change the road from a clear and
obvious rat-run, to a dangerous chicane style run that Eastern Avenue / North Avenue presents on the
Parkway estate. See how many bollards are down / missing? It isn't parking knocks that remove these
on a regular basis.

The rat-run at Strawberry Fields, off the Clements estate or from the south-west of the town / villages,
down the perimeter road to Sainsbury’s could be an example but minimal parking occurs as sufficient
was provided in the estate under previous guidelines.

The expansion is forced upon us and maybe necessary. It will interesting to see the outcome of the
recession / depression yet to come.

Please do not take it that an exhibition has fulfilled your obligations to consult.

The Residents Association can be woken from its sleep to meet the challenge again, hopefully to reach
an acceptable conclusion to all parties concerned.

Regards

Melvyn Brown
5 Cross Close
Hawverhill
Suffolk

CBS OEB
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From: <roy7620@tiscali.co.uk=>

To: roy7620@tiscali.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Sun, Mar 8, 2009 9:37 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mrs

Initial: Linda June

Surname: Bleazey BSe (Hons)

Address: 38 Boyton Close

Haverhill,

Suffolk.

Postcode: CBS ODZ

Comments: | fullu agree that more hosueing is require in Haverhill, but it has to be the right hosuing
and built by taking into account lessons lernet from other towns and areas in Haverhill, | have some
issus with the current propsals as list below.

The Executive housing facing out onto Ann Suckling Rd around the corner of the Wratting Rd. This
area of Ann Suckling Rd, already has a traffic parking issue causing congestion, cars park on the left
hand side of Ann Suckling Rd, which means cars turning in from Wratting Rd have to pull onto the
right hand side of Ann Suckling Rd to pass the parked cars, this has already caused a number of near
misses and if you then add a number of new houses with Drives also pulling in this area it is bound to
cause an accident. | would like to suggest the following. this area should be left as a green belt maybe
the addition of a play area as Boyton Hall estate has no play areas at all for children, then the planned
executive houses should be the other side of the green area, i.e. around the other way to what you
have planned with these houses drives facing onto the smaller road that will link with the by pass, the
moving of these houses will then enable them to have south facing gardens

which is a good selling point of executive housing, it also means their drives will be reversing onto a
quite Rd and not Ann Suckling Rd that will become even more busier when it is joined at the bottom.
Please see enclosed plan with the written suggested changes to stop congestion and possible
accidents.

2) Ann Suckling Rd is a dead end at present, | see by the plans that this is going to be opened into an
adjoining Rd at the bottom, this gives me concern as at present we have a number of bikers and Road
Racers use this Rd at break neck speeds, by opening this up it will make matters worse, it is already
not that present for the residents of Boyton Hall to hear the racing of Vic heals but add a housing area
the other side with children an accident is bound to happen, if Ann Suckling Rd has to be adjoined
then | would very strongly suggest that traffic calming is added.

3) With reference to the higher storey houses flats and court yards planned, my sister lives at the new
builds off Apple Acre Rd, already due to the small court yards and higher buildings it is becoming a
trouble area with crime, this new housing estate should not follow this design it should be open with
green areas and not made into a maize, this should be a lesson learnt from housing estates in other
towns and cities and | do hope Haverhill planning will not make the same mistakes and take into
account what advise the police can offer from other areas to keep crime out of the design.

e-mail; roy7620@tiscali.co.uk
type1: Local Resident
submit_x: 13

submit_y: 10
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From: =m.theron@mac.com=>

To: m.theron@mac.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Fri, Mar 13, 2009 8:07 am

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: M

Surname: Theron

Address: 28 Billings Close

Haverhill

Postcode: CB9 95A

Comments: My primary concern is Hales Barn Road being used as an access road to the new
development. Currently, driving through Hale Barn Road to access the existing development on either
side of it is at best challenging and sometimes frustrating. The developers did not provide a sufficient
amount of parking space for the resident and a wide enough road. Consequently, numerous cars are
park throughout the day on the road, and even more so after 5pm. An increase of traffic caused by the
new development would undoubtedly lead to serious congestion and disturb the residents living on
either side of the road. It is my opinion that, while it is clear that the master plan does not provide for
suitable alternatives (shortest way in), traffic calming measures should be installed on the new
development road connecting with Hales Barn Road, to discourage road users to drive through the
existing development and prefer instead Howe Road (which is significantly wider) or, even better, th
rough the access off planned the relief road. An even better alternative to traffic calming measures
would be to install bollards across the road at its current end to prevent cars using it as an access
road and focus traffic on the relief road,

As the plan is intended to last 7 years, reducing nuisance from construction traffic is also very
important for existing residents of the surrounding area, and a ban on construction traffic using any of
the existing residential road is necessary.

PS: | do not leave on Hales Barn Road and thus would not suffer from the increase noise. Butitis in
my interest not to see the area become undesirable because of negligence with traffic management.
While calculations might show that the road system will be sufficient, the existing development around
Hales Barn Road is proof that such calculations are erroneous.

e-mail: m.theron@mac.com

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 58

submit_y: 9
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HaverHill - North West Haverhill Housing Masterplan

e - —

From: "Paul Donno" <paul@pauldonno.co.uk>

To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>, <chris.rand@stedsbc.gov.uk>
Date: 16/03/2009 08:50

Subject: MNorth West Haverhill Housing Masterplan

Clockhouse Farm Estate

- Cavendish Lane

& @ Glamsford
PAUL DONNO & CO LTD Suffolk
CO10 7PZ

01787 281688

www. pauldonno.co.uk

accountents & business advisors

I have reviewed the plans presented regarding the North West Housing
Masterplan and I fully support the proposals from Great and Little Wratting Parish
Councils.

I have expressed the need for executive housing before and I do also believe
that this should be actioned as a priority in the Masterplan. This will go some
way to readdress the imbalance for this type of housing.

Should you wish to discuss further, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Regards

Paul Donno
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From: <lynda.bunch@btinternet.com>

To: lynda.bunch@btinternet.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Mon, Mar 16, 2009 9:06 am

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mrs

Initial: L

Surname: Bunch

Address: 9,Coronation Cottages

Great Wratting

Haverhill

Suffolk

Postcode: CBS 7THB

Comments: | would rather see the relief road called a by pass thus securing the land on the Great
Wratting side from further developmnent
e-mail: lynda bunch@btinternet.com
type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 13

submit_y: 6
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From: <alanberriman@hotmail.co.uk>

To: alanberriman@hotmail.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Mon, Mar 16, 2009 9:11 am

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: A. J.

Surname: Berriman

Address: 24 Masons Close

Haverhill

Suffolk

Postcode: CB9 95N

Comments: The route of the north relief road is very close to residential properties on the exsisting
Meadowlands estate. The road should be replanned to have greater distances from residential
properties as is evidenced by the existing southern relief road.

In September 2006 we were advised by St. Edmundbury Coucil that any new relief road would be cut
in with high banks to protect residents of the Meadowlands development from noise polution. There is
no evidence of this intention on the new plans. We were advised by the Bidwells representative that
the road would be at current ground level. This is unsatisfactory, plans must design out noise polution
e.g. noise absorbing fencing or high banks, the plantiong of trees along the route does not afford
sufficient protection from noise polution.

The proposed road access along Hales Barn Road linking onto the new development creates a
through road and a likely 'rat run’ along what is already a heavily congested and populated road. This
road is not wide enough to permit bus/coach access.

e-mail: alanberriman@hotmail.co.uk

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 47

submit_y: 8
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Comment Form

Your Details:

Title MQ Initial Qh Sumame &b m o S Are you a: Eéﬂﬂl Resident

Address TR O PN SR . Y T
B . ST I O [0 Councillor (please specify)
................................................................................... Parishlf Distri.:t

Postcode CRAA QLA

Please give your views on the proposals. "'\BMJ::I\LP ....... 2 - Lz AP £ S (e Tl o T
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Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th

2009 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells Plﬂnniﬂg Team Havﬂfhi“@bld“‘ﬂ‘"ﬁ.ﬂﬂ.uu ]'5 '[ l ) '\\’ l: I I “\
Bidwell House o
Trumpington Road www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Cambridge

CB29LD

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree to this.




North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Title MS “lﬁ ,,,,, Initial ......... Sumame ?Ahf‘-’lm ....... : ;
Address ... 5fﬂRR’WST“FS‘TREET ............... Gz E/Lucal Resident
&TWMTT‘M [, [J Councillor (please specify)
R cgﬂ ﬁbﬁ; ele. SUFFOLK . o e
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Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk I-i I l-) \xr ]-: I I kﬁ‘

Bidwell House
Trumpington Road
Cambridge
CB29LD

www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your detalls you agree to this,

o ——
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From: <raymondforeman@btinternet.com=>

To: raymondforeman@btinternet.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk;
haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: Mon, Mar 16, 2009 9:22 am

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: R E

Surname: Foreman

Address: 25 Gurlings Close

Haverhill

Suffolk

Postcode: CB9 OEG

Comments: We bought our house in Gurlings Close because of the open land view

which faces our kitchen window and garden this was reflected in the value of the property. How would
it affect the value when the building work is completed?

We are concerned about the shops proposed to be constructed as this would encourage noise,litter
etc

Last year EDF Energy contractors used Gurlings Close as an access route to the field opposite
crossing a play area endangering people and destroying land. We trust that Gurlings Close will not be
used when proposed building work is carried out but that ANNE SUCKLINGS ROAD is used instead.
e-mail: raymondforeman@btinternet.com

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 7

submit_y: 8
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From: "julie Goodwin" <julie.goodwin@ultraprecision.co.uk>
To: haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: Mon, Mar 16, 2009 1113 am

Subject: North West Haverhill Public Exhibition comments.
Dear Sirs,

Please see our comments below regarding the above. A copy of this e mail
is being sent to Suffolk Councy Council FAO Highways Dept as was suggested
to us when we visited the exhibition.

1. We are concerned that Ann Suclking Road has not been included as part of
the new development proposals - as three new roads and subsequent houses
from these roads are proposed to enter Ann Suckling road. Also new houses

are to be built on the Northern side of Ann Suckling Road.

2. Proposed new housing to Northern side of Ann Suckling Road are closer
than the present properties on the Southern side. The proposed new houses
should be away from the road, with greenery in front to match the Southern
side. The whole area would then be more in keeping with what is there at
present.

3. Junction of Ann Suckling Road and Howe Road in the vicinity of the new
proposed local centre and primary school should have no connecting access.
Proposed "possible bus access” should be strictly controlled by remote
controlled bollards.

4. Regarding the proposed new houses to the North Side of Ann Suckling Road
- between Wratting Road and Boyton Close. What off road parking is proposed
for these developments? - as this section of road is already used as a

parking area for vehicles from Boyton Hall development and cottages on
Wratting Road. Any escalation of vehicles parked on this road would cause
further congestion and be dangerous.

5. Junction of Ann Suckling Road and Wratting Road. We have raised our
concerns on this junction on every St Edmundsbury Council questionnaire
regarding the proposed development. Still no consideration has been given
to this junction - that attitude seems to be that Ann Suckling Road is not
part of the development and it is not down to the developers to consider
this road - we think somebody should. We fail to see how any new
development would not have an impact on this road and increase traffic at
this junction and the "theretical” answer given was that less traffic would

be going down Wratting Road as the traffic approaching the town from the
North would go along the proposed new relief road - via Sainsburys etc.

No consideration has been given to the fact that the traffic from the North

along the proposed relief road towards Sainsburys will be offset by the

traffic going to the already developed cinemalrestaurant complex,

development of the new Tesco store to the Southern end of Wratting Road,
development of the new Health Centre at the rear of The Rose & Crown Hotel,
any new development which may take place at "Workspace Office Solutions” old
site (building currently being demolished) and any further development of

the Town Centre that St Edmundsbury Council keeps promising - and will be
required to service the new development of the increased population of the

town and surrounding areas.

The quickest route in our opinion for many houses on the proposed new
development to the above mentioned development and future development will
be via the Ann Suckling Road/Wratting Road junction and the "theretical”
answer by developers that traffic will leave the proposed development
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Northwards is a very misguided therory and not a good enough answer.

We feel this junction either requires a mini roundabout or traffic light

control - as that at Howe Road/Withersfield Road junction which will also be
leading from the proposed development.

It should also be clearly shown that Ann Suckling Road is "A No Through Road
as the width of the road would not indicate this as a no through route.

No consideration has been taken into account to reduce the traffic speed on
this road as it iBs fairly straight and wide - being built some 20 years ago

to be part of a Northern relief route and already traffic speeds down this

road and the increased traffic from this new development would only increase
the problem. If this is not rectified now it will only involve any future

copuncil in further costs to implement speed restriction measures as as
happened on similar roads within the town.

DJ&JE GOOWIN
18 Boyton Close
Haverhill

Suffolk

CBs8 0DZ

Ultra Precision Ltd

Homefield Rd, Haverhill, Suffolk, CB9 8QP

Tel. 01440 706030 Fax. 01440 762828
info@ultraprecision.co.uk www.ultraprecision.co.uk

Company Registration Number 696133.
Registered in England at Homefield Road, Haverhill, Suffolk, CB9 8QP

The information in this email may be confidential or privileged. It should

be used or disseminated for the purpose of conducting business with Ultra
Precision Ltd only. If you are not an intended recipient, please notify the
sender by replying to this message and then delete the information from your
system.

Although this message and any attachments are believed to be free of any
virus or other defect that might affect any computer system into which it is
received and opened it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure that
it is virus free and no responsibility is accepted by Ultra Precision Ltd

for any loss or damage in any way arising.

ccC: customerservice@csduk.com



North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

[ N‘ﬂ'f: nitia E) umameﬂgﬁ‘:‘g},@.‘: 'G:L"'k':"/ i il s
::drass \Séﬁ;‘é\ws\cmtfxi .............. G E/L  Rastaon

T Fara TN S [ Councillor (please specify)
‘—é\-}gg—@\K ................................................... Pﬂﬁﬁh.lr Dlstnl:t
Postcode Cﬁ"ﬂcﬁD?.

P\anS. Carork. At . S R .. SN JPEOINI. . G R

Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments

than 5pm on Thursday 19th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th

2009 to: March 2009 to:

Bidwells Planning Team Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk [} I I—) \\ .l: I I Q
Bidwell House A
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Cambridge

CB2 9LD

Data will be held by Bidwells, Your comments, name and address details may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree o this.
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passed on to any third parties. By giving us your detalls you agree to this.
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Bidwells Planning Team
Bidwell House
Trumpington Road
Cambridge

CB29LD

www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address detalls may be given to St Edmundsbury Borough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your detalls you agree to this.




Sean and Deanna Sergent,
Fieldfare House,

Haverhill Road,
Little Wratting,
Suffolk CE9TUD

Mr. Chris Rand,

St. Edmundsbury Coaneil Planning Office,

Western Way,

Bury St Edmunds 133 3YS

Dear Mr. Rand, 14 March 2009

The wwn of Haverhill has such potential!

Ceographically, it cccupies a unique position: at the cross roads of 2 county towns - Cambridge and
Bury St. Edmunds, and one market town - Saffron Walden, with convenient access toa major motorway
less than an hour from London, and yet mercifully with beauriful countryside all around i,

It has thriving businesses, regardless of the present economic situation, yet without the ugliness of
the heavy mdustry of the midlands.

Most other UK towns can only dream of having the advantages of Haverhill,

In light of this, Haverhill must play to these strengths and now begin to become the place to live and work,
1o be the centre of attertion and the envy of East Anglia.

How to achieve this?........ attract executives, directors, entrepreneurs to the development

for North West Haverhill, And if you happen to be one of these special and relatively wealthy, influential
individuals looking for a healthy, stable and sound place 1o invest your hard earned money

and raise your family, you'll only entertain a location for a home that satisfies your prerequisites -

one of which is the size of the property.

For this reason, the homes along the Haverhill Road should ereate an entranece to the wown

from Bury 5t. Edmunnds thai reflects a prosperous, salubrions and suecessful image -

something of which the town can be truly proud.

As residents of Linde Wratting living directly opposite the proposed site, of course we are

personally concerned about the view and who our new neighbours will be. You would be too in our position -
and this is naturally a rather selfish attitude. But it is the long term, disinterested and impartial view

for the future suceess and overall reputation of Haverhill thar must prevail.

Cet this development right, now - and reap the rewards in the fuure.

Yours sincerely,

i #Deanna
Sean and Deanna Sergemt

copy 1o Karen Beeeh, Bidwells
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From: <peterrichardson262@hotmail.com=>

To: peterrichardson262@hotmail.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk;
haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: Tue, Mar 17, 2008 7:39 pm

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: Peter

Surname: Richardson

Address: 40 Brickfields Drive

Meadowlands

Haverhill

Suffolk

Postcode: CBS 95J

Comments: Our main concerns are the proximity of the road in relation to our house and the noise
pollution caused by the traffic that will be using the new road. The distance of the road to the houses
is not entirely clear from the information provided and | feel this needs to be clarified in simple terms
50 we can understand it.

Also, the depth of the road in relation to the existing ground level is not as much as we were initially
told. We were advised it would be 5m below ground level at it's lowest point but | cannot see from the
map and measurements provided anywhere that it states it is 5m below ground level. Again the
information provided is not that easy to understand for us so the communication to us (the residents)
needs to be clearer. The noise pollution will have a major effect on what is in an idyllic, quiet area but
if sufficient steps are taken to reduce this as much as possible then the impact will be lessened. The
noise reduction measures should be something that is in keeping with the surrounding area, such as a
line of trees or bushes or barriers that are not an eye sore (or that are then hidden by another line of
trees).

Finally, we are concerned with the lighting of the road and want to make sure the lights will be at road
level and not at the current ground level, i.e. will be visible to the surrounding houses. Again, as long
as these are at road level with sufficient 'barriers’ to dim any glow that should minimise any effect on
our neighbouring estate.

We realise this plan is probably well beyond the planning stage so there should be sufficeint, easy to
understand information available to provide to concerned residents, who could see a change to the
whole nature of their estate. Many houses in the area were bought based on the quiet location and
countryside views so this needs to be taken into account when any decisions are made on how to
minimise any effect on us (the residents).

| do hope these concerns will be taken on board and considered very seriously when thinking about
the next step. Should you require anything further please do not hesitate to contact me.

Best regards,

Peter Richardson

e-mail: peterrichardson262@hotmail.com
type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 29

submit_y: 8
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From: "Rob Maidment” <maidment@dircon.co.uk>
To: haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: VWed, Mar 18, 2009 8:35 pm

Subject: North-West Haverhill MasterPlan

Karen,

Attached is input from me and Little \Wratting concerning the North-West Haverhill MasterPlan - hard
copy in post.

Hope of help.
Kind regards,
Robert Maidment

ccC: chris.rand@stedsbc.gov.uk
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 HaverHill - Lt Wratt & RM M-Plan Input pdf

BOYTON HALL
LITTLE WRATTING
HAVERHILL
SUFFOLK CB9 TTA
01440-702071

17th March 2009
Karen Baach,
Senior Planning Associate,
Bidwells,
Trumpington Road,
Cambridge CB2 8LD

Dear Karen,

Further to our mesting in the Town Hall several weeks ago, and my subsequent e-mail
correspondence with Marcia Whitehead, Little Wratting has now had its official meeting, at
which a good turnout of close to 20 local resident househelds attended.

| am pleased to report that, apart from some concerm over the apparent lack of trees 1o the
north of the refief road, the meeting strongly and unanimously supported, without further
change or additions, the proposals already sent to you: those as put out by Little & Great
Wiatting and the Boyton Hall Residents plans re-attached for clarity).

| am also pleased to report that the meeting went so far as to congratulate you and your team
on the overall layout and thrust of your input (excepting where explicitly countered above) and
look forward to @ development that will help uplift Haverhill, Little Wratting and the
surrounding area. This will be especially so in relation to the proposals on the high ground; if
done right. this area will at last become the ‘top end’ housing stock so desperately needed.

So. at last, here is the opportunity to create the ‘balance’ in a sustainable way, both financially
and socially - something not denied by your team when we discussed this at the Town Hall.
This has all only been made possible by the huge effort and expenditure over the last 20 or so
years put in by Little Wratting residents, enhancing an area that could so easily have '‘gone the
other way’. In fact, it is now made even more possible with the ongoing upgrades in the town
centre and the knowledge of a not-too-distant completion of the relief road.

On a personal note, with my involvement in various groups in the town — while at the same
time declaring my interest as a landowner within the boundaries of the Masterplan — | must
support the feeling in the town that the development should, at the very least, start aqually
with the ‘top end' housing as with the smaller, higher density development on the lower
ground. As government guidelines continually espouse, ‘balance’ is allimportant for any
sustainable community - and that ‘balance’ is needed now, not in many years hence.

| hope this is all of help and, as always, | will be only too happy to assist wheraver possible.
Kind regards,

Aobert Maidment

{+ for Little Wratting Parish)
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BOYTON HALL
LITTLE WRATTING
HAVERHILL
SUFFOLK CB9 TTA
01440-T02071

17th March 2009
Karen Beech,
Senior Planning Associate,
Bidwells,
Trumpington Road,
Cambridge CB2 LD

Dear Karen,

Further to our meeting in the Town Hall several weeks ago, and my subsequent e-mail
correspondence with Marcia Whitehead, Little Wratting has now had its official meeting, at
which a good turnout of closa to 20 local resident households attended.

| am pleased to report that, apart from some concern over the apparent lack of trees to the
north of the relief road, the meeting strongly and unanimously supported, without further
change or additions, the proposals already sent to you: those as put out by Little & Great
Wratting and the Boyton Hall Residants (plans re-attached for clarity).

| am also pleased to report that the meeting went so far as to congratulate you and your team
on the overall layout and thrust of your input (excepting where explicitly countered above) and
lock forward to a development that will help uplift Haverhill, Little Wratting and the
surrounding area. This will be especially so in relation to the proposals on the high ground; if
done right, this area will at last become the ‘top end' housing stock so desperately neaded.

So, at last, here is the opportunity to create the 'balance’ in a sustainable way, both financially
and socially - something not denied by your team when we discussed this at the Town Hall.
This has all only been made possible by the huge effort and expenditure over the last 20 or so
years put in by Little Wratting residents, enhancing an area that could so easily have 'gone the
other way'. In fact. it is now made even more possible with the ongoing upgrades in the town
centre and the knowledge of a not-too-distant completion of tha relief road.

On a personal note, with my involvement in various groups in the town - while at the same
time declaring my interest as a landowner within the boundaries of the Masterplan - | must
support the feeling in the town that the development should, at the very least, start equally
with the 'top end' housing as with the smaller, higher density development on the lower
ground. As government guidelines continually espouse, 'balance’ is allimportant for any
sustainable community — and that "balance’ is needed now, not in many years hence.

| hope this is all of help and, as always, | will be only too happy to assist wherever possible.
Kind regards,
M 7 %m__;ioéa__/_?,
Robert Maidment
(+ for Little Wratting Parish)



-Haverkiill - NWH-MP Heights - comp.pdf ~ Page1|
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North Waesi Haverhill | Masterplan

Building Density
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BOYTON HALL
LITTLE WRATTING
HAVERHILL
SUFFOLK CB9 7TA
01440-702071

17th March 2009
Karen Beech,
Senior Planning Associate,
Bidwells,
Trumpington Road,
Cambridge CB2 SLD

Dear Karen,

Further to our meeting in the Town Hall several weeks ago, and my subsequent e-mail
correspondence with Marcia Whitehead, Little Wratting has now had its official meeting. at
which a good turnout of close to 20 local resident households attended.

| am pleased to report that, apart from some concern over the apparent lack of trees to the
north of the relief road, the meeting strongly and unanimously supported, without further
change or additions, the proposals already sent to you: those as put out by Little & Great
Wratting and the Boyton Hall Residents (plans re-attached for clarity).

| am also pleased to report that the meeting went so far as to congratulate you and your team
on the overall layout and thrust of your input (excepting where explicitly countered above) and
look forward to a development that will help uplift Haverhill, Little Wratting and the
surrounding area. This will be especially so in relation to the proposals on the high ground; if
done right, this area will at last become the ‘top end' housing stock so desperately needed.

So, at last, here is the opportunity to create the 'balance' in a sustainable way, both financially
and socially - something not denied by your team when we discussed this at the Town Hall.
This has all only been made possible by the huge effort and expenditure over the last 20 or so
years put in by Little Wratting residents, enhancing an area that could so easily have ‘gone the
other way'. In fact, it is now made even more possible with the ongoing upgrades in the town
centre and the knowledge of a not-too-distant completion of the relief road.

On a personal note, with my involvement in various groups in the town — while at the same
time declaring my interest as a landowner within the boundaries of the Masterplan — | must
support the feeling in the town that the development should, at the very least, start equally
with the ‘top end' housing as with the smaller, higher density development on the lower
ground. As government guidelines continually espouse, 'balance' is all-important for any
sustainable community — and that ‘balance’ is needed now, not in many years hence.

| hope this is all of help and, as always, | will be only too happy to assist wherever possible.

Kind regards,

Iy

Robert Maidment
(+ for Little Wratting Parish)
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HaverHill - FW: Haverhill - North West Development

[ P i == E

From: nathan wiffen <nathanwiffen@hotmail.com>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>
Date: 18/03/2009 19:38

Subject: FW: Haverhill - North West Development

| am a local resident and am against the above development for the following reasons:

- Haverhill is already overloaded with housing, following developments at Hanchett End, Barnaby Way and
further along the bypass there is clearly enough property available in the town at the current time. The current
economic environment will result in local people being unable to obtain mortgages due to higher
unemployment and credit conditions tightening. This is not the time for a project of 755 new homes!

- The relief road is a necessity for the town and if the project proceeds a condition of the development needs
to be included whereby this is completed at the earliest possible stage.

- What other infrastructure will be included alongside development, sports facilities/ country walks across the
bypass/ what local shops will be opening/ bus links to the town centre? | suspect yet again that this will be a
secondary issue.

- It appears from viewing the plans that houses will be located very close to the existing main road to Bury St
Edmunds and Ann Suckling road, these should be built a suitable distance (30- 50 metres) away to allow for
wildlife and trees to be preserved as much as possible and improve the landscape into Haverhill.

- The majority of new residents will be commuters to Cambridge due to lack of employment in the area
resulting in continued congestion on the A1307 adding to more delays and accidents. What investment will be
made to this road? | realise that this is a separate issue but needs to be given serious consideration with the
potential increase in traffic flow this will cause. This is a very important issue when a project such as this is
being approved.

- There is already flooding issues near the Fox public house what measures will be in place to ensure

houses / roads will not be flooded further. This is a serious issue especially after last years floods and
following the floods earlier this year resulting in roads being closed and homes flooded.

| look forward to hearing from you.
Thanks

Mathan

banking login details.

This e-mail is issued by a NAGE Group company. The contents of this e-mail are confidential and will have no
contractual effect unless it is otherwise agreed between a specific NAGE Group company and the recipient.

The NAGE Group companies include, among others. National Australia Group Europe Limited (Company No
02108635) which is registered in England and Wales at registered office 88 Wood Street, London EC2V 7QQ,
Clydesdale Bank PLC (Company No SC001111) which is registered in Scotland at registered office 30 St
Vincent Place, Glasgow G1 2HL and Yorkshire Bank Home Loans Limited (Company No 01855020) which is
registered in England and Wales at registered office 20 Merrion Way, Leeds LS2 BNZ.
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Clydesdale Bank PLC and Yorkshire Bank Home Loans Limited are authorised and regulated by the Financial
Services Authority. Credit facilities other than regulated mortgages are not regulated by the Financial Services
Authority.

The views and opinions expressed in this email may not reflect those of any member of the NAGE Group. If
you are not the addressee (or responsible for delivery of the message to the addressee), please notify the
originator immediately by return message and destroy the original message. This message and any
attachments have been scanned for viruses prior to leaving the NAGE Group network. However, NAGE
Group does not guarantee the security of this message and will not be responsible for any damages arising
as a result of any virus being passed on or arising from any alteration of this message by a third party. The
NAGE Group may monitor emails sent to and from the NAGE Group network.

Windows Live just got better. Find out more!
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HaverHill - North-West Haverhill Development - Concerns

From:  "Chris Shelmerdine" <chris.shelmerdine@dsl.pipex.com>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 18/03/2009 23:34

Subject: North-West Haverhill Development - Concerns

CC: <chris.rand@stedsbe.gov.uk>

Dear Sir/Madam,

Having had time to examine the master plan for the proposed North-West Haverhill development, |
would like to raise a few points which concern me.

On the plan, there is a "community centre” close to the proposed school. This is currently planned
to be “up to 4 stories” in height. This seems excessive to me; | cannot see what building could serve as a
community centre needing to be 4 stories high. Also, there have been a number of developments arou nd
Haverhill where these centres were planned, and these have not materialised. What guarantees do we have
that this will not occur again here and additional housing built at the expense of a community centre.

When considering the provision of education and healthcare, | will assume that the council have
considered the capacity and location of schooling and medical centres, so will not raise my concerns here,
unless there is some additional evidence to support the provision of an additional primary school and no
medical facilities for up to an additional 1,000 houses.

On the subject of noise, living in Little Wratting within earshot of the existing main road from Bury
st. Edmunds to Haverhill, | am already acutely aware of the impact that traffic can have in terms of noise
pollution. As the new “Northern bypass” will not be that far from my property in a direct line, | am a little
concerned that there will be additional noise from the South once the road is in place. Please could you
consider options for noise “dampening” to the North of the new road, probably by the planting of some
trees?

Next, | would like to discuss the “density” of housing on the master plan. Building to the North of
Haverhill will start to impose the “town” demographic onto the “village"” demographic of Little Wratting.
Whilst the building has been kept away from the high ground, which is a good decision, | don't see that the
proposed housing would need to be as dense as planned close to the existing parts of the parish. Down in
the “valley” part of the development, the building is close to existing and new “town” estates, so the
proposed densities would be acceptable. However, at the eastern edge of the development, close to the
new road and the existing A143, | believe that lower density, higher value properties should be build instead
of the high density properties currently planned. | believe that making this change would provide two
benefits: firstly, it would make some inroads into preserving the “village” atmosphere on the edge of Little
Wratting (as opposed to the town atmosphere of a new high-density estate). Secondly, it would enhance the
appeal and value of this part of the estate, thereby helping to raise the perceived value of the estate and
improve the image and appeal of Haverhill for new purchasers (such as London and Cambridge commuters).

Lastly, please could you give an indication on the priority of the build of the new “Northern bypass”
in the whole scheme of building. Haverhill has suffered for a long while with the main road from Bury St.
Edmunds taking traffic for Cambridge down to Cangle Junction. Recently, this has been exacerbated by the
building works for the new Tesco. If we could get the new road escalated in terms of priority within the
project, this will provide immediate relief for the traffic congestion, and also “open up” the new estate to
the Cambridge commuter belt at the earliest possible stage, thereby raising the profile of the estate,
especially if more “executive-style” housing is built.
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Many thanks for your time reading my concerns within this email. If you have any feedback to any of
my concerns or points, | would be very interested to receive a reply.

Yours faithfully,

Mr. Chris Shelmerdine
Stone Cottage

Old Haverhill Road
Little Wratting

Suffolk

CB9 7UG
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“HaverHill - North West Haverhill Development

From: “Mike & Julie Richards" <richards@chapplefarm.fsnet.co.uk>
To: haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2009 11:46 pm

Subject: North West Haverhill Development

Dear Sirs

Please find attached letter regarding proposed North West Haverhill
Development.

Kind Regards
Mr & Mrs M.J. Richards



March 18" 2009 Chapel Farm Cottage
Ann Suckling Road

Little Wratting

Haverhill

Suffolk

CB9 TTA

Bidwells Planning Team
Bidwell House
Trumpington Road
Cambridge CB2 9LD

NORTH WEST HAVERHILL — PROPOSED PLAN
(Without Prejudice}

Dear Sirs,

Having reviewed the proposed plan for the North West Haverhill Development, recently
exhibited at the Haverhill Town Hall, we find this will now encompass a significant portion of
our property, namely, Chapel Farm Cottage — a Grade 2 Listed Building.

As this will seriously impact the amenity and environment we have enjoyed for the past 25
years, we feel we have no option but to put forward our property to be included in the
designated development area, subject to agreement.

Ve understand our neighbour is also considering this option, which will impact even more if
is their property is also developed.

We request your acknowledgement to our communication.

Yours faithfully

Mr & Mrs M. J Richards

Copy — Mr C Rand — St Edmundbury Council.
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From: "Mike & Julie Richards” <richards@chapplefarm fsnet.co.uk>
To: haverhill@bidwells.co.uk

Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2009 11:55 pm

Subject: North West Haverhill Development - Comments

Dear Sirs

Please take into account the following comments regarding the proposed
development:-

1. Our property (a Grade 2 Listed Building) abuts the current proposed plan,
we understand it would be our responsibility to negotiate any
fencing/hedging along the boundary with the eventual developers. We feel
this should be included as a specific requirement and not for us to make
representation to the developers, but with our agreement as to what is
sensibly proposed.

5 As the intention is for mews type housing to be included in the plan, we
would seek to object to any 3-storey town houses within the immediate
locality of our property and to limit the density in this area.

3. \We note the current plan shows housing immediately to the rear of
properties in Falklands road. We understood there would be a greenbelt
separating the Falklands Road housing and the new development as this will
encroach on the residents in this location. We believe this should be
reversed.

4. With regard to Ann Suckling road, a number of local residents from
Haverhill Road and Boyton Close park their vehicles along Ann Suckling Rd
near this Junction. There will be increased traffic to the development and

in particular the proposed school. As this junction is at the top of the

hill from the town, the inclusion of a roundabout should be installed to

ensure smooth traffic flow and prevent queuing into the estate, which
happens now. Some traffic calming measures should also be considered (not
humps!) to prevent speeding down this road - which happens now.

Yours faithfully

Mr & Mrs M.J. Richards  (Local Resident)
Chapel Farm Cottage,

Ann Suckling Road,

Little Wratting

Haverhill

Suffolk

CB97TA



 HaverHill - Feedback Form results

From: <stephen.coleman@sky.com>

To: stephen.coleman@sky.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Thu, Mar 18, 2009 6:51 am

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mr

Initial: S

Surname: Coleman
Address: 45 Falklands Road
Haverhill

Suffolk

Postcode: CES OEA

Comments: I'm concerned about the traffic flow along Ann Suckling Road, both the school and

community centre will attract more visitors and therefore more traffic. This will cause an issue for

parking as it does for those people living near the New Cangle School. The New Cangle School and

Samuel Ward School are all in a short walking distance from here, as is Castle Manor so | see no

reason for a School in this location and have no desire for a community centre. | feel the community

centre will lower the appeal of the Boyton Hall development, which has always had an excellent

reputation within the town. I'm concerned that the hours it will be open and the use it gets will cause a

disruption to our lives with the potential for it to become a meeting point for groups that will

demonstrate a lack of respect for the community and we will see for the first time unsocial behaviour

on or near the development. I'm happy with the road behind me, but am not happy that on a previous
la

I:,n it was open fields with houses a fair distance away and now this is no longer the case, I'd prefer that

the previous plan was adopted.

e-mail: stephen.coleman@sky.com

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 14

submit_y: 8



HaverHill - FW: North Haverhill Housing Development
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From: Hilda Palmer <hilda_palmer@hotmail.com>
To: <chris.rand@stedsbc.gov.uk>

Date: 19/03/2009 07:33

Subject: FW: North Haverhill Housing Development

CC: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Dear Mr Rand,
Please see the email below, together with attachments.
Yours sincerely,

Hilda Palmer

From: maidment@dircon.co.uk
To: hilda_palmer@hotmail.com
Subject: RE: North Haverhill Housing Development
Date: Wed, 18 Mar 2009 23:22:01 -0800

————— Original Message—--

From: Hilda Palmer [maill:c:hilda_paImer@hntmaﬂ.com]
Sent: 18 March 2009 13:17

To: Rob Maidment

Subject: North Haverhill Housing Development

Dear Mr Rand,

1 am writing to express my concern about the proposed housing development

situated in North Haverhill.

My concerns relate to the density and height of the new buildings. I support the

proposal put forward by Great & Little Wratting parish Council, which show a

reduced density and height plan for the area between Ann Suckling Road and The
Fox public house. 1 believe Haverhill would benefit from a balanced mix of housing,
and currently lacks top end rexecutive' houses, which could only be sustainable in

this area of the town.

Should a high density/height plan be persued, this would not be possible.

Your sincerely,

Hilda Palmer

Windows Live Messenger just got better. Find out more!

Windows Live just got better. Find out more!

file://C:\Documents and Settings\hnotay\Local Settings\Temp\GW } 00001 HTM

19/03/2009



HaverHill - NWH-MP Heights - comp.pdf F‘age 1

North West Haverhill | Mastesplan

Building Heights

Master Plan presently proposed heights

Sofoad e ally TOm sponts Wl massmas 5

. Local Comer wrio 4 ey

e S 150 13 1 5 aliroys

e MWeughbossrfiood 2 e T 5 sy

.mm1 3| 7 5 shevys

Gt & Lt Wratting and Boyton Hall Residents
proposed heights (initial input prior full meetings)

Schoot, geewealy 10m ooty fall mazemen |5m

Loca! Canire wp fo 4 Moreys

Cratral Sy igr 0 3 & whaewyi
Gangwal Meghicuetnood o Y sioneys

. Derralopemnt aage 1.5 o 7.5 sereys



"HaverHill - NWH-MP Density - comp.pdf Page 1

North Wesi Haverhill | Mastsmplon

Building Density

Master Plan presently proposed densities

Ky

.d-fmu."mmm
.ﬂ'm!.? [ EETY Ty T
. 37 o A chealirgs D Heciae

. 27 o B wndlengs e M iien

Gt & Lt Wratting and Boyton Hall Residents
proposed densities (initial input prior full meatings)

A7 b B2 vl por heviae
A o 30 iy Do IOl
IF niy A T gwnliesgs pod heclars

Lingdar 1. dwolngs por hooleo




HaverHill - Feedback Form results

From: <lesley.coleman@sky.com>

To: lesley.coleman@sky.com; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Thu, Mar 19, 2009 7:04 am

Subject: Feedback Form results

Title: Mrs

Initial; L

Surmame: Coleman
Address: 45 Falklands Road
Haverhill

Suffolk

Postcode: CBY OEA
Comments: | am pleased with the open spaces on the plan, however would like to see more behind
my property instead of houses. | am concerned that the ditch behind my house will be filled in and

would like to ensure that it isn't, as this acts a screen between my garden and any future development.

The hedgerow between the development and the ditch also attracts the wildlife in the area and | would
therefore want this retained. | am concerned about the open water area, with having small children
that play in this area, what reassurance will there be that this will be fenced and will not flood?

What plans are there to ensure that we do not see an increase in the flow of traffic through the estate
i.e, drivers using alternative routes to get to and from the new by pass?

e-mail: lesley.coleman@sky.com

type1: Local Resident

submit_x: 10

submit_y: 14
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HaverHill - Devepoment Master Plan

From:  sally russo <sallyrussol82@yahoo.co.uk>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 19/03/2009 08:52
Subject: Devepoment Master Plan

1 would like to lodge my objection to the proposed housing development Master Plan in Little
Wratting.

Sally Russo
The Gate Lodge
Haverhill Road
Little Wratting
Suffolk

CB9 7UD
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HaverHill - north west haverhill development
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From: gavin rock <gavinrock123@hotmail.com>
To: <chris.rand@stedsbc.gov.uk>

Date: 19/03/2009 11:46

Subject: north west haverhill development

CC: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Dear sirs,

After careful review and consultation with fellow residents affected by the proposed North West
Haverhill development, my wife and I would like to confirm our decision to support the revised
proposal,

Yours

Gavin and Joanne Rock

Hilltop Barn
Hawverhill Road
Little Wratting
Haverhill
Suffolk

CB9 7UD

Windows Live Hotmail just got better. Find out more!
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Kiran Notay - Fwd: NW Haverhill Plan
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From: Karen Beech

To: Kiran Notay

Date: 18/03/2009 11:11
Subject: Fwd: NW Haverhill Plan

another consultation response for you...

>>> "Philip Stainer" <p.stainer@havnet.com> 05/03/2009 18:52 >>>
Dear Karen,

Thank you for sending me a copy of your suggested plans for the new Bypass & Development of NW Haverhill,
and the updated page iv.

Thanks too for your invitation to view your Exhibition in Haverhill Arts Centre, and to your lady colleagues that |
met there, and for their help in sorting out one or two problems.

My personal comments on the plans are:—

| thought the presentation was very good, and the plans seem to provide quite a fair proportion of the facilities
that were requested at the numerous meeting we all attended.

| feel that the extra road junction from the Estate at The Fox round about, ( | have shown part of the road as red
dots on attachment NW-HAVERHILL-TREES-&OPEN... ) may prove to be a big mistake!

Traffic leaving it will automatically take precedence over the bypass traffic, and during peak traffic times, this will
certainly create a "RAT-RUN" through the Estate, as people try to avoid or "jump"” the gueue on the bypass.
This | am sure is the last thing you intended.

This outlet also leads "The Focus" of the Estate AWAY from Haverhill: and I'm sure you will remember that one
of the major requests from Haverhill Town Council was that the Estate should "Face Inwards Towards Haverhill".
The Estate should therefore have as few entrances/exits facing North as possible i.e. towards the bypass

and A142, & away from Haverhill, [or better still none], so as to tie the Estate in with the town.

| am also disappointed that "the HUMP" has partially reappeared opposite The Fox. This was the major
complaint of the Great Wratting people, as it means that the bypass goes UP hill on leaving The Fox, increasing
the impact of the bypass on this Rural Conservation Village. | notice that the housing has been kept well

back , but even though they are no more than 1.5 or 2 storeys high, their roofs will still be visible from many parts
of Great Wratting, and will spoil the village's sense of rural isolation.

| would therefore press for some slight modifications are in the heights of housing blocks near the top of the
Estate to reduce this impact, as | have shown on the Attachment (webNW Haverhill Height Plans.pdf).

However, my major comment is that there should be more emphasis on the high quality (& price!) of the
houses on the LH Side of the road leading down into Haverhill.

The density of all 4 blocks (as shown in webNW-HAVERHILL-Density.pdf attached) should be in your "pink"
zone, that is absolutely no more than 37 dwellings per hectare, and ideally no more than 27.

These blocks should be the top quality/high value housing that Haverhill so badly requires, and the heights of
these "up-market" dwellings needs to be restricted to ideally 2 and certainly not more than 2.5.

Apart from the fact that high quality housing of the type required would not normally be higher, experience shows
that taller buildings encourage later owners to try to convert the houses into smaller units. This will downgrade
the whole Estate, and is exactly what Haverhill does NOT need!

Making these blocks of houses really top value will reflect on the whole Estate, moving the entire area "Up
Market”, while providing the high value housing for which Haverhill has been erying out for so long!

Finally, | note that there are no trees shown on the North side of the bypass. (web NW HAVERHILL TREES-&
open.pdf)
Your colleagues did tell me that although none were shown, tree planting was expected to take place here,

I, and I'm sure everyone in Great Wratting would be happier if the tree planting was shown on the plans:
Because if left off the plans, they might subsequently just be "forgotten”!

Yours Sincerely

Phil Stainer
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HaverHill - N.W. Haverhill Masterplan
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From: "WILLIAM FOLWER" <w.fowler613({@btinternet.com>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 18/03/2009 15:30

Subject: N.W. Haverhill Masterplan

CC: <chrisrandstedsbe.gov.uk maidment@dircon.co.uk>

FAQ Ms. Karen Beech
Dear Ms. Beech

It is my belief that you have responsibility for the above proposed Development.

As a resident of Little Wratting | would like the opportunity to express my whole-hearted support for the
proposals put forward by Gt.& Lt. Wratting and Boyton Hall Residents and supported by Haverhill Town
Council.

The building densities indicated in the Master Plan could well lead to a repetition of the worst areas of the
town resulting from the 1950\60s developments. Similarly the proposed building heights would surely detract
from the truly rural outiook over the agricultural land fronted by the proposed development.

In similar vein the locating of larger properties adjacent to the A143 roadway would further enhance the
impression gained,of our town, by visitors approaching by this route.

The need for a road link between the A1307 and A143 is obvious, shortly to be worsened by current building
work_.If we must have housing development in green site areas let us ensure that the best possible
appearance is achieved and not repeat previous errors.

Yours faithfully

W E Fowler
Medgower
Haverhill Road
Lt. Wratting
CB9 7UD
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HaverHill - Haverhill masterplan

From: Greg Kingston <member@gregkingston.fsnet.co.uk>
To: <haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>

Date: 18/03/2009 12:43

Subject: Haverhill masterplan

CC: <chris.rand(@stedsbe.gov.uk>

To whom it may concern it may conern, I am in full agreement with the proposed plan presented

by Mr R Maidment at our Little Wratting meeting, this town needs to restore the balance between the
level of high density estate houses that have been approved over the last 20 years and some larger
executive houses that seem to have been close to non existent. | think we all understand the
requirement for low cost high density housing (particularly those of us that have children trying to
get on the property ladder) but a balance must be achieved in order to attract people from all
financial walks of life rather than seeing these people disappear to other towns and villages.
Following on from this I would like to express my concerns around the infrastructure that previously
seems to have been ignored, for example the debacle that was Hanchett Village that should have
been provided with shops, public House, and a doctors surgery, it's to be hoped that this time we end
up with something more than a Dominoes Pizza takeaway, your sincerely, Greg Kingston.

Bradley House,

Old Haverhill Road,
Little Wratting,
Haverhill,

Suffolk.

CB9 7UG

18/03/2009
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HaverHill - North West Haverhill - Comment
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From: <a.tulloch@claas.com>

To: <Haverhill@bidwells.co.uk>
Date: 18/03/2009 11:51

Subject: North West Haverhill - Comment
CC: <tulloch@freenet.co.uk>

| write to comment on the plans to expand the town of Haverhill on the North west side, as recently advised in a
Public Exhibition.

This plan seems to have been developed to an advanced stage before it was fully brought to the attention of those in
the area, leaving little time to raise concern about the potential impact of this expansion scheme.

From an overview, it would seem to use up more prime agricultural land in Suffolk, which future generations surely
need for the production of food and energy. If there is real need of building development in the region, why not use
those areas which are unable to be used for agriculture? There is plenty of land to the north of Thetford for example
which could only ‘grow’ buildings.

in addition, the town of Haverhill cannot really claim to be a success in terms of town expansion. It has limited
facilities, limited infrastructure and limited jobs to offer, for any additional expansion.

Any expansion at this time would seem to raise a big question over local opportunities, with the economic down turn
being so evident in and around the town. There are many current houses and factories empty with little prospect of
any business recovery and little to attract prospective optimists for any resurgence in local business.

If there is real pressure on the need for new building, then surely it should be better planned to utilise more "brown
field' sites and areas which are not suitable for agriculture, together with more consideration for where business
really needs to be located.

Surely more consideration within this panning should consider the road and rail networks for links to coastal ports or
other industry locations. Haverhill would not score well on any of these points.

It would seem this project needs to be reconsidered in the light of current and future problems for the area, with more
research into better options which are more conducive with the requirements of those expected to take up residence.

Regards,

Alastair Tulloch

Great Wratting.

(Home email: <tulloch@freenet.co.uk>

CLAAS UK Limited.
Registered Office: Saxham, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, |P28 602
Registered in England Mumber: 467 407

Der Inhalt dieser E-Mall einschiieiich aventuell angehangter Dokumente enthall vertrauliche und/oder rechilich geschitzte Informationen und ist
ausschileBlich fir den berechiigten Empliinger bestimmt. Jede unberechtigte Nutzung oder Verbreitung isi untersagt. Die Sicherheit der Ubermittiung der
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completeness of this emadl afler it is sent. Non encrypted messages ane not protected against access of third parties. CLAAS or its subsidiaries or affiliates
shall not be liable for the message if altered, changed or falsified. |f you are not the intended recipient of this message, pleasa cancel it immediately and
infoem the sender

Ce message el loutes les piéces [ointes contiennent des informations confidentislles etiou probégées ef sont tablis & lintention exclusive de ses
destinataires, Toute ulilisation ou diffusion non autorisée est interdite. La sireté de la ransmission des messages par mail ne paut dtre garantie el CLAAS
n'acconde aucune garantie quant & la précision ou & lNintégralié de ce mail une fois envoyé. Les messages non cryplés ne sont pas prolégés contre lacceés
par des tiers. CLAAS ou ses filiales et entités affiliées déclinent toute responsabilit au titre de ce message 81l a £1@ altéré, déformé ou falsifie. 51vous
n'éles pas le destnataire de ce message, merci de e détruire Immédiatement et d'avertir lexpéditeur
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| [HaverHil - Land @ Boylon Hall___ Page 1|

From: "lan " <lan@)jodal.co.uk>

To: chris.rand@stedsbc.gov.uk; haverhill@bidwells.co.uk
Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2009 1:22 pm

Subject: Land @ Boyton Hall

Dear Chris Rand & Karen Beech

attached is a letter i faxed to myself so that i could sign it, if this is insufficient for you please respond
immediately and i will post a copy tonight, i will need you correct addresses.

kindest regards

lan Johnson



Be-MAY-98 83:83  EASTERMIMPORTS TEL : BB@E+E38852 P:B1

lan Johnson & Irene Scott
Boyton Hall Farm

Ann Suckling Rd
Haverhill

CB9 7TA

K:aren Beech Mr Chris Rand
Bidwells St Edmunds Council

18" March 09

Dear Sirs

We wish to bring to your attention the fact that you may be under the
impression that we do not want our property to be within the designated
development area.

This is totally incorrect, we have been holding back from improving our
property for the last few years, simply because we had been lead to believe
by St Edmundsbury that the whole area was to be developed, it will be a relief
to have events finally crystallised and hopefully with a time frame.

Mike & Julie Richards are sending you a similar message, although | do not
communicate with the person that owns the small parcel of land between our
house and Boyton Hall, as the owner purchased it originally to build on
presumnably he would also be keen for it to be part of the development.

This appears to have changed from your previous plan to the one recently
exhibited at the Town Hall

if our land is not part of the Bidwell proposal and as it will then be in the

middle of a housing development, we will be putting the property on the open
market for sale as development land.

Kindest Regards

-

lan Johnson



lan Johnson & Irene Scott
Boyton Hall Farm

Ann Suckling Rd

Haverhill

CB9 7TA

Karen Beech Mr Chris Rand
Bidwells St Edmunds Council

18" March 09

Dear Sirs

We wish to bring to your attention the fact that you may be under the
impression that we do not want our property to be within the designated
development area.

This is totally incorrect, we have been holding back from improving our
property for the last few years, simply because we had been lead to believe
by St Edmundsbury that the whole area was to be developed, it will be a relief
to have events finally crystallised and hopefully with a time frame.

Mike & Julie Richards are sending you a similar message, although | do not
communicate with the person that owns the small parcel of land between our
house and Boyton Hall, as the owner purchased it originally to build on
presumably he would also be keen for it to be part of the development.

This appears to have changed from your previous plan to the one recently
exhibited at the Town Hall

If our land is not part of the Bidwell proposal and as it will then be in the
middle of a housing development, we will be putting the property on the open
market for sale as development land.

Kindest Regards

lan Johnson
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Kiran Notay - Fwd: NW Haverhill Expansion : BOAT status of byway.

= ==

From: Karen Beech

To: Kiran Notay, Marcia Whitehead

Date: 20/03/2009 12:52

Subject: Fwd: NW Haverhill Expansion : BOAT status of byway.

=>> "Philip Stainer" <p.stainer@havnet.com> 18/03/2009 12:03 >>>
Dear Karen,

At the Great Wratting Village Meeting when the NW Haverhill plans were shown, it was pointed out that the
footpath/bridleway leading from Great Wratting via Moor Pasture Way into the New Estate is show as a
BOAT, a Byway Open to All Traffic, even though there is a Closure order on it.

| appreciate that this is it's correct legal status, but | would point out that many in Great Wratting, Little
Wratting, Haverhill & the Thurlow Estates fought long & hard to prevent this becoming a thoroughfare, and
many still harbour feelings that the County Council might have a "Hidden Agenda” involving the surreptitious
re-opening of this route to vehicles & the severe detriment of our village!

The route is sign posted at a rural footpath, but if this cannot be reflected on the plans, we would all be a lot
happier if the closure of the BOAT also featured clearly.

Best Regards

Phil Stainer
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Kiran Notay - Fwd: NW Haverhill Plan.

From: Karen Beech

To: Kiran Notay, Marcia Whitehead
Date: 20/03/2009 12:49

Subject: Fwd: NW Haverhill Plan.

>>> "Grahame Brown" <ernest. brown1@homecall.co.uk> 19/03/2008 14:36 >>>

We wish to add our voice to others in our Local Community who think that it is imperative that the TREE
PLANTING agreed for the Haverhill Heights be shown on the Plans, as previously agreed, and that the
Closure Order on the Footpath/Bridleway between Great Wratting and Moor Pasture Way, be confirmed in
writing..

sincerely,

E.G. & P.M. Brown, Ash Tree House, Withersfield Road, Great Wratting.
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Kiran Notay - Fwd: NW Haverhill expansion

From: Karen Beech

To: Kiran Notay; Marcia Whitehead
Date: 20/03/2008 12:489

Subject: Fwd: NW Haverhill expansion

>>> "Caroline Togher" <caroline.togher@tiscali.co.uk> 19/03/2009 15:53 >>=>
Dear Madam

| write to support the concerns raised Great Wratting Parish Council regarding latest plans for NW Haverhill
expansion and hope that planners will give due consideration to the impact that the current plans will have
on our rural, conservation village.

Yours faithfully

Caroline Togher
Pheasant Cottage, Withersfield Road, Great Wratting.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\hnotay\Local Settings\Temp\GW}00001. HTM 20/03/2009



Page 1 of 1

Kiran Notay - Fwd: Northwest Haverhill Plan - Great Wratting

From: Karen Beech

Te: Kiran Notey; Marcia Whitehaad

Date: 2032009 12:45

Subject: Fwd: Normwest Haverhill Plan - Great Wratting

2> <Gwyn, Scourlield@C i Com> 18032009 22:54 >
Dear Ms Beach,

| wholehaaried suppon each and every paint made in the submission below and would add 8 question. What ks the plan for requined devalopment of A roads sening Haverhill
o bo made lnrger bo serve tha additional traffic that will come oul of all the houses on the now estate. 1 is widaly accepled thal ihe current AV0T running out wesl &
insufficien! for curment traffic, &1 alone tha increasa thal the new aslalas will cause.

GWPC s pressing for some slight moddicatans in ihe heights of housing blocks near the top of the Estale o reduce the impact of these on Gres Wratting's rursl characier, as
I have shown on the Attachmant Haverhill Height Plans. pdfl,
The densily of all 4 biocks {as shown in Densily. pdf aliached) should be a "pink” zone, that is absolulely no mose than 37 dwelings par hectars, and ideally no mone than 27
Thase blocks should be tha top qualityhigh value housing that Haverhill 50 badly requires. and the beights of these “up-marker” dwellings needs to be resticied to deally 2
and certainly nol more than 2.5,
Apart from the fact that high guality housing of the iype requind would not normally be higher, experience shows thst taler buildings encourape e owners 1o iry o comen
it ousas into smallar units. This will downgrads he whose Estale.
GWPC note that there ane no trees shown on tha North skde of the bypass. (web 1aNW HAVERHILL TREES-& open jpg)
GWPE wero told verbally thal tree planting was axpecied 1o take place here, bul would be hapgier il the tree planting was shown on the plans: Because if k2R ol ihe plans,
mmwwwwuwum

Tha fectpathibridieway leading from Greal Wratling via Moor Pasture Way info the New Estate is show as 8 "BOAT", a Byway Open 1o All Traffic, even though thers is a
Closure order on il

GWFE appreciate that this is II's comec! kgal stalus, bul wousld paint out that many in Greal Wralting, Littks Wratling, Havernill & the Thuriow Esiaies loughl long & hard to
prevent this becoming & thoroughfare, and many still Rarbour feelings thal ihe County Council might have a THidden Agenda® invalving the sumeplitious re-opaning of this route
to vehecies & the severe detriment of our villsgs!

Tha route ks sign posied at a rural footpath, bt I this cennot be reflected on the plans, we would all be 8 ol happler if the closure of the BOAT also fealured clearly,

Kind regards
Gwyn Darvies-Soourfiold

Bed House, Greal Wratling, Haverhill, CBS THD

Gwyn Sconrfield | Viee President & Senlor Heglonal Director | CIT Acrospace International
Mob: +353 879 049 289 | Tel: #3853 1 656 1010 | gwy|
3 Gearges Deck, IFSC, Dublin 1, Ircland
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Kiran Notay - Fwd: NWHaverhill development plans

From: Karen Beech

To: Kiran Notay; Marcia Whitehead
Date: 20/03/2009 12:45

Subject: Fwd: NWHaverhill development plans

>>> peter still <peter_stillé@hotmail.com> 18/03/2008 08:55 ===
Karen may | endorse those comments from Great Wratting parish council and make a couple of other points.
The attraction of Suffolk is it's villages and long term planning should aim to maintain that attraction. Any
development should be sensitive to that point in Suffolk’s long term interest. So yes please ensure there is
no visible sign of any new development either visually from GR and equally any lighting works should be
treated sensitivly so again there is no visual sign and that includes minimising lux levels to there lowest. And
it seems to me the access across which is mentionede needs to be clarified ie it's present usaged should
remain unchanged and that needs to be supported bt the developers and any legal changes made to ensure
the permanent position. Many thanks Peter Still Moor Pasture Farm, Withersfield Road, Great Wratting.

Windows Live just got better. Find out more!
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Kiran Notay - Fwd: Haverhill Development

From: Karen Beech

To: Kiran Notay, Marcia Whitehead
Date: 20/03/2008 12:44

Subject: Fwd: Haverhill Development

FYl

>>> Terry Holloway <TH@Marcamb.co.uk> 18/03/2009 10:06 ===

Dear Karen,

| am sorry to have missed your briefing in the village, which my wife attended. Please note and act upon my
concerns, which | know are shared by many others:

1. The heights of the buildings near the top of the hill need to be reduced to prevent their damaging the rural
status of Great Wratting. It is vital that the new development cannot be seen from our village.

2. The densities of certain parts of the development must be reduced to allow the development of quality
housing.

3. | am concerned that tree planting on the Great Wratting side of the Bypass is not shown on the plan, even
though there are assurances that this is planned. This is vital.

4.1am also concerned that the bridleway leading up Moor Pasture Way and in to Haverhill is shown on the
plans as "A Byway Open to All Traffic” and not a rural footpath.

Although, seemingly, there is a "Closure Order” on the route, downgrading it to a bridleway, it is still in law a
"BOAT". This is not shown on the plans. | note that the Parish council are concerned that if we do not query
this and show that the byway is closed, this too might be "forgotten" later, and the route quietly opened! It
would be unacceptable for there to be MORE traffic down the Withersfield Road, or for an access road to be
created on the route of what today is a very good walking amenity for the village.!

5. Finally, why are comments being passed to the developer and not to the planning authority?

...as from Loveday Cottage, Withersfield Road, Great Wratting.CB9 7HD

.f".'

et
s

Terry Holloway

Group Support Executive

The Marshall Group of Companies
The Airport

Cambridge

CB5 BRX

Telephone: +44 (0)1223 373227
www marshallaerospace.com
th@marcamb.co.uk

p))

MARSHALL GROLP

CENTENARY
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North West Haverhill

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Comment Form

Your Details:
Title MRS itial .M. sumame .. BIBEY.......... e i -

: you a: [ ]-~tocal Resident
Address WMEATHER Cock...... C.cxrrﬁé?f

b 2 5 Sy s i S5 s [J Councillor (please specify)
Parish / District

T oSt U M8 SEM TS T ... D s MehiuesE
................... G DRV S5 s s e A AR SR e VA N RS VRS RS m S AR R N
_ ALl T2 R LR fESSE
. B W72 Y O R = 222 . = 4 bl bk bt o
R e T s ot o aaoe e e s o P SRR R
Please return this form by no later or alternatively email your comments
than 5pm on Thursday 18th March by no later than 5pm on Thursday 19th
2009 to: March 2009 to:
Bidwells Planning Team Haverhlli@bidwelis.co.uk BIDWELLS

Bidwell House
Trumpington Road
Cambridge
CB29LD

www.northwesthaverhill.co.uk

Data will be held by Bidwells. Your comments, name and address details may be given to 5t Edmundsbury Berough Council. Your details will not be
passed on to any third parties. By giving us your details you agree o this.




