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Purpose of report: | On 26 January 2016, the West Suffolk Joint Growth
Steering Group considered the following substantive
item of business:

(1) Mildenhall Hub: Development Brief

Recommendation: It is RECOMMENDED that the draft Development
Brief be approved for public consultation, subject
to the final content being amended to:

(1) Reflect the comments of the West Suffolk
Joint Growth Steering Group, with approval
of the final text to be undertaken in
consultation with the Portfolio Holder for
Planning and Growth and the Ward
Members for the Market Ward (Mildenhall);
and

(2) Add an Executive Summary, for circulation
to the Members of the Steering Group for
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comment, prior to the Development Brief
going out to public consultation.

Key Decision: Is this a Key Decision and, if so, under which
(Check th definition?

Check the appropriate Y iti K Decision - [

box and delete all those es,_ t. > @ Rey Decis O. .

that do not apply.) No, it is not a Key Decision -

The decisions made as a result of this report will usually be published within
48 hours and cannot be actioned until five clear working days of the
publication of the decision have elapsed. This item is included on the
Decisions Plan.

Consultation: e See Report No JGG/JT/16/001
Alternative option(s): e See Report No JGG/JT/16/001
Implications:

Are there any financial implications? | See Report No JGG/JT/16/001

If yes, please give details (The cost of the Development Brief is
being met from the Government grant
for the Hub project)

Are there any staffing implications? See Report No JGG/JT/16/001

If yes, please give details
Are there any ICT implications? If See Report No JGG/JT/16/001
yes, please give details
Are there any legal and/or policy See Report No JGG/JT/16/001
implications? If yes, please give
details

Are there any equality implications? | See Report No JGG/JT/16/001
If yes, please give details

Risk/opportunity assessment: (potential hazards or opportunities affecting
corporate, service or project objectives)
Risk area Inherent level of | Controls Residual risk (after
risk (before controls)
controls)
See Report No JGG/JT/16/0
01
Ward(s) affected: All Wards, but particularly the Market
Ward (Mildenhall)
Background papers: West Suffolk Joint Growth Steering
(all background papers are to be Group: 26 January 2016
published on the website and a link (Report No JGG/JT/16/001 and
included) Appendix 1)
Documents attached: None
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1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

Mildenhall Hub: Development Brief (Report No: JGG/JT/16/001)

Officers explained that the purpose of a Development Brief was to set out the
planning issues and constraints and provided guidance as to what would need
to be addressed in bringing the site forward for development in a cohesive and
phased manner to meet the future demands for public services in Mildenhall.
This was a separate process, independent to the actual Business Case for the
Hub, which is the subject of a separate report on this Cabinet agenda.

In discussing the proposed Development Brief, Members recommended that
the Brief should contain an Executive Summary, outlining the following areas:

- Explaining the value and importance of the Hub, particularly as a
community facility.

- To emphasise the proposals for the leisure facilities.

- To include reference to the previous transport study and how this would
relate to this development

Councillor Ruth Bowman, Ward Member for the Market Ward (Mildenhall),
explained the current concerns of residents with regard to the issues of traffic,
car parking and pedestrian access, within the area of Wamil Way and Church
Walk and how this may also be further affected by other potential development
within that area.

Therefore, Councillor Bowman proposed that the Development Brief should be
amended to reflect:-

e An appreciation of the current concerns raised by residents within that area
with regard to traffic, car parking and pedestrian/cycle access.

e This development was not seen in isolation to other live planning
applications in that area.

e An acknowledgment of the current known issues of vehicular access at
Wamil Way and Church Walk (including parental ‘drop-off’ for the current
school/pre-school).

e A sympathetic account of the current amenities within the area and how
this development could affect them (positively).

¢ An acknowledgment that this development may also require changes to be
made to the road system on Queensway.

e An explanation of how any complementary housing would be accessed.

With regard to the consultation process, Members also stated the importance
of ensuring that the community could fully participate in the process.
Members also requested for the consultation period to be undertaken for a
minimum of six weeks.

Members also made the following comments with regard to the Hub
development (which were outside the specific remit of the Development Brief
itself):

e Ensuring that the appropriate safeguarding issues were in place with regard
to the use of the buildings which were to be located on the site (Officers
confirmed that that this was a primary consideration).

e That the style of the development should fit into the community and which
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1.6

could be seen as a landmark development.
e Consideration of the prioritisation of pedestrians over other forms of
transport in use within the area.

Subject to the recommendations made in paragraphs 1.2 and 1.3 above, the
Steering Group considered that the Development Brief should be approved for
public consultation and their recommendations are contained in (1) and (2)
above.
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