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MINUTES OF THE EXTRAORDINARY MEETING OF THE DEVELOPMENT PLANS 

COMMITTEE OF MARTLESHAM PARISH COUNCIL HELD ON 03 JULY 2019  

  

Present: Miss J Bear (Committee), Mr C Blundell (Committee), Mr L Burrows (ex officio), Mr S Denton 

(Chairman), Mr J Forbes (Committee), Mr M Irwin (ex officio). Mr I O’ Brien Baker, Mr E Thompson. 

 

There were no members of the public. 

 

In attendance: Mrs S Robertson (Clerk) and Mrs D Linsley (Deputy Clerk). 

 

1. Welcome & Introductions: The Chairman welcomed those in attendance. 

 

2. Apologies: There were apologies from Ms J Drummond. 

 

3. Interests 

3.1 Disclosable Pecuniary Interest (DPI): None declared. 

 

3.2 Local non-Pecuniary Interest (LNPI): None declared. 

 

4. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: to invite members of the public to speak on agenda item 5 

There were no members of the public. 

  

5. Orwell Green Planning Application: DC/19/1988/OUT  

Outline Application with all matters reserved except for means of access for the erection of up to 

2,700 dwellings, (including 33% affordable housing); apartments with care (C2 use class); vehicular 

access from a new roundabout off the A12, improvements to Felixstowe Road (including 

pedestrian/cycle footways); accesses and two roundabouts on Bucklesham Road; Layout to 

incorporate neighbourhood centre and market square 9use classes A1, A2, A3, A4, A5,, D1 and D2), 

two primary schools; Green Infrastructure including a village green, sports pitches and courts, club 

house, changing facilities, a community park (and car park), trim trail, neighbourhood equipped 

areas of play, locally equipped areas of play, habitat enhancement, landscaping and public realm 

works, community orchard, allotments, footpaths and cycling routes. Removal of existing on-site 

reservoirs. 

There was a discussion. 

DECISION D2019/7a:  

DC/19/1988/OUT - Land to the North of the A14 and West of the A12, Foxhall, Suffolk 

Outline Application  

Martlesham Parish Council strongly opposes this application on the following grounds: 

 

1.  The Council does not accept the applicant’s case for an additional 2700 dwellings over and 

above the numbers already catered for in the allocations in the emerging Local Plan (LP).  The 

proposal is contrary to several policies in the 2013 Local Plan, including SP1 (Sustainable 

Development), SP20 (Eastern Ipswich Plan Area) and SP29 (The Countryside). 

It would be in conflict with and undermine policies in the emerging Local Plan, including SCLP3.1 

(Strategy for Growth in Suffolk Coastal District), SCLP5.3 (Housing Development in the Countryside),  

SCLP7.1 (Sustainable Transport) and SCLP12.18 (Strategy for communities surrounding Ipswich). 

 

2.  Suffolk Coastal has in the past delivered, and the LP as it stands will continue to deliver substantial 

housing land supply in the Ipswich Policy and Felixstowe areas.  The growth to date has already put 

significant strain on the local transport infrastructure.   

 

3.  It was accepted several years ago that the Orwell Bridge was already carrying volumes in excess 

of its design capacity.  To add further traffic generating developments which use the Orwell Bridge 

on top of the residential and commercial growth already provided for in the LP in Felixstowe, 
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Martlesham and the A14 corridor, would result in even more congestion which would mitigate 

against the attractiveness of the peninsula as place to do business. No amount of reviewing the 

emergency diversion routes will prevent Ipswich being log-jammed when the bridge is closed.  The 

bridge has been closed for approx. the equivalent of two whole days over the last two years (source 

Wikipedia). 

 

The traffic modelling is based on 2016 historical data and does not appear to take account of 

growth that will arise from other planned or already consented sites in Martlesham and Felixstowe or 

the two large commercial sites planned alongside the A14.  There is no mention of the impact on the 

Orwell Bridge.  The modelling of the A12 only covers the Seven Hills roundabout to the Foxhall Road 

junction.  The modelling of the A14 only covers the Nacton Road to Seven Hills Roundabout section; 

not the Orwell Bridge section. 

 

4.  SCLP 3.2 shows Foxhall as countryside. This proposal does not comply with any of the 

circumstances where development in the countryside would be permitted as specified in SCLP5.3. 

 

5.  Agricultural Land 

We understand that this land is high quality organic farmland having been subject to a programme 

of improvement over many years to reach its current standard.  We see no justification to lose this 

valuable resource to development. 

 

6.  Sustainability  

6.1 The application emphasises the sustainability and connectivity of this site.  This council takes a 

different view and concludes that the site will be highly dependent on vehicular transport for most 

journeys for the reasons set out below. 

 

The main access (a proposed roundabout onto the A12 in the SE corner of the site) is some distance 

from much of the site, especially the northern area bordering both sides of Bucklesham Road.  This 

will encourage more traffic to use Bucklesham Road, especially people going into Ipswich or wanting 

to get on to the Ipswich inner ring road or go through Bucklesham on to the Brightwell Road to 

Felixstowe. 

 

This will discourage cyclists from using the Bucklesham Road; it has no pavement for most of its length 

so walking can be discounted. 

 

Note: The transport assessment (TA) shows the discounted trip* volume for the whole development 

estimated at 18832 per day (Table 6.3). 

(* discounted trip means the estimate excludes trips which start and end within the development – 

i.e. it only takes into account trips which use the external road network.) Assuming that 1/4 of trips use 

Bucklesham Road this would equate to around 30,000 per week. The above guestimate is higher 

than the transport assessment concludes. Given that the Orwell Green Site is about 1/3rd bigger in 

terms of dwellings than Brightwell Lakes, the question has to be asked - why is Brightwell Lakes 

planned to have four entrances whereas Orwell Green only appears to need, in effect, two 

entrance routes  (A12 and Bucklesham Road) with the latter forecast to carry only a small proportion 

of trips. 

 

It is noted that Highways England have said they will not be able to complete their review of the 

Transport Assessment before 13 September 2019. 

 

6.2 Access to retail areas 

In terms of non-vehicular accessibility this site is isolated from external retail areas.  The application 

mentions footway improvements along Felixstowe Road - but the distance from the centre of the site 

to Sainsburys is about 2.4 miles, so the suggested pavement improvements are unlikely to do much to 

discourage car use.   
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Felixstowe Road has marked cycle lanes but these are only the minimum recommended width which 

is less than ideal in a road which has a 40 mph speed limit. 

 

6.3 Footpaths 

There are only 3 leisure footpaths which go close to or touch the site.  Two of these appear to involve 

crossing the A12 or A14 at level. The other starts out on Purdis Road on the north side of the site and 

then connects with the lane through Purdis Farm (part of the Sandlings Walk) and joins Bucklesham 

Road near the golf club entrance. 

 

6.4 National Cycle Routes 

National Cycle Routes 1 and 51 mentioned in the Transport Assessment are some distance from the 

development site and do not appear to address commuting by bike into central Ipswich. 

 

6.5 Access to secondary schools 

Without an on-site secondary school, all those identified are some 3.5 - 4km route distance away.  All 

of them are less than ideal as a cycle or walk to school destination; all have their dangers. It is likely 

that travel to school journeys for secondary school pupils would have to be largely car based.  

Provision of free school bus service would not meet Suffolk County Council’s criteria. 

Agreed. 

 

 

 

There being no further business the meeting closed at 7.20 pm. 

  

 

 

               M.J.Irwin 
       ________________________________ 

                           Chairman, 04 September 2019 


