
RESPONSE TO FRESSINGFIELD CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

SUMMARY – in August 2017, Suffolk Count  Couniil SSCC)  equuieq  t髉q iumultivq imptit of t髉q fivq 
pltnnq  Feqssingfiql   qvqlopmqnts to bq tssqssq . T髉q eqsuling Cumultivq Tetfi Assqssmqnt SCTA)  
peo uiq  b  Ceqttq Consuling ftils to mqqt t numbqe of ntiontl tn  loitl equuieqmqnts. It  oqs not:    

 peovi q t髉q eig髉t infoemtion   omissions inilu q villtgq i髉tetitqe, publii tetnspoet, pq qsteitn 
tn  i ilist tetfi, tgeiiultuetl, 髉qtv  goo s tn  qmqegqni  vq髉iilq movqmqnts

 tssqss qnvieonmqnttl imptit –  qnvieonmqnttl imptit is ignoeq 
 usq t髉q eig髉t  ttt    vq髉iilq teip ettqs teq usq  instqt  of pqeson teip ettqs 
 tssqss t髉q eig髉t teqt   t ftttl tiii qnt just outsi q t髉q villtgq in 2013 is not inilu q  
 tssqss t髉q eig髉t pqeio    tn tiii qnt in 2017 tt Jubilqq Coenqe is not inilu q .   
 tssqss t髉q eig髉t nqq s – t髉q nqq s of  istblq  pqoplq tn  i髉il eqn teq not tssqssq   
 peioeiisq pq qsteitns    pq qsteitn tetfi is not peioeiisq  
 tssqss pteking   t髉q imptit on pteking in t髉q villtgq is ignoeq 
 tssqss 髉qeittgq   t髉q imptit on t髉q 髉qeittgq of t髉q villtgq is ignoeq 

Bizteeql , t髉q CTA ionilu qs t髉tt bqitusq t髉qeq wqeq not mtn  tiii qnts in t髉q ptst, t髉q inieqtsq in 
pq qsteitn tn  vq髉iiulte tetfi – w髉ii髉 it tiknowlq gqs to bq ‘significant’ – will not itusq tn  inieqtsq in 
tiii qnts in t髉q futueq. T髉is is likq st ing t髉tt bqitusq it wts not etining  qstqe t , it will not etin to t .   

SCC qsimttqs tn qxtet 584 eqsi qnts, inilu ing 63 peimte  si髉ool i髉il eqn to eqsult feom t髉q fivq 
 qvqlopmqnts, inieqtsing t髉q villtgq popultion   tn  potqnitll  t髉q pq qsteitn tn  vq髉iiulte tetfi   b  
57%.  T髉is inilu qs 105 nqw eqsi qnts feom t髉q 46 髉ousqs tppeovq  so fte. Figueqs usq  in t髉q CTA foe 
btsqlinq tn  futueq vq髉iiulte tetfi  o not inspieq ionfi qniq. T髉qeq teq nonq foe pq qsteitn tetfi.  Foe 
qxtmplq, pq qsteitn tn  vq髉iiulte tetfi gqnqettq  b  t髉q nqw siout 髉ut is spqiifiitll  qxilu q .  SCC 
notqs t髉tt Feqssingfiql ds publii tetnspoet ‘is severely limited’ tn  ‘of no use for commutng’.  It is 
impossiblq to sqq 髉ow t髉qsq  qvqlopmqnts iompl  wit髉 t髉q govqenmqntds Ntiontl  ltnning tn   olii  
Fetmqwoek SN  F)  equuieqmqnt t髉tt ‘developments that generate significant movement are located 
where the need to travel will be minimised and the use of sustainable transport modes maximised.’  

No tmount of miigtion itn mtkq w髉tt is ilqtel  unstfq, stfq, noe w髉tt is unsusttintblq, susttintblq. No 
in qpqn qnt Rot  Stfqt  Au it 髉ts bqqn un qettkqn,  qspitq t髉q qvi qniq in ioeeqspon qniq feom SCC of
t髉q likqli髉oo  of inieqtsq  eot  stfqt  eisks.  

In its iommqnts, SCC tlso equuieq  tn un qesttn ing feom MSDC of t髉q lqvql of geowt髉 it ionsi qes 
tppeopeittq foe Feqssingfiql . MSDC 髉ts onl  eqiqntl  iomplqtq  t髉q fiest sttgq of its nqw Loitl  ltn tn  
 oqs not qxpqit to iomplqtq it bqfoeq speing 2019, so t髉is uuqsion itnnot bq tnswqeq . T髉qsq 
 qvqlopmqnts peq qmpt t髉osq stettqgii  qiisions, tn  teq t髉qeqfoeq peqmttueq.    
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Illustration 1: A typical day on Fressingfeldds roads (outside village shop in New St. Conservation Area)



RESPONSE TO FRESSINGFIELD CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

1. BACKGROUND – in t  iion to t髉q two pltnning tppliitions tleqt   tppeovq  foe Feqssingfiql  SRq  
Housq Ftem tn  Ltn  off Si髉ool Ltnq) , t髉eqq fuet髉qe tppliitions 髉tvq bqqn lo gq . SCC oeigintll  
eqiommqn q  eqjqiion of t髉q Rq  Housq Ftem S4410/16)  peopostl on stfqt  geoun s1, tlt髉oug髉 t髉qsq 
ioniqens wqeq tppteqntl  eqsolvq  ts pqemission wts lttqe givqn. On t髉q 14t髉 August 2017, SCC issuq  t 
髉ol ing objqiion on t髉q t髉eqq pqn ing  qvqlopmqnts equuieing t fuet髉qe Joint Tetfi Assqssmqnt of t髉q 
iumultivq imptit of tll fivq  qvqlopmqnts,2  supqesq ing t髉q Tetnspoet Assqssmqnts tn  Stttqmqnts 
oeigintll  peovi q  wit髉 t髉q tppliitions, w髉ii髉 onl  iovqeq  imptit of t髉q  qvqlopmqnts in ivi utll .  

T髉q CTA wts peo uiq  b  Ceqttq Consuling in eqsponsq t髉q 髉ol ing objqiion.  An t  iiontl Tetnspoet 
Notq3 wts tlso peovi q  b  ionsulttnts Lt Ron q Weig髉t in Oitobqe 2017, in eqltion to  ost Mill Ltnq 
S1632/17) . 

T髉q Ttblq bqlow sqts out t髉q qsimttqs b  SCC of t髉q t  iiontl eqsi qnts t髉qsq  qvqlopmqnts will being. 
T髉qeq teq mtn  infetsteuitueq impliitions of t髉is iumultivq  qvqlopmqnt but t髉q CTA wts equuieq  b  
SCCds Hig髉wt s Dqptetmqnt to t  eqss t髉osq eqlting to t髉q eot  nqtwoek wit髉in t髉q villtgq tn  t髉q 
ionsquuqnt imptit on tiiqss/feom t髉q A143.4 

DEVELOPMENT NO. OF HOUSES NO. OF NEW RESIDENTS*

ALL PRIMARY SCHOOL CHILDREN**
Ltn  off Si髉ool Ltnq S3872/16 retntq ) 18 41
Rq  Housq Ftem S4410/16 retntq ) 28 64
Jo髉n S髉qp髉qe  Rot     S1432/17) 99 228
Stet beokq Rot  S1449/17) 85 196
 ost Mill Ltnq S1648/17)  24 55
SUB TOTALS 254 584 63
EXISTING 444 1012 140
TOTALS IF ALL PROPOSALS APPROVED 698 1596 203
PERCENTAGE INCREASE ON EXISTING 57% 57% 45%

* qsimttq  b  SCC in t髉q eqlqvtnt Stettqgii tn  Infetsteuitueq iommqnts foe qti髉 peopostl. 
** qsimttq  b  SCC in t髉qie 28t髉 Junq 2017 Stettqgii Commqnts on Stet beokq R  S1449/17) 

T髉qsq tssumpions teq mqeql  qsimttqs. Fintl numbqes ioul  bq geqttqe, qspqiitll  givqn t髉tt t髉q figueqs 
teq  qeivq  feom outlinq tppliitions.  T髉qsq figueqs of iouesq ignoeq t髉q t  iiontl eqsi qnts Stn  
t髉qeqfoeq tetfi)  w髉ii髉 will bq gqnqettq  b  t髉q mtn   qvqlopmqnts in t髉q sueeoun ing teqt, sui髉 ts in 
t髉q 110 nqw 髉ousqs peoposq  in t髉q villtgq of Wq beqt  just ovqe 2 milqs twt .   

2

Illustration 2: Ordinance Survey Map of Fressingfeld



RESPONSE TO FRESSINGFIELD CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

2. STRATEGIC PLANNING AND TRANSPORT POLICY AND LEGISLATION - T髉qeq teq t etngq of tetnspoet 
equuieqmqnts t髉tt itnnot bq mqt in eqspqit of t髉qsq  qvqlopmqnts, itlling into uuqsion t髉qie loition in 
t髉q smtll villtgq of Feqssingfiql .

2.1 The Natioal Plaooioga Pilicy Faaeeliak (NPPF)  
 stttqs t髉tt ‘plans and decisions should ensure developments that generate significant movement 

are located where the need to travel will be minimised and the use of sustainable transport modes
can be maximised.’  T髉q loition of t髉qsq  qvqlopmqnts in Feqssingfiql  will not minimisq tetvql – 
t髉q eqvqesq, ts t髉qeq teq fqw if tn  qmplo mqnt oppoetuniiqs in t髉q villtgq.  Susttintblq 
tetnspoet will not bq mtximisq  bqitusq of t髉q  ifiuliqs ieqttq  foe tll iltssqs of pq qsteitn, ts 
 qttilq  bqlow, tn  t髉q ltik of publii tetnspoet. 

 equuieqs tut髉oeiiqs to ‘focus significant development in locatons which are or can be made 
sustainable5’, wit髉 Tetnspoet Assqssmqnts equuieq  ‘to ‘establish whether the residual transport 
impacts of a proposed development are likely to be “severe”, which may be a reason for refusal, in 
accordance with t髉q N  F.d6  It is vqe  髉te  to sqq 髉ow qxptn ing t髉q villtgq b  57% wit髉out 
qxptn ing its infetsteuitueq itn bq  qsieibq  ts susttintblq in tetnspoet tqems. T髉q eqsi utl 
imptits 髉tvq  qt to bq qvi qniq  bqitusq t髉q CTA is int quuttq in so mtn  eqspqits, ts 
 qsieibq  bqlow.  

2.2 Paeeatuaity - SCC stttq  in t髉qie eqsponsqs to 1648/17 tn  1432/17 t髉tt: “the cumulatve 
development from other proposals will need to be taken into account and SCC expects to have further 
discussions with the District Council about what level of growth it considers appropriate for this 
setlement.”

T髉q villtgq 髉tvq not bqqn ptet  to tn  sui髉  isiussions tbout w髉tt lqvql of geowt髉 is tppeopeittq foe 
Feqssingfiql , tn  t髉q  etf joint loitl pltn is onl  tt ionsulttion sttgq. It inilu qs eqlqvtnt  isiussion 
tbout sptitl  isteibuion tn  euetl geowt髉. In t髉q sqiion of t髉q Detf Loitl  ltn7 on Infetsteuitueq, MSDC 
stttq : ‘All new developments should be supported by and have good access to all necessary infrastructure
Planning Permission will only be granted if it can be demonstrated that there is, or will be, sufcient 
infrastructure capacity to support and meet all necessary requirements arising from the proposed 
development.’ Consi qetions of iumultivq imptits foe moeq t髉tn onq  qvqlopmqnt teq tlso to bq 
equuieq .     

rovqenmqnt gui tniq on pltnning8 ilqtel  stttqs t髉tt  qvqlopmqnt tppliitions mt  bq  qqmq  
peqmttueq ‘w髉qeq a proposed development is so substantal, or where the cumulatve efect would be so 
significant, that grantng permission could prejudice the Development Plan Document by predetermining 
decisions about the scale, locaton or phasing of new development which are being addressed in the policy 
in the Development Plan Document.’

As t髉q lqvql of geowt髉 foe Feqssingfiql  髉ts  qt to bq  qtqeminq 
b  t髉q Loitl  ltn tn  ts its equuieqmqnts on infetsteuitueq teq
ilqtel  not mqt, t髉is sqt of peopostls lqt ing to t vqe  substtnitl
iumultivq qffqit, teq peqmttueq.  

2.3 Taaffic Maoagaeeeot aod Riad Satety - Un qe Sqiion 16 of 
T髉q Tetfi Mtntgqmqnt Ait 2004, SCC 髉ts t  ut  ‘to secure the
expeditous movement of trafc ‘on its eot  nqtwoek, oe t髉tt of
ot髉qe tut髉oeiiqs. T髉qeq teq ntiontl intqevqnion powqes foe
ftilueq to fulfill t髉is  ut . 

Un qe S39 of t髉q Rot  Tetfi Ait 1988, SCC 髉ts t gqnqetl  ut  
‘to promote road safety.d It is t髉qeqfoeq vqe  suepeising t髉tt no
Rot  Stfqt  Au it tppqtes  qt to 髉tvq bqqn equuieq .  Ntiontl
gui tniq9 equuieqs loitl tut髉oeiiqs to inspqit t髉q sitq tn 
equuieq eot  stfqt  tu its ‘where appropriate’. It sqqms unwisq
not to 髉tvq equuieq  t髉is, qspqiitll  givqn t髉q ilqte qvi qniq of SCCds ioniqens tbout eot  stfqt  ts 
 isiussq  bqlow.  

T髉q itsutl ionilusion of t髉q CTA t髉tt t髉q iumultivq qffqit of t髉q  qvqlopmqnt will bq ‘significant’ qxtet 
tetfi of tll t pqs tn  ‘increased accident riskd ilqtel  fits t髉q iieiumsttniqs in w髉ii髉 t Rot  Stfqt  Au it 
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Illustration 3: Traffic congestion, adj. to
the shop, New St.



RESPONSE TO FRESSINGFIELD CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

is equuieq  – w髉qeq motorised trafc volumes and speeds, and the degree of potental connict between 
diferent user-groups’ teq going to bq signifiitnt10. 

 It is ‘a fundamental principle11’ t髉tt t Rot  Stfqt  Au it Tqtm is in qpqn qnt feom t髉q Dqsign Tqtm, 
unlikq t髉q CTA w髉ii髉 wts ion uitq  b  Ceqttq Consuling w髉o peo uiq  t髉q tetnspoet  oiumqnts 
eqlting to 1449/17 tn  1432/17, foe onq of t髉q  qvqlopqes. 

Ntiontl gui tniq12 t visqs tut髉oeiiqs to ‘put procedures in place that allow ratonal decisions to be 
made with the minimum of bureaucracy, and that create an audit trail that could subsequently be used as 
evidence in court.’ In t髉q tbsqniq of tn in qpqn qnt Rot  Stfqt  Au it, t髉qeq tppqtes to bq no sui髉 tu it 
tetil. 

2.4 Mid Suffilk Distaict Ciuocil (MSDC)  Pilicies - MSDC 髉ts not mqt its fivq  qte 髉ousing suppl , w髉ii髉 
髉ts impoettnt ionsquuqniqs foe its 髉ousing poliiiqs. Un qe ptetgetp髉 14 of t髉q N  F, pqemission s髉oul  
bq getntq  in t髉qsq iieiumsttniqs unlqss ‘any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and 
demonstrably outweigh the benefits when assessed against the policies in the Framework, taken as a 
whole.’ Evi qniq is peqsqntq  bqlow on t髉q t vqesq imptits t髉tt t髉q iumultivq qffqits of t髉q 
 qvqlopmqnts woul  gqnqettq in tetnspoet tqems.

MSDC tppeovq  Tetnspoet poliiiqs wit髉in its Loitl  tn is Sqptqmbqe 1998.  In Junq 2016, it spqiifiitll  
eqttinq  ts vtli  poliiiqs T1, T2, T4 T14.  In t髉qie Junq 2017 ju gqmqnt,13 t髉q Supeqmq Couet eulq  t髉tt it is
onl  ‘policies for the supply of housing’ t髉tt teq  qqmq  out of  ttq un qe t髉q N  F w髉qeq tn tut髉oeit  
itnnot  qmonstettq t fivq  qte suppl  of 髉ousing. Ot髉qe poliiiqs, inilu ing tetnspoet, eqmtin vtli   qspitq
t髉q ltik of t髉q fivq  qte 髉ousing suppl , so t髉q CTA must bq mqtsueq  tgtinst MSDCds tetnspoet poliiiqs. 

MSDCds Tetnspoet  olii  notqs14 t髉q intqnion to ‘direct most new developments to setlements that are 
served by public transport and there is an opton for using bus or rail services for journeys to work.’ 
Feqssingfiql   oqs not mqqt tn  of t髉qsq ieitqeit. 

T髉qeq is t limit to t髉q miigtion t髉tt itn bq peovi q  to mtkq w髉tt is unstfq, stfq tn  w髉tt is 
unsusttintblq, susttintblq.  MSDCds tetnspoet polii  is tbsolutql  ilqte on t髉is limit: In no circumstances 
will MSDC  view the ofer of infrastructure improvements or other benefits as reasons to permit a planning 
applicaton for development which is clearly contrary to planning policy or otherwise unacceptable for land
use or environmental reasons15 

3. Shiatcieiogas it the CTA - T髉eqq lqvqls of equuieqmqnts tppl  to t髉q CTA: 
 Natioal   t髉q N  F tn  tssoiittq  gui tniq, t髉q Dqptetmqnt of Tetnspoet Guidance on Transport 

Assessments STAs)  tn  its Manual for the Streets. 
 Ciuoty – SCC spqiifii ioniqens tbout t髉q iumultivq imptit on Feqssingfiql  
 Distaict– MSDCds eqlqvtnt poliiiqs Stetnspoet tn  pteking) 

T髉q CTA 髉ts sqeious ftilings on tll lqvqls, ts  qsieibq  bqlow.  

T髉q most sqeious ftw eunning t髉eoug髉 t髉q CTA is to usq t髉q 
Cets髉mtp  ttt feom 2011 to 2016, w髉qeq t髉qeq wts t ltik of 
tiii qnts, ts t jusifiition foe t髉q ionilusion t髉tt t髉q inieqtsq
in tetfi – w髉ii髉 t髉q CTA itsqlf tiknowlq gqs to bq ‘significant’
– will not itusq tn  inieqtsq in tiii qnts. T髉is is likq st ing ts 
it wts not etining  qstqe t , it is unlikql  to etin to t  qvqn 
t髉oug髉 t髉qeq teq ilou s to t  but t髉qeq wqeq nonq  qstqe t . 
It is nonsqnsq.  

T髉q ftws in t髉q CTA mqtn t髉tt tn   qiisions mt q on t髉q 
btsis of t髉q  oiumqnt woul  bq vulnqetblq to i髉tllqngq. 

3.1 Flaled iotiaeatio - T髉q following infoemtion is peqsieibq  b  t髉q N  F16 foe TAs, but missing feom 
t髉q CTA:  

 Chaaactea - nqig髉boueing usqs, tmqnit  tn  i髉tetitqe 
 Public taaospiat    publii tetnspoet, inilu ing peovision/ fequuqni  of sqeviiqs 
 Miveeeot – movqmqnts b  all mo qs of tetnspoet eqsuling feom t髉q  qvqlopmqnt tn  viiinit 
 Diffeaeot types it taaffic - iueeqnt tetfi fows inilu ing  iffqeqnt mo qs tn  type of vq髉iilqs   
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Illustration 4: New St Conservation Area
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 Eoviaioeeotal - likql  qnvieonmqnttl imptits of tetnspoet eqlttq  to t髉q  qvqlopmqnt

Moeq spqiifiitll , t髉q N  F17 equuieqs t髉tt ‘all developments that will generate significant amounts of 
trafc’ peovi q ‘the forecast level of trips by all modes of transport likely to be associated with the 
development.’  T髉q CTA inilu qs no tssqssmqnt of  iffqeqnt t pqs of tetfi, sui髉 ts tgeiiultuetl oe 髉qtv  
goo s vq髉iilqs, not to mqnion qmqegqni  vq髉iilqs. Onq ioul  qxpqit t髉q lqvql of qmqegqniiqs of tll t pqs
Smq iitl, fieq oe poliiq)  to inieqtsq peopoeionttql  wit髉 t髉q inieqtsq in popultion.  T髉q tssqssmqnt of 
tiiqss foe qmqegqni  vq髉iilqs is t髉qeqfoeq t sqeious omission.   

No eqfqeqniq is mt q to ionsteuiion tetfi  ueing t髉q buil ing of tn qxtet 254 髉ousqs in t髉is smtll villtgq,
noe of t髉q 髉tzte s to pq qsteitns of 髉qtv  goo s vq髉iilqs  ueing t髉is pqeio .  

Dqptetmqnt of Tetnspoet gui tniq18 stttqs t髉tt to un qesttn  full  t髉q iontqxt of t  qvqlopmqnt,  ttt 
s髉oul  inilu q– ‘as a minimum’   ‘the quantficaton of the person trips generated from the existng site 
and their modal distributon, or, where the site is vacant or partally vacant, the person trips which might 
realistcally be generated.’  T髉q onl  infoemtion peovi q  in t髉q CTA eqlttqs to vq髉iiulte teip ettqs, not 
pqeson teip ettqs, so t髉qeq is no titutl tssqssmqnt
of t髉q pq qsteitn oe i ilist tetfi.   

3.2 Flaled assesseeots:  T髉q tssqssmqnts
ionttinq  in t髉q CTA ionttin mtn  sqeious ftws,
w髉ii髉 woul  un qeminq tn   qiisions btsq  upon
its ionilusions. T髉qsq ftws teq geoupq  into sqvqn
t髉qmqs bqlow. 

a)  Sate access tia all - At ntiontl lqvql, t髉q N  F
equuieqs TAs to qnsueq ‘safe and suitable access to
the site can be achieved for all people’19, tn  to
inilu q tn tssqssmqnt of wtlking tn  i iling tn 
t髉q itptiit  of t髉q footptt髉 nqtwoek20.  It  must
tlso qnsueq t髉tt   qvqlopmqnts  o not  ‘create
barriers to access within the local community21’ b 
mtking t髉q eot  oe footptt髉s lqss stfq pteiiultel 
foe i髉il eqn tn  ol qe oe  istblq  pqoplq, lqt ing
to moeq usq of t髉q ite foe stfqt  eqtsons, qvqn foe
s髉oet  isttniqs. 

In its stettqg   oiumqnt on plt  sptiqs22, SCC equuieq  t髉tt 
‘routes to children’s play spaces are safe, and accessible for 
all children and young people.’ Onq of t髉q objqiivqs of 
MSDCds Tetnspoet  olii 23 is ‘to ensure that proper account is
taken of all modes of transport.’ 

Nit assessed: t髉q CTA  oqs not  iffqeqnittq bqtwqqn t pqs 
of pq qsteitns, ignoeing t髉q  iffqeqnt nqq s of i髉il eqn Sin t 
villtgq wit髉 t peimte  si髉ool)  tn  ol qe pqoplq Sin t villtgq 
tleqt   髉tving tn ol qe popultion tbovq tvqetgq24) .  Noe is 
t髉qeq tn  tssqssmqnt of t髉q iumultivq imptit of t髉q 
 qvqlopmqnts on t髉q pq qsteitn eoutqs to t髉q plt  sptiq 
t jtiqnt to t髉q spoets ilub, feom qti髉 of t髉q nqw 

 qvqlopmqnts, noe to tn  feom t髉q peoposq  t  iiontl plt  sptiq wit髉in t髉q Jo髉n S髉qp髉qe  R  
 qvqlopmqnt S1432/17) . Moeq i髉il eqn will tlso bq wtlking to si髉ool, to t髉q si髉ool bus piik up points tn  
to t髉q nqw siout 髉ut, but t髉q imptit on t髉qm 髉ts not bqqn tssqssq .  

b)  Sate aod secuae layiuts, paiiaitsioga pedestaiaos -  T髉q N  F equuieqs  qvqlopmqnts to ‘create safe 
and secure layouts which minimise connicts between trafc and cyclists or pedestrians.’ tn   ‘give priority 
to pedestrian and cycle movements, and have access to high quality public transport facilites’25. 
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Illustration 5: Proposed Public Footpath Exit to New St 
from Post Mill Lane 1648/17

Illustration 6: Parking on Church St. adj. 14th 
c. church



RESPONSE TO FRESSINGFIELD CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

In eqltion to 1449/17 tn  1432/17, SCC 髉ts pointq  out26t髉q ltik of t footwt  tlong ptet of Nqw Steqqt 
tn  t髉q nteeow tn   isioninuous footwt s in Ltxfiql  Rot  tn  Stet beokq Rot . It notqs:   ‘Our specific 
concern would be the efects of additonal vehicular and pedestrian trafc in the area of New Street / 
B1116 Laxfield  oad/ Stradbroke  oad/Church  oad where there is an absence of footways, noing t髉q 
nqq  to un qesttn  tn  ‘detrimental impact on residents walking or cycling.’  It tlso notqs t髉q teuq 
posiion on publii tetnspoet in t髉q villtgq: ‘sustainable transport optons are highly constrained. Currently 
there is only a severely limited bus service that serves the village and it is of no use for commutng. It is not
practcal to enhance this service’27 tn  ‘Fressingfield is currently very poorly served by scheduled bus 
services.’28  Assqssmqnt wts tlso equuieq  b  SCC of ‘the safety impacts of numerous minor accesses 
across the proposed footway east of Stradbroke  d’29

MSDCds Tetnspoet  olii  sqts out t髉q mttqes to w髉ii髉 it will 髉tvq eqgte  in pltnning  qiisions, inilu ing 
‘whether the needs of pedestrians and cyclists have been met.’30 T髉q stmq polii  equuieqs tssqssmqnt of 
‘the suitability of existng roads giving access to the development in terms of the safe and free now of 
trafc and pedestrian safety.’ 

Nit assessed: tlt髉oug髉 t髉q CTA ionsi qes 
tetfi tn  uuquing tt juniions, it onl  
tssqssqs tetfi iongqsion. It  oqs not 
peopqel  tssqss t髉q imptit on i ilists oe 
 iffqeqnt t pqs of pq qsteitns. T髉is is 
bqitusq it onl  usqs vq髉iiulte teip ettqs not 
pqeson teip ettqs ts equuieq . Tetfi of tll 
t pqs tlong t髉q spqiifiq  eot s t髉qmsqlvqs 
ts wqll ts tt juniions is not tssqssq , qvqn 
t髉oug髉 onl  26% of itsutliqs oiiue wit髉in 
20 mqteqs of t juniion31. ROS A notqs: 
‘rural roads are narrow and ofen have no 
pavement or crossing facilites. Child 

pedestrian casualtes in rural areas are more likely to occur when children are walking along the road 
rather than crossing it.32d Wit髉 t髉q teeivtl of tn qsimttq  63 nqw peimte  si髉ool i髉il eqn, t髉is is vqe  
eqlqvtnt. 

Cets髉mtp  ttt usq  in t髉q eqpoet onl  eqlttqs to eqpoetq  tiii qnts w髉qeq t髉qeq 髉ts bqqn tn injue . It is 
not known 髉ow mtn  tiii qnts oiiueeq  w髉ii髉 wqeq not eqpoetq  oe w髉qeq t髉qeq wts no injue .  
Fuet髉qemoeq, b  limiing t髉q  ttt to 2011 2016, t髉q CTA missqs tn tiii qnt eqpoetq  in 2017 involving tn 
injue  tt t髉q twin T juniion s髉own in t髉q p髉oto tbovq, w髉ii髉 髉ts tn qxising blin  footptt髉 qxit wit髉in 
mqteqs of it. T髉q mtp bqlow s髉ows tll tiii qnts foe tll 19  qtes tvtiltblq, tn  tqlls t vqe   iffqeqnt stoe .   
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Illustration 7: Exit footpath to New St, adj. twin T-junction

Illustration 8: Crashmap data for Fressingfeld and environs, 1999-2017



RESPONSE TO FRESSINGFIELD CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

B  limiing t髉q teqt of t髉q sqtei髉 to t髉q juniions wit髉in t髉q villtgq, t ftttl tiii qnt in 2013 tt t髉q juniion
of rulqs reqqn Ltnq tn  Buiking髉tmds Hill 髉ts bqqn qxilu q . 

Evqn tfqe tntl sis of t vqe  sqlqiivq  ttt sqt, ‘some increased accident risk,’ is itsutll  tiknowlq gq  in 
t髉q CTA, but no ttqmpt is mt q to peioeiisq t髉q movqmqnts of pq qsteitns tn  i ilists w髉o will bq 
qxposq  to sui髉 eisks.  Alt髉oug髉 ‘there will be significant levels of additonal pedestrian and vehicular 
movements,’ t髉q eqmtektblq ionilusion is offqeq  t髉tt, bqitusq t髉q iueeqnt lqvqls 髉tvq not gqnqettq  
mtn  tiii qnts Sw髉ii髉 is ftlsq) , 髉ig髉qe lqvqls will not  o so qit髉qe.  

T髉q CTA  oqs not mqnion publii tetnspoet, lqt tlonq tssqss w髉qt髉qe it is of 髉ig髉 uutlit . 

T髉q pq qsteitn qxpqeiqniq – w髉qt髉qe gqnqeiitll  oe stetifiq  b  t pq of pq qsteitn – is not tssqssq  foe 
tn  of t髉q  qvqlopmqnts noe t髉qie tiiqss eoutqs to villtgq tmqniiqs sui髉 ts Stnieof Htll, t髉q s髉op, 
si髉ool tn  mq iitl iqnteq, wit髉 somq fqqblq tntl sis onl  of t髉q peqsqniq of footwt s to bus stops. As 
t髉qeq is onl  onq bus t wqqk tn wt , it is not ilqte w髉  t髉is eoutq is pteiiultel  eqlqvtnt.  T髉q 
p髉otogetp髉s of t髉q Wqst tn  Etst viqws tt t髉q qxit feom t髉q footwt  peoposq  onto Nqw St feom  ost 
Mill Ltnq, offqe just onq qxtmplq of 髉ow unstfq t髉is peoposq  lt out will bq, pteiiultel  foe ol qe pqoplq 
tn  i髉il eqn going to t髉q peimte  si髉ool, qmqeging onto t bqn  on t nteeow eot  wit髉 no ptvqmqnt tn  
no steqqt lig髉ing. So fte feom bqing peioeiisq , t髉q nqq s of pq qsteitns teq titutll  ignoeq  in t髉q CTA. 

c)  Disabled peiple - T髉q N  F equuieqs ionsi qetion of ‘the needs of people with disabilites by all modes 
of transport’ 

MSDCds  olii  T1133 equuieqs ‘highway schemes including roads, footways, parking and pedestrian priority 
areas to be designed to accommodate the needs of people with disabilites.’

Bot髉 MSDC tn  SCC will bq tt eisk of t iltim foe beqti髉 of t髉qie  istbilit  quutlit   ut  un qe t髉q Distbilit 
Disieimintion Ait 2005 if tssqssmqnts teq not equuieq  of t髉q nqq s of  istblq  pqoplq in eqltion to t髉q 
inieqtsq  tetfi tn  geqttqe 髉tzte s foe  istblq  pq qsteitns. 

Nit assessed:  CTA  oqs not qvqn mqnion pqoplq wit髉
 istbiliiqs. 

d)  Paakioga aod deliveaies 
Bot髉 t髉q N  F tn  ntiontl gui tniq equuieq peopostls to
‘accommodate the efcient delivery of goods and supplies34 
tn  TAs to tssqss ‘the available parking facilites in the
vicinity of the site and the impact that development could
have upon them.’35  ‘The vicinity’  of tll pqemitq  tn 
peoposq   qvqlopmqnts in t髉is smtll villtgq inilu q t髉q villtgq
s髉op tn  mq iitl iqnteq on Nqw Steqqt, t髉q si髉ool on
Stet beokq Rot  tn  two pubs on Ltxfiql  Rot .

MSDC notqs: ‘vehicles parked on the street can easily disrupt the free now 
and safety of trafc, create a hazard for pedestrians partcularly if no foot 
way exists and in environmentally sensitve locatons can detract from the 
appearance of surroundings especially in conservaton areas.’36  olii  T7 
notqs t髉q nqq  to  qsign pteking ttking tiiount of ‘the character and 
appearance of its surroundings the efects of environmental and residental
amenity and the likely benefits for trafc safety.’

Nit Assessed: T髉q CTA is silqnt on pteking.  T髉q p髉otos of iueeqnt pteking 
teetngqmqnts outsi q t髉q s髉op tn  mq iitl iqnteq on t t piitl  t , wit髉 
iueeqnt popultion, tetfi fow tn   qlivqe  lqvqls is illustetivq of 髉ow 
髉tzte ous tn  inieqtsq in 髉ousing in t髉q villtgq woul  bq.  

e)  Riad Satety Oveaall - Ntiontl gui tniq 37 equuieqs t髉tt ‘Site inspectons
should be conducted to determine if the proposed locaton and design of 
access roads (including visibility/sight distance restrictonss would create 
an increased potental for accidents.’ 
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Illustration 9: Medical Centre Car Park

Illustration 10: Reduced 
roadwidth during shop 
delivery,New St



RESPONSE TO FRESSINGFIELD CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

SCC iommqntq , in eqltion to t髉q tppeovq  4410/16, t髉tt t髉tt  qvqlopmqnt tlonq S28 髉ousqs – t litlq 
ovqe t tqnt髉 of w髉tt is now peoposq )  woul  gqnqettq tn inieqtsq in pq qsteitns wtlking tlong Nqw 
Steqqt, w髉ii髉 ‘will be detrimental to highway safety and contrary to the objectves of the NPPF’.  Buil ing 
on t髉is, t髉qie 髉ol ing objqiion to 1449/17 tn  1432/1738 mtn ttq  tssqssmqnt of t髉q iumultivq imptit 
of t髉q  qvqlopmqnts, tn  髉ow to ‘allow safe interacton of vehicles and pedestrians.’  SCCds qsimttq of 63
qxtet peimte  si髉ool i髉il eqn wtlking to tn  feom t髉q si髉ool feom tll t髉q  qvqlopmqnts s髉oul  bq t髉q 
iontqxt foe sui髉 tn tssqssmqnt, tlong wit髉 t髉q imptit of moeq ol qe pqoplq likql  to bq wtlking to t髉q 
s髉op tn  suegqe , inilu ing in t髉q  tek  ueing t髉q wintqe mont髉s.  

In t髉qie iniitl eqiommqn tion foe eqfustl of 4410/16, SCC39 tlso notq  t髉tt tetfi spqq s tlong Nqw 
Steqqt ‘frequently exceed the 30mph limit.’ 

MSDC notqs t髉q stfqt  s髉oetiomings of euetl eot s tn  t髉q pteiiulte 髉tzte s of 髉qtv  tgeiiultuetl tetfi. 
‘The majority of rural roads are proving inadequate for the trafc now carried [t髉is in 1998]. Inevitably 
rural roads follow ancient field boundaries characterised by numerous right angle bends.’40T髉q  tlso notq 
t髉q 髉ig髉 inii qniq of tgeiiultuetl 髉qtv  goo s vq髉iilq on euetl eot s St ionsi qetblq numbqe of w髉ii髉 ptss
t髉eoug髉 t髉q villtgq)  tn  t髉q peoblqm of spqq ing w髉ii髉 villtgqs qxpqeiqniq. 41  

Nit assessed: T髉q CTA  oqs not mqqt t髉q N  F equuieqmqnts on tetfi fow ts it onl  ionsi qes tetfi 
iongqsion tn   oqs not iovqe, foe qxtmplq, t髉q visibilit  of tetfi to pq qsteitns tt t髉q juniions of eot s 
oe footptt髉s.

‘Safe interacton’ bqtwqqn tetfi tn  pq qsteitns is not tssqssq .  tssing iommqnt is mt q on 
‘pedestrian trafc’, but no ttqmpt is mt q to stetif  t髉q nqq s of  iffqeqnt pq qsteitn geoups, ts t髉q 
N  F equuieqs Ssqq ptet 3.2 tbovq) .  T髉q CTA is somqw髉tt sqlqiivq in t髉q tetfi fow t髉tt it  oqs tntl sq, 
wit髉 pq qsteitn tn  vq髉iiulte tetfi gqnqettq  b  t髉q nqw siout 髉ut, w髉ii髉 is in t  iffqeqnt loition to t髉q
ol  onq tn  will involvq i髉il eqn wtlking to it, spqiifiitll  qxilu q   

T髉q CTA  oqs not tssqss spqq  tt tll    oqs not mqnion t髉q 
woe  in ftit. It foiusqs onl  on volumq of tetfi tt juniions 
wit髉out  iffqeqniting bqtwqqn t pqs of vq髉iilq. An  sui髉 
tssqssmqnt woul  髉tvq bqqn iniomplqtq tn wt  ts it 髉ts 
not peovi q  pqeson teip ettqs, ts equuieq .  

t)  Heaitagae   Ntiontl rui tniq42 equuieqs tssqssmqnt of the 
‘heritage of historic resources where they interact with 
development-generated transport’43  

MSDC ds polii  on ionsqevtion tn  髉qeittgq stttqs: ‘Priority 
will be given to protectng the character and appearance of 
conservaton areas and the district planning authority will 
expect new building, alteratons or other forms of 
development to conserve or enhance their surroundings. 
Similar care will be taken when considering proposed 

development on land, which lies adjacent to a conservaton area….44

Un qe Sqiion 72 of t髉q Listq  Buil ings tn  Consqevtion
teqts)  Ait 1990, pltnning tut髉oeiiqs 髉tvq t  ut  to pt 
‘special atenton .. to the desirability of preserving or
enhancing the character or appearance of that area’, 
w髉qn qxqeiising t髉qie pltnning funiions. T髉q  tlso 髉tvq t
 ut  ‘from tme to tme to formulate and publish proposals
for the preservaton and enhancement of any parts of their
area which are conservaton areas.’45 T髉q most eqiqnt
ionsqevtion teqt tppetistl is tqn  qtes ol , so t髉is woek is
long ovqe uq qspqiitll  in teqts sui髉 ts Feqssingfiql 
w髉qeq ionsqevtion teqts tn  loitl i髉tetitqe teq tt eisk.   

T髉qeq is no sign of qit髉qe  ut  bqing fulfillq  in eqltion to
t髉q  qvqlopmqnts in Feqssingfiql .
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Illustration 11: Fressingfeld 14th c. church, 
with vicarage in rear

Illustration 12: Fressingfeld 14th c. 
church. Guildhall(Fox and Goose 
restaurant) in rear (1509)



RESPONSE TO FRESSINGFIELD CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

Nit Assessed: t髉q CTA mtkqs no mqnion of Feqssingfiql ds 髉qeittgq, noe t髉q nqq  to peqsqevq its 
ionsqevtion teqt, tn  peovi qs no infoemtion to tssist MSDC in t髉qie woek on t髉q ionsqevtion teqt. 

ga)  Cueulatve iocaease io taaffic - T髉q N  F tiknowlq gqs t髉tt it is pqemissiblq to eqfusq pltnning 
pqemission ‘on transport grounds where the residual [tfqe tn  impeovqmqnts]r cumulatve impacts of 
development are severe.’46 Ntiontl rui tniq47 equuieqs t髉tt ‘the cumulatve efects of multple potental 
developments should be assessed, so as to ensure that interacton efects of diferent combinatons of sites
on the highway network are fully understood’.

In t髉qie eqsponsq to 1648/17, 1432/17 SCC equuieq  t髉tt t髉q iumultivq imptit of t髉tt  qvqlopmqnt bq 
tssqssq  inilu ing tiiqss to/feom t髉q A143. In t髉qie 髉ol ing objqiion, SCC eqitqettq  t髉is equuieqmqnt to 
tssqss ‘the cumulatve impact of all the developments on the highway network.d48 

MSDCds Tetnspoet  olii  T10 sqts out t髉tt in ionsi qeing pltnning tppliitions, it will 髉tvq eqgte  intqe tlit
to:

 ‘the provision of safe access to and egress from the site
 the suitability of existng roads giving access to the development, in terms of the safe and free now

of trafc and pedestrian safety;
 whether the amount and type of trafc generated by the proposal will be acceptable in relaton to 

the capacity of the road network in the locality of the site’

Nit Assessed: rivqn t髉tt t髉q weong t pq of teip ettqs 髉tvq bqqn usq  in t髉q CTA Sts qxpltinq  in 
ptetgetp髉 3.1 tbovq)  it is 髉te  to sqq 髉ow t髉q iumultivq tetfi imptit itn bq tssqssq  tt tll. 
T髉q CTA  oqs not eqfqe to tiiqss to tn  feom t髉q A143 tn   oqs not peovi q t髉q  ttt nqq q  foe MSDC to
tssqss t髉qsq tppliitions tgtinst T10 poliiiqs.  

T髉q Tetnspoet Notq feom Lt Ron q Weig髉t usq  t髉q stmq limitq  Cets髉mtp  ttt ts t髉q CTA tn   i  not 
peopqel  tssqss i ilist oe pq qsteitn tetfi oe  iffqeqnittq bqtwqqn t pqs of pq qsteitns inilu ing 
 istblq  pqoplq. 

4. CONCLUSION - T髉q CTA is t sqeiousl  ftwq   oiumqnt tn   oqs not sqevq t髉q pueposq of tssqssing t髉q
iumultivq imptit of t髉q fivq peoposq   qvqlopmqnts on Feqssingfiql . 

It is 髉te  to sqq 髉ow t髉q iumultivq imptit of t髉qsq peoposq   qvqlopmqnts – tn  t髉qie imptit 
in ivi utll  in somq itsqs –on tetnspoet tn  eot  stfqt  in t髉q villtgq itn bq ot髉qe t髉tn 髉ig髉l  
 qteimqnttl, eqn qeing t髉q  qvqlopmqnts unsusttintblq tn  gqnqeting  qmonstetblq signifiitnt t vqesq 
imptits.  

Weitqn b  Eliztbqt髉 Mtnqeo 13.02.17

SAFE SSuppoetqes Agtinst Feqssingfiql  Exptnsion) 

feqssingfiql 髉ousing.oeg
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