Have Fressingfield Residents been listened to?

Information used to inform the draft NDP included the survey of residents in March 2025. As has
been previously documented some respondents were very unhappy and confused about the
wording of the choice of potential sites because the ‘None of the above’ option followed the
instruction ‘If MSDC were to allocate more housing in Fressingfield in the future which of the
following would be the most suitable location.” This makes the ‘None of the above’ meaningless.

Whilst trying to understand how the draft NDP had reached the conclusion that 20-30 dwellings over
the 20 year period had the support of residents | categorised the raw data ( the commentary on the
survey forms submitted ) into 3 categories. The responses highlighted in Green are against any
further housing in the village most significantly because of the lack of suitable infrastructure. The
responses highlighted in Yellow are slightly more ambivalent and the non- highlighted are in favour
of some development.

Much is made, correctly, in the draft NPD about the pressures from national and local government
to extend and permit further housing development and it maybe that the PC’s decision to attempt to
get agreement for developments that fall below the indicative housing figures proposed is a
reasonable approach. However | do not think that it is acceptable to downplay so many residents’
concerns about the inadequate infrastructure. The Parish Council/ NDP Steering Group have tried to
pin down Anglian Water ( Infrastructure Paper Dec. 2025 ) about potential solutions to the sewage
problems but their replies are unhelpful and reference digital maps which private residents have to
buy to view.

Extract from draft NDP:

1.5 Government guidance is clear that Neighbourhood Plans cannot block development, but they
can shape it and ensure that proposals that come forward are appropriate for the parish in terms of
size, scale and character and that they do not put undue strain on the existing infrastructure of the
parish.

Raw data from 2025 Housing Survey 324 responses 907 surveys sent out 36% response rate

1. Affordable housing becoming very necessary
2. All houses to look different

5. Any larger developments could not be accommodated by current infrastructure and utilities
6. Aslong as it doesn't cause problems for existing homeowners
7. Assumption: All developments have adequate drainage and access

9. Careful thought has to be given with regard to the infrastructure of the village i.e.
school, doctors, when adding extra houses co housing
10. Concerns regarding infrastructure deficit.




28. Growth of the village increases community and helps diversify the village and to help make it
a nicer place for all

30. Hope that if more houses are built in the village it will not change the lovely outlook of
Fressingfield.

34. | think sustainability should be a key factor of any new development i.e. no reliance on fossil
fuels for new homes.
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. If all houses with current planning permission were built | feel that would be sufficient . But if
a few more needed, infills and small sites would be most suitable.

. If we need affordable housing larger sites would have cheaper housing available

. Individual plots or infill brownfield sites would be preferable

. Infill or small development will fit in better with the parish and not destroy its character. It
will also allow facilities like shops and doctors to be scaled to fit such incremental
development.
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43. It has to have parking and visitor parking if houses in a cluster

44. Keep the sites small but affordable

45. Large developments change the very nature of a village. We are not opposed to new
development in principle but would oppose larger scale ones.

46. Large scale developments are not suitable for a small village if it is to retain its identity

50. More houses to attract more people and expand the village

57. Only if infrastructure is improved to provide for additional inhabitants first

60. People mostly move here when older. Younger people tend to live in areas with more jobs
61. Please stop building the 5 bedroom houses that people can't afford. Where are the small 2 up
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63. Realistically to gain any affordable housing it would need 11-20 homes to make cost
effective. However, the preference would be for smaller sites.
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6. Should planning permission be given for more houses it should include a significant upgrade
to the infrastructure i.e. drains, electricity, roads etc
7. Sites up to 15 would be in keeping with existing yard style developments small different to
look at. No identical rows or lego houses space them out; let them breathe
. Subject to upgrading the Victorian sewage system which frequently causes flooding and
distribution of raw sewage material onto the roads and into the becks
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75. There are three areas which make up the cost of residential property. The cost of site,
building and margin. Bigger the site cheaper the plots, cheaper the cost of infrastructure -
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Jenny Morris Bradshaw

2/02/2026



