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Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council 

Minutes of a meeting of the Council held on Monday 11th November, 2019  

in the Parish Rooms, Grundisburgh. 

 

NOTICES had been posted according with regulations. 

 

Present: - Messrs.C.Burch, G.Caryer, S.Barnett, J.Dunnett, P.Franklin, D.Higgins, P.Kendall (in the Chair), 

J.Lapsley, R.Youngman,  Mrs.J.Bignell, Mrs.A.Willetts, District Councillor C Hedgley and  13 members of the 

public. 

 

The Chairman announced that the Council had invited Mr.John Ager to be its Clerk and Responsible Finance 

Officer following the resignation of Mr.Peter Knights.  This would provide an opportunity for the Council to 

reassess the role of the Clerk. 

1.   Apologies for absence      All councillors attended.  

 

2.   Declarations of Interest    Mrs.Bignell, Mrs.Willetts, Mr.Higgins and  Mr.Kendall declared a Local Non-

Pecuniary Interest in Village Hall matters.    Mr.Franklin declared an interest in Planning Application 

DC/19/4193.FUL Larks Rise, Ipswich Road, Grundisburgh. 

 

3.   Minutes     The minutes of the Meeting of the Council held on the 9th September 2019 had been circulated 

and were therefore taken as read.   It was proposed by Mr.Caryer seconded by Mr.Lapsley, to unanimous 

approval, that these minutes be signed by the Chairman as a true record. 

 

Matters arising    Mr.Dunnett enquired whether the owners of Hillside, Woodbridge Road had planning 

permission for the business activities now taking place there..   It was explained that visits were by appointment 

only and that this was permissible with the permission for the out building.. 

 

4.  Public Open Forum    It was proposed by Mr.Kendall seconded by Mrs.Willetts, to unanimous approval, that 

the formal meeting be suspended, and members of the public invited to address the meeting. 

The following issues were raised: 

• Old Forge Stores forecourt      Castons Chartered Quantity Surveyors had not been consulted regarding 

conducting a site survey. . It was pointed out that their survey would have to be paid for whereas a 

builder would provide an estimate free-of-charge.  The legal position of Parish Councils awarding 

grants for the maintenance of privately owned land should be investigated.  SALC will be consulted.  A 

County Council Highways Officer may be able to give advice as it was suggested that rain water 

running off the road could be contributing to the erosion of the forecourt.      The shop is up for sale or 

lease.  

• Hillside, Woodbridge Road     Open Days are being held which could be a breach of their permitted 

development rights.   Mrs.Willetts will investigate. 

• B1079 Burgh     Several vehicles had recently left the road approximately 100 metres north of the 

Burgh Corner ending up in the field.   It was suspected that an adverse camber of the road or excessive 

speed could be responsible.  The Clerk will inform the Chairman of Burgh Village Meeting.  

• Speed Indicator Devices      These are very effective in encouraging drivers to reduce their speed. 

• Village Green Stream    Mr.Robert Fletcher is consulting contractor Mr.Rodney Pryke  and builder 

Mr.David Ruse regarding the removal of silt from the stream. 
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Public Open Forum cont... 

 

• New Village Hall   Mr.Bryan Laxton  reported that Stage 2 of the Lottery Grant Application was 

proceeding satisfactorily.     He asked that the Parish Council should send a letter of support for the 

new planning application including the proposed amendment to the current planning condition being 

made by the Village Hall Management Committee. 

The current condition is: 

“3. The demolition of the existing village hall shall not commence until the new village hall opposite 

the site is substantially complete and ready for occupation. 

Reason: To ensure that village hall provision is not lost” 

Proposed amended wording 

“3. The demolition of the existing village hall shall not commence until the site for the new village hall 

opposite has the access works completed and the new building is constructed up to damp proof course 

level (or equivalent).” 

The current wording will not allow the required funding to be raised for the project, either from the Big 

Lottery or from the sale of the existing hall site to part fund the new build. 

Mr.Laxton’s full report is appended to these minutes as Appendix “A”  

 

5.   County Councillor’s Report      No report.   It was noted that County Councillor Vickery had been absent 

for the last three meetings.    The Chairman will write to Mr.Vickery. 

 

6.   District Councillor’s Report   District Councillor C.Hedgley reported. 

6.1  Dog owner fined for failing to clear up after pet    An East Suffolk resident who failed to clean up after his 

dog has been made to pay more than £1,000 following a court hearing.  

East Suffolk Council brought a prosecution against Mr Anthony Mason for breaching a Public Space Protection 

Order, under Section 67(1) of the Anti-Social Behaviour Crime and Policing Act 2014. 

Mr Mason did not attend the hearing at Ipswich Magistrates’ Court on Monday 14th October however the Court 

granted permission to proceed in his absence and found the offences proved. 

Earlier this year, Mr Mason was seen on two separate occasions in Witnesham allowing his dog to foul in a 

public area without making any attempt to clean up afterwards. Mr Mason was found guilty of two similar 

offences in 2018 and was ordered to pay £600. 

Considering these previous offences, the Council fined Mr Mason £550 for the two most recent offences, as well 

as £450 in costs and a £30 victim surcharge.  

 

6.2  Changes to carton recycling     Earlier this year, the Suffolk Waste Partnership – which comprises Suffolk 

County Council and the District and Borough councils – took the decision to remove cartons and Tetra-paks 

from the list of materials that could be placed in household recycling bins. New industry regulations require 

cartons to be sorted separately from cardboard and cartons should now be taken to local recycling centres. More 

details about what can and cannot be recycled in household bins can be found here: 

www.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/features/recycling-in-suffolk/ 

 

6.3  Electoral Review   The Independent Local Government Boundary Commission for England is asking for 

residents views on their electoral review of Suffolk County Council.   The review will agree new council 

division boundaries across the council.   Residents are asked... 

• Do you have suggestions about where the division boundaries should be ? 

• Where do people in your area go to access local facilities, such as shops and leisure activities ? 

• Which areas do you identify as your local community ? 

For more information and interactive maps visit: consultation.lgbce.org.uk and www.lgbce.org.uk 

Write to:   

Review Officer (Suffolk), LGBCE, 1st Floor, Windsor House, 50 Victoria Street, London, SW1H OTL 

Email: reviews@lgbce.org.uk       Consultation closes 2nd December 2019 

 

6.4  Enabling Communities Budget        Mr.Hedgley has some funds available to support local projects and 

organisations.   . 

 

 

http://www.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/features/recycling-in-suffolk/
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/
mailto:reviews@lgbce.org.uk
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District Councillor’s Report cont... 

 

6.5  Community Partnership workshops     The first Community Partnerships (CPs) workshops are underway.  

Community Partnerships are an innovative new way for the Council, partners and communities to work together 

to ‘bring ideas to life’ by taking a solution-focussed approach to local priorities. 

There are eight CPs based on natural groupings of communities and each will have a £10,000 budget in 2019/20 

with £25,000 per year for the next three years to be spent against one or more priority agreed by that 

Partnership. In addition, there is a strategic budget of £150,000 in 2019/20 and £300,000 a year for the next 

three years, overseen by the Strategic Community Partnership Board, that CPs can bid into. 

The Chairman attended a local workshop and a report has been placed in Williams Store. 

 

6.6  Ipswich Northern Bypass       East Suffolk Council is still in the consultation and examination process.   

 

6.7  Planning Seminar    A Seminar will be held on  20th January 2020.   Questions to be submitted in advance       

 

7.   Update on Parish Councillor Vacancies       The Chairman reported that he had approached several 

Grundisburgh residents without success and asked councillors to put forward names of likely candidates to fill 

the two vacancies. .    

 

8.   Ipswich Northern Bypass     A very successful fund raising jumble sale had been held in  Hasketon.  

 

9.   Financial Matters 

9.1  2020/21 Precept & Budget     The Finance Sub Committee  met on the 22nd October, 2019.  Minutes of this 

meeting had been circulated to councillors.   A further Committee meeting will be held in January 2020  to 

produce a draft budget for the 2020/2021 financial year.  

 

9.2  Ratification of payments made since the last meeting and approved at the time 

Mr R Fletcher      £265.00  Grass Cutting War Memorial   

Vertas       £206.39  Playing Field Maintenance   

Mr J Ager       £11.60  Clerk’s Expenses (Postage Stamps)   

Scribe        £308.40  Accounting Software   

Mr P Franklin      £296.71  Purchase of Grass Strimmer  

Mr R Fletcher      £348.00  Grass Cutting, War memorial   

Mr J Dunnett       £55.00  Millennium Meadow Maintenance Materials   

East Suffolk Council    £108.80  Election Expenses, May 2019   

Anglian Water        £29.78  Allotment Water Supply   

Mr R Fletcher        £240.00  Grass Cutting   

Mr P Knights          £7.32  Clerk’s expenses – postage stamps   

Stop Ipswich Northern Bypass      £1,000.00  Section 137 Donation authorised EGM 19.08.19   

Mr P Knights     £512.85  Clerk’s Salary Aug/Sept 2019   

HMRC     £383.25  Clerk’s Tax & NI Q2 2019  

 

It was proposed by Mr.Kendall seconded by Mrs.Willetts to unanimous approval, that these  payments be 

ratified. 

9.3  Emergency payments made prior to the meeting under Section 5.7 of Financial Standing Orders 

Mr.G.Caryer                                       £44.48  Materials for bench maintenance 

CAS    £260.88  Annual Insurance 

SALC      £60.00  Clerk’s VAT Course 

Mr.G.Caryer                                       £32.99  Materials for bench maintenance 

Mr.J.Dunnett                                    £170.00  Millennium Meadow hire of excavator to de-silt watercourse 

Grundisburgh Luncheon Club         £200.00  Section 137 grant (In budget 2019/2020) 

Mr.T.Coomber                                     £2.51  Petrol Millennium Meadow maintenance 

Mr.P.Knights                                     £14.64  Expenses – postage stamps 

Mr.P.Knights                                   £214.00  Clerk’s Office Allowance 6 months to October 2019 

Mr.R.Fletcher                                  £335.00  Grass cutting September – War Memorial holly hedge 

Mr.P.Knights                                   £256.61  Clerk’s Salary October 
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Financial Matters cont... 

 

9.4  Other payments requiring approval 

Suffolk Assn. of Local Councils       £27.00  Payroll Service 

Vertas Group Ltd                £206.39  Playing Field grass cutting  

Mr.R.Fletcher                                  £240.00  Grass Cutting Village Greens 

 

It was proposed by Mr.Kendall seconded by Mrs.Willetts to unanimous approval, that these  payments be made. 

9.5  Payments received since the last meeting 

Various Allotment Holders             £36.00  Annual allotment rents 

SAVID                                           £200.00  SID contribution 

Norse Commercial                           £20.00  Litter pick 

Barclays Bank                                  £25.00  Compensation following Clerk’s complaint re: unpaid cheque 

East Suffolk Council                   £9,500.00  Precept – second instalment 

 

9.6  Balances as at  11th November, 2019 

Business Tracker Account                  £62.55 

Current Account            £20,109.09 

Post Office Investment account          £21,053.28 

VAT to claim              £1,007.60  

TOTAL                                                £42,232.52 

 

9.7  Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) 

The Parish council have received the following CIL payments 

25/10/2017  Old House, Half Moon Lane      £102.17 

25/04/2018  Old House, Half Moon Lane      £102.17 

26/10/2018  Old House, Half Moon Lane      £105.26 

03/05/2018  land adjacent 5 Post Mill Crescent  £622.43 

TOTAL                                                                £932.03 

 

Future expected receipts 

30/09/2019  land adjacent 5 Post Mill Crescent  £622.43  (not received as at 10 October)   

30/03/2020  land adjacent 5 Post Mill Crescent  £641.30 

 

An Annual Report must be published by Parish/Town Councils that have received a proportion of the CIL funds 

by the 31st December for the previous financial year (i.e. neighbourhood funding received in April and October 

2019 must be reported in the 2019-2020 report by the 31st December 2019).    This report must be published on 

the Parish Council’s web Site. 

 

The Parish Council must use CIL receipts passed to it for 

(a)  the provision, improvement, replacement, operation or maintenance of infrastructure or 

(b) anything else that is concerned with addressing the demands that development places on an area 

 

 

9.8  Bank Account Signatories      Barclays have confirmed that Mrs.Ann Willetts and Mrs.Judith Bignell are the 

only current signatories.  A Mary Hazelwood is still recorded as a signatory.   Mr. Kendall has not been added 

as a signatory despite sending off documentation to the mandate change team at Barclays.   He will re-submit 

signatory documentation.  The bank will be asked to remove Mrs. Hazelwood. 

 

9.9  National Savings Account    National Savings have advised that following our request, that the signatories 

to the NSI account are Mrs.S.Grahn (first signatory) and Mrs.J.Bignell.  NSI have sent  a form to nominate new 

signatories. 
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10. Planning Report     Mrs.Willetts reported.  

10.1   Application approved by East Suffolk Council  since the last Parish Council meeting  

DC/19/3309/TCA 3 Stoney Road Grundisburgh  Rear garden -1 x Variegated Sycamore - Crown reduce up to 

3m  

 

DC/19/3034/VOC Land South Of 24 Pound Cottages Ipswich Road Grundisburgh. Variation of Conditions 2 & 

3 for DC/18/1636/FUL- Erection of a single detached dwelling and carport.  Details of all external facing and 

roofing materials.  

 

DC/19/3367/TCA Thistleton The Street Grundisburgh T1 - Narrow leaved ash - section dismantle to near 

ground level and herbicide stump to prevent re-growth. Tree has recently shed several limbs which overhang 

adjacent allotments. A crown reduction is not deemed appropriate due to limb loss and causing future on-going 

maintenance costs to the tree owners. The owners are planning on re-planting in a nearby location, 

 

10.2   Applications awaiting decision 

DC/19/2998/TCA Bramley Cottage The Street Grundisburgh  Rear garden - 3 x Silver Birch Fell to ground 

level - Reason - Causing heave to walks  

 
10.3  Applications received since last the Parish Council Meeting 

DC/19/3635/TPO  Land south of 24 Pound Cottages. The outlined work they wish to undertake to the English 

Oak (T002) is as recommended in the arboricultural report produced by Hayden's Aboricultural  Consultants in 

reference to the approved planning permission DC/18/1636/FUL. As recommended in this report: "The crown is 

supported by three major limbs, the most eastern of these subdivides at 2m with an included bark union, which 

is potentially weak. This should be attended to by reducing the most eastern of the subdivided branches - a 3 

metre reduction of this limb, including the minor branches that branch out from this limb, is recommended. The 

crown contains major deadwood."  

Comment  The planning committee requested a site meeting. Mrs.Willetts phoned Nick Newton and was told that 

as the Aboricultural Consultant’s  report had formed part of the original planning approval this application was 

already approved. Mr.Newton was told that the protection afforded to the oak tree covered by the TPO 

approved in that same Planning Application would be very carefully monitored by the Parish Council  as soon 

as any site works started.  

 

DC/19/3694/TCA  Old Rectory West   T1 Lime to rear of garage - to be pollarded at 6-8m. height, to reduce risk 

of failure following identification of main stem decay. Tree is also showing signs of general decline. Kevin 

Muttitt (Parish Tree Warden)  looked at the tree and recommended the action requested no comments sent     

 

DC/19/3692/FUL  16 Playford Corner Culpho  single storey rear kitchen extension  no comment sent. 

 

DC/19/3610/FUL  6 Post Mill Gardens  erection of single storey front extension to bungalow. The following 

objections sent.   

The Parish Council objects to this proposal to extend both the front and rear of this bungalow on the corner of 

Post Mill Gardens and Post Mill Orchard. The proposed extensions front and rear will double the size of the 

dwelling in a very prominent position on this corner site. The front extension would be very close to the 

boundary on back of footpath on Post Mill Gardens the resulting plot size would differ considerably to those in 

the vicinity. The proposed elevation facing Post Mill Gardens does not relate well to the street scene and 

character of the area. The two side elevations have doubled in length totally unrelated to the scale and 

character of their surroundings contrary to Policy DM21 of the Local Plan (Core Strategy and Development 

Management Policies) 

 
DC/19/3936/FUL  Rookery Farm, The Granary Otley Road Grundisburgh 

Proposed Cart Lodge and change of use from agricultural land to residential. 

 

DC/19/4043/FUL  5 Post Mill Crescent Grundisburgh 

Construction of a bungalow with garage 

 

DC/19/4068/LBC Grundisburgh Hall Ipswich Road Grundisburgh 

Listed Building Consent - Removal of cementitious render and replace with a lime render 

 

 

 

https://publicaccess.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=PWL981QX06O00&activeTab=summary
https://publicaccess.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=PWL981QX06O00&activeTab=summary
https://publicaccess.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=PVLKJYQXLNG00&activeTab=summary
https://publicaccess.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=PVLKJYQXLNG00&activeTab=summary
https://publicaccess.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=PVGI0WQX06O00&activeTab=summary
https://publicaccess.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?keyVal=PVGI0WQX06O00&activeTab=summary
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Planning Report cont... 

 

DC/19/4061/DRC Land South Of 24 Pound Cottages Ipswich Road Grundisburgh 

Discharge of Condition(s) 3 on planning permission DC/19/3034/VOC (Variation of Conditions 2 & 3 for 

DC/18/1636/FUL- (Erection of a single detached dwelling and car port). The plain tiles to - Lifestiles Wiltshire 

mix -  All other details to remain as approved. 

  

10.4  Local Plan Inspection. September 17th.2019    

Simon Keating, Craig Plant and Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council were participants at the hearing. 

Policy SCLP12.52: Land to the West of Chapel Road, Grundisburgh.  

East Suffolk Council began by saying that the site had been extended to Park Road to provide further options in 

respect of vehicle access.  

Simon Keating, who has lived at Grove View, Chapel Lane for 25years, spoke of increasing  volume and noise 

of the traffic along Lower Road /Park Road and the erosion of his hedges on the narrow country lane. 

Craig Plant and Ann Willetts reiterated the main points put forward in representations from the village. All the 

narrow lanes surrounding the site were unsuitable for the volume of traffic using them now let alone the volume 

created by the 70 dwellings proposed for the site. The historic centre of the village was feeling the strain. 

Geoff Armstrong on behalf of Hopkins & Moore (Developments) Ltd, who are obviously driving this proposal, 

spoke of an agreement concerning passing places on Park Road ready to be signed with highways. The County 

Council Highways representative at the meeting knew nothing about an agreement. The Inspector recognised the 

need to look into the situation and further consultation would need to take place. 

The Inspectors report is still awaited.  

 

10.5 Letter of complaint  

1) DC/17/5459/FUL Land adjacent 5 Post Mill Crescent. Proposed bungalow with garaging. Approved at 

officer level 6th March 2018 

2) DC/18/1636/FUL Land south of 24 Pound Cottages, Pound Corner, Ipswich Road / Park Road. Proposal: 

Erection of a detached dwelling and double carport.  Approved 23rd July 2018 

3) DC/18/2286/FUL Builders Yard, Charles Avenue, Proposal: Erection of 4 dwellings.  

Approved 27th September 2018 

Complaint reference CCCT121707928 - Planning decisions in Grundisburgh and Culpho 

The Parish Council was not satisfied with the response so wrote again and as a result received an invitation to 

meet  Philip Ridley – Head of Planning. Unfortunately Mr. Lapsley was unable to attend at the last minute.  

Monday October 28th  Mrs.Willetts met with Mr.Ridley & Mrs. Beighton. Mr.Ridley stated that East Suffolk 

Council had to comply with government directives on all planning applications i.e. there is a presumption in 

favour of all applications. The local authority have to find good reason to refuse, one that stands up at an appeal.  

In all 3 Grundisburgh applications this was not the case. Mrs.Willetts went through all the policies which gave 

good reasons to refuse particularly 5 Post Mill Crescent.   But planning is a matter of opinion, the officer 

visiting the site considered the plot suitable, highways considered the access adequate.  Despite the Parish 

Council and neighbours objections the application was approved with a condition, the applicant had to produce a 

construction management plan which was approved and as there have not been any complaints the local 

authority presumes that everything is going to that plan. The facts that  

a) the party wall agreement has not been implemented  

b) the site has rubbish remaining from the demolished garage 

c) the foundations of the demolished garage remain. 

all this is a civil matter which is the responsibility of 3 Post Mill Crescent to follow up themselves. 

 

Land south of 24 Pound Cottages, Pound Corner, the interpretation of the policy DM4  

Housing in Clusters in the Countryside . A ‘cluster’ in this context: • Consists of a continuous line of existing 

dwellings or a close group of existing dwellings adjacent to an existing highway; • Contains 5 or more 

dwellings; and • Is located no more than 150 metres from the edge of an existing settlement  

The interpretation is still the issue, and government  policy to build more houses the driving force. 
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Planning Report cont... 

 

DC/18/2286/FUL Builders Yard, Charles Avenue, 

Suffolk Guidance for Parking (2015) Please regard this as a holding recommendation for refusal until the issues 

below have been rectified:  

1. It appears that the frontage parking areas are around 4.5 metres in length, which cannot accommodate many 

modern vehicles. Garages should be set back at least 6 metres from the footway or parking spaces should be at 

least 4.8 metres in length in frontages, as recommended in Suffolk Guidance for Parking (2015). Where these 

areas are below the required dimensions, the plots will not have adequate parking provision. Please amend the 

frontage parking areas to ensure that dwellings have adequate parking provision.  

The above was the comment from Highways but Mrs. Beighton  said East Suffolk Council have not 

implemented that guidance. 

 

Comment from Mrs.Willetts  I was completing my report when I received an email from Mr.Garwood  

7 Post Mill Crescent informing me that bricks and other building materials had been delivered to 5 Post Mill 

Crescent  had been left at the front of the site and no one had been informed of the delivery.   I visited the site all 

I can say is more chaos.  

Then later in the evening of 29th October Mr. Muttitt informed me that work had started at land south of 24 

Pound Cottages, Pound Corner. The most easterly branch highlighted in the tree report had an original length of 

12.56 metres from the trunk, after pruning it is 4.5 metres from the trunk, meaning a reduction of over 8 metres.  

The report also recommends a 3 metre crown lift, the actual lift at it’s lowest point is roughly 4.5 metres, at it’s 

highest point well over 7 metres. None of the cuts observed meet the British Standard 3998 2010, and would 

certainly constitute “wilful damage’’ The consent allowed for minor pruning on the most easterly branch only, 

but pruning has been carried out on all four sides of the tree. The contractor, apparently a friend of the land 

owners was using an aluminium ladder to conduct the works within close proximity of a live electrical cable, the 

electricity rules state that no tree work shall be carried out within 9 metres of an electric cable without notifying 

the distribution network operator and having the power shut off, or be under their direct supervision. A driveway 

has been constructed within the root protection zone of the TPO oak, even though the agreement was that no dig 

techniques would be used in this area! 

Mrs.Willetts will be contacting East Suffolk Council as a matter of urgency and will report to next Council 

Meeting.. 

Update planning report for this meeting. 

DC/19/3635/TPO  Land south of 24 Pound Cottages.  Mr. Muttitt reported the hacking of the PTO oak tree to 

Mr. Newton East Suffolk Tree Officer Mrs.Willetts followed up with a phone call.   Mr.Muttitt was truly furious 

as he had spent a long time explaining to the applicants exactly what work was needed to the tree and how it 

was to be carried out by a qualified person. Mr.Newton recommended that the Parish Council should ask for 

enforcement action on the site. Mrs.Willetts contacted District Councillor Colin Hedgley. On Wednesday, 30 

October 2019 Mr. Hedgley  wrote: 

Dear Cate,  I am concerned regarding the tree on the corner of Ipswich Road and Park Road Grundisburgh. 

The planning consent explicitly stated that the large tree on site should be protected before building work 

began. However when I drove past yesterday it looked as if a blind axe man had been let loose on it. Also I 

could see no protection in place even though some preliminary and driveway work had begun. Could you, with 

your enforcement hat, on please investigate with some urgency before irreparable harm is done.  

Many thanks Colin Hedgley   

This application was approved on 8th November  but it was only the same as contained in original Planning 

Application - a 3 metre reduction of this limb, not the 8metres etc that has been hacked off and the numerous 

other branches that have been damaged  

The root protection fencing has just been delivered on site this must be erected before any work starts on site. 

DC/19/4043/FUL  5 Post Mill Crescent, Grundisburgh, IP13 6UX  Construction of a bungalow with garage 

The Parish Council objects to the size of the proposed bungalow. The eastern wall of the property touches the 

boundary with 8 Red Barn Piece making any maintenance impossible. The proposed plot area differs 

considerably to those in the vicinity and this would result in a poor cramped layout out of character with the 

area. As highlighted by the County Council the garage does not meet the minimum size to be considered as a 

vehicle parking space. The application form indicates 4 parking spaces though those spaces are not delineated 

on the plan submitted and the Parish Council would suggest they are a figment of the applicant’s imagination. It 

would be very difficult to manoeuvre vehicles towards the proposed garage and even more difficult to egress the 

site. The potential for neighbour disputes caused by blocked drives is endless and dangerous when emergency 

vehicles could be affected. No visitor to the proposed bungalow would want to negotiate the narrow driveway, 

they would park on the already overcrowded Post Mill Crescent.  
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Planning Report cont... 

 

The comments made by the highway authority show their concerns 

Notice is hereby given that the County Council as Highway Authority make the following comments: Suffolk 

Guidance for Parking (SGP) 2019 states that a minimum of 2 secure vehicle spaces shall be associated with a 

Class C3 dwelling with 2 bedrooms. The level of proposed vehicle parking has not been stated, however, it has 

been interpreted that one vehicle space has been proposed in the form of a garage. SGP 2019 states that for a 

garage to be considered as a vehicle parking space it must have a minimum internal dimension of 6.0m x 3.0m, 

however, the garage denoted within the submitted plan has an internal dimension of 5.6m x 2.8m and therefore 

cannot be considered as a vehicle parking space. Subsequently, there is no vehicle parking provision associated 

with the proposal, contravening the requirement outlined within SGP 2019 for 2 vehicle spaces. The plan shall 

be revised and re-submitted to clearly denote 2 vehicle parking spaces. 

The Parish Council trusts that the local authority will refuse this application, on this very difficult site, unless the 

proposal is fundamentally revised. 

 

Grundisburgh Parish Council objected to the original permission   DC/17/5459/FUL  approved 6 th March 2018  

Land adjacent to 5 Post Mill Crescent, the proposal to divide the garden of 5 Post Mill Crescent. Creating a plot 

in the garden of 5 Post Mill Crescent has meant a very narrow shared access not wide enough for any service 

vehicles to gain direct access to the site.  The narrow driveway is in very close proximity to the corner of the 

existing semidetached bungalow. The approved proposal included a garage for 5 Post Mill Crescent, that is no 

longer shown on the new application further depreciating the facilities to the existing bungalow. 

A Construction Management Plan was attached to the original permission as a condition. This is supposed to 

control how the development takes place, but as it is impossible to police is not worth the paper it is written on. 

There is no compound on the site for the storage of goods, materials have been delivered without any banksman 

being present, without prior notice and just dumped back of footpath.  

The officer report to the original permission stated 

As with any development, regardless of the scale, there will be some impacts as a result, although most of these 

will be temporary and during the construction phase of the development. Given the small size of the proposed 

dwelling, it is not envisaged that the construction programme will be unduly long. 

It is acknowledged that the proposed dwelling would not have an active street frontage, however that does not 

make the development unacceptable. The dwelling would front the access drive and this scenario is not overtly 

different to some other dwellings in the very close vicinity. It is not considered, with all other matters considered 

to be acceptable, that this would be a reason upon which the application could be refused and substantiated at 

appeal, especially given the clear steer to take a positive and speedy response to new residential development.’ 

Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council wish to point out that -: 

1. there is not another property, accessed from the Post Mill Gardens, an area of some 100 properties, 

which has a shared drive.  

2. 5 Post Mill Crescent has been and is uninhabitable mainly due to East Suffolk Council taking a positive 

and speedy response to new residential development. 

3. the neighbours at 3 Post Mill Crescent do not have a water tight garage despite a party wall agreement. 

4. the neighbours at 7 Post Mill Crescent  are pestered by people looking into their windows 

5. both neighbours dare not go away for fear of what could happen to their driveways  

6. residents of the whole of Post Mill Crescent are now being affected by parking and deliveries 

 

 

DC/19/3694/TCA  Old Rectory West  stated no objection from ES 

DC/19/3692/FUL  16 Playford Corner Culpho  single storey rear kitchen extension      APPROVED 

DC/19/3610/FUL  6 Post Mill Gardens  application withdrawn and new application submitted 

Planning committee have looked today at the proposals and have agreed to send no objections 

DC/19/4277/FUL 
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11. Village Hall Management Committee Report 

Mr.Higgins reported that he had attended a Village Hall Management Committee held on the 5th November, 

2019.  His notes of that meeting, appended to these minutes as Appendix “B”, had been circulated to 

councillors.     

 

Mr.Higgins said the Committee had agreed, in principle, that a variation to the existing demolition condition 

would be considered to facilitate the Management Committee’s efforts to sell the existing village hall site by 

addressing the reluctance of developers to purchase arising from the unreasonably restrictive clause previously 

instigated by the Committee itself. 

The amended clause now reads “…the demolition of the existing village hall shall not commence until the site 

for the new village hall opposite has the access works completed and the new building is constructed up to 

damp proof course level (or equivalent).” 

However there was some discussion about the request from the Management Committee that the Parish Council 

should support this change by confirming to the East Suffolk Council in writing that it supported this specific 

amendment, even though the new planning permission had not yet been submitted and the Parish Council had 

not had any collective opportunity to discuss it, nor to assess public opinion about this change.  

The Management Committee  had provided its own recommended draft letter for the Parish Council  to send to 

the East Suffolk Council, in response to a suggestion from the Council that they would effectively be more 

inclined to formalise this amendment if the Parish Council would write a letter of support in advance of the 

revised planning permission’s submission. It was also suggested that the Parish Council might consider paying 

for the new planning permission since that would save the Management Committee ensuing VAT costs.  

Mr.Higgins said that if the Parish Council expressed support for the altered clause, in advance of the Planning 

Application being re-submitted, it was suggested, would effectively be committing itself to the change and 

circumventing its own established procedures. It would also fail to consider all planning applications submitted 

to it for comment in a self-evidently impartial manner and this might represent an undesirable precedent. 

‘Sponsoring’ the application in the interests of defraying some of the expense to the Committee would be a 

further departure from due process and though no cost to the Parish Council  (assuming that the Management 

Committee would have refunded the net cost of the application to the Parish Council) it would further call into 

question the perceived neutrality of the Parish Council in the way it dealt with planning applications. 

The Management Committee agreed that the Parish Council would not now write a specific letter in support of 

the amended demolition application but would, after a vote was taken, be prepared to record in the Minutes of 

its next meeting (scheduled for 11th Nov.) that it was at that time ‘minded’ to support the re-submitted 

application, subject to the normal processes and procedures applying. 

 

After a lengthy debate in which the two methods of the Parish Council expressing its support for the variation to 

the existing demolition condition were discussed i.e 

• write a letter of support prior to the application being made or... 

• record in the minutes of a Parish Council meeting that the Council were minded to support 

Mr.Youngman proposed seconded by Mr.Burch that the Parish Council should write a letter of support prior to 

the application being made.   This was approved 8 members voting for and 3 members voted against.   

 

12. Footpaths & Environment Committee Report      Mr.Caryer reported that the Committee had met on the 

7th October, 2019.    The Committee had been very active since the previous Council Meeting. 

• 3 benches jet washed, treated with preservative and finished with wood oil. 1 bench was also repaired 

to remove and replace rotted wood at base of legs. 

• Bus Shelter at Pipes Corner surveyed. Ivy and seedlings will be cut back and moss removed from roof 

in preparation for replacement of rotted barge boards and capping next spring 

• Regular working parties on Millennium Meadow continue 

• Overgrown ditch at Meeting Lane surveyed.  Verge and tall hedge overhanging ditch need to be cut 

back. The ditch is probably the responsibility of the adjoining property.  This needs to be investigated 

and clarified. 

• Sufficient funds need to be available for the replacement of the lawnmower and purchase of other tools 

for Millennium Meadow also to replace benches which are beyond repair,.   CIL funds could be used. 
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Footpaths & Environment Committee Report cont...   

     

• The Committee proposed that payments to Greenways for the annual autumn cut of the Millennium and 

Lyttleton Meadows and to support their work in general  should be increased.  Recommended increase 

£50. 

• Issues with pavements and the land in front of Old Forge Stores should be dealt with by the Roads & 

Transport Sub Committee. 

• A Fido Bin for the Churchyard.at a cost of £195 plus VAT from Suffolk Norse was badly needed and 

as funds were already budgeted for this purpose  the Committee was given the authority to proceed.  

• Thanks were expressed to Tom Comber for managing the grass verges on Rose Hill and  

        Mr & Mrs. Farrell, Messrs. Franklin, Caryer and Dunnett for their help in the maintenance and  

        management of Millennium Meadow 

 

13. Roads and Transport Committee Report 

Mr.Caryer’s report on the Speed Control Activities is appended to these minutes as Appendix “C” 

The deployment of Speed Indicator Devices in Grundisburgh had produced very useful data which Mr.Caryer 

will provide.   It had been noticed that road side parked vehicles were very effective in reducing traffic speed. 

 

14. To Receive reports from Council Representatives to other organisations 

Playingfield    

• Mr.Caryer reported that work carried out on the pavilion included replacing facia boards and the 

changing rooms showers.    

• The children’s play area is a Public Space Protected Area which prohibits dogs from entering.   It had 

been suggested that this protection should be extended to the whole field. 

• The fence posts surrounding the Play area are rotten and well cemented in.   The gate has been deemed 

dangerous in safety inspections as likely to trap children’s fingers.    One solution it to totally remove 

the fence. 

  

15. Public Open Forum     It was proposed by Mr.Kendall seconded by Mr.Lapsley, to unanimous approval, that 

the formal meeting be suspended, and members of the public invited to address the meeting. 

The following issues were raised: 

• Caution was urged in the possibility of the playing field children’s area fence being removed as it 

provided protection for the very young children who used it. 

• A fee will be charged for the renewing of the planning application for the new Village Hall site.  The 

notice required for resolutions in Standing Orders and whether councillors who had declared an interest 

should propose resolutions concerning their interest was questioned. 

• There is a possibility that the provision of new water supplies to the Old Forge Stores, Willow & 

Westholme Cottages will necessitate the digging up of the Old Forge Stores forecourt.  

• Children will be asked to produce posters for SAVID 

• The Scouts Firework Display on the 6th November attracted 800 people and raised £2,800 toward the 

cost of a new HQ.  

 

16. Any Other Business  

• Mrs.Bignell recounted an instance of aggressive behaviour which was being dealt with by the police.   

It was agreed that as the police are dealing with this incident the Parish Council cannot be involved.   

She was very disappointed that a Disco she organised to raise funds for the new village hall was 

attended by only 25 people. 

 

• Mr Dunnett asked that the County & East Suffolk Councils and Parish Councillors should consider 

what contribution they can make in the current climate emergency.   

 

• 2020 Council Meetings   January 13th, March 9th, May 11th, July 13th, September 14th,  

November 9th, all meetings to be held in the Parish Rooms, except July13th, which shall be held in 

St.Botolph’s Church, Culpho. 
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Action Summary 

4.       Mr.Kendall, Mrs.Willetts, Clerk 

5.       Mr.Kendall 

7.       All councillors 

9.1     Clerk 

9.8     Mr.Kendall 

9.9     Clerk 

11      Clerk 
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APPENDIX A 

 

 

Report from the VHMC Steering Group for the Parish Council Meeting on 11th November, 2019 

3rd November 2019 

 

This report focuses solely on the current efforts to gain a new planning consent for the site of the current village 

hall. 

The paper attached has been sent to the VHMC and is to be discussed at its meeting on the 5th November. 

Assuming it is approved, we would like to seek the approval of the PC in writing a letter to East Suffolk Council 

in support of our new application. 

The VHMC paper, in full, is attached and contains the wording of a letter being sought from the PC. 

Bryan Laxton 

Steering Group Chair 

Bryan.laxton@hotmail.com 

  

mailto:Bryan.laxton@hotmail.com
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Demolition Condition paper for VHMC (and PC) 

INTRODUCTION 

This paper sets out where we are with regard to achieving a change on one particular condition in the current 

planning consent for the site of the current village hall. Reasons for this required change have been stated and 

discussed in the past. 

This paper seeks approval of the VHMC to submit the new application as described below. 

 

FURTHER DETAIL 

We have continued our dialogue and met with the planning department and the senior planner has been very 

helpful. We are indebted to Ann Willetts and Councillor Colin Hedgley for supporting this process and 

arranging a meeting. We now have an agreed form of wording for an amendment to the demolition condition 

which will be supported by the senior planner – see Appendix 1 below. As the existing consent expires in April 

2020, we have discussed with the planners making a new application for another separate consent on exactly the 

same basis as the existing consent, save for an agreed amendment to the demolition clause. They are supportive 

of this approach and believe that the approval could be given with delegated authority by the officers and thus 

not requiring a full planning committee decision.  

The Parish Council will be approached to write to the District Council in support of our application. The draft 

letter of support sought from the PC is set our below: 

 

The Parish Council would like to express its support for the new application including the proposed 

amendment to the current planning condition being made by the Village Hall Management 

Committee. 

We support the principle that the current wording is changed as shown below. 

The current condition is: 

“3. The demolition of the existing village hall shall not commence until the new village hall 

opposite the site is substantially complete and ready for occupation. 

Reason: To ensure that village hall provision is not lost” 

 

We support the new application and the proposed amended wording of: 

“3. The demolition of the existing village hall shall not commence until the site for the new village 

hall opposite has the access works completed and the new building is constructed up to damp 

proof course level (or equivalent).” 

 

This is a very important project for the village and we are concerned that the current wording will 

not allow the required funding to be raised for the project, either from the Big Lottery or from the 

sale of the existing hall site to part fund the new build. 

Yours faithfully 

Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council  

 

 

We believe that this relatively minor change to the wording will allow us to undertake a sale of the existing site 

and secure the funds required for the new build. The sequence of events would be to market the existing site and 

work on a new build contractor tender at the same time. We would agree terms with a single contractor for a two 

stage build contract – stage 1 up to DPC and stage 2 the remainder. We will not be under an obligation to 

undertake the second build contract until we have the old site sale unconditionally exchanged. Our QS advises 
us that a two stage contract is a relatively normal procedure and that the standard documentation already exists 

for such a contract. 
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We will have terms agreed with the developer of the existing hall site, and therefore the price will be known, 

ready to exchange when we get to DPC (we might conditionally exchange contracts, subject to reaching DPC). 

When we reach DPC the developer will then exchange unconditional contracts to buy the existing hall and we 

can then move to the second part of the build contract.  

We will do everything we can to avoid it, but it might still mean that the existing village hall is closed for a 

month or two before the new hall is open, but we have been offered the use of Grundisburgh Primary School’s 

hall and facilities, as well as the Parish Rooms until the new hall is completed. The Pastor of the Baptist Chapel 

has also written to express his willingness to allow the Meeting Room to be used, if required – see Appendix 2 

below. In addition, one of the villagers has very kindly offered the renovated barn at their house (Burgh House) 

for use in any period where we are without a village hall. This barn is approx 6 metres by 20 metres with an 

additional 6 metres by 4 metres bay which includes a kitchen and toilets. Gatherings of up to 120 people have 

been held there. The facilities in the recently renovated barn include: 

Kitchen with hot and cold water, new water boiler, fridge  

Toilets  

Tables and seating  

Table tennis table 

Piano  

Badminton net 

Gas space heating  

The photo adjoining shows the Grundisburgh Symphony Orchestra 

performing in the barn in 2018 as a fund raising event for the new 

village hall.  

We believe we can manage any “down time” effectively and avoid any damaging longer term consequences. 

A number of the frequent users of the village hall have written letters to supporting our application for a new 

consent with the agreed change to the demolition condition. As an example, a copy of the letter from the Youth 

Club is at Appendix 3. 

As part of the planning application, we will be including a number of letters from developers who are 

confirming they would not bid for the site with the current demolition condition. A letter from one of those 

developers is at Appendix 4. 
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APPENDIX 1 

Email from the case officer at East Suffolk DC concerning the change in demolition condition 

 

 

From: Jane Rodens <Jane.Rodens@eastsuffolk.gov.uk>  

Sent: 06 September 2019 12:13 

To: Colin Hedgley <Colin.Hedgley@eastsuffolk.gov.uk>; 'Bryan.laxton@hotmail.com' 

<Bryan.laxton@hotmail.com> 

Subject: RE: Grundisburgh Village Hall 

 

Hello,  

 

Thank you for the meeting last week, I have spoken to Liz [Beighton, the senior planner for this case] and she is 

happy with the start of the development (access and damp course level or above) then allow you to demolish the 

current hall and build the new dwellings.  

 

If you have any questions let me know. 

 

Regards 

 

 

 

Jane Rodens BA (Hons) MA MRTPI | Area Planning and 

Enforcement Officer  

East Suffolk Council 

01394 444505 

www.eastsuffolk.gov.uk  

www.eastsuffolk.meansbusiness.co.uk 

 

East Suffolk Council is a new district authority which, from April 

2019, delivers services for the residents, businesses and 

communities previously served by Suffolk Coastal and Waveney 

District Councils 

 

  

https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.eastsuffolk.gov.uk%2F&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca10cd9c44aea47503cf208d732bb359e%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637033651954111865&sdata=Sh6qhjF5qbieMljevp2dX%2BvJuiOT1Yr0z7Ap6YRCsoU%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.eastsuffolk.meansbusiness.co.uk&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca10cd9c44aea47503cf208d732bb359e%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637033651954121870&sdata=i%2FUcVflmtqH5Y%2Bf4TC%2FUtWIe46TaNW%2Fko1Vvhqc74pE%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.eastsuffolk.gov.uk%2F&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca10cd9c44aea47503cf208d732bb359e%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637033651954081842&sdata=9ZjsshiyLmImUegT7NdPVD3g9DWPWIgi3fitytWcgNU%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FEastSuffolk%3Flang%3Den-gb&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca10cd9c44aea47503cf208d732bb359e%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637033651954091851&sdata=WVoIS75vmwmtYGFupV1rs%2ByKAnETRb494M%2FIsHYDSIE%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.linkedin.com%2Fcompany%2Feastsuffolkcouncil&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca10cd9c44aea47503cf208d732bb359e%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637033651954091851&sdata=%2BycwBJywY7Y8VsFuioMNdqKN70tZvOXHnoj7ERLd1rA%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Feastsuffolkcouncil&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca10cd9c44aea47503cf208d732bb359e%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637033651954101856&sdata=4ObLa2N79OzhJ7wKHYlNy9ty2wzD71bQEUx35yaMpmc%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.eastsuffolk.gov.uk%2FYouTube&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca10cd9c44aea47503cf208d732bb359e%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637033651954101856&sdata=KU%2BluP860OBrkGwTiBEh6qFSQ8yH3W9UIHkC7OGxGbY%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%2Feastsuffolkcouncils%2F&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca10cd9c44aea47503cf208d732bb359e%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637033651954111865&sdata=iZqJsNn5BG7Zxizb5%2FT6wr19LZhRBHOgxe5Doa8p%2FCY%3D&reserved=0
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APPENDIX 2 

Email from Colin Grimwood 

 

“I write as pastor of the Baptist Church in Grundisburgh to confirm our willingness, in principle, to 

allow the users of the current village hall to use the Meeting Room at the Baptist Chapel, subject 

to our lettings policy, if at any stage, there is a hiatus whilst the old village hall is demolished and 

the new one not completed. Our Meeting Room can cater for around 40+ people seated. 

There are clearly a few caveats around our willingness to allow you to use our Meeting Room, but 

they are only really related to us having first call on the Room and any external use being 

appropriate bearing in mind it forms part of our building in which we worship. 

I am sure we will be able to work well together for the benefit of the village and we are very 

pleased to offer our help and support in this project. 

Yours 

 

Colin Grimwood 

 

(Pastor)”  
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APPENDIX 3 

Letter from the Youth Club to be sent to East Suffolk DC in support of the application 

 
  



18 
 

APPENDIX 4 

Letter from a developer commenting on the current demolition condition, to be sent to East 

Suffolk as part of the new application 
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APPENDIX B 

 

 

Notes of a Meeting of the VHMC held on 5th November 2019 

Present: J Bignell, R Pepper, P Bailey, B Laxton, T Kearney, P Kendall, J Talbot, A Willetts, D Higgins 

The meeting opened with the formal recognition of C Willetts as the recently nominated representative of the 

PCC. 

Previously unsigned Minutes of the last three VHMC meetings were signed by the Chairperson. 

Discussions: 

The greater part of the meeting’s discussions were concerned with amending and/or approving  8 draft policy 

statements assembled by a small team led by BL, based on edited versions of the same from various other 

village halls in the county. None of these policies had previously been formalised for the existing village hall 

and were required by the Big Lottery as part of the grant process currently underway with reference to the NVH. 

It was in any case necessary to conform to national standards in the regulation of relations between VH 

administrators and the general public and these policies would (with some amendments) be applicable to both 

existing and prospective halls. 

The editorial group’s intention had been to avoid producing guidelines which were either over-complicated or 

simplistic. 

The policies/procedures were concerned with: 

• Children and Vulnerable Adults 

• Complaint Handling 

• Data Protection 

• Environmental 

• Equal Opportunities 

• Health and Safety 

• Hire Agreements 

• Volunteering Guidelines 

All of these were approved with some minor amendments incorporated.  

No doubt these will all be available for perusal on the VHMC website in due course; so I have spared your 

powers of concentration and tolerance of detail by not providing a precis of each document’s contents. 

VH Demolition Clause Revision 

BL also introduced an update (already sent to the PC) concerning the outcome of discussions between himself 

and the ESC Planning Dept. It had now been agreed, in principle, that a variation to the existing demolition 

condition would be considered to facilitate the VHMC’s efforts to sell the existing village hall site by addressing 

the reluctance of developers to purchase arising from the unreasonably restrictive clause previously instigated 

by the VHMC itself. 

The amended clause now reads “…the demolition of the existing village hall shall not commence until the site 

for the new village hall opposite has the access works completed and the new building is constructed up to 

damp proof course level (or equivalent).” 

The consequences of this change are set out in BL’s own paper (referred to above). 
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However there was some discussion about the request from the VHMC that the PC should support this change 

by confirming to the ESC in writing that it supported this specific amendment, even though the new planning 

permission had not yet been submitted and the PC had not had any collective opportunity to discuss it, nor to 

assess public opinion about this change.  

The VHMC had provided its own recommended draft letter for the PC to send to the ESC, in response to a 

suggestion from the ESC that they would effectively be more inclined to formalise this amendment if the PC 

would write a letter of support in advance of the revised planning permission’s submission. It was also 

suggested that the PC might consider paying for the new planning permission since that would save the VHMC 

ensuing VAT costs.  

If the PC expressed support for the altered clause, in advance of the Planning Application being re-submitted, it 

was suggested, would effectively be committing itself to the change and circumventing its own established 

procedures. It would also fail to consider all planning applications submitted to it for comment in a self-

evidently impartial manner and this might represent an undesirable precedent. ‘Sponsoring’ the application in 

the interests of defraying some of the expense to the VHMC would be a further departure from due process and 

though no cost to the PC (assuming that the VHMC would have refunded the net cost of the application to the 

PC) it would further call into question the perceived neutrality of the PC in the way it dealt with planning 

applications. 

It was agreed that the PC would not now write a specific letter in support of the amended demolition application 

but would, after a vote was taken, be prepared to record in the Minutes of its next meeting (scheduled for 11 th 

Nov.) that it was at that time ‘minded’ to support the re-submitted application, subject to the normal processes 

and procedures applying. 

Pending Submission to Big Lottery 

BL advised the meeting that he was now closer to submitting the detailed information required by the Big 

Lottery and he was now, contrary to the position taken by the majority of the VHMC at their last meeting, 

intending to share this document on a confidential basis with the Trustees.1 Originally the need for 

confidentiality had been framed in terms of not undermining BL’s own ‘negotiating position’; but after further 

discussion it was agreed that a more credible reason might be that the Big Lottery required confidentiality to 

protect itself from potential accusations of any perceived inconsistency in determining a rationale for differential 

grant awards to applicants. 

In the meantime the Trustees had resiled from their position of delegating sole responsibility for the content of 

this document to BL and had decided that it was properly their collective responsibility to oversee and authorise 

its submission to the Big Lottery. 

On this basis it was agreed that BL’s submission would be considered by the Trustees on a confidential basis at 

a further meeting scheduled for 3rd December. 

DMH 

8/11/19 

 

 

 
1 Ref. Minutes of Meeting of VHMC dated July 2019: “In response to a direct question about the answers that he would be supplying on 

behalf of the Trustees to the various questions raised by the Big Lottery, BL repeated that he would not be prepared to reveal these 
answers on the grounds that publication would undermine his negotiating position. DH stated a minority view that this was an 
unconvincing reason for secrecy, choosing to rely on substantive evidence rather than unsupported testament. In his view it was the duty of 
any Trustee to be fully cognisant of information supplied on the Trustees’ behalf, particularly when the content of those answers might 
obtain significant financial benefits. The majority of those present were content to put their trust in BL’s judgement and a vote was taken 
to this effect”. 
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APPENDIX C 

Speed Control Activities 

Speed Indicator Device (SID)  – The Speed Indicator Device (SID) continues to be moved around approved 

sites in Grundisburgh. The SID, which is a shared resource amongst SAVID villages, has been deployed at three 

approved sites in Grundisburgh for 6 months now and has provided useful data on traffic patterns. It will shortly 

be moved to Tuddenham for a period as part of the sharing agreement.   

Speedwatch – Speedwatch sessions continue, recent sessions have taken place on Ipswich Road (outside the 

Village Hall and Barn Farm), B1079 (Grundisburgh Road and Woodbridge Road). We continue to operate due 

to the loan of equipment from the Police.  

Portable Vehicle Activated Device – This has been located at various locations around Grundisburgh for a few 

hours at a time. 

Speed Survey – A number of sessions monitoring vehicle speeds using the Portable Vehicle Activated Device 

have been carried out at locations not yet approved for SID or Speedwatch activities. So far, sessions have been 

carried out on Lower Road, Meeting Lane and The Street. Further sessions are planned at other times and other 

locations. 

Quiet Lanes – We are currently looking at the possibility of having a number of roads in Grundisburgh 

designated as “Quiet Lanes”. Quiet Lanes are minor rural roads  which are appropriate for shared use by 

walkers, cyclists, horse riders and motorised users. Possible roads being considered include: Half Moon Lane, 

Meeting Lane/Chapel Road, Chapel lane, Lower Road, Pound lane, Gull Lane and Wood Farm Lane. 

Designation of roads as quiet lanes required approval of the community (e.g. residents, Parish Council) and the 

Highways authority. It is planned to pursue this initiative in co-operation with other SAVID member villages. 

These are early days for this, and the Parish Council are asked to give support, in principle, for the initiative.  

It is reported that Suffolk Highways chiefs are due to start a major review of the county's lorry routes, amid 

growing concerns over truck movements in small villages. Further detail is to follow, but hopefully Highways 

will give Parish Councils and SAVID input. 

The next SAVID meeting and AGM and meeting is on 20 Nov at Witnesham Village Hall starting at 7:30pm. 

 

Geoff Caryer 

 

 

 


