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 Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council 

Minutes of a meeting of the Council held on the 19th July 2021 in St.Mary’s Church, Grundisburgh 

 

NOTICES had been posted according with regulations. 

 

Present: - Messrs. S.Barnett, B.Cook, G.Caryer, A.Dunnett, J.Dunnett, D.Higgins, P.Kendall (in the chair),  

R.Youngman,  Mrs.J.Bignell, Mrs.A.Willetts, District Councillor A.Fryatt,  County Councillor E.Bryce  and 11 

members of the public. 

 

1.   Apologies for absence       Messrs.C.Burch, M. Rankin, District Councillor Colin Hedgley. 

 

2.   To receive member’s declarations of interest       Mrs.Bignell, Mrs.Willetts, Mr.Cook and  Mr.Kendall 

declared a Local Non-Pecuniary Interest in Village Hall matters 

 

3.   Minutes - To approve the minutes of the Parish Council Meeting held on the 17th May, 2021. and 

matters arising.   

The minutes of a Meeting of the Council held on the 17th May, 2021 had been circulated and were therefore 

taken as read.   It was proposed by Mr.Barnett seconded by Mrs.Willetts that these minutes be signed by the 

Chairman as a true record.     Approved.   9 voting for, 0 against  Mr.Higgins abstained.  

 

Matters arising 

Mr.Higgins read the following statement 

“On several occasions in the recent past I have been asked, on behalf of a longstanding Grundisburgh resident, 

to bring to the attention of the PC that he wished to raise a formal complaint against the Chairman of this 

Council. 

This complaint concerned examples of allegedly inappropriate and bullying language (including false 

allegations) used both in correspondence and in PC meetings, causing the resident unwarranted agitation and 

offence. 

I understand from email correspondence copied to councillors that the complainant has since accepted a 

written apology from Councillor Kendall. 

This matter had been referred to at several PC meetings and mentioned in subsequent Minutes.  

Accordingly the forthcoming Minutes of today’s meeting should record not only that the dispute has been 

resolved, but that the content of Councillor Kendall’s apology should also be published with these Minutes so 

that the public, who have been aware of this contretemps, can be assured that this dispute has been concluded. 

 I have proposed this resolution of the disagreement with the support and agreement of the resident concerned.” 

  

Mr.Higgins proposed seconded by Mr.Dunnett that the apology made by the Chairman to Mr.R.Herries 

concerning the manner in which his complaint had been dealt with should be appended to these minutes. 

Approved  4 voting for, 3 against, 3 abstentions.     His apology and reply from the resident is appended to these 

minutes as Appendix “A” 

 

4.   Public Open Forum 

It was proposed by Mr.Barnett  seconded by Mrs.Bignell  to unanimous approval, that the formal meeting be 

suspended, and members of the public invited to address the meeting 

The following issues were raised 

 

• Chapel Field  Mrs.Waltham said special thanks is due to Ann Willetts on behalf of so many people in this 

village for the way she calmly spoke at the recent Chapel Field.  Hearing knowing  that  many of the 

Planning Committee and the Planners at East Suffolk District Council were in favour of Chapel Field and 

also to Craig Plant who spoke on behalf of the Objectors. They both gave excellent presentations,    She 

also mentioned the copious amounts of posters especially in Lower Road that she and Chris Dow had 

placed as have some of the residents on their private driveways as it appears a Planner at East Suffolk 

Council seems to think they are passing places.   Like everyone we know they do nothing to enhance our 

beautiful village, but they have been placed out of necessity in readiness  for Members of Planning 

Committee South who are going to at long last visit the lanes and hopefully see for themselves that Chapel 

Field is simply the wrong location and of course for the Independent Traffic Assessors to view the area.   

Both Chris and Mrs.Waltham gave an assurance that all posters will be removed  once a final decision has 

been made.  

• New Village Hall    The footings of the new hall have been correctly placed. 
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Public Open Forum cont... 

• Old Forge Stores Forecourt   Mrs.Smith, the owner, was pleased that a County Council Highways Officer  

has agreed to arrange a site visit .  
• Scouts      The Fireworks Display is scheduled for Saturday 6th November.   Is the Parish Council planning 

to hold any events to celebrate the Queens Jubilee next year ?  

 

5.   Quiet Lanes      Mr.Caryer reported. 

Response to notice to designate Quiet Lanes  As a result of the “notice of proposal to designate roads as Quiet 

Lanes” one response was received. This response was from Hopkins Home’s agent, although supporting Quiet 

Lanes, proposed removing most of Park Road from the scheme. The proposal was to exclude the section of Park 

Road from Ipswich Road to just past the entrance to the proposed development. A reply was sent to Suffolk 

County Council Highways analysing and declining to accept the proposal. Highways accepted our argument and 

agreed to include the whole of Park Road. We are now awaiting for information on when the signage will be 

installed. 

• Quiet Lanes Wave 2    Grundisburgh Road (between the junction with Park Road/Lower Road/Chapel Road 

and Boot Street is part of wave 2 of Quiet Lanes and formal notices have been distributed to all residences 

in Grundisburgh and Bealings parishes.  The official consultation has ended and we are awaiting 

information from Suffolk Highways. 

• Quiet Lanes Wave 3 - Newton Hall Lane, being progressed with Swilland,  will form part of wave 3 later in 

the year 

6.   Chapel Field development      See Appendix “A” Planning Report 

 

7.   Meeting Lane Verge      The Chairman reported that he had held a site meeting on the 16th July attended by 

County Councillor Elaine Bryce, District Councillor Colin Hedgley, David Higgins,  himself and Highways 

Officer Paul Gant who will provide four costed options which the Parish Council could consider.  Mr. Gant 

emphasised that unilaterally placing bollards or excavating the site would be an illegal obstruction or a criminal 

offense.  It was unsure who would pay for the estimates. 

 

8,   Stop Sizewell “C” Campaign  To debate and decide.. 

      (a)  whether or not the Parish Council should sign the Campaign’s letter to the Secretary of   State. 

      (b)  if the Parish Council should join the Campaign 

 

As there were members of the public who had views on this item they wished to express  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 views were expressed. 

• A mixed electricity generation supply was needed.  

• Nuclear Power was an essential part of this mix. 

• Nuclear Power is a necessary evil. 

• Sizewell C will be an environmental and ecological disaster and the Parish Council should join the 

campaign. 

• The Parish Council should not join the Campaign but should campaign for the amelioration of traffic 

problems on local roads e.g. B1078 and B1079.   Individuals should join if they so wished.  

On return to the formal meeting and further discussion Mrs/Willetts proposed seconded by Mr.Kendall that the 

Parish  Council should not join the Stop Sizewell Campaign leaving it to individual villagers to join if they so 

wish but should campaign for the amelioration of traffic problems on local roads e.g. B1078 and B1079. 

Approved   6 voting for 1 against 3 abstentions; 
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9    Planning Report       

Mrs.Willetts report is appended to these minutes as APPENDIX “B”   

 

To review the Parish Council’s Guide Lines for responding to Planning Applications  

Mrs.Willetts proposed seconded by Mr ,Kendall that the Planning Committee’s proposed amendments to the 

Parish Council’s Guide Lines for responding to Planning Application,  which had been circulated to members 

prior to the meeting and published in Appendix “B”,  should be approved.      

Approved 9 voting for  1 member abstained.  

  

10. District Councillor’s Report       

 

The District Councillors Report is appended to these minutes as APPENDIX “C” 

 

District Councillor Tony Fryatt further  reported 

 

Sizewell  C  

Awaiting Transport document. Consultation in progress on a number of issues but mainly about the changes 

relating to HGVs on the A12. We have a brief summary of the Section 106 negotiations: 

 

Sizewell C Negotiations SECTION 106 Issues. 

5. B1078Road Safety contribution 

5.1 On or before the Commencement Date, SZC Co will pay Suffolk County Council the B1078 Road Safety 

Contribution, which Suffolk County Council will use to fund the following road safety improvements, the final 

scope and design of which are to be finalised but may include:  

5.1.1 A14 signage strategy – a signage strategy to be developed and agreed with Highways England, as the 

strategic highway authority, to direct all Sizewell C traffic to route via the A14 in order to reduce Sizewell C car 

and LGV related traffic on the B1078 corridor; 

5.1.2 A140/B1078 junction – improvements including vegetation maintenance to improve visibility for vehicles 

turning right into the B1078 and left onto the A140 as well as additional signage and road marking, or 

alterations to existing signage and road marking; 

5.1.3 B1078/B1079 junction, Ottley - improvements including vegetation maintenance to improve forward 

visibility on the B1078 between Easton and Otley College and the B1079 and additional signage and road 

markings on the B1078 approach to the B1079.; and highlighting the centre warning line of the carriageway 

with studs to increase driver awareness; 

5.1.4 B1078/Ashbocking Road junction, Ashbocking – improvements which may include a speed reduction to 

50 mph using gateway features and additional signage, including 50 mph repeater signs, to reinforce the new 

limit and retain the 40 mph limit in Ashbocking; and may include some resurfacing near Stonewall Farm, at 

Hare and Hounds Corner and at Blacksmiths Corner; 

5.1.5 B1078/B1079 junction, Clopton – improvements which may include additional signage and a gateway 

feature at Clopton Corner, together with high friction surfacing on the approaches to the Manor Road and Shop 

Road junctions;11/68068899_1 95 

5.1.6 B1078, Charsfield – improvements which may include the extension of the 30mph speed limit and a 

gateway feature and additional signage to reinforce the speed limit 

5.2 SZC Co will regularly check the condition of roads signs at the B1078/B1079 junction and, where 

necessary, clean or replace them during the Construction Period. 

 

Chapel Field, Grundisburgh 

Not passed because of concerns about highway safety. Awaiting a site visit. 

 

Planning changes following the Queen’s speech. 

Great deal of concern. Has become very political. One of the major factors in the recent local election. 

Aldeburgh Result. Lost a seat to the Greens. Close run race 
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District  Councillors Report cont... 

Community Partnership 

The latest was held on 12 July and the meeting concentrated on Consideration of new Environmental Care 

Projects 

Key areas: a) Rewilding Project 

                  b) Environmental Advice Hub 

                  c) Green Communities 

Presentation on Road and Transport Safety 

Discussion on Road and Transport Safety 

To discuss the Community Partnership's road and transport safety priority 

Community Partnership. 

 

Upcoming priority – Road Traffic and Safety 

The Kesgrave, Martlesham Rushmere, Carlford and Fynn Valley Community Partnership are calling for 

important representation from village Parish Councils to participate in tackling our next priority – Road Traffic 

and Safety. 

In the first year of the Community Partnership we allocated £35,000 towards practical actions to address local 

issues, including a contribution to a speed reduction initiative. In July, we will begin looking at the issue of road 

traffic and safety in more detail. 

We recognise it is an issue across our Community Partnership area. We are working with partners to understand 

the issues better, but to funnel resources to the greatest areas of need we require Parish Council attendance and 

engagement. Without this, we won't be able to understand the local issues and therefore cannot have a practical 

impact in your parish. 

The Partnership is seeking representation from Parish Councils in the Carlford and Fynn Valley area to 

participate in this exciting piece of work, starting with our next formal meeting on 12th July. Ongoing attendance 

at quarterly meetings will be required along with occasional working group meetings where appropriate. We 

work on a problem solving basis, so representatives with local solutions in mind are most welcome. 

Further information regarding Community Partnerships can be found via the East Suffolk Council website, 

SALC, District Councillors Hedgley and Fryatt, or via your Communities Officer below. Our Year One Impact 

Map can be found on the following page. 

Representation should be sent to Andy Jolliffe, Communities Officer by Monday 28th June via 

andrew.jolliffe@Eastsuffolk.gov.uk.  

We look forward to hearing from you in due course and working together to address this issue.  

 

Protecting East Suffolk’s historic environment 

A new planning document has been adopted in East Suffolk to help conserve and enhance the District’s historic 

environment. 

East Suffolk Council has adopted a new Historic Environment Supplementary Planning Document (SPD), 

which will seek to facilitate change in a way that protects and enhances the historic environment, to support 

existing policies used when determining planning applications. (See Colin Hedgely’s report.) 

11. County Councillor’s Report  

County Councillor Elaine Bryce’s report is appended to these minutes as  APPENDIX “C” 

 

12. East Suffolk Community Partnerships       : 

East Suffolk Council currently deliver eight Community Partnerships within the district, each of which focuses 

on the issues facing their local area. Although led by East Suffolk Council, it works alongside other community 

groups, parish councils and other organisations to meet local need together. More information can be found here 

Kesgrave, Rushmere St Andrew, Martlesham, Carlford and Fynn Valley Community Partnership » East Suffolk 

Council 

It has achieved some excellent results during the first year of the partnership when social isolation and 

loneliness were tackled.. Their second priority is ‘environmental care’ and they are beginning to explore this as 

a Partnership to begin funding and supporting projects over the next financial year. 11 small projects across the 

area have been recently funded.to begin making a practical impact. 

Mr.Caryer joined the 12th July meeting and, as their current focus is on Road and Transport safety, and would be 

happy to continue to represent the parish at their next meeting on the 11th October. . 

 
 

mailto:andrew.jolliffe@Eastsuffolk.gov.uk
https://www.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/community/community-partnerships/kesgrave-rushmere-st-andrew-martlesham-carlford-and-fynn-valley-community-partnership/
https://www.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/community/community-partnerships/kesgrave-rushmere-st-andrew-martlesham-carlford-and-fynn-valley-community-partnership/
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13. Financial Matters 

13.1  Letters & Expressions of thanks received 

Citizens Advice Bureau 

Disability Advice Service 

Grundisburgh Baptist Church 

Lighthouse Womens Aid 

St.Mary’s Church PCC 

Suffolk Accident Rescue Service 

Suffolk Family Carers 

Suffolk Wildlife Trust 

Fynn-Lark News 

East Anglia Air Ambulance 

 

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

Grundisburgh Playing Field               £300.00  At the request of Paul Garwood & Lucy Nightingale who 

                                                                           cleaned the bus shelters and telephone kiosk during the  past 12 

                                                                           months.  The cheque for £300 Ipswich Survivorship Fund  

                                                                           authorised at the previous meeting has been cancelled. 

Suffolk Coastal Norse Ltd        £56.40  St.Mary’s wheeled bins – emptying 

Suffolk Cloud       £110.00  Web Site Hosting 2021/2022 

Mr,R. Fletcher       £160.00  Village Green Grass Cutting 

Vertas Group Ltd       £216.72  Playing Field Grass Cutting 

HM Revenue & Customs      £256.40  Income Tax 

Vertas Group Ltd       £227.56  Playing Field Grass Cutting 01/04/21 to 30/06/21 

Citizens Advice Bureau        £50.00 Donation  

Disability Advice Service        £50.00 Donation  

East Anglian Air Ambulance     £100.00 Donation  

Lighthouse Woman’s Aid        £25.00 Donation  

Suffolk Accident Rescue Service     £100.00 Donation  

Fynn Lark News       £100.00 St. Botolph’s Benefice Magazine  

Suffolk Family Carers        £50.00 Donation  

Suffolk Wildlife Trust        £75.00 Donation  

St.Botolph’s PCC       £195.00 Grant towards cost of maintaining church yard  

St.Mary’s PCC       £640.00 Grant towards cost of maintaining church yard  

Grundisburgh Baptist Church     £195.00 Grant towards cost of maintaining church yard 

SALC        £559.77 Membership Subscription 2021/2022 

Suffolk Coastal Norse Ltd                     £49.28  St Mary’s wheeled bin -  emptying 

                                                               £28.91  St.Mary’s wheeled bin -  emptying 

Mr.R.Fletcher      £123.68  Village green Grass Cutting – Fence repair 

Mr.J.Ager                                            £513.05  Clerk’s Salary April - May 2021 

                                                              £55.84  Clerk’s Expenses 

 

It was proposed by Mr.Kendall  seconded by Mrs.Willetts that these payments be ratified.  

Approved  9 voting for  Mr.Higgins abstained. 

 

13.3  Emergency payments made prior to the meeting under Section 4 of Financial Standing Orders 

A.J.Pryke & Son                                 £420.00  Snow clearing 

Anglia Water Business (Nat) Ltd         £41.51  Water charges – allotments 

HM Revenue & Customs                   £128.20  Income Tax 

Suffolk Coastal Norse Ltd      £57.82  St.Mary’s wheeled bin - emptying   

Tree Frog     £666.00  Removal of tree behind Village Green Bus Shelter which was 

                                                                           Damaging the shelter/ 

Mr.R.Fletcher     £240.00  Village Green Grass Cutting 

Mr.J.Dunnett       £42.69  Millennium Meadow expenses 

Vertas Group Ltd     £227.56  Playing Field Grass Cutting 
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Financial Matters cont... 

13.4  Other payments requiring approval 

Mr.R.Fletcher                                     £240.00  Villa e Green Grass Cutting 

Suffolk Coastal Norse Ltd                   £57.82  St.Mary’s wheeled bin - emptying 

Mr.J.Ager                                           £513.05  Clerk’s Salary June/July 2021 

                                                             £79.80  Clerk’s Expenses 

                                                           £145.00  Planning Fee – Children’s Play Area 

*Village Hall                                     £369.12  Balance of £1,000 grant awarded in 2008 for new hall  expenses  

                                                           £450.00  To purchase items for new hall – Prize money Village of the  

                                                                          Year 2015 

                                                        £5,181.20  CIL receipts to be spent on PV solar panels for new Village Hall 

 

*Explanations from Earmarked reserves 

New Village Hall 

     

To provide funds to the Trustees of the Village Hall for expenses associated with the provision of   

a new Village Hall      

New Village Hall Prizes      

Village of the Year Prizes allocated to purchase items for the new village hall 

 

It was proposed by Mr.Kendall seconded by Mrs.Willetts these payments be made 

Approved  9 voting for  Mr.Higgins abstained. 

 

  

13.5  Account Balances as at 19 July, 2021 

Business Tracker Account          £62.63  

Current Account    £21.889.40  

Post Office Investment account  £21,374.50 

VAT to claim         £366.11  

TOTAL     £43,692.64  

 

13.6  Budget Report        attached. 

 

14. Roads & Transport Report  

Mr.J.Dunnett proposed seconded by Mrs.Willetts that  the Parish should submit a request to Suffolk County 

Council that a passing place be constructed on Gull Lane, Grundisburgh (3302) between the entrance to Brook 

Farm and the junction with Stoney Road C365).     Approved 8 Voting for 2 abstentions, 

 

15. Footpaths & Conservation Report    Mr.Caryer reported 

15.1  Grundisburgh Speed Control 

Speed Indicator Device (SID) 

The SID post on the Ipswich Road (next to new village hall) has been removed. Suffolk Highways say it was not 

removed by them. District Councillor Colin Hedgley suggested it could have been removed by contractors as 

part of the EA1 and 2 clean up. Highways are checking with Scottish Power. 

Requested Action If we are unable to recover the SID mounting bracket, Grundisburgh and Culpho Parish 

Council are requested to authorise the expenditure of £50 to purchase a replacement, bracket which can be used 

at another approved location. 

Bealings and Playford have now activated their SID post so we will now be sharing the SID between 4 parishes, 

with the possibility of more SAVID parishes coming on stream later in the year. This means each of the SID 

posts in Grundisburgh will be empty for most of the year. 

However a possible alternative use for these posts has been identified, see item 2 below. 

 

Automatic Number Plate Recognition (ANPR) 

Suffolk County Council in partnership with the Police and Crime Commissioner and the Suffolk Roadsafe 

Partnership, are trialling the use of Automatic Number Plate Recognition (ANPR) cameras to tackle speeding 

hot spots across the county. This pilot which is funded from SCC’s 2020 fund will run for 2 years. 

We have been advised that these devices can be mounted on the SID posts and that the Parish Council will need 

to request inclusion in the trial. 

Following an email exchange 100% of councillors responses were positive and a request has been submitted for 

the temporary installation of ANPR devices on the SID posts in Grundisburgh.  
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Footpaths & Conservation Report  cont... 

Speedwatch 

Speedwatch activities have restart following the end of lockdown.  

The police have now authorised 3 additional locations within the village where Speedwatch sessions can take 

place. 

The team are currently using a large and heavy speed gun on loan from the police. We have been advised that 

the police have identified suitable smaller lighter and cheaper devices. 

The Bushnell Velocity Speed Radar Gun (101911) is available for about £200-£240. The cases are generally 

about £20. 

Requested Action .  Grundisburgh and Culpho Parish Council are requested to authorise the expenditure of up to 

£260 to purchase of a Bushnell speed radar gun and case for Grundisburgh Speedwatch team.  

Mr.Kendall proposed seconded by Mrs.Willetts, to unanimous approval that the current Speedwatch budget be 

increased from £200 to £300. 

SAVID 

A SAVID meeting was held on 9th July via Zoom. Plans are underway to analyse SID data from all locations to 

provide a better picture of vehicle movements within the SAVID area. Co-ordination of Speedwatch between 

villages is being considered. In view of the number of villages using the SID, the topic of acquiring a second 

device will be pursued. 

 

15.2  Footpaths and Environment Issues 

Meetings 

The Footpaths and Environment subcommittee has not met. 

 

Millennium Meadow 

Regular working parties have restarted. 

The fence next to footpath has been repaired (supporting posts rotted off at ground level). 

Repair of observation platform over stream is underway. Rotten wood has been removed 

 

Grass Cutting 

Complaints have been received about the state of grassed areas and verges within the village.  

Following correspondence with Colin Hedgley, Suffolk NORSE have cut the overgrown grass on the grassed 

areas in Grundisburgh (including Gurdon Road and Lyttleton Meadow), the verges within the village and 

mowed a path within the conservation area of Lyttleton Meadow.  

 

Lyttleton Meadow 

At the last parish council meeting the state of the Lyttleton Meadow conservation area was raised.  

The only formal responsibility we have is to organise the annual cut and removal of the cuttings with the help of 

Greenways Countryside Project volunteers. 

The agreement we have with East Suffolk Council is that they will mow and keep clear the access paths. All 

other maintenance, trees ponds etc. are their responsibility.  

However, if councillors, or members of the public are keen to assist East Suffolk, I am happy to act as a co-

ordinator and act as liaison with East Suffolk. 

 

Benches 

Maintenance continues 

Bench Donation - The Parish Council have been contacted by the family of Joan Hepburn who would like to gift 

a memorial bench to the Parish.  

Proposal - It is proposed that, if we accept the donation, the new bench is situated on an existing base on 

Lyttleton meadow (replacing damaged rustic bench). The family have been advised of costs of a number of 

possible benches (wood and recycled plastic). 

 

Footpaths 

The reporting of damaged signs and blocked footpaths continues. 

Discovering Suffolk Project - As part of this project, Suffolk County Council are looking to install new plaques 

onto roadside Right of Way (ROW) fingerposts. These will provide links to both the Discover Suffolk website 

and promote the countryside code. I have registered as contact point for Grundisburgh. 
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16. To receive reports from Council representatives to village organisations 

16.1  Playing Field Management Committee 

Mr.Caryer reported 

 

Meetings 

The Playing Field Management Committee met on 21st May and held its AGM on 5th July 2021. 

The committee confirmed the “No Dogs on Field” policy. 

COVID - The Football club have been using the facilities in line with the Government roadmap.  

Newer Carpet tiles have been laid in the main area. These were donated by the Gurdon Trust and laid by 

committee members. 

The role of booking secretary is vacant. Volunteers are invited. 

 

Play Area Improvements 

Fundraising continues for improvements to the Play Area. 

The existing playground is now 17 years old and is in need of improvement, it is also lacking equipment aimed 

at the 7 – 14 years age groups 

The funding bid is for £50,000 towards new equipment. Local children have been consulted through the Primary 

School and an online consultation has been carried out.  

In addition to adding play equipment and improving the state of the existing, the aim is to plant up the areas of 

the playground for wildlife, making it climate resilient with a sensory garden and offer volunteering 

opportunities for young people aged 16-25 in helping us maintain it. The Grundisburgh Horticultural Society are 

going to be working in partnership with the primary school in designing this, bringing together all ages of our 

community. It's a really exciting element to this project! 

Thanks are extended to the Parish Council for submitting a request for planning permission, a prerequisite for a 

number of grant providers. 

 

16.2  Village Hall Management Committee 

Mr.Cook reported. 

 

New Village Hall Update  

There isn’t a great deal of “headlines” to report on, as much of the big decision making and design is behind us, 

and in fact I think the best way to know where we are at, is to go and take a look ! 

 

Having said that, the main bullet points that are most definitely of importance to us all, are as following. 

• We remain on budget!!! 

• Programme of works was about a week behind following the contractors steel supplier having an issue, 

this was resolved quickly and DAB are confident they will be back on track shortly. 

• We are currently tying up the final legal details to get the £200,000 Lottery funding released  

• Mr.Cook is continuing to raise the public profile of the build, to help with fund raising etc. The EADT 

have covered the story of Suffolk New College students gaining their work experience on site, through 

Mr.Cook, and DAB Construction.  He is working hard to try and secure some funding from the college 

that is in line with their planned green energy courses and diplomas for next year.  This press release 

will be in the Business east Monthly supplement on 20/07/21, and also has been sent to the 

Grundisburgh News. 

• The Committee are still looking to raise money for the completion of the fit out, for tables and chairs 

etc.  

• Mr.Cook’s children have delivered 350 solar panel fund raising flyers through letterboxes, they will be 

gainfully employed  again this wknd to deliver the next 350.  

• Big thankyou to Julian Brook for designing and wording the flyer. 

 

17. Election of members to Committees  

It was proposed by Mt.Kendall, seconded by Mr.Barnett, to unanimous approval,  that members should serve on 

the following committees.    

Planning    Messrs.G.Caryer, B.Cook,  D.Higgins, M.Rankin,  Mrs.A.Willetts                               

Finance    Messrs.S.Barnett, D.Higgins, R.Youngman, Mrs.J.Bignell                              

Footpaths and the Environment Messrs.A.Dunnett,  J.Dunnett,  G.Caryer. 

Roads & Transport  Messrs.G.Caryer .C.Burch,  Mrs.J.Bignell,  

Staff                                                  Mesrs.S.Barnett, Mrs.J.Bignell, Mrs.A.Willetts 
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18.  Appointment of representatives to Village Organisations 

It was proposed by Mr.Kendall, seconded by Mrs.Willetts that these appointments should be filled as follows   

9 members voted for the proposal, none against.  Mr.Higgins abstained  

Village Hall   Mr.B.Cook, Mr.P.Kendall     

Playing Field   Mr.G.Caryer, Mrs.A.Willetts     

Grundisburgh Charities  Mrs.Bignell 

SALC    Mr.S.Barnett  

SAVID    Mr.G.Caryer, Mr.R.Crouch      

 

19.  Parish Council appointments 

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

should be filled as follows   

Internal Auditor   Mr.C.Grimwood 

Backup data storage               Mr.G.Caryer   

Tree Warden   Mr.K.Muttitt 

Millennium Meadow Warden Mr.J.Dunnett 

 

 

20. Public Open Forum 

It was proposed by Mr.Kendall seconded by Mr.Caryer to unanimous approval, that the formal meeting be 

suspended, and members of the public invited to address the meeting 

The following issues were raised 

• Planning Approvals     Construction had to be  start within three years. 

• Pavements        Ipswich Road are in a poor condition and will be reported to County Council 

Highways. 

• Entrances to properties     Residents considering installing chains across entrances should bear in mind 

possible  legal consequences. 

• Chapel Field   Although the site had been allocated for housing in the Local Plan it still had to go 

through the Planning Process. 

• “Next door Grundisburgh”    Invitations to join this organisation had been posted to many 

Grundisburgh residents.   Although looking quite innocent it was an advertising scam and caution was 

urged.     

 

21. Items for next meeting    

Forecourt adjacent to the Old Forge Stores and Dog Inn.. 

 

22. Any other business 

2021 Council Meetings    September 13th, November 8th.  

 

23. Co-option of new member for Culpho – closed session 

No replies had been received from an invitation to Culpho residents sent by post to every dwelling in the village.   

Councillors were encouraged to approach villagers they knew to encourage them to put themselves forward. 

 

At the close of the meeting the Chairman Mr.Peter Kendall and Clerk Mr.John Ager announced their 

resignations. 
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APPENDIX “A” 

 

On Mon, Jun 14, 2021 at 1:05 PM Peter Kendall <peter@peterkendall.com> wrote: 

Dear Mr Herries,  

 

I have been forwarded a copy of your recent email to Ann Willetts this morning. Since your complaints have 

been directed at me personally, I am responding for myself and not on behalf of the Parish Council. 

 

I am happy to state as you request that the matters you have raised have been recognised and the experience you 

had will not be repeated in the future. I regret that my responses to you have caused offence since this was 

certainly not my intention. 

 

Regards, 

 

Peter Kendall 

Chair, Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX “B” 

mailto:peter@peterkendall.com
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Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council 

Planning Report 19th July 2021 

Applications approved by East Suffolk since last Parish Council meeting  

DC/21/2038/TCA.  The Coach House The Green Grundisburgh Suffolk IP13 6TA   

Trees to rear of bus shelter:  T1 Hawthorn - to be coppiced. T2 conifer - to be felled rees are impinging on the 

bus shelter. 

 

DC/21/1904/FUL.    28 Stoney Road Grundisburgh Suffolk IP13 6RD 

Demolition of existing single storey side outbuilding and erection of new 2-storey side extension with 

fenestrational alterations to rear elevation 

 

Applications refused by East Suffolk since last Parish Council  Meeting  

DC/203284/FUL & DC/20/3362/FUL.  Land to the west of Chapel Road Grundisburgh          Chapel Field.  The 

2 Applications were refused against officers recommendation 5 vote to 4 at the Planning Committee of East 

Suffolk Council on June 29th. As the applications were refused mainly on access grounds, both vehicular 

pedestrian and cyclist ESC are seeking an independent highway and traffic assessment before the refusal is 

issued. (Attached at the end of report is a copy of G&CPC letter hand delivered to all members of ESC Planning 

Committee before the meeting) 

 

Applications awaiting a decision 

DC/21/1458/FUL  Hill House Woodbridge Road Grundisburgh Suffolk IP13 6UF        Change of Use of garage 

and playroom to online shop. Change of Use of part agricultural Land to extended residential curtilage.  

Comments sent  

 

Applications received since last Parish Council  

DC/21/2315/FUL.  19 Cranworth Close,  Grundisburgh.                                                              

Proposed single storey rear extension and first floor extension to side of dwelling 

Comments sent Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council object to the flat roof on the proposed first extension, it 

would be obtrusive in the street scene.  There is no objection to the ground floor element of the proposal.  

 

DC/21/2799/FUL. Grundisburgh Playing Field Ipswich Road Grundisburgh  

To improve the existing playground which currently caters for Under 7s only and is over 17 years old. We are 

looking to install either a Nest Swing or a Pendulum Swing, a small pyramid climbing net or a multiplay, plus  4 

low level spinning items and an inclusive play piece. A sensory garden is also hoped to be built. None of the 

items will be over 4m and there is a large distance between the play area and nearest residential boundary. We 

are applying to Viridor for funding of £50,000, with a deadline of 19 July (which we also need to submit 

planning outcome to) Once we know what funding we have, we will be able to choose the exact items.                                           

 

DC/21/3138/FUL Retention of Ancillary Building, Greenways, Meeting Lane, Grundisburgh 

The Parish Council objects to the retrospective planning application to retain the new ancillary building adjacent 

to the front boundary of  Greenways, Meeting Lane  Grundisburgh. 

The Summer House is built back of footpath on Meeting Lane close to the cross roads in the historic centre of 

the village and the conservation area. 

There are  5 bungalows, built on rising ground at this point of Meeting Lane.  All are set  back from the road 

with long front gardens. Greenways is the centre property and the new outbuilding is prominent in the street 

scene when viewed from the junction with The Green.  If approved this would set a precedent for similar 

negative developments in the other long front gardens in Meeting Lane. 

The applicant states on their application form that no hedges or trees need to be cut down for this development. 

In fact, when they built this outbuilding they removed a mature laurel hedge along the front boundary and felled 

a mature "monkey puzzle" tree that was immediately adjacent to the new outbuilding. This tree, which was over 

40 years old, was a prime example of its kind and its loss has had a major impact on the local scene. 

 

DC/21/3247/TCA Hillside Cottage The Street Grundisburgh Suffolk IP13 6TD  

Apple Tree - Requested fell due to low fruit produce and quality. Home owner wants to plant some more 

promising apple trees in its place but fear they will not do well due to the shade of current apple tree. 

 

 

 

NOTES OF A PLANNING SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING 
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Date:   6th May 2021 

Venue:   St Mary’s Church Grundisburgh 

Attendees: Geoff Caryer, Benjamin Cook, David Higgins, John Lapsley, Ann Willetts 

1.  Sub-Committee Processes           

 The meeting reviewed the sub-committee process document as published on the parish council website. 

1.1.  Categories of Applications.  Whilst the meeting agreed with the general wording of the 3 categories of 

applications, there was concern that the definitions were too rigid.  There would be occasions when the sub-

committee legitimately wanted to escalate an application to a higher level or vice versa. 

Decision:  In the opening paragraph 3 of the documentation, the wording ‘The Parish Council have 

agreed the following process for dealing with Planning Applications:’ should be amended to read ‘The 

following processes are guidelines for dealing with planning applications’.   

1.2.  Site Visits.  When carrying out on-site meetings with 2 or more councillors, there was a risk that engaging 

in conversation with applicants could be interpreted as councillors being personally influenced by the applicant.  

The option to refuse to speak to the applicant was seen as being extreme.  Strictly  limiting conversation to 

seeking clarification of plans would be acceptable.  

Decision:  Site visits by members of the parish council to sites contained in planning applications must 

be by 2 or more members of the council.   Conversations with the applicant are discouraged and limited 

to clarification of plans.  No changes to wording of the process document.  

1.3.  PC Response to ESDC.  The parish council can object to an application or have no comment.  The 

published documentation wording refers to the sub-committee agreeing objections, and this could be interpreted 

as ‘only negative’ comments coming from the sub-committee. 

Decision:  The word ‘objections’ in paras (e) & (g) to be replaced with ‘comments’. 

1.4.  Sub-Committee Voting.  There was discussion as to whether decisions within the sub-committee would be 

subject to a majority vote or must be unanimous.  The meeting agreed that the decisions should be based on a 

majority vote. 

Decision:  DH to amend flow chart. 

1.5.  Attendance at Sub-Committee Meetings.   Attendance by the public at the sub-committee stage could lead 

to lobbying by 3rd parties which would be considered as a conflict of interest.   

Decision: No change to documentation. 

1.6. Clarification of documentation: 

• Para (a), reword to read ‘ review the application online and recommend whether this should be 

categorised as a minor, significant or major application’. 

• Para (d) move the words ‘as far as practicable’ so that the 2nd and 3rd sentences read: … members of the 

Planning Committee carry out an inspection of the location(s) as far as practicable, as an information 

….  

• Paras (e) & (g), replace ‘objections’ with ‘comments’. 

 2.  Tree Preservation Orders 

The meeting discussed the apparent difficulty on getting TPOs processed by ESDC.  Unless a tree was overtly at 

threat, the district council were reluctant to agree a TPO.  Where developer submitted a risk management plan 

for trees, ESDC took the view that this was valid and no TPO was required.              Decision:  no change to 

current parish council processes but more diligence was needed from councillors to spot trees at risk.              

JCWL 14/05/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The recommendation of the Planning sub-Committee to approve the changes marked in red to  

Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council Guide Lines for dealing with Planning Applications. 
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Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council 

The Parish Council is a statutory consultee for all planning applications in Grundisburgh and Culpho.  In effect 

that means that East Suffolk Council informs the Parish Council of all planning applications in the villages and 

invites the council to make comments within a very limited timescale. 

Although the Parish Council is a statutory consultee any member of the public can object to, or support, 

applications.  It must be remembered that planning permissions are granted, or refused, by East Suffolk Council 

and not Parish Councils. 

The Parish Council have agreed the following process as Guide Lines for dealing with Planning Applications. 

 

 

Minor Applications -: Planning Sub Committee 

• Domestic Extensions 

• Change of Use – Land and/or Buildings 

• Work on trees covered by Tree Preservation Orders 

• Work on trees within the Conservation Area 

• Infill- one property 

Significant Applications-:   Extraordinary Meeting of  Parish Council 

• Infill more than one property 

• Applications that affect the road layout 

• Any Industrial application 

• Any Commercial Application 

Major Applications, Local Plan issues, Major Projects-: Village Meeting  

• Any large-scale application 

The Planning Subcommittee will……… 

• Look at each application on its merits ensuring that it complies with the East Suffolk Local Plan and 

Grundisburgh and Burgh Joint Conservation Area Appraisal Supplementary Planning Document 2010.  

• Ensure all Planning Applications for Grundisburgh and Culpho are published by the Parish Clerk on 

the Parish Council website https://grundisburgh.suffolk.cloud/  and notification placed in the Parish 

notice boards. 

• Endeavour to be proactive in finding trees worthy or in need of a Tree Preservation Order (TPO) within 

or close to the physical limits boundary of the village. 

• Endeavour to be proactive in keeping the list of non-listed heritage assets within the village up dated. 

 

The Planning Subcommittee will not engage in any pre-application consultation with applicants, but will inform 

applicants that pre application advice can be obtained by contacting East Suffolk planning dept. 

 

The Planning Subcommittee Chair to provide a planning report for the Clerk to issue to all councillors before 

each bi-monthly Parish Council meeting, with an update of the position at that meeting. 

The Planning Subcommittee will meet as needed between the bi-monthly Parish Council meetings for the 

purpose of discussing specific PAs or other important planning matters. 

Set out below are the procedures that need to be followed to access Planning Applications online 

East Suffolk Council no longer issue hard copies of plans to Parish Councils. All planning application 

information is communicated online. 

The Parish Clerk is notified by East Suffolk Council of Planning Applications submitted for Grundisburgh and 

Culpho. The Clerk in turn notifies the chair of the Parish Council’s Planning Subcommittee and uploads new 

applications onto the Parish Council’s website and posts onto the Parish Council’s noticeboards. Currently the 

Parish Council has 21 days in which to provide a detailed response to East Suffolk Council. 

For members of the public the procedure to find and access any application is as follows: 

1. go online to East Suffolk planning http://www.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/ 

2. go to View planning applications 

3. search for planning applications on Public Access 

4. Planning – simple search – enter Planning Application number at Keyword then press Search  

5. Alternatively go to weekly/monthly (recommend you use monthly) Parish – Grundisburgh or Culpho 

(treated separately) to access any new applications if you don’t have a number. 

 

 

Chair of Subcommittee will 

https://grundisburgh.suffolk.cloud/
http://www.eastsuffolk.gov.uk/


14 

 

a)   review the application online and recommends whether this should be categorised as a minor, 

significant or major application. 

b)   in the case of minor applications, the Chair initially identifies any issues/queries. 

c)   notifies the Subcommittee by email of the reference number of the application with a request to 

access East Suffolk Council’s website and advise of any other queries or objections they have to all 

members of the subcommittee. 

d)   if any member of the Subcommittee considers the need for a site visit at least two members of the 

Planning Subcommittee, as far as practicable, carry out an inspection of the location(s), as far as 

practicable, as an information gathering exercise to be shared with all planning subcommittee 

members. 

e)   subsequently the Chair or any member, by agreement, to collate agreed objections comments with   

reference to: 

▪ Local Plan policies  

▪ Conservation Area/listed building status 

▪ Local knowledge.  

▪ and circulate to Planning Subcommittee and Parish Council chair. 

               f)    when agreed, the Clerk to send to East Suffolk Council with copies to both local District    

               Councillors 

               g)    if the application is considered Significant the procedure is the Chair of the Subcommittee to liaise  

               with Parish Clerk to arrange for posters to be prepared to inform the community of an   

               Extraordinary Parish Council Meeting to consider the application. When objections  comments are   

               agreed, the Chair of the Subcommittee will draft a response for the Clerk to send to East Suffolk 

               Council with  copies to both local District Councillors   

               h)    if the application is considered Major the Chair of the Subcommittee to liaise with  the Clerk to 

                arrange   for posters to be prepared to inform the community of an Extraordinary Parish Council  

               Meeting /or Village  Meeting to consider the application/proposal. 

When a Planning Application Is approved or refused by East Suffolk Council the decision to be posted on the  

Parish Council’s website as soon as possible. 

The Planning Subcommittee will meet as needed between the bi-monthly Parish Council meetings for the 

purpose of discussing specific Planning Applications or other important planning matters. 

 

Approved at a Council Meeting held on 14th September 2020 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

John Ager  
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 8 Post Mill Close  

Grundisburgh  

IP13 6UU 

25th June 2021 

 

Re: Planning Applications DC/20/3362/FUL and DC/20/3284/FUL  

Land to West of Chapel Road 

To members of East Suffolk Council Planning Committee South 

Dear Councillor  

 

It is with some hesitancy that we write to you, but we feel so strongly about the above planning 

applications and the dangerous precedent they could set if approved, that we had no choice but to reach out 

in the hope that as you discharge your duties as a member of the Planning Committee you may lend a 

sympathetic ear to a very distressed and upset parish and take more into account than we could possibly put 

across in the three minutes we have allocated. We also hope to show that there are numerous grounds on 

which to base a robust and defensible refusal of permission, in contrast to the views of the Local Highway 

Authority in particular. 

 

We are very proud to represent our village; it is a wonderful place with a rich history and strong 

community spirit that has seen its population swell greatly over recent years through well-placed, larger, 

housing schemes and a significant number of windfall sites. Grundisburgh has always welcomed thoughtful 

development but as you may be aware, over 1000 objections have been received by East Suffolk Council in 

relation to the above applications. Amongst a wide variety of reasons put forth, the primary concern of 

almost all residents are the dangers to pedestrians and motorists alike posed by the huge increase in traffic 

volumes along historic lanes whose design and layout date back to the time of horse and cart. 

 

Lower Road is proposed as a primary access road but has no footways, carriageway widths of between only 

2.7m and 3.7m, on-street parking and an S-bend with insufficient visibility or width to allow for even 2 

small cars to pass without one having to reverse. The informal passing places referenced in the case officer’s 

report are actually resident’s private driveways and are, on their face, inappropriate for consideration as an 

aid to traffic flow but are also insufficient for allowing any more than one car to pass another at a time. 

Because of the limited dimensions of the lane and poor visibility, Lower Road’s junctions have already seen 

a number of serious car accidents in recent years with injuries involved. More traffic will undoubtedly 

mean more accidents. 

 
Park Road is the other primary access, has carriageway widths of between 3m and 4.9m, but an average width 

well short of that needed to allow two cars to pass at normal speed. Not all properties have driveways, resulting 

in on-street parking narrowing the lane even further. Although limited road widening is proposed, the plans do 

not take into account the change of level from the elevated carriageway and the lower level of the land at 

Grundisburgh Hall Historic Park - which could result in the loss of trees and hedges to provide slab revetment 

support for the bank. Don’t just take our word on this; it was the verdict of the applicant’s own civil engineers 

during the Local Plan examination, but sadly those drawings were withheld at the time and have been 

suppressed since (see later for detail). 

 

As with Lower Road, there are no footways or provision for pedestrians to enter or leave properties on Park 

Road or to reach the bus stop at Park Road/Ipswich Road without having to walk in the road. 

 

Chapel Road/Meeting Lane is the direct access, the desire line, to the village centre. This lane was rejected as an 

access to the site by the Planning Inspector during the Local Plan examination because it is too narrow with no 

continuous footway. But it will undoubtedly be used, as it is now, as the direct access to the village centre, 

primary school, playgroup, shop, pub and church as it is some 500m shorter than the proposed pedestrian access. 

 

This development will increase conflict on these narrow lanes between pedestrians, those in wheelchairs, 

cyclists, equestrians and those in cars, emergency vehicles, farm vehicles and delivery vehicles. We anticipate 

that pedestrians could be deterred from using these routes (currently in the process of being designated ‘quiet 
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lanes’ by the County Council) altogether and would resort to driving the short distance into the village thus 

adding even more to congestion, harmful emissions, and parking problems in the historic village centre.     
Highways have acknowledged these risks, and demanded companion footpaths along Chapel Road and the 

eastern section of Park Road. But why not on the adjoining western section of Park Road, Lower Road and 

Meeting Lane where both new and existing residents will arguably face a far greater risk by walking in the road? 

We simply do not understand how this verdict was reached, particularly when you look at the map below 

which shows how limited the footway improvements are: 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Much seems to rest on the trip rates in the applicant’s Transport Assessment which did not use the industry-

standard TRICS method and we feel have seriously underestimated the volume of traffic that will be generated 

by the development. We do not believe that 70 homes, with parking provision for over 200 vehicles will only 

generate 47 return car journeys per day. Using TRICS we would see an estimate 4-5 times higher which would 
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equate to an 80-100% increase in traffic volumes per day, not the 20% often quoted. Furthermore the original 

traffic surveys were undertaken during the COVID lockdown and are therefore unrepresentative of the reality. 

GCPC strongly recommend that the Council commissions a truly independent highway assessment before 

making a decision on this application, if only to be certain about such an important issue as road safety where a 

mistake could mean serious injury or death. 

 

Of significant concern to us was Highways’ statement in answer to a question posed for GCPC by County 

Councillor Elaine Bryce “that in this case, whilst we do not necessarily support the provision of development of 

this scale in this location, subject to the required mitigation measures, there is not sufficient evidence to enable 

us to uphold an objection in the planning process, particularly as the site is allocated within the current Local 

Plan.” 

 

We disagree strongly with Highways’ assessment, and are confident that a review of the true highway 

conditions on all impacted lanes (and using accurate traffic forecasts) would demonstrate an unacceptable 

impact to road safety from the proposals, quite irrespective of the site’s allocation in the Local Plan. 

 

On this subject, how this site came to be allocated within the Local Plan formed the basis of a complaint 

reference CCCT278612462 to ESDC and SCC.  Following a Freedom of Information request GCPC discovered 

new information that led us to believe that key detail was withheld from both the Planning Inspector and the 

general public by ESDC, SCC and the site promotor during the Local Plan Examination that may have had a 

material impact on the assessed deliverability of the site. 

                                                                                                                                                   

During the Local Plan examination, Ingent (a civil engineering company) in their technical note for the site 

proposer, dated July 7th 2019, gave detailed reasons why access to 'Land West of Chapel Road’ was not possible 

via Chapel Road / Meeting Lane, stating that: “Park Road and Lower Road present more suitable routes for 

access to the site. Limited improvements to Park Road would appear achievable subject to clearance within the 

highway boundary”. 

After the Planning Inspector had determined that Chapel Road and Meeting Lane were unsuitable for access to 

the site, and therefore found Policy SCLP12.52 unsound, for him to make a proper assessment about the site’s 

deliverability the further detail produced by Ingent in Plan 1812-296-001C (excerpt below) would have clarified 

his assessment, but this information was deliberately withheld from his scrutiny with the agreement of ESC, 

Suffolk County Council and the site promoter. Although this information would have undoubtedly also been 

useful in this planning application, it has not resurfaced despite the trees and  hedgerows of Park Road being a 

major point of contention. 

 

To understand why this critical assessment came to be removed from subsequent versions of the technical 

drawing, one should refer to an email exchange between the site promoter and SCC dated 10th October 2019 

which states: “Please find attached an amended site access plan for Grundisburgh following further discussion 

with Andrea McMillan at East Suffolk. Andrea requested that the text boxes which referred to tree/hedge 

removal to be omitted as this is too much detail at this stage.” 

We argue that it should have been explained in the Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) that the only 

remaining option for ‘safe and suitable’ access, (Park Road and Lower Road), required improvements that were 

contingent on the removal of veteran trees and hedgerows from Grundisburgh Hall Park, a Non-Designated 
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Heritage Asset specified by ESC. The Planning Inspector, in his final report, was anxious “to safeguard the 

setting of the nearby Grundisburgh Hall Historic Park and Garden”. GCPC cannot understand how East 

Suffolk can claim as part of their complaint response that “it is not clear what benefit there would have been for 

the Inspector or for the public in the submission or publication of earlier, unagreed, drafts of the SoCG”.  

It is because the earlier plan 1812-296-001C contained the detail needed to make a decision, not the sanitised 

version ‘E’ that was included within the SoCG that ESC and SCC officers knew the removal of the trees and 

hedgerows from Grundisburgh Hall Park may be required, and it was they who withdrew version C from 

scrutiny. 

SCC subsequently claimed in an email to GCPC chair Peter Kendall dated 24th December 2020 that: “there is no 

evidence that information was consciously suppressed” but we do have this information and felt compelled to 

make this information public. We raise this information again as there is a very real chance that approval of 

these planning applications presents a very real possibility of liabilities for SCC should the road widening 

not be carried out correctly by the applicant in an attempt to minimise the impact of the works. 

We also wish to highlight one final issue which may be downplayed by the applicant during the forthcoming 

committee meeting and could take us too long to explain in that setting. This matter relates to the sole pedestrian 

link proposed to the wider village via Footpath 20 on the northern perimeter of the site. 

Footpath 20 requires significant upgrades to suit the nature and scale of the development, but it runs through the 

rear gardens of the six bungalows on Post Mill Crescent. To date none of these landowners have been served 

notice by the Planning Authority or the applicant and all ferociously oppose works on their land outside of the 

defined limits of the footpath.  

 

Although the applicant claims that SCC possess the statutory powers necessary to enforce the improvements this 

is far from resolved and will be subject to a very strong challenge, particularly as the applicant wishes to remove 

ornamental trees and hedges owned by the third party landowners. From these gardens, the path continues 

westward across Grundisburgh Playing Field, to Ipswich Road. The playing field is owned by Fields in Trust 

who, incidentally, have also objected to the proposals. 

We can confirm, contrary to claims by the applicant, that at no point does Footpath 20 run through land 

under the control of the applicant, nor has it ever. Nor do we believe that the footpath is immediately 

accessible from the site without first crossing a small sliver of third party land, rendering any improvements 

undeliverable without the consent of the landowners. We are aware that at least one of the Post Mill Crescent 

residents has presented their original 1960s title plan to ESDC as evidence of ownership, but are unsure if the 

Planning Committee will be made aware of this fact, so we thought apt to do so. 

We understand that our highlighting these issues outside of the setting of the committee meeting is an unusual 

step, and we hope that you may forgive our intrusion. But we have a duty to represent our Parish to the fullest of 

our ability and given their passionate objection to these proposals we felt no option but to explore every avenue 

to help them, by raising awareness of important issues which may not be given proper consideration otherwise. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Peter Kendal 

Chair, Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council  

 

Ann Willetts 

Vice Chair,Grundisburgh & Culpho Parish Council 

 

Below is a link to a short film  

Produced by Summer Isles Films 

https://f.io/Yq8v-Fuf 
 

https://f.io/Yq8v-Fuf

