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WRITTEN STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF MR PAUL PRICE 
 
Matter 9a - Identified sites – general  
 
Questions: 
 
1.  Are the proposals for growth appropriate and justified in relation to 

national policy, in terms of environmental, economic and social impact, 
and the evidence base?  
 

 1.1 We submit that the proposals for growth are not appropriate or justified in 
relation to national policy, in terms of environmental, economic and social 
impact, and the evidence base.  In particular, we submit that the 
proposals for growth have been constrained by a capacity led approach 
and undue reliance on RS without a positive approach based on a 
strategy which seeks to meet objectively assessed development and 
infrastructure requirements consistent with achieving sustainable 
development.  In particular, the evidence base is weak and inadequate 
levels of growth are proposed without special justification. 
  
 

2.  Is the development of the identified sites likely to be deliverable, bearing 
in mind any associated infrastructure requirements? Have the site 
constraints been clearly identified, along with mechanisms to overcome 
them?  
 

 2.1 We have seen no clear evidence that the site constraints have been 
identified, together with mechanisms to overcome these. 
 
  

3.  In relation to those sites previously identified in the 2006 Core Strategy, 
what has changed to suggest that development of the site will now go 
ahead, and does recent evidence indicate that these sites should be 
included in the new Core Strategy?  
 

 3.1 We are aware of significant work in master planning the Chilton Woods 
Sudbury site.  However, to the best of our knowledge the site has yet to 
be granted planning permission. 
 

 3.2 The site at Lady Lane  Hadleigh has recently been commenced following 
completion of the A1071 roundabout.  At this point in time approximately 
70 units are in course of erection including affordable homes. 
 
 

4.  Does the evidence base clearly identify the viability of the identified sites?  
 

 4.1 Judging viability is addressed in a preliminary way in Technical 
Background Paper 4 D42 at paragraph 2.5 which draws attention to a 
Joint Affordable Housing Sites Viability Study 2008–09, together with 
Technical Background Paper 7 D46 at paragraphs 4.6 and 4.7.  We are 
unaware of any recent site specific viability testing. 
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5.  What would be the implications for the overall strategy of non-delivery of 

one or more of the identified sites?  
 

 5.1 We would submit that non-delivery of one or more of the identified sites 
would have significant social impact and would be likely to force the 
Council to accept other unidentified sites with associated difficulties for 
infrastructure providers who rely on a reliable, effective and sound Core 
Strategy for planning their own infrastructure provision to meet allocated 
site needs. 
 

 5.2 We submit that non-delivery of one or more of the identified sites would 
be likely to force the Council into an early review of the Core Strategy.  

  
 
Matter 9f: Hadleigh strategic site  
 
Main issue: Is the Core Strategy clear about what will be delivered, when it will be 
delivered, and does it provide appropriate mechanisms for delivery?  
 
Questions: 
 
1. General issues identified at Matter 9a above.  

 
 1.1 See above. 

 
 

2. Does the current evidence base indicate that development is viable and 
likely to take place?  
 

 2.1 We are unaware of any clear indication in the evidence base which 
demonstrates that development is viable and likely to take place. 
 

 2.2 However, we acknowledge that the Lady Lane  Hadleigh commitment 
from the 2006 Local Plan D01 has now made a start on site following the 
completion of the roundabout junction on A1079.  We submit that the 
Council may have underestimated the lead-in time to release a major 
development site of this nature.  The site has yet to feature in the AMR, 
but it is accepted that obstacles appears to have been overcome and the 
original commitment is now being implemented.  However, it remains 
unclear how the additional allocation will integrate with the town of 
Hadleigh generally due to the absence of vehicular and pedestrian 
linkages to the south, into the town and its local facilities.  Rather the 
longstanding commitment was to connect to A1071 rather than to loop in 
towards the town centre.  
 

 2.3 We now consider that the Core Strategy is clear about delivery of the 
additional housing site east of Hadleigh.  However, we submit that 
Hadleigh has the capacity to make a greater contribution to the housing 
needs of the district given the recent levels of investment and the 
sustainability credentials of the town. 
 

 
 
 

J R Shephard 
February 2013 


