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By email annette.feeney@baberghmidsuffolk.gov.uk 
 
Dear Ms Feeney 
 
Re: Statement of behalf of Construct Reason Limited 
Mid Suffolk District Council  
Community Infrastructure Levy Chargings Schedule Examination 
 
1   This further statement is submitted on behalf of Construct Reason Limited who are 
 the developers of Farriers Road, Stowmarket, one of the strategic allocated sites 
 within the Mid Suffolk Local Plan. 
 
2 Comments submitted by letter dated 22nd December 2014 on behalf of my clients 
 stand and this statement is by way of addition to those earlier comments. 
 
3 My clients primary concerns relate to the Farriers Road development, where an 
 application has been submitted to Mid Suffolk District Council accompanied by a 
 Viability Assessment. 
 
4 The Viability Assessment was prepared and negotiated with the Section 106 Officer 
 (Mr R Larbi) of Mid Suffolk District Council, and concluded that the viability of the 
 site was dependant upon a reduction from the requested Section 106 payment 
 levels of £8,000 per unit to a level of no more than £4,500 per unit, and a reduction 
 in level of affordable housing from 35% to 19%.  These levels of provision are 
 incorporated in the unilateral undertaking prepared by my clients and submitted with 
 the planning application.   It is important to stress that these are levels that were 
 negotiated with and agreed during pre-application discussions with the relevant 
 Council Officer. 
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5  We note that the proposal under the CIL Charging Schedule is for strategic sites 
 such as Farriers Road to have a zero charging level and for infrastructure provision 
 to be dealt with by way of Section 106 requirement.   My clients support such 
 approach, and, as our negotiations have demonstrated, this enables the level of 
 Section 106 contributions to be negotiated having regard to the infrastructure 
 requirements and costs of developing the site, to maintain viability, whereas CIL 
 would be a fixed non negotiable sum. 
 
6 My clients would be extremely concerned were any alternative proposal to come 
 forward that suggested a non zero level of charging for such strategic sites and 
 would wish to object to any such proposal were it to materialise.  We note that the 
 Council are not making such a proposal and in this respect we support the Council's 
 position. 
 
7 We think it is material to point out to the Inspector that the Council have been 
 prepared to negotiate Section 106 requirements at below policy levels to maintain 
 viability of development and thus assess delivery of the housing on the site, which it 
 is my  clients intention to bring forward as soon as planning consent is approved.   
 This is additional evidence, beyond the viability study undertaken by the Council, 
 that supports the retention of a zero charging level for such strategic sites. 
 
8 We urge the Inspector to approve this zero charging level for the strategic sites 
 within Mid Suffolk. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
J R MAXEY MA FRICS FAAV  
For and on behalf of Maxey Grounds & Co LLP 

Agent for Construct Reason Limited 
jmaxey@maxeygrounds.co.uk 
 


