
 

Babergh District Council 

Copdock & Washbrook Neighbourhood Development Plan                                     

Submission Consultation Responses  

On the 22 March 2021, Copdock & Washbrook Parish Council (the ‘qualifying body’) submitted 

their Neighbourhood Development Plan to Babergh District Council for formal consultation under 

Regulation 16 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (as amended).  

The consultation period ran from Monday 10 May until Friday 25 June 2021.  

Just six written representations were received. They are listed below and copies are attached. 

 

Ref No. Consultee 

(1) Suffolk County Council  

(2) Capel St Mary Parish Council  

(3) Historic England 

(4) National Grid (via Avison Young) 

(5) Water Management Alliance 

(6) Suffolk Wildlife Trust 
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Endeavour House, 8 Russell Road, Ipswich, Suffolk IP1 2BX 

www.suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 25 June 2021  

Enquiries to: Georgia Teague 

Tel:  

Email:  

Babergh District Council 

Endeavour House,  

8 Russell Road,  

Ipswich  

IP1 2BX 

Dear Mr Hobbs & Mr Bryant, 

Submission Consultation version of the Copdock and Washbrook Neighbourhood Plan 

Thank you for consulting Suffolk County Council (SCC) on the Submission Consultation version of 

the Copdock and Washbrook Neighbourhood Plan. 

SCC welcome the changes made to the plan in response to comments made at the Reg. 14 pre-

submission consultation stage. 

As this is the submission draft of the Plan the County Council response will focus on matters 

related to the Basic Conditions the plan needs to meet to proceed to referendum. These are set 

out in paragraph 8(2) Schedule 4B to the Town and Country Planning Act. The basic conditions 

are:  

a) having regard to national policies and advice contained in guidance issued by the Secretary

of State it is appropriate to make the neighbourhood plan

b) the making of the neighbourhood plan contributes to the achievement of sustainable

development.

c) the making of the neighbourhood plan is in general conformity with the strategic policies

contained in the development plan for the area of the authority (or any part of that area)

d) the making of the neighbourhood plan does not breach, and is otherwise compatible with,

EU obligations.

Where amendments to the plan are suggested, added text will be in italics and deleted text will be 

in strikethrough. 

Health and Wellbeing 

During the Reg14 consultation of the Copdock and Washbrook Neighbourhood plan, the county 

council recommended that there be the considerations for the needs of ageing population. SCC 

recommended that the plan include support in the Housing Mix policy for homes that are built to 

(1) SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL
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M4(2) standards, meaning that they are accessible and adaptable in order to help meet the 

requirements of elderly and frail occupants, allowing them to maintain their independence for longer.  

Following guidance from footnote 46 in the NPPF which states: ‘Planning policies for housing should 

make use of the Government’s optional technical standards for accessible and adaptable housing, 

where this would address an identified need for such properties.’  

Whilst SCC acknowledges that the Ministerial Statement 2015 referenced in the Consultation 

Statement states that neighbourhood plans should not set additional technical standards; SCC was 

not proposing that the plan should impose a requirement for M4(2). SCC recommended that the plan 

set out a positive position towards proposals which contain homes built to those standards, in the 

same way that the neighbourhood plan supports bungalows in Policy C&W5 – Housing Mix, and 

internal space in Policy C&W6 – Measures for New Housing Development. This will help the plan 

meet the needs of a wider range of groups including older and vulnerable people, reflecting 

paragraph 61 of the NPPF.  

The following text is recommended to be included in either Policy C&W6 – Measures for New 

Housing Development, or Policy C&W5 - Housing Mix:  

“Support will be given for smaller 2 and 3 bedroomed homes that are adaptable (meaning 

built to optional M4(2) standards), in order to meet the needs of the aging population, without 

excluding the needs of the younger buyers and families.” 

 

Public Rights of Way 

During the Reg14 consultation, SCC raised concerns that Policy C&W21 – Public Rights of Way 

(now referred to in the Reg16 version of the plan as Policy C&W20) was worded in a way that may 

cause biodiversity to be a limiting factor in improving the Public Rights of Way (PRoW) network. The 

primary function of the network is to provide opportunities to access the countryside. While it can 

provide a benefit to wildlife and biodiversity, improvements to the network should not be conditional 

on biodiversity.  

The Consultation Statement stated that no changes were considered necessary to the plan in terms 

of the PRoW networks, however SCC feels that there is too strong an emphasis on the PRoW 

network as a biodiversity feature, rather than as a way access to the countryside and encourage 

more sustainable travel.  

Objective 16 states: “Protect and enhance the village public rights of way network”, however Policy 

C&W20 as it is written currently the policy could inhibit improvements to the network which focus on 

countryside access. While PRoW can function as biodiversity corridors, this must be balanced with 

their access function. For example, this policy could prevent planning proposals from improving 

rights of way widths and surfaces which enable access to the countryside to those with limited 

mobility, such as wheelchair users.  

It is clear in the plan that these walking routes are a valued feature by residents of the village but the 

overly restrictive wording of Policy C&W20 could prevent their improvement.  

Paragraph 98 of the NPPF states: ‘Planning policies and decisions should protect and enhance 

public rights of way and access, including taking opportunities to provide better facilities for users, 

for example by adding links to existing rights of way networks including National Trails’ (underline 

added for emphasis).  
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A well-connected and enhanced PRoW network can help to promote sustainable travel, as pleasant 

and safe walking routes will be more likely to be used by members of the public for short journeys, 

rather than the use of single-occupancy vehicular travel.  

The NPPF states that plan-making should consider sustainable transport; ‘so that opportunities to 

promote walking, cycling and public transport use are identified and pursued;’ (paragraph 102, part 

c), ‘… offering a genuine choice of transport modes...  can help to reduce congestion and emissions, 

and improve air quality and public health’ (paragraph 103), and that planning policies should ‘provide 

for high quality walking and cycling networks’ (paragraph 104, part d).  

Therefore, the following amendments are recommended to Policy C&W20:  

“Development which would adversely affect the character or result in the loss of existing or 

proposed rights of way, will not be permitted unless alternative provision or diversions can 

be arranged which are at least as attractive, safe and convenient for public use. Measures to 

improve and extend the existing network of public rights of way will be particularly supported 

if their value as biodiversity corridors is recognised and protected and efforts are made to 

enhance biodiversity as part of the proposal.”  

 

The above amendments to Policy C&W20 would help to ensure the neighbourhood plan meets Basic 

Condition A, to have regard for national policies, and Basic Condition B, the achievement of 

sustainable development. 

 

Transport 

Within the Consultation Statement, the neighbourhood planning group disagree with the County 

Council’s suggestion that development should provide a level of on street parking, stating: ‘A major 

concern in the village is the narrowness of the public highways, as noted in the Plan. As such, it is 

not considered that any additional allowance for on-street parking should be made on the existing 

highways.’ 

It is believed that the parish council have misunderstood the intent of SCC’s recommendation to 

include on-street parking. It was not intended that this parking would be on the existing highway, but 

within the new developments themselves. Any new on-street parking should of course be provided 

on the site of a development, rather than the existing highway. Having well designed and integrated 

on-street parking can help to reduce inconsiderate parking, which can restrict access for emergency 

services and refuse collections, and parking on pavements that hinder pedestrian access and safety. 

Please see pages 25-28 of Suffolk Guidance for Parking 20191 for further guidance. 

In order to meet part a) of the Basic Conditions (to be in conformity with paragraph 91 of the NPPF, 

by creating healthy, inclusive and safe places for all), the Neighbourhood Plan should be amended 

to follow the direction regarding on-street parking as stated in the Suffolk Guidance for Parking 2019.  

Therefore, it is recommended that part g of Policy C&W16 - Design Consideration is amended as 

follows:  

“ g. produce designs, in accordance with standards, that maintain or enhance the safety of 

the highway network ensuring that appropriate all vehicle parking is provided within the plot, 

and where a proportion of parking is provided on-street within a new development, but is well 

designed, located and integrated into the scheme to avoid obstruction to all highway users 

 
1 https://www.suffolk.gov.uk/assets/planning-waste-and-environment/planning-and-development-
advice/Suffolk-Guidance-for-Parking-2019-Adopted-by-SCC.pdf  

https://www.suffolk.gov.uk/assets/planning-waste-and-environment/planning-and-development-advice/Suffolk-Guidance-for-Parking-2019-Adopted-by-SCC.pdf
https://www.suffolk.gov.uk/assets/planning-waste-and-environment/planning-and-development-advice/Suffolk-Guidance-for-Parking-2019-Adopted-by-SCC.pdf
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or impede visibility, and seek always to ensure permeability through new housing areas, 

connecting any new development into the heart of the existing settlement;”  

 

----------- 

If there is anything that I have raised that you would like to discuss, please use my contact 

information at the top of this letter.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Georgia Teague 

Planning Officer 

Growth, Highways, and Infrastructure 

 

 

 

 

 

 



(2) CAPEL ST MARY PARISH COUNCIL 
 
 

E from:   capel.parishclerk@btconnect.com 

Rec’d:     26 May 2021 

Subject: Consultation under Reg’ 16 of the N’hood Planning (General) Regs 2012 (as amended)  

 
Response to Copdock and Washbrook Neighbourhood Plan 
 
Dear Sir or Madam 
 
Please find following comments for submission in relation to the Public Consultation for the 
Copdock & Washbrook Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
Our concern with the above plan is with the following two extracts. 
 
Education 10.2 
 
Copdock Primary School is located on a constrained site in the main part of the village and has a 
pupil admission number (PAN) of 70. It is already operating above this and further growth will 
require adjustments to intake from the wider catchment area in order to manage numbers. 
Additional capacity improvements may also be required funded from Community Infrastructure 
Levy contributions arising from housing growth. 
 
Health 10.4 
 
There are no health facilities in the village with residents having to travel to Capel St Mary or 
Pinewood (Ipswich) for doctors and dentist facilities. 
 
These imply that the additional housing planned for Copdock and Washbrook village will increase 
the pressure on the Capel St Mary  Medical Practice and Primary School. The Babergh and Mid 
Suffolk Joint Local Pan includes plans for a total of 792 new dwellings in Capel St Mary which 
alone will create problems for the Constable Country Medical Practice in Capel St Mary and Capel 
Primary School. Neither of these infrastructure problems have firm plans in place to resolve the 
problems. 
 
Constable Country Medical Practice - Capel St Mary 
 
The Joint Local Plan refers to capacity at East Bergholt, but with housing developments in that 
area this spare capacity will not exist. Whilst talks are taking place for a new surgery in Capel St 
Mary no agreement has been reached. 
 
Capel St Mary Primary School 
 
The Joint Local Plan does recognise that this will need to be expanded but again there are no 
plans in place for this to happen.  
 
Any Copdock and Washbrook residents visiting the Capel St Mary Medical Practice and Primary 
School will be using a car. The roads in and around the village centre that they would have to use 
are already conjested. The 792 new dwellings planned for Capel St Mary  will already bring chaos 
to a road system designed 50 years ago for a village which was expanded with no further growth 
intended. The traffic conjestion will create serious parking problems and traffic pollution in the  
centre of Capel St Mary. There will be problems coping with the growth in the village and certainly 
any expansion in numbers travelling to the village from the surrounding villages  will only make 
matters worse. 
 



We fully support the following policy on not creating a ribbon of development along the Old London 
Road as there are strong feelings with residents in the village that they do not want Capel St Mary 
to become a suburb of Ipswich with housing joining the two together. 
 
Policy C&W 1 - Spatial Strategy 
 
iv) would not result in ribbon development along Old London Road or undermine the important 
gaps between settlements as identified on the Policies Map. 
 
Kind regards 
 
 
Mrs Julie Lawes 
Clerk to Capel St Mary Parish Council 
 
 

[ Ends ] 



24 BROOKLANDS AVENUE, CAMBRIDGE, CB2 8BU 

Telephone 01223 582749 
HistoricEngland.org.uk

Historic England is subject to both the Freedom of Information Act (2000) and Environmental Information Regulations (2004). Any 
Information held by the organisation can be requested for release under this legislation.

Mr Paul Bryant Direct Dial:  
Babergh & Mid Suffolk District Councils 
Endeavor House Our ref: PL00496833 
8 Russell Road 
Ipswich 
Suffolk 
IP7 6SJ 21 June 2021 

Dear Mr Bryant 

Ref: Copdock and Washbrook Neighbourhood Plan Regulation 16 Consultation 

Thank you for inviting Historic England to comment on the Regulation 16 Submission 
version of this Neighbourhood Plan.   

We welcome the production of this neighbourhood plan, and are pleased to note the 
inclusion of Section 2, setting out the parish’s local historical context. We also 
particularly welcome Objectives 10 and 11, and Policy C&W 15 - Heritage Assets. 
Overall, we consider the plan meets the Basic Conditions with respect to the historic 
environment.  

We do not consider it necessary for Historic England to provide further detailed 
comments at this time. We would refer you to any previous comments submitted at 
Regulation 14 stage, and for any further information to our detailed advice on 
successfully incorporating historic environment considerations into your 
neighbourhood plan, which can be found here: 
<https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/planning/plan-making/improve-your-
neighbourhood/> 

I would be grateful if you would notify me if and when the Neighbourhood Plan is made 
by the district council. To avoid any doubt, this letter does not reflect our obligation to 
provide further advice on or, potentially, object to specific proposals which may 
subsequently arise as a result of the proposed NP, where we consider these would 
have an adverse effect on the historic environment.  

Please do contact me, either via email or the number above, if you have any queries. 

Yours sincerely, 
Edward James 
Historic Places Advisor, East of England 

 

(3) HISTORIC ENGLAND
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Avison Young (UK) Limited registered in England and Wales number 6382509. 
Registered office, 3 Brindleyplace, Birmingham B1 2JB.  Regulated by RICS 

Our Ref: MV/ 15B901605 

26 May 2021 

Babergh District Council 
communityplanning@baberghmidsuffolk.gov.uk 
via email only  

Dear Sir / Madam 
Copdock and Washbrook Neighbourhood Plan Regulation 16 Consultation 
May – June 2021  
Representations on behalf of National Grid 

National Grid has appointed Avison Young to review and respond to Neighbourhood Plan 
consultations on its behalf.  We are instructed by our client to submit the following 
representation with regard to the current consultation on the above document.   

About National Grid 
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) owns and maintains the electricity transmission 
system in England and Wales. The energy is then distributed to the electricity distribution 
network operators across England, Wales and Scotland. 

National Grid Gas plc (NGG) owns and operates the high-pressure gas transmission system 
across the UK. In the UK, gas leaves the transmission system and enters the UK’s four gas 
distribution networks where pressure is reduced for public use.  

National Grid Ventures (NGV) is separate from National Grid’s core regulated businesses. NGV 
develop, operate and invest in energy projects, technologies, and partnerships to help accelerate 
the development of a clean energy future for consumers across the UK, Europe and the United 
States. 

Proposed development sites crossed or in close proximity to National Grid assets: 
An assessment has been carried out with respect to National Grid’s electricity and gas 
transmission assets which include high voltage electricity assets and high-pressure gas pipelines. 

National Grid has identified that it has no record of such assets within the Neighbourhood Plan 
area.  

National Grid provides information in relation to its assets at the website below. 

• www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/services/land-and-development/planning-
authority/shape-files/

Please also see attached information outlining guidance on development close to National Grid 
infrastructure.   

Central Square South 
Orchard Street 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
NE1 3AZ 

T: +44 (0)191 261 2361 
F: +44 (0)191 269 0076 

avisonyoung.co.uk 

(4) NATIONAL GRID

http://www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/services/land-and-development/planning-authority/shape-files/
http://www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/services/land-and-development/planning-authority/shape-files/
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Distribution Networks  
Information regarding the electricity distribution network is available at the website below:  
www.energynetworks.org.uk 

Information regarding the gas distribution network is available by contacting:  
plantprotection@cadentgas.com 

Further Advice 
Please remember to consult National Grid on any Neighbourhood Plan Documents or site-
specific proposals that could affect our assets.  We would be grateful if you could add our details 
shown below to your consultation database, if not already included: 
 

Matt Verlander, Director  Spencer Jefferies, Town Planner 
 

nationalgrid.uk@avisonyoung.com 
 

box.landandacquisitions@nationalgrid.com  
 

Avison Young 
Central Square South  
Orchard Street 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
NE1 3AZ  

National Grid  
National Grid House 
Warwick Technology Park 
Gallows Hill 
Warwick, CV34 6DA 

 
If you require any further information in respect of this letter, then please contact us.  
 
Yours faithfully, 

 
Matt Verlander MRTPI 
Director 
0191 269 0094 
matt.verlander@avisonyoung.com  
For and on behalf of Avison Young  

http://www.energynetworks.org.uk/
mailto:plantprotection@cadentgas.com
mailto:nationalgrid.uk@avisonyoung.com
mailto:box.landandacquisitions@nationalgrid.com
mailto:matt.verlander@avisonyoung.com
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Guidance on development near National Grid assets 
National Grid is able to provide advice and guidance to the Council concerning their networks 
and encourages high quality and well-planned development in the vicinity of its assets. 
 
Electricity assets 
Developers of sites crossed or in close proximity to National Grid assets should be aware that it 
is National Grid policy to retain existing overhead lines in-situ, though it recognises that there 
may be exceptional circumstances that would justify the request where, for example, the 
proposal is of regional or national importance. 
 
National Grid’s ‘Guidelines for Development near pylons and high voltage overhead power lines’ 
promote the successful development of sites crossed by existing overhead lines and the creation 
of well-designed places. The guidelines demonstrate that a creative design approach can 
minimise the impact of overhead lines whilst promoting a quality environment.  The guidelines 
can be downloaded here: https://www.nationalgridet.com/document/130626/download 
 
The statutory safety clearances between overhead lines, the ground, and built structures must 
not be infringed. Where changes are proposed to ground levels beneath an existing line then it is 
important that changes in ground levels do not result in safety clearances being infringed. 
National Grid can, on request, provide to developers detailed line profile drawings that detail the 
height of conductors, above ordnance datum, at a specific site.  
 
National Grid’s statutory safety clearances are detailed in their ‘Guidelines when working near 
National Grid Electricity Transmission assets’, which can be downloaded 
here:www.nationalgridet.com/network-and-assets/working-near-our-assets  
 
Gas assets 
High-Pressure Gas Pipelines form an essential part of the national gas transmission system and 
National Grid’s approach is always to seek to leave their existing transmission pipelines in situ. 
Contact should be made with the Health and Safety Executive (HSE) in respect of sites affected by 
High-Pressure Gas Pipelines. 
 
National Grid have land rights for each asset which prevents the erection of permanent/ 
temporary buildings, or structures, changes to existing ground levels, storage of materials etc.  
Additionally, written permission will be required before any works commence within the 
National Grid’s 12.2m building proximity distance, and a deed of consent is required for any 
crossing of the easement.   
  
National Grid’s ‘Guidelines when working near National Grid Gas assets’ can be downloaded here: 
www.nationalgridgas.com/land-and-assets/working-near-our-assets 

 
How to contact National Grid 
If you require any further information in relation to the above and/or if you would like to check if 
National Grid’s transmission networks may be affected by a proposed development, please 
contact:  

https://www.nationalgridet.com/document/130626/download
http://www.nationalgridet.com/network-and-assets/working-near-our-assets
http://www.nationalgridgas.com/land-and-assets/working-near-our-assets
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• National Grid’s Plant Protection team: plantprotection@nationalgrid.com  
 
Cadent Plant Protection Team 
Block 1 
Brick Kiln Street 
Hinckley 
LE10 0NA 
0800 688 588 
 

or visit the website: https://www.beforeyoudig.cadentgas.com/login.aspx 

 

mailto:plantprotection@nationalgrid.com
https://www.beforeyoudig.cadentgas.com/login.aspx


Kettlewell House 
Austin Fields Industrial Estate 
KING’S LYNN 
Norfolk 
PE30 1PH 

t:    +44(0)1553 819600 
f:    +44(0)1553 819639 
e:    planning@wlma.org.uk 
w:   www.wlma.org.uk  

Jane Marson (Chairman)    Michael Paul (Vice-Chairman) 

Phil Camamile (Chief Executive) 

Cert No. GB11990 Cert No. GB11991 

DEFENDERS OF THE LOWLAND ENVIRONMENT 

Our Ref: 21_04437_P 

24th May 2021 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

RE: Copdock and Washbrook Neighbourhood Plan 

Thank you for consulting the Water Management Alliance on the Copdock and Washbrook 
Neighbourhood Plan. The parish is partially within the Internal Drainage District (IDD) of the East 
Suffolk Internal Drainage Board (IDB) and therefore the Board’s Byelaws apply. A copy of the Board's 
Byelaws can be accessed on our website (https://www.wlma.org.uk/uploads/ESIDB_Byelaws.pdf), 
along with maps of the IDD (https://www.wlma.org.uk/uploads/ESIDB_Index_plan.pdf). These maps 
also show which watercourses have been designated as 'Adopted Watercourses' by the Board. The 
adoption of a watercourse is an acknowledgement by the Board that the watercourse is of arterial 
importance to the IDD and as such will normally receive maintenance from the IDB. 

In order to avoid conflict between the planning process and the Board's regulatory regime and 
consenting process please be aware of the following: 

• If a surface water discharge is proposed to a watercourse as part of any new development,
then the proposed development will require land drainage consent in line with the Board’s
byelaws (specifically byelaw 3). Any consent granted will likely be conditional, pending the
payment of a Surface Water Development Contribution fee, calculated in line with the Board's
charging policy (https://www.wlma.org.uk/uploads/WMA_Table_of_Charges_and_Fees.pdf).

• If a development proposes to dispose of surface water by infiltration, we would recommend that
the proposed strategy is supported by ground investigation to determine the infiltration potential
of the site and the depth to groundwater. If on-site material were to be considered favourable
then we would advise infiltration testing in line with BRE Digest 365 (or equivalent) to be
undertaken to determine its efficiency. If (following testing) a strategy wholly reliant on infiltration
is not viable and a surface water discharge is proposed to a watercourse, then the proposed
development will require land drainage consent in line with the Board’s byelaws (specifically
byelaw 3). Any consent granted will likely be conditional, pending the payment of a Surface
Water Development Contribution fee, calculated in line with the Board's charging policy
(https://www.wlma.org.uk/uploads/WMA_Table_of_Charges_and_Fees.pdf).

• If any new development proposed to discharge surface water to a sewer, I recommend that you
satisfy yourselves that this proposal is in line with the drainage hierarchy (as per best practice)
and is viable in this location.

(5) WATER MANAGEMENT ALLIANCE

http://www.wlma.org.uk/
https://www.wlma.org.uk/uploads/ESIDB_Byelaws.pdf
https://www.wlma.org.uk/uploads/ESIDB_Index_plan.pdf
https://www.wlma.org.uk/uploads/WMA_Table_of_Charges_and_Fees.pdf
https://www.wlma.org.uk/uploads/WMA_Table_of_Charges_and_Fees.pdf
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• If any development proposes to discharge foul water to a watercourse this proposal will require
land drainage consent in line with the Board’s byelaws (specifically byelaw 3).

• I note the presence of watercourses which have not been adopted by the Board (a riparian
watercourses) within the parish. Should any development propose to include works to alter a
riparian watercourse, consent will be required under the Land Drainage Act 1991 (and byelaw
4). The Board is responsible for consenting this activity within its IDD, while the Lead Local
Flood Authority is the regulatory body outside the IDD.

• There are no Board adopted watercourses within the parish.

Whilst the consenting process as set out under the Land Drainage Act 1991 and the aforementioned 
Byelaws are separate from planning, the ability to implement a planning permission may be dependent 
on the granting of these consents. As such I strongly recommend that the required consent is sought 
prior to determination of the planning application. 

Kind Regards, 

Ellie 

Eleanor Roberts 
Sustainable Development Officer 
Water Management Alliance 
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For Office use only: 

Section One: Respondents Details 

All respondents should complete Part A.  If you are an Agent please complete Part’s A & B 

Part A: Respondent 

Title / Name: Mr Jacob Devenney 

Job Title (if applicable): Planning and Biodiversity Adviser 

Organisation / Company (if applicable): Suffolk Wildlife Trust 

Address: Brooke House 
Ashbocking 
Ipswich 

Postcode: IP6 9JY 

Tel No: 

E-mail:  

Part B: Agents – Please complete details of the client / company you represent 

Client / Company Name: 

Address: 

Postcode: 

Tel No: 

E-mail:

(6) SUFFOLK WILDLIFE TRUST
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For Office use only: 

Section Two: Your representation(s) 

Which part of the Plan does your representation relate to? (You may wish to complete a 
separate form for each separate representation) 

Paragraph No. 8.13, 8.14 Policy No. C&W 12 

Do you support, oppose, or wish to comment on this paragraph? (Please tick one box) 

Support Oppose 

Support with modifications  Have Comments 

Please give details of the reason for your support, opposition, or other comments here: 

We are pleased to see that the Copdock and Washbrook Neighbourhood Plan recognises the 
importance of biodiversity and proposes measures to protect and enhance it.  As stated within the 
National Planning Policy Framework (2019), development should seek to provide biodiversity net 
gain, so it is encouraging that this is recognised within the Parish.  However, we believe that the 
plan can be expanded to further safeguard species and habitats from fragmentation caused by 
development.  

What improvements or modifications would you suggest? 

A section of Sproughton Park County Wildlife Site is located within the Parish.  County Wildlife 
Sites are non-statutory designation sites recognised within the National Planning Policy 
Framework as ‘Locally Designated Sites’.  Therefore, the County Wildlife Site should be 
referenced within Policy C&W 12, to help ensure that the objectives of maximising the Parish’s 
biodiversity are met. 

The policy should reference safeguarding protected species, as well as Priority Habitats and 
Species as listed within The Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006 from 
future development.  The NPPF (section 174) identifies that all development should protect and 
enhance biodiversity, including to ‘promote the conservation, restoration and enhancement of 
priority habitats, ecological networks and the protection and recovery of priority species; and 
identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity.’  Therefore, 
developments must demonstrate that they result in the net gain of Priority Habitats and not result 
in a negative impact upon protected and Priority Species.  

Policy C&W 12 makes brief mention of restoring and repairing fragmented biodiversity networks 
however, the policy should be expanded to encompass landscape scale ecological networks.  We 
believe that the concept of an ecological network can include the waterway network associated 
with Belstead Brook, Spring Brook and their associated habitats.  In accordance with the NPPF, 
ecological networks should be established to ensure that they are more resilient to current and 
future pressures. Therefore, protecting and enhancing these should be within this policy and 
ensure this ecological network is maintained. We would be happy to provide additional advice if 
required.  

All future development proposals should apply the mitigation hierarchy to reduce, as far as 
possible, negative effects on biodiversity.  The mitigation hierarchy requires that in the first 
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instance impacts are avoided, if they cannot be avoided then they should be mitigated for and 
only as a last resort should impacts be compensated.  Enhancement and delivery of biodiversity 
net gain i.e. an approach that leaves biodiversity in a better state than before should be part of all 
development proposals, in line with the Government’s emerging Environment Act predicted to 
receive Royal Assent in 2021. This should therefore be referenced within C&W 12 to ensure that 
future development will not have a negative effect on the area’s biodiversity and will deliver a 
biodiversity net gain.  

If you are including additional pages these should be clearly labelled and referenced. 

Normally the Examiner will aim to consider the responses through written representations.  

Occasionally an Examiner may consider it necessary to hold a hearing to discuss particular issues. 
If you consider a hearing should be held please explain why this is necessary.  
Please note that a decision on whether to hold a hearing is entirely at the discretion of the Examiner.  

I consider that a hearing should be held because … 

Please be as brief and concise as possible ... 

(Continue on separate sheet if necessary) 

Please indicate (tick) whether you wish to be notified of: 

The publication of the Independent Examiner’s Final Report 

The ‘making’ (adoption) of the Copdock & Washbrook NDP by Babergh District Council 

Signed: Jacob Devenney Dated: 17th June 2021 




