
LA RONDE WRIGHT 
Development and Planning     

Postmill Lane, Fressingfield

Transport Note

October 2017  

46.7446.49

46.71

46.94

46.90

46.90 46.88

46.94

46.88

46.89

46.75

46.97
46.94

47.07

47.27

47.23
47.02

47.14

47.0847.01

Sign

Ridge level. 53.65

Eave level. 50.89

Ridge level. 51.07

Eave level. 51.02

Ridge level. 54.60

Eave level. 50.93

Eave level. 49.36

Eave level. 51.19

Eave level. 51.13

Post

First Floor Window 

Head level. 51.33

Sill level. 49.81

Ridge level. 55.28

Eave level. 48.76
First Floor Window 

Head level. 51.18

Sill level. 49.87

Ridge level. 54.17
Eave level. 50.77

Ridge level. 55.17Eave level. 50.96

First Floor Window 

Head level. 51.48

Sill level. 50.07

Ridge level. 54.33

Ridge level. 55.16
Ridge level. 54.35Eave level. 51.04

Ridge level. 55.36

First Floor Window 

Head level. 51.38

Sill level. 50.03

Ridge level. 53.64

First Floor Window 

Head level. 51.77
Sill level. 50.42

Eave level. 51.17

Ridge level. 55.14

Ridge level. 53.62

Eave level. 50.92

Eave level. 50.27

First Floor Window 

Head level. 51.01

Sill level. 49.68

Eave level. 47.95

Ridge level. 55.21

Eave level. 51.55

Head level. 51.93

Ridge level. 51.12

Ridge level. 54.31

First Floor Window 

Ridge level. 52.92
Sill level. 50.73

Ridge level. 52.91

Eave level. 50.07

Eave level. 50.76

Telegraph Pole 
wire level. 54.15

Elec Sub

Pump Station

PLOT 1
2 Bed Semi

PLOT 2
2 Bed Semi

PLOT 3
2 Bed Semi

PLOT 4
2 Bed Semi

PLOT 5
3 Bed Detached

PLOT 6
3 Bed Detached

PLOT 7
3 Bed Detached

PLOT 8
3 Bed Detached

PLOT 9
3 Bed Detached

PLOT 10
3 Bed Detached

PLOT 11
3 Bed Detached

PLOT 12
3 Bed Detached

PLOT 13
3 Bed Detached

with garage

PLOT 14
4 Bed Detached

with garagePLOT 15
3 Bed Detached

with garage

PLOT 16
4 Bed Detached

with garage

PLOT 17
2 Bed Semi

PLOT 18
2 Bed Semi

PLOT 19
2 Bed Semi

PLOT 20
2 Bed Semi

PLOT 21
3 Bed Semi

PLOT 22
3 Bed Semi

PLOT 23
3 Bed Semi

PLOT 24
3 Detached

Open
Space

360m2

AF

AF

AF

AF

AF AF AF AF
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The details depicted on this drawing are the copyright to Templeman
Design and may not be reproduced without permission. This drawing must
not be re-issued, loaned or copied without the consent. Errors omissions
and discrepancies should be reported to the originator immediately.

All dimensions to be checked before site or off-site fabrication by the
Contractor, his Sub-contractor or Supplier.

Do not scale plans - use figure or grid dimensions where given. Any
deviation from the drawing is to be reported to the originator immediately.

Structure, structural members & geotechnical invstigations are to be carried
out & approved by the appointed Structural Engineer. Any deviations to
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PLOT 1 2 Bed Semi-Detached  70.5m2
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1 Introduction 
 
1.1 This Transport Note is prepared in support of application reference 1648/17, which 

seeks consent for a development of 24 new homes on land off Postmill Lane, 
Fressingfield. 

 
1.2 The Note seeks to address issues raised by both Suffolk County Council (SCC) and 

objectors to the development proposal concerning highways impacts associated with 
the development. 

 
1.3 Specifically, SCC have lodged a ‘holding objection’ against the application at Postmill 

Lane (28houses), and also the significantly larger proposals at Stradbroke Road 
(1449/17 – 85 new dwellings) and John Shepherd Road (1432/17 – 99 new dwellings).   

 
1.4 The ‘holding objection’ supersedes SCC’s previous comments on the application for 

development at Postmill Lane, in which they raised no objection subject to the 
imposition of conditions.   

 
1.5 The reason for the holding position is set out in SCC’s email to Mid Suffolk District 

Council, and is cited as: 

‘we are also changing our initial response for 1432/17 and 1648/17 to a holding 
objections until an assessment is undertaken to determine the impact all the 
developments would have on the highway network’.  

1.6 Following further correspondence with SCC regarding the precise nature of their 
concerns and the level of information they expect to see in order to address them, the 
following additional comment was provided by the council: 

‘we wish to ensure a full assessment is undertaken of the highway and investigate if 
there could be any mitigation if the proposals are granted.  Although 1648/17 
application is under the threshold for a TA, with the other applications, it is felt there is 
a need for a robust Transport Statement (TS) that addresses our concerns regarding 
this development and the cumulative developments listed above.  

 
 The main concerns are 

• Congestion and Road Safety arising from the cumulative developments. In 
particular the impact of additional traffic and pedestrians in the centre of the village 
needs to be addressed in the TS  

• Sustainability: Pedestrian and cycle links between the site and local infrastructure 
such as schools and shops. 

 
 It is noted that this is a smaller development compared to the other applications and 
 hence it is accepted that the impacts (in terms of traffic generated) will be less and this 
 will be reflected in the scale and contents of the TS’ 
 
1.7 It is understood that the applicants for the two significantly larger schemes 
 (applications 1449/17 and 1432/17) have prepared a detailed Transport Assessment 
 (TA) which includes capacitive modelling of the three key junctions within the village 
 (B1116/C508 New Street junction, B1116/C515 Stradbroke Road junction and 
 B1116/C504 Low Road junction).  Furthermore, it is understood that the conclusions 
 of this modelling are that none of the three developments proposed in the village, 
 considered either individually or cumulatively, would have any significant adverse 
 impact on the highways network and that, even with levels of growth arising from all 
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 three of these developments, key junctions within the village would continue to operate 
 well within their capacities, with queuing and delays at the junctions considered to be 
 minimal. 
 
1.8 Mindful of the advice from SCC, the findings of the TA supporting other applications 
 in the locality and guidance at paragraph 193 of the NPPF (which states that the 
 information requirements in determining planning applications should be 
 “proportionate to the development under consideration”), this document considers the 
 issues of road safety and sustainability relating to the proposed development at 
 Postmill Lane. 
 
2 Road Safety 
 
2.1 Concerns over road safety as expressed by SCC centre on the potential impacts 
 arising from additional vehicles and pedestrians in the centre of the village. 
 
2.2 Considering the existing situation, it is the case that as it passes through the village 
 centre New Street is relatively narrow and does not include any dedicated pedestrian 
 footways. This means that pedestrians walking along New Street between Five-year 
 Yard and the junction of New Street and the B1116 have to share the available road 
 space with all other road users (e.g. cyclists and vehicles). 
 
2.3 Whilst it is recognised that the provision of dedicated pedestrian footways along the 
 length of New Street would be desirable, given historic building lines and third-party 
 land ownership there is simply not sufficient room to provide a dedicated footway.  
 Notwithstanding the lack of footways, accident data from the 2011-2016 (the lateset 
 available on the Crashmap resource) shows that there have been zero fatalities, zero 
 serious incidents and zero slight incidents  recorded (along the relevant section of 
 New Street (see Figure 1, Below).  
 

 
   
 Figure 1, Above: Extract from Crashmap data (www.crahmap.co.uk) showing no 
 recorded traffic accidents in the locality in the period 2011- 2016. 
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2.4 New Road is flanked on either side by residential development and includes the village 
 shop and the health centre. It is one of the central roads through the village and, by 
 virtue of its position and the dwellings and services situated along it, it is a route which 
 is well used by pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles.  
 
2.5 The fact that there have been no accidents recorded along the relevant section of New 
 Road suggests that motorists are responding to the village centre location and 
 adjusting their speed accordingly.  Given the modest scale of the development 
 proposed in this application (24 new homes), there is no reason to consider that the 
 limited increases in traffic and pedestrian along New Street would have any 
 unacceptable impacts on highways safety in the centre of the village. 
 
2.6 It is also relevant to note that the development proposal includes a new pedestrian 
 route through the site, enabling both existing and proposed future residents to walk 
 eastwards on pavement along Postmill Lane and join New Street at a point further east 
 of where the existing pavement terminates. 
 
2.7 Consequently, as an alternative to crossing the road to access the footpath on the 
 southern side of New Street, crossing two junctions on this pavement (Priory Road and 
 Feaveryears Yard) and walking approximately 185m along the carriageway of New 
 Street to reach the village stores, residents of Postmill Lane could walk through the 
 application site on pavements, meaning a shorter journey of approximately 145m along 
 the carriageway to the village shop.  This shorter – and safer – route provides benefits 
 to existing and proposed residents. 
 
3 Sustainability 
 
3.1 The application site lies at the centre of the village of Fressingfield and, due to this 
 central location, affords easy access on foot or by bicycle to a range of services and 
 facilities. Figure 1, below, illustrates the site’s relationship to the surrounding 
 settlement and existing network of pavements and footpaths: 
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Table 1, below, summarises the relationship between the site and key local facilities illustrated 
on Figure 1: 
 

Facility Approx. 
distance 

from 
site 

Accessible 
by 

pavement / 
footpath 

Comments 

Health Centre 120m Yes  

Village Shop 190m Partially Circa 145m along New Street with no pavement 

Scout Hut 480m Yes  Route includes short section along Priory Road 
which, whilst having no pavement, is very lightly 
trafficked and identified as being a 
predominantly pedestrian/cycle route.  Scout hut 
to be constructed under consent ref 4410/16 

Junior School 500m Yes Dedicated footpath delivered by development of 
new Baptist Hall (3972/16) creates PROW 
linking Sancroft Lane to School Way 

Baptist 
Chapel 

500m  Yes Baptist Chapel to be constructed under consent 
3972/16 includes community room functions and 
new outside children’s play area 

Bus stops on 
B1116 
(weekly 
service to 
Norwich and 
Disc, daily 
service to 
Medfield and 
Framlingham) 

530m Partially Existing route includes a section along New 
Street (approx. 240m) without pavements. If 
development on neighbouring land to the east of 
the application site (i.e. application ref 1432/17) 
were to be consented there would be a shorter 
route with pavements throughout between the 
Postmill Lane site and the bus stop 

Public House 550m  Partially Existing route includes a section along New 
Street (approx. 240m) without pavements. If 
development on neighbouring land to the east of 
the application site (i.e. application ref 1432/17) 
were to be consented there would be a shorter 
route with pavements throughout between the 
Postmill Lane site and the public house. 

Village Hall 550m  Partially Existing route includes a section along New 
Street (approx. 240m) without pavements. If 
development on neighbouring land to the east of 
the application site (i.e. application ref 1432/17) 
were to be consented there would be a shorter 
route with pavements throughout between the 
Postmill Lane site and the village hall 

Sports and 
Social Club 

880m Yes  
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3.2 Fressingfield is a rural village and, as such, it is the case that both existing and 
 proposed new residents will, to some extent, rely on a car as their principal means of 
 transport. However, the village offers a good range of services and facilities and 
 considered a sustainable location for limited additional housing growth such as that 
 prosed in this application. In this context, the application site is well located and a range 
 of key services – including school, health centre and community facilities – are within 
 easy walking distance and accessible using the existing network pf pavements and 
 footpaths. 
 
3.3 Given this location, it is considered that the site is sustainably located and provides 
 easy access to a range of faculties by means other than the car (i.e. by walking or 
 cycling). 
 
 
 
4 Conclusion. 
 
4.1 Para 32 of the National Planning Policy Framework states that ‘Development should 
 only be prevented or refused on transport grounds where the residual cumulative 
 impacts are severe’. 
 
4.2 It is the case that, as suggested by the positive pre-application response to the 
 proposed development at Postmill Lane, and in the subsequent initial consultation 
 response (which raised no objection), there appears to be no question from SCC that, 
 taken individually, the development proposed at Postmill Lane would be sustainable, 
 safe and have no unacceptable highways impacts. 
 
4.3 Having considered the application in light of the two substantially larger applications 
 elsewhere in the village, Suffolk County Council issued a holding objection and asked 
 for additional information in respect of potential capacity issues at specific junctions, 
 the sustainability of the site and the potential for the development proposed to 
 adversely impact on the safe functioning of the highways network. 
 
4.4 The issue of junction capacity has been dealt with robustly within the additional 
 information submitted in support of applications 1449//17 and 1432/17. This 
 assessment (prepared by Create consulting) demonstrates that, having regards to all 
 existing and recently consented development, together with the proposed sites at 
 Postmill Lane, Stradbroke Road and John Shepherd  Road, there is sufficient capacity 
 to accommodate predicted traffic flows within the highway network, even if all three 
 proposed development sites are consented. 
 
4,.5 With regards to matters of sustainability and highways safety, it has been 
 demonstrated within this Note that the site is sustainably located and that there is no 
 history of recorded highways incidents in the local area.  The proposed development 
 at Postmill Lane would help support existing services and facilities in the village and, 
 by virtue of providing alternative pedestrian routes, provides an opportunity to reduce 
 pedestrian use along a short length of New Street. 
 
4.6 For these reasons, it is considered that the development has no ‘severe’ highways 
 impacts and, mindful of the guidance in Local and National planning policies and 
 guidance the development should be permitted subject to necessary highways 
 conditions as previously proposed by SCC in response to consultation. 
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