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Matters 9a and 9g 
James Cutting, Neil McManus, Graeme Mateer 

Suffolk County Council 
 

Suffolk County Council Statement on Matters 9a and 9g 
 

This statement has been prepared by Suffolk County Council to address 
issues raised by the Inspector which relate to delivery of the Ipswich 

Fringe strategic site 
 

1. Suffolk County Council position 
 
1.1 The county council is content that its likely infrastructure requirements 

for development of this scale and at this location do not present 
problems for the delivery of this allocation. 

 
1.2 The county council previously raised the issue of ensuring suitable 

primary school provision at this location. It is understood that it has 
been agreed between the developer and the district council that a new 
primary school will be provided through developer contributions at a 
location that is satisfactory in both education and transport terms. 

 
1.3 If this primary school is provided as agreed, along with suitable 

transport measures and other, less expensive county council 
requirements, the county council has no objection to development at 
this location. However, on that basis, the county council reserves the 
right to object at the planning application stage. 

 
2. Matters to be brought forward in future documents 
 
2.1 Education 

The county council’s approach to education contributions is set out in 
the Section 106 Developer’s Guide to Infrastructure Contributions (Ref: 
K14). Based on standard Suffolk pupil yield multipliers, a development 
of 350 dwellings would be expected to generate the following number 
of pupils. 
 

Pre School 
(ages 3-5) 

Primary 
(ages 5-11) 

Secondary 
(ages 11-16) 

Sixth Form 
(ages 16+) 

25 85 62 13 
 
The level of contribution sought would be dependent on the amount of 
spare capacity in existing local schools. Forecasts of school rolls are 
based upon census data, Area Health Authority statistics on live births 
and information from health visitors and doctor’s practices. 
 
The catchment primary school is consistently at capacity and is unable 
to expand. Other primary schools in the area are also at capacity, and 
where expansion is possible, the routes to that school are undesirable 
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in terms of highway/pupil safety and encouraging travel by sustainable 
modes of transport. 
 
Therefore, the county council is pleased to have reached an agreed 
position with Babergh and the developer to deliver a suitably sized 
primary school within the site, with the developer providing land free of 
charge and funding to deliver the school, in line with the requirement 
contained within policy CS10. 
 
It is expected that there will be sufficient capacity at the nearest 
secondary school and post-16 facilities, such that developer 
contributions are not currently being sought for any school places other 
than at primary level. 
 

2.2 Early Years 
As per the table above, and the threshold set out in the Section 106 
Developers Guide, the county council will seek delivery of an early 
years facility to serve this development. It is understood that the 
developer and the local planning authority have agreed to this 
proposal, to be funded through planning obligations. 

 
2.3 Transport 

Transport evidence relating to this development is set out in the 
Babergh LDF- Transport Impacts paper (Ref: D34). The study 
describes this location as ‘reasonable’ in terms of walking, cycling and 
public transport accessibility, noting that all of the strategic growth 
areas have strong potential for improvement. The county council is 
confident that existing cycle and public transport links can be improved 
to support modal shift at this location, and the study gives this location 
a ‘good’ score on potential bus improvements. 
  
It is noted that road mitigation works may be required in the form of 
modifications to the bus priority measures on the A1214. There is also 
a need to ensure that the junction of the A1214 and the A1071 remains 
safe and that traffic flows properly. 
 
Given that this location is well related to the existing transport network 
and existing public transport facilities, this location is the most cost 
effective strategic site in pure transport terms, as is noted in paragraph 
5.6.3. 
 
Also relevant, given the proximity of this development to the Copdock 
Interchange, is the 2011-2031 Third Suffolk Local Transport Plan (Ref: 
C06). The Local Transport Plan (LTP3) recognises the importance of 
this junction, which is where the A12 trunk road to London meets a key 
route into Ipswich and the A14.  This is a strategic trunk route of 
national economic significance, which connects the Port of Felixstowe 
with the Midlands and beyond. LTP3 contains a long term ambition to 
deliver a major improvement to the Copdock Interchange, which is 
earmarked for seeking Department for Transport funding. This 
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allocation would not be expected to wholly fund major improvements at 
Copdock, although an appropriate and proportionate contribution may 
be sought. 
 
Development at the Ipswich Fringe, being around a kilometre from the 
junction, must recognise the importance of the Copdock Interchange 
and the county council’s long term ambitions by ensuring that it does 
not have a significant adverse impact. The evidence base (Ref: D34) 
suggests that this is not expected (paragraph 4.4.6), but also suggests 
that detailed modelling will be needed as proposals come forward to 
ensure that this is the case. 


