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

Suffolk County Council 
 

Suffolk County Council Statement on Matters 9a and 9d 
 

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

Sudbury East/Great Cornard growth direction 
 

1. Summary of position 
 
1.1 The county council does not object to the principle of quantum of 

growth proposed by policy CS3a (as per the amendment) but, as with 
all significant growth, it does have implications for county council 
infrastructure that will need to be rectified through the masterplan, 
conditions and obligations.   

 
1.2 The broad package of mitigation has been outlined in previous 

responses to consultations, this includes education and transport 
matters. The county council does not believe that the required 
infrastructure, as evidenced, would place a burden on the development 
such that it is not deliverable. 

 
2. Matters to be brought forward in a future DPD 

 
2.1 Education 

Schools in Sudbury are due to move from a three tier to a two tier 
system as of September 2013. Two middle schools are due to close, 
and all primary and upper schools will take on an additional two year 
groups.  
 
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 500 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+) 

35 125 90 20 
 
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. These 
projections are only suitable for five years into the future and so, due to 
the phasing of this growth, no accurate data for school capacity relating 
to this development is available. 
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Projections for the immediate future suggest that there is unlikely to be 
primary school capacity in the east Sudbury and Great Cornard area. 
However, the county council anticipates that off-site provision can be 
made by adding capacity to existing schools. At this point in time it is 
not possible to state which schools may need physical expansion.  If it 
is not possible to expand existing schools on their current site, 
additional land may be needed or even a new school provided on site 
which the county council will expect the developer to provide at no cost 
to the county council.   

 
2.2 Early Years Facility 

As set out in the Section 106 Developer’s Guide, the county council will 
seek new early years provision where a proposal creates demand for 
more than 20 full time equivalent places. Based on the pupil yield set 
out above (under paragraph 2.1), it can be seen that this development 
will create demand for a new facility. 
 

2.3 Transport 
The key transport evidence relating to this development is to be found 
in the Babergh LDF- Transport Impacts (Ref: D34) and Sudbury 
Transport Study (Refs: D35 and D36). 
 
The Babergh LDF Transport Study notes that this direction of growth is 
reasonable in terms of walking and cycling accessibility (D35, page 
27), but that there is considerable potential for a shift to sustainable 
modes of transport, by linking any development proposal to proposed 
improvements set out in this study and the Local Transport Plan (Ref: 
C06). In particular, the potential for new bus access at this location is 
described as good. 
 
Improvements can be achieved through the masterplanning process 
and through the implementation of a travel plan. The Core Strategy 
supports this approach through clauses (d) and (e) of policy CS3a. 
 
In terms of vehicular traffic, the key impacts for Sudbury are to be 
found in the town centre. The county council, in response to the most 
recent consultation, has raised the particular issue of capacity 
limitations at the Belle Vue roundabout in relation to current committed 
development and programmed improvements.   
 
The Sudbury Transport Study reflects this particular concern, noting in 
paragraph 2.3.3.3 that there is not yet a proposal for this roundabout 
that could meet the demands of the proposed growth whilst also 
delivering other aims for this roundabout; a northern movement and 
improved pedestrian facilities. 
 
The Study also recognises the potential for adverse impacts on East 
Street / Girling Street, Belle Vue, Newton Road / Northern Road, A134 
/ Waldingfield Road and Waldingfield Road / Aubrey Drive / Church 
Field Road junctions.  
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Modal shift could reduce vehicular trips by as much as 30%, compared 
to similar new developments, but the Study suggests that, across the 
town as a whole, there is a total shortfall of £7.5m to be met through 
developer contributions, if all suggested measures were to be applied. 
 


