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Minutes of the Planning & Transportation Committee meeting held on Thursday, 23rd April 2026 at St 
Andrew’s Church Hall at 7.00pm 

 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------------- 

  
CHAIRMAN: Cllr R Whiting 
  

COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
PRESENT: 

Cllr R Whiting, Cllr B Ward, Cllr D Francis, Cllr R Nunn, Cllr M 
Newton, Cllr S Taylor, Cllr A Jeffreys 

 

APOLOGIES: 

OTHER ATTENDEES: 

Cllr M Odam, Cllr J Wright, Cllr P Phillpot 

2 Members of the public;  
  

CLERK: Mrs S Stannard (Clerk)  
 
 

1. APOLOGIES, APPROVAL OF ABSENCE, PROTOCOL & CONDUCT REMINDERS 
RESOLVED: To approve the apologies as above.  
 

2. DECLARATIONS OF COUNCILLOR INTEREST 
None 
 

3. TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 26TH MARCH 2026 
RESOLVED: That the minutes of the Planning and Transportation Committee held on the 26th March 
2026 be signed by the Chairman as a true record and accurate record. 
 

4. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

a. Public Forum – Members of the Public/ Parish Councillors may raise items relating to this 
agenda or any matter concerning the parish 

Cllr Newton checked on the status of The Limes TPO application. Cllr Whiting indicated that it has been 
withdrawn. 

5. TO CONSIDER AND DETERMINE RESPONSES TO THE FOLLOWING PLANNING APPLICATIONS 

DC/26/0735/FUL Meadow View, 

Seven Cottages 

Lane, Rushmere St 

Andrew 

IP5 1DY Retrospective application – retention of garden 

outbuilding used as beauty therapy room and 

garden store 

Cllr Whiting provided a situation report following the examination of the proposal and documentation. The 
application was considered by councillors.   
 
RESOLVED: OBJECT to the application for the following reasons: 
 
1.  Harm to Designated Quiet Lane and Conflict with Sustainable Transport Objectives 
The proposal would generate a material increase in vehicular movements along a designated Quiet Lane, 
undermining its purpose as a low-traffic rural route prioritising pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders. The 
Rushmere St Andrew Neighbourhood Plan (2023) makes clear that Quiet Lanes are valued for their tranquillity 
and function as part of a non-motorised transport network. The proposal is contrary to Policy RSA12 and RSA1 of 
the Rushmere St Andrew Neighbourhood Plan. The application is also contrary to Policy SCLP10.1 (Sustainable 
Transport), and Policy SCLP10.2 (Highway Safety) of the Suffolk Coastal Local Plan.  
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2. Inadequate and Unsuitable Access Arrangements over Private Road 
The proposed use of, and intensification over, a private access road serving the cottages in Seven Cottages Lane, 
and an existing commercial use (beauticians) would lead to increased vehicle conflict, congestion, and unsafe 
manoeuvring conditions. The arrangement fails to demonstrate that safe and suitable access can be achieved for 
all users. This is contrary to Policy SCLP10.2 of the Suffolk Coastal Local Plan and Policy RSA9 of the Rushmere 
St Andrew Neighbourhood Plan, which requires development to respond appropriately to its context, including 
access arrangements and movement.  
 
3. Adverse Impact on Residential Amenity 
By reason of the scale and nature of the proposed use, together with associated vehicle movements and activity, 
the development would result in unacceptable levels of noise, disturbance, and general activity detrimental to the 
amenities of neighbouring occupiers. The proposal would also adversely affect outlook and the quiet enjoyment of 
nearby properties, particularly given the currently low-intensity and rural character of the area. This is contrary to 
Policy SCLP11.1 (Design Quality) of the Suffolk Coastal Local Plan, which requires development to protect the 
amenity of neighbouring properties and Policy RSA9 (Design Considerations) of the Rushmere St Andrew 
Neighbourhood Plan, which seeks to ensure that development does not have an adverse impact on residential 
amenity, including through noise and disturbance.  
The proposed sizeable structure within the rear garden, by reason of its scale, siting and massing, would appear 
as an unduly dominant and overbearing form of development when viewed from neighbouring properties. This has 
resulted in a harmful loss of outlook, overlooking and an increased sense of enclosure, significantly detracting 
from the residential amenity of adjacent occupiers. 
 
4. Inadequate On-Site Parking Provision and Unsafe Manoeuvring 
The proposal fails to provide adequate on-site parking for both occupiers and visiting clients, which would likely 
result in overspill parking on surrounding roads and increased pressure on the local highway network. The 
availability of appropriate parking was a key consideration at the time of the original approval, where provision was 
made for one parking space to the rear of the site.  
However, by reason of the size and siting of the proposed structure within the rear of the property, this parking 
space has effectively been lost. The remaining space would only allow for a vehicle to enter and reverse out onto 
the highway, which represents an unsafe and unsuitable arrangement, particularly given the constrained nature of 
the access and the designation of the adjoining route as a Quiet Lane. 
The proposal therefore fails to demonstrate that safe and convenient parking and turning can be achieved within 
the site, leading to hazardous manoeuvres and increased risk to highway users. This is contrary to Policy 
SCLP10.2 (Highway Safety) and Policy SCLP10.1 (Sustainable Transport) of the Suffolk Coastal Local Plan, 
which require safe and suitable access and appropriate parking provision. It also conflicts with Policy RSA9 of the 
Rushmere St Andrew Neighbourhood Plan, which requires development to incorporate safe and functional access 
and parking arrangements that respond appropriately to local context. 
 

 

DC/26/1255/FUL 69 The Street, 

Rushmere St 

Andrew 

IP5 1DE Construction of single storey front extension 

Cllr Whiting provided a situation report following the examination of the proposal and documentation. The 
application was considered by councillors.   
 
RESOLVED: NO OBJECTION to the application.  
 

 

DC/26/0950/FUL 10 Playford Road, 

Rushmere St 

Andrew 

IP4 5RH Single storey rear extension, with air source heat 

pump and construction of new detached garage 

building with solar panels. 

Cllr Whiting provided a situation report following the examination of the proposal and documentation. The 
application was considered by councillors.   
 
RESOLVED: NO OBJECTION to the application.  
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6. ANY OTHER PLANNING APPLICATIONS RECEIVED SINCE PUBLICATION OF AGENDA 
None 

7. CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED 
a. East Suffolk Council correspondence regarding Planning Application DC/26/0778/FUL 

Correspondence received from 44 Bladen Drive application. Councillors considered this.  

RESOLVED: that the information received does not alter the original planning application.  

 

8. DETERMINATION OF ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDA 
None 
 

9. CLOSE OF MEETING 
The Chairman closed the meeting at 8.05pm. 


