
Minutes of an emergency meeting of Marlesford Parish Council 
Held at the Community Centre on Saturday 14 January 2017 at 4.00pm

Present: The Chairman, Lord Marlesford; Vice Chairman, Cllr Dr Roger Waterfall; 
Cllrs Dr Margaret Carswell, Mrs Diana Wells and Mr Ross Proctor (Minutes).
In attendance: Mr Richard Cooper, Col Park Sims and around 15 Marlesford residents.

1. Apologies for absence
Apologies were received from Cllr Mrs Lesley Bensley.

2. Minutes of the previous meeting
As this was a supplementary, emergency meeting of the Council, Minutes of the previous 
meeting, held on Friday 11 November 2016 will be approved at the next full meeting, to be held 
on Friday 24 February 2017.

3. Background and context
Lord Marlesford welcomed everyone. He went on to explain that the purpose of the meeting was 
to work towards a Marlesford Parish Council response to EDF Energy’s Stage Two consultation 
on its plans to build a new nuclear power station at Sizewell – Sizewell C.

He explained that EDF was required to employ planning experts to help parish councils 
formulate meaningful and constructive responses to the consultation. As a result, Lord 
Marlesford, Cllr Carswell, Richard Cooper and Sue Wilson attended a meeting hosted by 
Hacheston Parish Council and facilitated by Planning Aid England on Saturday 7 January. That 
meeting brought together representatives of the three villages most concerned with the proposed 
Southern Park and Ride site, namely Marlesford, Hacheston and Wickham Market.

Lord Marlesford noted that consultation responses were due by 3 February 2017 but that the 
Parish Council would want its response to be sent to the Suffolk County (SCC) and Suffolk 
Coastal District Councils (SCDC) ahead of them considering this matter in a Cabinet meeting on 
31 January 2017.

Lord Marlesford went on to explain that the proposed development was set against a backdrop of
the Four Village Bypass which was approved following a public enquiry many years ago but 
with the project mothballed in 1996 as part of central government cutbacks. He said that SCC 
and SCDC reviewed the plans in 2015 and agreed that the approved route remained sound. 
Coincidentally, on the day that EDF announced its Stage Two consultation on Sizewell C, HM 
Treasury also announced investment in improvements to the strategic road network, including 
the Four Village Bypass, sometimes referred to now as the Suffolk Energy Gateway.

Lord Marlesford asked Mr Richard Cooper to address the meeting.

4. Making responses

Mr Cooper explained the importance of taking an approach to discussion and response that 
would enable a meaningful Parish Council contribution to EDF’s 300-page consultation 



document.

He pointed out that Stage Three consultation will contain near enough the final plans and 
stressed the importance of ensure Marlesford’s views are heard loud and clear on all concerns at 
this stage. As a result, Mr Cooper said that Marlesford Parish Council will make a collective 
response based on the output of this meeting and work that follows, but individual residents were
also encouraged to respond direct to EDF to maximise impact.

The consultation documents, an online form and details on other ways of responding were 
available at www.sizewellc.co.uk 

Mr Cooper expanded that the questionnaire designed by EDF to encourage response did not give 
much in the way of direction for constructive responses. Hence, Planning Aid England (PAE) 
had provided a structure that would enable this. He said that PAE’s advice was to be very precise
– for example not to say “we don’t like something” but instead to comment on specific areas of 
concern, why they are important and what could be done to mitigate them.

Mr Cooper went on to say that the suggestion today was to identify people who are prepared to 
work on specific reasons for concern, and for them to go away and work up draft responses so 
that they can be brought together to form a single Marlesford Parish Council response. He added 
that PAE had also provided a structure that would aid in making that response.

Mr Cooper went on to say that he had been advised that EDF would analyse responses in a very 
structured way. He said they would weigh up responses according to the points made and the 
detail actually contained in the consultation document, meaning that the more reference that can 
be made to points in the consultation document, the more notice EDF will have to take of those 
responses. He expanded that the more of these types of responses that are made, the more case 
we have for recourse if consideration isn't seen to have been made by the Stage Three 
consultation.

Lord Marlesford advised that a letter had already been sent following three PAE meeting, by 
Hacheston Parish Council, raising concern to the effect that [can someone advise on this point 
please? – I missed it]. He said also that Tom McGarry of EDF had responded that he had sent 
this query to the EDF Transport team for a response.

5. Summary of issues raised and discussed

Dominic Grosvenor’s (Ford Gatehouse) main concern was over the lack of detailed information 
on which to base a meaningful response. Expected more on proposed lighting, hours of use, 
height of bunding and fencing saying that would be required in any normal planning application. 
He added that responses from EDF regarding hours of operation of the Park and Ride site were 
inconsistent and that he considered late closing completely unacceptable.

Amanda Hillier (1 East View) raised concern that the definition of the area of the proposed 
development was very vague saying that EDF was asking residents to provide responses to 
something where we don't have the full information.

Lord Marlesford agreed that the maps in the consultation documents were not detailed enough 
for those who know the area well to understand exactly what area is being talked about. He stated

http://www.sizewellc.co.uk/


that the proposal was to accommodate 900 to 1,000 cars plus provision for occasional use by up 
to 200 lorries.

Sue Wilson (Rose Cottages) said that EDF has stated at the Marlesford consultation event that 
use of the site by lorries would be confined to emergency incidents only, as advised by the 
Police, but that it was not clear exactly what would trigger such use. Her concern was that if the 
computerised scheduling system EDF was proposing to use for controlling HGV access to the 
main site did not work, it could fall back on use of the Park and Ride site to control movements.

Cllr Carswell added that residents needed to know under what circumstances use of the lorry 
park would be triggered. Richard Cooper repeated that the Police would make the call but that 
this issue should be raised in responses to the consultation.

Lisa Kenyon (Lime Cottage) raised concern that the 300 vehicle movements per hour during shift
changes would cause a big issue on local roads that already struggle at peak times. She added 
that an EDF employee at the consultation event said it "would not make any provision for such 
short-term issues". Ms Kenyon also raise the issue of lighting, highlighting that the flythrough 
model at the consultation events did not show lighting installation, nor any vehicles actually 
parked in the facility. She continued that bunding/screening of the site was mentioned at one 
meeting, but not at another. As a result of these discrepancies, she had no confidence in the 
accuracy of information being given at the consultation events.

Richard Cooper said that one of the issues discussed at length last weekend (at the PAE meeting)
was that although there is a belief that some traffic assessment and modelling has been 
completed, it has not been make public. He said that those involved had requested that any 
assessments are made available.

Lisa Kenyon went on to highlight the potential increased flooding risk as a result of surface water
run-off from the site and the impact on properties downhill, if adequate drainage was not put in 
place. Richard Cooper said that he had already done a draft of a response on this issue and was 
happy to share it with Ms Kenyon for development.

Lord Marlesford stated that Wickham Market Parish Council's position had always been that 
expansion of that village should be towards the south, rather than to the north. He added that the 
designation of the Ore river valley as a Special Landscape Area, proximity to the Suffolk Coasts 
and Heaths Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (which the Ore flows through to the sea) and 
Marlesford’s Conservation Area should all be highlighted as reasons why the site is not in 
keeping with local communities’ wishes nor local authorities’ plans.

Cllr Waterfall said that it seemed to him that there were solutions to many of the problems raised
and that these should be included in responses to the consultation. He highlighted some examples
saying that it would be very easy to reduce the impact of noise from the site and of light pollution
from vehicle headlights, but building an appropriate bund/embankment. On noise, he added that 
if the Four Village Bypass is not built before the Park and Ride site is operational, EDF could 
mitigate increased road traffic noise from increased traffic volume by paying for the resurfacing 
of the A12 through the four villages with a low noise surface. Cllr Waterfall went on to give his 
opinion that the use of good quality lighting and lighting designers could sufficiently reduce the 
risk of light pollution from the site. He did have a concern that traffic congestion from increased 
volume, could lead to drivers using small village roads as “rat runs”, suggesting that EDF may 
have the weight to lobby satellite navigation companies to designate these small roads as “access 



only” so they do not appear in route planning.

Park Sims (Ford Cottage) raised concern that an increase in traffic volumes to and from the Park 
and Rode site would make the already very difficult task of getting on to the A12 from the 
village almost impossible. Much as he didn’t like the idea, Col Sims suggested that it was his 
opinion that some form of traffic control would be required to make safe access possible.

Roger Williams (Overmead, Ford Road) expanded on concerns around traffic volume saying that
while many of the estimated 3,000 vehicles movements daily to and from the Park and Ride site 
would come from the South, some would come from West. He said that had the potential to 
cause “mayhem” in Framlingham as the local road network could not cope. Mr Williams 
suggested that drivers would find alternate ways of making their way East to avoid going through
Framlingham. He said this would result in increased traffic on local roads that cannot cope and 
exacerbation of the problem of vehicles trying to access the already busy A12. Mr Williams also 
had concern over potential 24hr operation of the site and the infrastructure that might end up 
having to be installed (food, fuel etc).
 
Lisa Kenyon added that when she had put the point about access from the West to EDF at a 
consultation event, the response had been that commuters would continue along the A1120 and 
park at the North Park and Ride site at Darsham. No-one at the meeting thought that likely.

Mark Sewell [Didn’t quite catch Mark’s surname. Someone please confirm] (Hollyhock Cottage)
added that residents needed to have confidence that the toilets and other facilities required by 
drivers were factored into plans for the Park and Ride site.

Roger Williams asked if there was any coordination between villages. Richard Cooper responded
that following the PAE meeting, Marlesford, Hacheston and Wickham Market are aligned and 
would certainly be sharing responses on the basis that concerns are similar.  Lady Marlesford 
added that she felt the village should be cooperating with the Little Glemham, Farnham and 
Stratford St Andrew Parish Council as well since it shared common issues regarding the A12. 
Cllr Carswell confirmed that there is cooperation on te Four Villages Bypass Group.

Cllr Carswell added that she had heard, on the grapevine, that Suffolk County Council would 
urge support for the proposed two village bypass put forward in the EDF consultation document 
on the basis that if the developer was required to fund that road, the Council could then look to 
source funding to realise the full Four Village Bypass scheme. Lord Marlesford added that it 
would be perfectly acceptable if EDF was to do this.

Park Sims asked that if the Four Villages Bypass went ahead, would there still be a need for the 
South Park and Ride site. Cllr Proctor responded that he had asked this question of EDF at the 
Marlesford consultation event and received the response that the Park and Ride facilities are 
proposed to reduce congestion on the small roads between the A12 and the coast, meaning that a 
Four Village Bypass would not change that case. There was general agreement though that 
approval of the Four Village Bypass would should result in a review of the location of the South 
Park and Rise site on the basis that traffic could make use of a new bypass and be closer to the 
main site. Richard Cooper suggested that there should be a separate section in the Marlesford 
Parish Council response to make that case.

Amanda Hillier suggested that there is a case for making responses off of the EDF questionnaire 
and Richard Cooper responded that was indeed the case and that the Parish Council response 



would not be in the questionnaire format.

Roger Waterfall added that pollution, particularly from diesel vehicles, was already an issue in 
Little Glemham and Farnham. Vicky Irwin, a Radio Suffolk reporter observing the meeting, 
confirmed that Farnham has recently been designated an Air Quality Management Area meaning 
it has to be carefully monitored.

6. Next steps

It was agreed that residents would use the PAE template (to be circulated by Richard Cooper) to 
work on drafting on the section of the Parish Council’s consultation response, as follows:

 Park Sims and Roger Williams: traffic impact.
 Cllr Carswell: area being consulted on not being the same as at Stage One
 Cllr Wells: major incident lorry park – basis of use, when, why, who and concern over 

“mission creep”. Case for a planning condition.
 Sue Wilson: visual impact on Marlesford (Lord Marlesford advises speaking to Suffolk 

Preservation Society for advice).
 Dominic Gravener, Amanda Hillier and Simon Mickleburgh: lighting and hours of 

operation.
 Simon Mickleburgh and Amber Franklin: consideration of wildlife and mitigation.
 James Davies: return of site to agricultural use (including inclusion of a planning 

condition and enforcement by planning authority).  
 Roger Williams: noise pollution.
 Lisa Kenyon: air quality on A12 (refer to existing issues) and around Park and Ride (link 

small particulate from diesel).

Email addresses:
Park Sims: parksims@talktalk.net
Roger Williams: exeterss100@icloud.com
Margaret Carswell: margaret.carswell@btinternet.com
Diana Wells: dblwells@googlemail.com
Sue Wilson: susan.wilson3333@gmail.com
Dominic Gravener: gravener258@btinternet.com
Amanda Hillier: misc@breeden.plus.com
Simon Mickleburgh: simon@breeden.plus.com and simon@rufford.org
Amber Franklin: not provided
James Davies: james.davies@integrogroup.com
Lisa Kenyon: kenyonbarrett@aol.com
Richard Cooper: richardccooper@hotmail.co.uk

Richard Copper circulated hard copied of the PAE template that takes responders through from 
identifying a concern, through to the conclusions you reach about the nature of the concern, 
mitigation required etc.

All responses need to be returned to Cllr Carswell by Friday 21 January 2017. Cllr Waterfall will
compile the responses into a single response to be shared with Planning Aid England for 
comment before being submitted to SCC/SCDC by 31 January 2017 and EDF by 3 February 
2017.



6. Dates of next meeting

The next meeting of Marlesford Parish Council is on Friday 24 February 2017 at 7.00pm in the 
Community Centre.

The meeting closed at 5.45pm


