
Annual Parish Meeting - Report from SAFE ( Supporters Against Fressingfield 
Expansion) 

SAFE has continued with activities related to its original aims at the time of its inception. It 
has been primarily concerned with housing developments, rather than individual properties, 
except where these a have disproportionate impact. 

SAFE maintains its web site - fressingfieldhousing.org - which gives detailed information on 
its activities and other information relating to development in the Parish. 

Three major Applications at Post Mill (18 houses), John Shepherd ( 27 houses ) and 
Stradbroke Road ( 21 houses) are all pending a decision. SAFE is considered an interested 
party and has argued objectively and in detail against them. 

Recently a revised Application was submitted for housing in School Lane. Housing here and 
at Red House Farm were approved before SAFE was active and so our input is related to the 
environmental impact and fulfilment of Planning Conditions. 

Our aims of preventing overdevelopment of the village has been helped considerably by the 
adoption of the Fressingfield Neighbourhood Plan. We offer our thanks to the Steering Group 
for their hard work and congratulations on the result of the referendum. A target of a total of 
60 new homes up until 2035 has been agreed. Of these 53 houses already have planning 
approval, but are not yet built. 

During the three major Planning Applications many residents were concerned about a range 
of issues. SAFE has continued to gather information on these, particularly the problems 
relating to the sewerage and flooding and highways. We have a continuing dialogue with 
Anglian Water and subsequently we have been in contact with a series of related Agencies 
such as the Environment Agency, Ofwat, Suffolk County Council, the Department of 
Communities and Local Government, the Planning Inspectorate Complaints Team and the 
Parliamentary Ombudsman, as well as our Local MP. 

In January 2020 SAFE carried out its own road safety survey ( see web) . This demonstrated 
strong views amongst those who responded to the survey. A significant majority would feel 
less safe if more houses were built. The range and richness of the comments points to a clear 
picture of the difficulties of living in an historic rural village not designed to accommodate 
excessive traffic. 

We have highlighted the lack of local employment, the pressure on the surgery and school, 
the fact that there is no sustainable transport and the impact of the proposed developments on 
our heritage. We have pointed out that further major developments are outside the settlement 
boundary, do not conform to the policies within either the adopted or draft Joint Local Plan 
and are not supported by the Neighbourhood Development Plan.  We continue to bring all of 
these points to the attention of the decision makers - Mid Suffolk District Council. Our 
mantra is " Fressingfield is a Village not a Town."  

SAFE 26.6. 20 Members -   J. Castro (Chair) J. Kelsall (Vice Chair), P. Castro (Secretary) T. 
Eastoe, E Manero, A. Maydon, P. McCann, M. Miles 

https://fressingfieldhousing.org/
https://fressingfieldhousing.files.wordpress.com/2020/03/safe-fressingfield-road-safety-survey-corrected-30.01.pdf

