
WAVENEY LOCAL PLAN EXAMINATION
Representations on behalf of the 

BECCLES NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN OPERATIONAL GROUP

MATTER 7 STRATEGIES FOR BECCLES (and other settlements)

Question 7.1

The Beccles Neighbourhood Plan Operational Group, while broadly supportive of the Local Plan's 
proposals, are concerned that the proposed residential developments WLP3.1 & WLP3.2 are not 
entirely soundly-based, and that there is not evidence to show that they are fully viable within the 
timescale shown in Appendix 3.

The Operational Group's concerns on soundness, strongly backed by the views of residents who 
have made representations on the Neighbourhood Plan, relate to traffic impact (dealt with 
separately under Matter 11) and the provision of social infrastructure:

1. One of the single most pressing matters raised by residents during the Neighbourhood planning 
process has been Beccles Medical Centre. Although the Care Quality Commission gave it an overall 
rating of 'good' in March 2015, more recent experience is that it is severely over-stretched with 
long waits to see doctors; at times during winter 2017/8 the Centre was declining anything other 
than emergency calls, for example. While the Local Plan cannot solve NHS problems of funding and
recruitment, it is not sound planning to promote substantial new development where the ability to
provide health services for new populations is in doubt. At the very least, the community hub 
proposed in policy WLP3.1 should include a satellite medical facility and no substantial area of new
housing should be permitted until there is a firm commitment to expansion of the town's health 
services.

2. The 2018 Waveney Local Plan Infrastructure Study forecasts that there will be insufficient places 
at the Sir John Leman High School and Beccles Free School to accommodate requirements 
generated by the proposed Garden Neighbourhood, so that students will have to travel to Bungay 
High School. This is obviously undesirable in terms of expense to students and their families, time 
lost and traffic generation, and will be a limiting factor on integration of new families into the the 
existing town of Beccles. Out-of-town travel to school also conflicts with the spirit of the statutory 
requirement to promote sustainable school travel (S508A of the 1996 Education Act) and 
government policy to promote walking and cycling to school. The scale of housing proposed should
therefore be reduced and phasing adjusted to mitigate the requirement for out-of-town education 
as far as practicable.

No reasoning is provided for the housing trajectories shown in Appendix 3 and this should be 
amended to relate specifically to the above, and other, infrastructure constraints. 

[END]


