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Furthermore, the proposal would be detrimental to the setting of a designated
Heritage Asset and as such conflicts with the aims and requirements of the NPPF
paragraphs 126, 129, 131 and 134, CS5 of the Core Strategy (2008), Focused
Review policy FC1 and FC1.1 and Local Plan policy HB1.

Philip Isbell Lindsey Wright
Professional Lead - Growth & Sustainable Planning Planning Officer

APPENDIX A - PLANNING POLICIES

1. Mid Suffolk Core Strategy Development Plan Document and the Core
Strategy Focused Review

Cor1 - CS1 Settlement Hierarchy
Cor2 - CS2 Development in the Countryside & Countryside Villages
Cor5 - CS5 Mid Suffolks Environment
CSFR-FC1 - PRESUMPTION IN FAVOUR OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
CSFR-FC1.1 - MID SUFFOLK APPROACH TO DELIVERING SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT
2. Mid Suffolk Local Plan
H16 - PROTECTING EXISTING RESIDENTIAL AMENITY
HB1 - PROTECTION OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS
GP1 - DESIGN AND LAYOUT OF DEVELOPMENT
H17 - KEEPING RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT AWAY FROM POLLUTION
3. Planning Policy Statements, Circulars & Other policy

NPPF - National Planning Policy Framework

APPENDIX B - NEIGHBOUR REPRESENTATIONS

Letter(s) of representation(s) have been received from a total of 2 interested
party(ies). -

The following people objected to the application

The following people supported the application:





