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Matter 1.1 — Are the likely environmental, social and economic effects of the plan
adequately and accurately assessed in the Habitats Regulations Assessments and the
Sustainablilty Appralsals {(SAs)?

1 The Council considers that the likely environmental, social and economic effects of the
plan have been adequately and accurately assessed in the Habitats Regulations
Assessments and the Sustainability Appraisals (SAs). In relation to SA, see the
Council's Legal Complignce Checklist'. SA has taken place as an integral part of the
production of the plans and SA reports have been produced and consulted upon
alongside consultation on the plans.

2. The level of detail contained in the SA is consistent with the requirements of the
Planning Practice Guidance (PPG)? (Sustaihability Appraisal for Local Plans —
paragraph 9) in that it 1s appropriate to the nature of the Core Strategy and Policies
Development Plan Document Review and the Site Allocations and Policies
(Incorporating IP-One Area Action Plan) Development Plan Document (khown
hereinafter as ‘Core Strategy review' and ‘Site Allocations plan’). In assessing policies
and site allocafions, it would not be appropriate for the SA to consider details which
would become available at the planning application stage The SA provides
recommendations to ensure that the correct policies are in place for such detailed
assessments to be carmed out at the planning application stage The Annex® produced
in response to the recommendations of the Proposed Submission SA Reporis® shows
how the SA has changed the plans in this respect.

3. No objections were received from Historic England or the Environment Agency (two of
the three statulory consultees as set out under Regulation 4(1) of the 2004
Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulatlons ) to the SA reports
at Proposed Submission stage®. An objection was received from Natural England (the
further statutory consultee) o the SA of the Proposed Submission Core Strategy
review in that the SA dld not sufficiently reflect the conclusions of the Habitats
Regulations Assessment’. The concem has been addressed through the production of
the SA Report for Submission®, see paragraph 3.4.1, and no further objection was
received from Naturai England in relation o SA at the Pre-Submission Main
Modifications stage.

" pswich Borough Council, 2015, Legal Comphanca Checkhst, Core Document Library (CDL) reference SUCD22
—section 4 questions 1 and 5, and Appendx 1
2 CLG 2014 and ongoing, Planning Fractice Guidance, CDL reference NCD19

Ipswu:h Borough Council, December 2014, Annex to Proposed Subrmission Sustamability Reports, CDL.
reference LPCD36
*Hyder. December 2014, Proposed Subrission Core Strategy and Developmeni Management Policies
Document §A Report, CDL reference LPCD47
Hyder, December 2014, Proposed Submission Drait Site Alfocations and Policies (Incorporafing IP-One Area
Actlan Plan ) DPD Sustamability Appraisal Report, CDL reference LPCD48

> Statutory Instrument 2004 No 1633, The Assessment of Plans and Programines Regulabons 2004, CDL
reference PSCDQ3

® Hyder, December 2014, Proposed Submission Core Strategy and Development Management Policres
Document SA Repori and Non-Techmical Summary, COL reference LPCD47
Hyder, December 2014, Proposed Subrmussion Draft Site Allacations and Policies (Incorporaling iP-One Area
Action Plan ) DPD Susiainabifity Appraisal Report, GDL reference LPCD49

" The Landscape Partnership, December 2014, Habidats Regulations Assessment (Appropnale Assessment) for
Ipswich Borough Goundil Proposed Submission Core Strategy and Policies DPD Review, CDL reference
sSuUCD
® Arcadis, December 2015, Core Strategy and Policies Developmeni Plan Document Review Sustamabiity
Appraisal Report, CDL reference SUCD09



4.  The SA of the Proposed Submission Core Strategy review® considered the effects of
working with neighbouring authorities to address residual housing need.

5. Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) has been undertaken at key stages'™ In
relation to the HRA of the Proposed Submission Core Strategy review (see footnote 10
below — SUCD11), Natural England commented that further to their earier comments,
they were satisfied that the Appropriate Assessment (AA) for the Core Strategy now
addresses concerns in relation to increases in visitors to Orwell Country Park and
Pond Hall Farm.

6. In relation to the Core Strategy réview Pre-Submission Main Modifications'’, Natural
England commenied that they require a commitment from the Council to having an
overarching mitigation strategy in place

7 Natural England, in their representation, also suggested amendments to the Pre-
Submission Main Modifications 1o the Core Strategy review' in relation to delivering
mitigation.

8.  In relation to the Site Allocations plan, the HRA of the Proposed Submlssmn Slte
Allocations plan.explains how Natural England's earlier concems were addressed™

9.  In relation to the HRA Addendum for the Site Allocations plan (see footnote 10 below —
SUCD14), which was consulted on alongside the Pre-Submission Main Modifications
to the Site Allocations plan' during October-November 2015, Natural England
concluded that they were ‘unable to agree with the conclusions of the appropriaie
assessment, i e. no adverse effect on integrity, without further information on the visitor
survey -and additional wording (in the relevant Plan policies), which would provide us
with sufficient confidence that there was a legal commitment fo deliver appropriate
mitigation.’ Once finalised, the Visitor Survey for Orwell Country Park'® was published
in December 2015,

® Hyder, December 2014, Proposed Submission Core Strategy and Development Management Policies
[?ocument S8A Report, CDL reference LPCD47, paragraphs 43.1,432and 4.3 3
" The Landscape Partnership, January 2014, Draft Core Strafegy and Policivs Development Plan Documeni

Focused Review Apprapriate Assessment, CDL reference LPCD20
The Landscape Partnership, January 2014, Draft Site Aflocations and Policiss (Incorporafing IP-One Area Action
Plan} Development Plan Document Appropriate Assessment, CDL reference LPCD23
The Landscape Partnership, December 2014, Habilats Regulations Assessment (Appropniate Assessment) for
lpswich Borough Gouncil Proposed Submission Core Shategy and Policres OFD Rewview, CDL reference
SucD11
The Landscape Parinership, September 2015, Habials Regufalions Assessment Addendum for Pre-Subrmission
Modifications to the Ipswich Borough Council Core Strategy and Policies DPD Review (Propoesed Submission
stage), CDL reference SUCD12
The Landscaps Partnership, Decamber 2014, Habitais Regidations Assessment fot lpswich Borough Gouncil
Proposed Submission Sife Alfocations and Policies (Incorparating IP-One Area Acton FPlan) Development Plan
Document, CDL reference SUCD13
The Landscape Partherstip, September 2015, Habitats Regufations Assessment Addendum for Pre-Subrssion
Modifications to the Ipswich Borough Council Site Allocatrons and Policies (Incorporating 1P-One Area Aclion
P!an) DPD (Proposed Submussion stage), CDL reference SUCD14

! |pswich Borough Gouneil, September 2015, Core Strategy and Polcies Development Plan Document Review —
Pre-Submission Main Modifications, CDL reference SUCD2
' Ipswich Borough Council, September 2015, Gore Strategy and Policies Development Plan Document Review —
Pre Subrussion Mam Modificatrons (1pswich Borough Council, September 2015), CDL reference SUCD2

2 The Landscape Partnership, December 2014, Habitats Regulations Assessment for Ipswich Borough Council
Proposed Submission Site Affocalions and Policies {Incorporating IP-One Area Aclion Plan) Development Plan
Document CDL reference SUCD13, paragraphs 3.32,34.3,412-413and 4.21-424
** |pswich Borough Council, September 2015, Sife Allacations and Policres {Incorporating IP-One Area Adlion
Plan} Development Flan Document — Pre-Submission. Main Modifications, CDL reference SUCD04

* The Landscape Partnership, December 2015, Visttor Survey for Orwell Country Park, CDL reference 1ICD82



10. Ongoing liaison has taken place with Natural England and the Council would support
amendments to the Core Strategy and Policies DPD Review to address their
comments. The Council is currently working with neighbouring local planning
authorities Suffolk Coastal and Babergh District Councils, and with Suffolk County
Council, fo develop a Recreational Avoxdance and Mitigation Strateqy and is in the
process of agreeing a Memorandum of Understanding in this respect. The
Memorandum of Understanding has been signed by Ipswich Borough Councii,
Babergh District Council and Suffolk Coastal District Council (see Appendix 1) and is
supported by Suffolk County Ceuncil who anticipate signing it shortly (see Appendix 2)
A Statement of Common Ground has been agreed with Nafural England which
addresses Natural England’'s representations referred to above and confirms that
Natural England are able to agree with the findings of the Habitats Regulations
Assessment (see Appendix 3).

11. The amendments the Council would support are set out below (shown underlined and
with strikethrough):

POLICY C817 DELIVERING INFRASTRUCTURE
‘The Council will seek conftributions to ensure that the mitigation measures
identified in the Habitats Regulations Assessment and _in the Recreational
Avoidance and Mitigation Strateqy can be addressed and delivered including for
any measures not classified as infrastructure.’

Paragraph 8.183:
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‘The Council wil produce a Recrealionai Avoidance and Mitigation St}ateuv by March
2017 which will specify the measures required and how these will be delivered.’

Do the SAs test the plan against all reasonable alternatives?

12. The Council considers that the SAs iest the plan against all reasonable altematives, as
referred fo in the Council's Legal Compliance Checklist™.

13. Through the Core Strateqy review, consideration has been given fo altemnative
sirategies, as outlined in the Proposed Submission Core Strategy review SA Report"
and the Submission SA Report'®. Consideration was given fo altematives of core
policies and the development management policies as part of the production of the
2011 adopted Core Stralegy (see Preferred Options Sustainability Appraisal
November 20079, including the 'no policy’ options assessed in the August 2009
Sustainability Appraisal®’, and as part of the review as outlined in the Draft Core
Strategy Focused Review Interim SA Report?’

" |pswich Borough Council, 2015, Legal Compliance Gheckiist , CDL reference SUCD22 — section 2. question 5
and section 3, questions 1, 10 and 11

" Hyder, December 2014, Proposed Submission Core Strategy and Development Management Policies
Dacument SA Report and Non-Technical Summary, COL reference LPCD47 - chapter 4 (Note: emor in title of
documerit, should state Core Strategy and Policies DPD Review)

'8 Arcadis, December 2015, Core Sirategy and Policies Development Plan Document Review Sustainabifity
Agpprafsa! Repori, COL reference SUCDOY — chapter 4

'¥ |pswich Borough Council, November 2007, Sustainability Appraisal of Preferred Options, CDL reference
LPCDOg

% guffolk County Council, August 2008, Sustamabiity Appraisal of Draft Subrmission Core Stratagy and Policies,
CDL reference LPCD12 _

' Hyder, December 2013, Fucused Review of the Core Strategy and Policies Development Plan Document, CDL
reference LPCD18 - chapter 3



14. To inform the production of the Site Allocatlons plan, altemative approaches were
considered at Issues and Options stage®. Altematives were also assessed through
the Sustainability Appraisal process at preferred Optlons stage®. Alternative uses for
the sites proposed for allocation were assessed in the Draft Site Allocations plan
Interim SA Report?’. The Submission SA repert®® explains the implications of the
limited amount of land within the Borough for considering altemative sites. Policies
added at more recent stages of the development of the Site Allocations plan were
assessed against a ‘no policy’ altemative in the Propesed Submission Site Allocations
plan SA report?

= Ipswich Borough Council, June 2006, Sife Allacalions and Policies lssues and Oplions, CDL reference
LPCDO03, and lpswich Borough Council, June 2006, IP-Ore Araa Aciion Plan Issues and Opfions, COL reference
LPCDOS
2 |pswich Borough Council, November 2007, Sustamability Appraisal of Preferred Opfions, CDL reference
LPCDOQ
% Hyder, December 2013, Stte Affocations and Policies (Incorporating IP-One Area Action Plan) DPD Intermm
SustamabddyAppraJsal Report, CDL reference LPCD22 — chapter 3

Arcadis, December 2015, Ste Allocations and Policies (Incorporating IP-One Area Action Plan} DPL
Sustamabmry Appraisal Repord, CDL reference SUCD10 -~ chapter 3

% Hyder, December 2014, Proposed Submission Draft Site Alfocations and Policies (incorporating IP-One Area
Acfion Plan) DPD Sustainabilify Appraisal Report, CDL reference LPCD4Q — chapter 3



Matter 1.2 — Is the plan compliant with:
(a) the Local Development Scheme?

15. The plan is compliant with the Local Development Scheme (LDS). The Legal
Compliance Ghecklist”” (stages 1 and 5, question 1) sets out the LDSs which have
been in place at each stage of preparation of the Core Strategy review and the Site
Allocations plan.

16. For the Core Strategy review, the LDS 6" edition July 20122 set out the intention to
carry out a focused review of the adopted Core Strategy. The LDS 8" Edition
September 2014%° addressed the change in approach from a focused review of the
adopted Core Sfrategy to a full review of the plan

17. The preparation of the Site Allocations plan spans LDSs dating back to Edition 1
January 2005%. The LDS 8th Edition September 2014 addressed the change from two
separate Site Allocations and IP-One Area Action Plans into one combined plan

(b) the Statement of Community Involvement?

18. The plan is compliant with the Ipswich Statement of Community Involvement 2007
(for the preparation stages which took place up fo March 2014) and the Ipswich
Statement of Community Involvement Review 2014% (for the preparation stages which
tock place after March 2014). The Legal Compliance Checklist® (see references
throughout the document) describes the approach taken 1o community involvement
during the preparation of the Core Strategy review and the Site Allocations plan.

19.  Further detail is set out in the statements -of consultation, which have been published
for each plan at each key stage’’. These explain who has been invited to comment
and how, and summanse the main issues raised. The statements of consultation from
the earlier pre-submission stage also include the Council's response to the main
issues raised, indicating how and why the matter has or has not changed the pian.

{c} the 2004 Act and the 2012 Regulations?

20. The plan is compliant with the 2004 Act and the 2012 Regulations. The Legal
Compliance Checklist’® addresses specific sections of the Act and specific regulations
set in column 2 of the table. i also cross refers to where further evidence of
compliance may be found, for example the statements of consultation (see 1.2(b}
above) and the Statement of Compliance with the Duty to Co-operate®.

2" Ipswich Borough Council, December 2015, Legal Comphianca hecklist CDL reference SUCD22

% |pswich Berough Council, July 2012, A Local Development Scheme for Ipswich, 67 edition, CDL reference
ICD02¢

% | pswich Borough Council, September 2014, Local Development Scherme for Ipswich, 8" edition, CDL reference
ICD02 _ ‘

e Ipswich Borough Councll, January 2005, A Local Development Scheme for lpswich, 1*' edition, CDL reference
ICD02b

31 Ipswich Borough Council, Septernber 2007, Statement of Community irvolvement, CDL reference ICD01

3 Ipswich Borough Council, March 2014, Statement of Communtly involvement Review, CDL reference SUCD27
E Ipswich Borough Council, December 2015, Legal Compliance Checklist, CDL reference SUCD22

** |pswich Borough Council, Statements of Consultation for the Core Strategy Review, CDL references SUCD15-
17a, and the Site Allocations Plan, CDL references SUCD18-20a,

* | pswich Borough Council, December 2015, L egaf Compliance Checkiist, CDL reference SUCD22

* |pswich Borough Council, December 2015, Statement of Gomplance with the Duty fo Co-operate CDL
reference SUCD21



Matter 1.3 — Has the Council engaged constructively, actively and on an ongoing
basis with all relevant organisations on strategic matters of relevance to the plan's
preparation, as required by the Duty to Co-operate?

21, Ipswich Borough Council's Statement of Compliance with the Duty to Co-operate™
sets out how the Council has engaged constructively, actively and on an ongoing basis
with all relevant organisations on strategic matters of relevance to the plan's
preparation, as required by the Duty to Co-operate.

22. In addition to strategic matters, the Council has worked and continues to work with
relévant organisations and bodies on detailed matters, and this will be reflected in
statements of common ground fo be produced at relevant future stages of the
Examination

37.lpsw1'ch Borough Council, December 2015, Statement of Compliance with the Duty fo Co-operate, CDL
reference SUCD21



Matter 1.4 — Does the plan provide effective outcomes in terms of cross-boundary
issues? In particular, is the approach of policies CS2 and CS7 that 3,778 dweliings will
be provided later In the plan perlod (In line with policy C58) soundly based and In
accordance with national policy? Is there sufficient certainty that these housing
needs will be provided for? If you consider that the plan is not sound in this respect
could It be modified to make it s0?

23.

24,

25

26.

27.

28.

29.

Policy C82: ‘The Location and Nature of Development’ and policy CS7: ‘The Amount
of Housing Required' set out that, later in the plan period, which runs from 2011 to
2031, Ipswich Borough Council will work neighbouring authorities to address housing
need within the Ipswich Housing Market Area (HMA) to contribute to the regeneration
and growth of Ipswich.

The Ipswich Policy Area (IPA) has long been recognised within the former Suffolk
Struclure Plan since at least 1979, reflecting the very fight administrative boundaries
and recognising the cross boundary issues that are relevant to the development and
future of both Ipswich Borough and the urban area of Ipswich.

The East of England Plan®® adopted the concept of an Ipswich Policy Area by
allocating housing to that area for the period 2001 to 2021, which comprised at least
20,000 dwellings in total of which at least 15,400 were within Ipswich Borough, up to
600 in Babergh, up to 800 in Mid Suffolk and up to 3,200 in Suffolk Coastal.

This pre-dated the Duly to Co-operate and has proved effective, with large-scale
housing being delivered through new developments at Grange Famm in Kesgrave,
Suffolk Coastal, at Pinewood in Babergh and at Great Blakenham in Mid Suffolk.

The IPA Board comprising councillors and officers from Ipswich Borough Council,
Babergh, Mid Suffolk and Suffolk Coastal District Councils and Suffolk County Council
continues fo meet regularly and has, since July 2014, been preparing a joint evidence
base for a future joint or aligned Local Plan Review. The IPA Board remains principally
responsible for identifying housing, economic, and other development related needs
and devising the most appropriate strategy to meet that need through guiding the
preparation of the development plan documents of the respective authorities.

The IPA authorities remain commitited fo the IPA Board and its objectives. This
includes meeting the needs of the IPA within the IPA, as demonsirated through the
work streams being produced, which are noted in the |PA Board action notes and
published on the IPA webpage®. The draft Memorandum of Understanding (see
paragraph 31 below) refers to reviewing and agreeing the Ipswich Policy Area
boundary.

As of October 2015, when the revised Terms of Reference were agreed by the IPA
Board and published‘“’, it was thought that the best way to address the IPA going
forward was in substance a joint or allgned Local Plan Review, with issues and options
work to begin in October 2016. This is detailed in Ipswich Borough Council's Local
Development Scheme*' and in Suffolk Coastal District Council's Local Development

3 Government Office for the East of England May 2008, East of England Plan, CDL reference PSCDG7
Ipsmch Policy Area webpage, h ov.ul/contentfi
* |pswich Policy Area Board (Ocmber 201 5). Revised Terms of Reference
hittps:#www.ipswich.gov. uk/sites/defauli/filesfipa board temns of reference oct 2015.pdf
Ipswich Borough Council (October 2015) Local Development Scheme for Ipswich, 9 Edition (8" Revision),
CDL reference ICD02a, p. 11 and p. 28



30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35,

Scheme®. This is also considered in Babergh & Mid Suffolk's Joint Local Plans
Programme® and their Core Strategy Focused Review* as a potential opportunity.

Alongside this, all authorities in Suffolk are working towards greater alignment through
a jointly agreed planning framework. Progress towards a joined up Suffolk-wide
approach was first agreed in the Suffolk Devolution Bid in September 2015%. Further
and wider alignment was agreed as the devolution proposal widened to include Norfolk
authorities*. Authorities from Suffolk are working towards a joint framework to address
the next stage of plan-making and will use the work already undertaken through the
Iipswich Policy Area Board,

The most appropriate way forward in terms of strategic planning for the IPA is,
therefore, not yet firmly established and is work in progress. Nevertheless there is a
commiiment through the IPA Board to addressing future needs of the Housing Market
Area. A draft Memorandum of Understanding was considered by the IPA Board in
October 2015 and an emerging draft 1s aftached to the Duty to Co-operate
Statement”.

Further correspondence received from Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Councils
dated 21* December 2015 (see Appendix 4), whilst not committing at this time fo the
Memorandum of Understanding given its emphasis on the jointfaligned Local Plan
Review(s) option, recognises the role of Babergh and Mid Suffolk districts ‘in providing
‘whole Suffolk’ solutions for the location of growth’. That recognition is set within the
overall context of ongoing consideration of a Suffolk Strategic Plan.

Furthermore, emerging evidence in respect of population and household prejections,
which reflects an improving economic climate and subsequent increases in population
within the housing market area over the figures published in the September 2013
projections, will be considered by all the IPA authonties in preparing the future joint or
aligned Local Plans or through any Suffolk Strategic Plan. This will form part of a
process to identify needs to 2036 along with ambitions for or approaches to future
collective growth.

Meanwhile, it is vitally important to be delivering the housing identified in the Ipswich
Local Plan and other adopted Local Plans promptly prior to the adoption of either the
joint or aligned Local Plan Review or any Suffolk Strategic Plan in the future. Ipswich
Borough Council has identified deveiopment sites that can be delivered throughout the
plan period, in particular at the Ipswich Garden Suburb, and allecation within a
statutory development plan will serve to enhance their delivery prospects.

To address the residual need identified below and any future need arising from revised
household and population projections over time, sites / broad areas will be considered
through either the joint or aligned Local Plan Review and/or a Suffolk Strategic Plan.

# Suffolk Coastal Distnct Counail, October 2015, Local Development Scheme, CDL reference SCD41, pp 4-5
andp 16

* Rabergh & Mid Suffolk District Councils, January 2015, Babergh & Mia Suifolk Joint L ocal Plans Programme
{Local Development Scheme for new Lacal Plan Documents 2014-2016/17). CDL reference PSCD11

" Babergh & Mid Suffolk District Councils, January 2015, Local Plan. Core Strategy Focused Review —
Objeciively Assessed Need and Rural Growth Policy - Issues and Oplions — early stage cansultation {regulation
18), CDL reference PSCD12, p. 4

*® Various Suffolk public secior bodies, September 2015, A Devolved Suffolk- Working for a betier future, CDL
reference SCD38, p. 6§

“ Norfolk and Suffolk Framework Document for Devolution. CDL reference PSCDO6

4 Ipswich Borough Gouncil, Detember 2015, Statement of Compliance with the Dufy fo Co-operate, CDL
reference SUCD21, Appendix 2



36.

37.

38.

39.

Ipswich Borough Council has identified a housing requirement of 13,550 dwellings to
be delivered between April 2011 and March 2031. As at 1* April 2015, 1,077 dwellings
had been delivered although this delivery rate has been affected by the recession. The
following table (Table 1} sets out how the remaining 12,473 dwellings are planned to
be met as ouflined in the Core Strategy and Policies Pre-Submission Main
Modiifications®.

Table 1: Housing Land Supply 2011-2031 at 1*' April 2015
Number of | Discounted Cumulative
dwellings Numbers Numbers

Dwellings completed 1,077 - 1,077
between 2011 and 2015
Dwellings under 704 - 1,781
construction
Dwellings with 820 738 2,519

fanning permission
Dwellings with a 916 824 3,343
resolution to grant
planning permission
Ipswich Garden Suburb | 2,700 (prior fo| - 6,043
site allocation | 2031)
Site Allocations 1,929 - 7,972
Small windfall sites 900 - 8,872
(fewer than 10
dwellings) 2016-2031
Large windfaii sites {10 | 900 - 9,772
-or more dwellings)
2021-2031
Residual need later in 3,778 - 13,550
plan period

it is therefore considered thai, in light of the circumstances of lpswich Borough, the
Plan proposes an effective mechanism for addressing housing need across the
Housing Market Area.

This approach is consistent with national policy, with reference to the PPG (Housing
and Economic Land Availability Assessment — paragraph 35) which states that ‘local
planning authorities should am to deal with any undersupply within the first 5 years of
the plan period where possible. Where this cannot be met in the first 5 years, local
planning authonties will need to work with neighbouring authorities under the ‘Duty to
Co-operate”.

The foliowing amendments to policy CS2, paragraph 8.31, policy CS7 and paragraph
8.83 of the Core Strategy review and Pre-Submission Main Modifications {shown with
strikethrough and underlining - see also the Council's response to matier 2.3) would
emphasise that work with neighbouring authorities is intended to start in the short term,
in accordance with the Local Development Scheme, and not later in the plan period.

* |pswich Borough Council, September 2018, Proposed Subnussion Core Sirateyy and Folicies Development
Plan Document Review Pre-Submission Mam Modificafrons, CDL reference SUCD0O2



POLICY CS2 THE LOCATION AND NATURE OF DEVELOPMENT
‘b. Later-in-theplan-period, wWorking with neighbouring authorities to address

housing need with the Ipswich housing market area;’

Paragraph 8.31

'l B—olavalabmant _nnnod

neighbouringlocal-autherities- The housing requirement for Ipswich cannot be met
within the Borough boundary and therefore the Council will work with neighbouring
authorities to identify further development opportunities. Policy CS7 sefs out the
Borough's objectively assessed housing need.’

POLICY CS7 THE AMOUNT OF NEW HOUSING REQUIRED
To meet the remaining requirement of 5,578 dwellings to 2031, the Council will
rely on windfall sites and will work with neighbouring local authorities to

address housing need-laterin-the-plan-period.’

Paragraph 8.83

‘In working with neighbouring authorities to address housing need-later—in-the—plan
pered, consideration will need to be given to avoiding or minimising effects in these
areas Including environmental designations, landscape, townscape and historic
assets.

10



Appendix 1 - HRA Mitigation Strategy - Memorandum of Understanding



Memorandum of Understanding with Regard to the Desvelopment of the Recraational
Avoldance and Mitigation Strategy for Babergh District Councll, ipswich Borough
Councll and Suffolk Coastal District Councli

The Hebitats Regulations Assessments, produced under the Habitats Directive (82/43/EEC), of the
Local Plans of Babergh District Council, ipswich Borough Council and Suffolk Coastal District
Council set out mifigation measures to ackiress potentlal effects of recreational disturbance on
European sites. The Counclis will produce a mitigation strategy to identify the measures that are
needsd and how they wili be funded and delivered.

Partners to the agreement
The pariners to this agreement are:

a) Babergh District Councll of Corks Lane Hadleigh Ipswich IP7 6SJ

b) Ipswich Borough Councll of Grafton House 15-17 Russell Road Ipswich iP1 2DE

c) Suffolk Coastal District Council of Councll Offices Metton Hif Woodbridga 1P12 1AU
d) Suffoik Gounty Council of Endeavour House Russell Road Ipswich IP1 2BX

collectively called ‘the Partners'

1 Definktions
(1) “The Project” means the production of the Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA)
Mitigation Strategy and shall consist of four phases as follows:
= Phase 1 means agreeing a project plan (ses Appendix A of this MoU)
Phase 2 means producing and agresing a draft stratagy
* Phase 3 means consulting on the draft strategy
= Phasa 4 means adopling the strategy _
{(2) “Project Representative® means an jndividual appcinted by sach of the Pariners for the t
purposss of the Project i
(3) "The Project Plan” means the project plan approved by all of the Partners.
(4) Words In the singular include the plural and vice versa and words denoting any gender
include any other gander
(5) A reference to any Act of Parllament or to any order, regulation or statutory instrumant shall
include any emendment or re-enactment of the same
(6) The headings and sub-headings in this agreement are for sase of reference only and shall
not affect its consiruction.

2 The nature of the agresment
2.1  This agreament sets out the understanding between the Pariners relating to the Project. This

agreement:

2.1.1 relates only to the armangements between the Partners

22.2 does hot relate to any other agreement or understanding between the Partners

2.2.3 may be extended with the agreement of all of the Pariners to Inciuxe other local
authorities or organisations who wish fo join the Project

3 General responsibilitios

3.1 Eachof the Pariners will co-operate with one another In a spirit that is honest and open

3.2 Each of the Partners shall be separately liable for its own acts and omissions

3.3  Each of the Parinere shall act within its powers and conetitution and shall solely be liable
for any breach of this réquirement

34 The Partners commit themselves to use reascnable endeavours to foster the success of
the Project

3.5  Itany costs are incurred or arise as & result of initial assessment of data and assoclated
wilh appointing consultantg a revised MOU will be drafted to Include a financial
commitment agreement.



38
3.9

5.2

Tha Pariners shall agree which aspects of the Project Plan produced under Phase 1
shall be undertaken by consultants and shall agres a brief for commigsioning
consultants, if required.

The Partners shall bs jointly responsible for agreeing how Phase 3 will be undertaken
and for the carrying out of Phase 3. The Pariners may delegate processes assoclated
with consuliation to one Partner and this shall be agreed by all Pariners. Costs
assoclated with Phasge 3 shall be divided equally between Babergh District Council,
Ipswich Borough Council and Suffolk Coastal District Council.

The Partners will be Individually responsible for ensuring that Phase 4 is adopted in
accordance with the Project Plan.

The Pariners shall each be responsible for their own operational costs.

Provision of information
Each of the Pariners will meintain proper records relating to their responsibilities and
obligations under this agreement and for the Project generally.

Each of the Pariners will provide information necessary, and as requested by other
Pariners save that each of the Partners recognisas their duties and obligations under the
Freedom of Information Act 2000 and the Data Protection Act 1698.

Communication and co-ordination

Each of the Pariners will designate an officer as its Project Representative who shall:

5.1.1 be the formal point of contact between the Pariners;

5.1.2 be required and authorised to consult, report and seek approvals within thelr
authority on all matters assoclated with the Project;

6.1.3 shall have the authority fo represent its Partner In all matters in relation to the
Project;

5.1.4 provide prompt responses to ail communications received from the other Project
Roapresentatives;

5.1.5 notify the Partners inmediately of any event that could lead to a temporary or
final discontinuation of participation in the Project.

The Pariners may change their respective designated Projact Representative. Any such

change shall be communicated to all other Pariners in writing In advance of the change

taking effect, and In the case of a permanent change no less than ten (10) working days.

Financial asrangements

None of the Pariners may Incur, commit or authorise any financlaj expenditure on behalf
of the Project. If the Pariners agree that consultants are required in relation to cne or
more parts of the Project Plan a separate Memorendum of Understanding will be
agreed.

Inteliectual property considerations

All intellectuai property in exiatence prior to the date hereof and owned by any of the
Pariners shall remain the property of that Partner and shall not be used other than for
the purposes of the Projest without the exprass permission of the owning Pariner.

All intellectual property obtained as part of the Project shall be owned by al! of the
Pariners, provided this is not restricied by any licensing resirictions.

Confidentiality )
Subject to clause 8.2 and the provisions of the Freedom of information Act 2000 and the

Data Protection Act 1998 the Parinars shall not disclose or use any confidential information
acquired as a result of this agreement other than to satisfy the requirements of its internal or
exiemal auditors or any other legislative requirements.




—

8.2  The Pariners may, sofaras it is lawfully able to do 8o, use such confidential information to
the extent that it may be incorporated Into any reports prepared as part of the Project or has
/ come Into the public domain otherwise than by bresch of this agresment.

/9 Perlod of validity of the Memorandum of Understanding
9.1 Thia period of valldily is until compistion of all 4 phases of the Project
92  The collaboration may be extended or renewed by mutual agreement.

10 Termination and disputes

10.1  Should any dispute arise relating to thig agreamant the respective Project
Representatives will attempt to seak resolution acceplable to their authorities and shalf
seak to resolve tensions and corfflict directly and collaboratively. Should the Partners fail

10.2  Shouid any Pariner wish to leave the Project they agree, subject to clause 0 above, to
make any information obtained as part of the Project and necessary to the completion of
the Project available to the remaining Partners,

_Signed _

For and on pehalf of Babergh Distri For and on behalf of [pswich Borough

Coungll: Councik:
@S&M C SO osagan Dy

author} ry ! ! | authorised signatory

 Date Date

For and on behalf of Suffolk Coastal District | For and on behalf of Suffolk County Counci:
Counci:
1

authorised signatory authorised signatory

Date Date
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Appendix 2 — Email from Nick Collinson, Suffolk County Council dated 29" February

2016 regarding the Recreational Avoidance and Mitigation Strategy Memorandum of
Understanding



Andrea McMillan
m

From: Nick Collinson <Nick.Collinson@suffolk.gov.uk>
Sent: 29 February 2016 10:56

To: Andrea McMillan

Cc Emma Bethell

Subject: RE: HRA Mitigation Strategy MoU

Andrea, very many thanks for sending through the final draft of the MoU. Suffolk County Councll is fully committed
to working with Ipswich Borough Council, Suffolk Coastal District Council and Babergh District Council on this HRA
mitigation strategy. Indeed the County Council is very keen on this approach as cleariy housing growth in one
Borough or District may very well cause impacts in another Boraugh or District. To develop a strategic approach to
this issue is something we are keen to see and wil support fully.

While we go through the process of signing the MoU, | hope this Email will give some assurance, to those concerned,
that we are indeed committed to working with you on this.

Best wishes

Nick Collinson MCIEEM

Head of Natural & Historic Environment
m: 07595 091053 t: 01473 264562
nick.collinson@suffolk.gov.uk

Natural Environment service www.suffolk.gov.uk/naturalenvironment
Archaeology service www.suffolk.gov.uk/archaeology

Address:

Strategic Deveiopment Division
Resource Management Directorate
Suifolk County Council

Endeavour House (B2-F5-55)

2 Russell Road, Ipswich, Suffolk, IP1 2BX

Emails sent to and from this organisation will be monitored in accordance
with the law to ensure compliance with policies and to minimise any
security risks.

The information contained in this email or any of its attachments may

be privileged or confidential and is intended for the exclusive use of

the addressee. Any unauthorised use may be unlawful. If you receive

this email by mistake, please advise the sender immediately by using

the reply facility in your email software.



Appendix 3 — Statement of Common Ground with Natural England
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IPSWICH

BOROUGH COUNCIL

Ipswich Borough Council Core Strategy and Policies Development Plan

Document {DPD) Review

Ipswich Borough Council Site Aliocations and Policies {Incorporating IP-One

Area Action Plan) DPD

Statement of Common Ground — Habitats Regulations Assessment




Ipswich Borough Council Core Strategy and Policies Development Plan Document
(DPD) Review

Ipswich Borough Council Site Allocations and Policles (incorporating IP-One Area
Action Plan) DPD

Statement of Common Ground — Habitats Regulations Assessment

This statement relates to the Habitats Regulations Assessment of the Ipswich Borough
Council Core Strategy and Policies Development Plan Document (DPD) Review and the
Ipswich Borough Councii Site Allocations and Policies ((ncorporating iP-One Area Action
Plan) DPD.

It has been drawn up in agreement between:

i) Ipswich Borough Council (IBC) and
i) Natural England (NE).

1. Purposs of this Document

1.1 This document has besn produced in order to advise the Inspector of the latest
position between the relevant parties named above on matters relating to Habitats
Regulations Assessment (HRA) for the Ipswich Borough Council Core Strategy and
Policies DPD Review (Core Strategy Review) and the Ipswich Borough Council Site
Allocations and Policies (Incorporating 1P-One Areg Action Plan) DPD, hereinafter
referred to as the ‘Core Strategy Review’ and the 'Site Allocations Plan’.

1.2 As a result of the matters set out in this Statement of Common Ground NE has no
outstanding Issues and Is content that the Core Strategy Review and Site Allocations
Plan s sound.




22

23

24

25

Background

The European Habitats Directive’ requires plans to be subject to an ‘appropriate
assessment’ where they either individually or in combination with other plans or
projects would be likely to have a significant effect on a European sile’s conservation
objectives. The identification of mitigation measures forms part of the ‘appropriate
assessment’ process.

European sites are Special Protection Areas (SPAs) and Special Areas Conservation
(S8ACs) and in the UK RAMSAR sites have also been afforded the same level of
protection,

The requirements of the Directive are taken forward in England through the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. The Councils, as plan-
making authorities, may only bring their land use plans info effect after having
ascertained that they will not adversely affect the integrity of a. European site.
Further, Regulation 61 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations
2010 the Councils need to ascertain whether a planning application is likely to have a
significant effect on a European site{s) and undertake an appropriate assessment
where this Is the case.”

The 2010 Regulations state that the competent authority must for the purposes of the
assessment consult the appropriate nature conservation body and have regard to
any representatlbn made by that body. For the purposes of the Ipswich Local Plan,
Ipswich Borough Council are the ‘competent authority’ and Natural England are the
‘nature conservation body',

Ipswich Borough Council commissioned The Landscape Parinership to carry out
HRA of the Core Strategy Review and the Site Allocations Plan at key stages of the
plans’ preparation. Comments were invited, and recelved, from Natural England at
each stage including in relation to the Habitats Regulations Assessment {(Appropriate
Assessment) for Ipswich Borough Council Proposed Submission Core Strategy and
Policies DPD Review?, the Habitats Regulations Assessment for Ipswich Borough
Council Proposed Submission Site Allocations and Palicies (Incorporating 1P-One

! European Diractive 92/43/EEC -

2 The Landscape Partnership, December 2014, Habitats Regulations Assessment (Appropnate Assessment) for
Ipswich Borough Council Praposed Submission Core Strategy and Policies DPD Review. Core Documet Library
(CDL) reference SUCD11 ’

T R T e e
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Area Action Plan) Development Plan Document® and the Addenda relating to the two
reports which accompanied the Pre-Submission Main Modifications®. These reports
together represent the Habitats Regulations Assessment of the plans as submitted.

26  Inorder to address and deliver the mitigetion requirements of the HRAs, IBC refarred
in its Pre-Submission Main Modifications to the Core Strategy Review®, to the
production of a ‘mitigation strategy; - The title of this stretegy, which is currently baing
produced, has since been amended to 'Recreational Avoidance and Mitigation
Strategy for Babergh District Council, Ipswich Borough Council énd Suffolk Coastal
District Council' (referred to hereinafter as ‘Recreationai Avoidance and Mitigation

Strategy).

3. Areas of Common Ground

The agreed position of both parties is set out below.

3.1 Policy CS17- Infrastructure -

3.1.1 In their response to the Pre-Submission Main Modifications consultation, dated 23™
November 2015, NE requested the following changes (underlined and in
strikethrough below) to the Council's proposed wording to be added to Policy CS17:

‘The Council will seek contributions to ensure that the mitigation measures identified

in the Habitats Regulations Assessment and in the Mitigation Strateqy can be
addressed and delivered including for any measures not classified as infrastructure,’

3.1.2 The Council is currently working with Babergh District Council and Suffolk Coastal
District Council to develbp a Recreational Avoidance and Mitigation Strategy and
therefore supports NE's suggested amendments subject to a minor amendment as
set out below.

* The Landscape Partnership, December 2014, Habiiats Regulations Assessment for loswich Borough Councll
Propased Submission Site Allocations and Policies fincorporating IP-One Area Action Flan) Development Plan
Docurnent, CDL reference SUCD13 '

* The Landscape Partnership, September 2015, Habitats Regulations Assessment Addendium for Pre-
Submission Modifications to the Ioswich Borough Council Core Strategy and Poficies DPD Review (Froposed
Submission stage), CDL reference SUCD12 .

The Landscape Partnership, September 2015, Habitals Regulations Assessmant Addencuum for Pre-Submission
Meodiiications to the Ipswich Borough Councll Sita Allocations and Folicies (Incorporating IP-One Area Action
Plan) DPD (Praposed Submisston stage), CDL reference SUCD14

® Ipswich Borough Counct, September 2015, Core Strategy and Policies Development Pian Document Review «
Pre-Submission Main Modification, Core Dotument Library {(CDL) referance SUCD02
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3.2.1

322

323

33

3.31

‘The Council will seak contributions to ensure that the mitigation measures identified
in the Habitats Regulations Assessment and in the Recreational Avoidance and
Mitigation Strategy can be addressed and delivered inciuding for any measures not
classified as infrastructure.’

There is therefore no outstanding objection from NE on this issue.

Policy CS17,'garangh 8.183

In their response to the Pre-Submission Main Modifications consultation, dated 23™
November 2015, NE requested a change from the Council's proposed wording:

‘The Council iz considering the production of a. mitigation strategy which would
specify the measures required and how these should be delivered and funded'

to

‘The Council will preduce a mitigétion strategy by [insert date] which will specify the
measures required and how these will be delivered.’

The Council is committed to the. production of a Recreational Avoidance and
Mitigation Strategy with Babergh District Council and Suffolk Coastal District Councll.
The Cauncil would therefore support the following wording:

"The Council will produce a Recreational Avoldance and Mitigation Strategy by March
2017 which will specify the measures required and how these will be delivered.’

In signing this statement NE confirm that they agree with the Council's proposed
wording and that they have no outstanding objection on this issue.

Core Strateqy Review Habitats Regulations Assessment

NE's response to the Proposed Submission Core Strategy Review HRAS, dated 50
March 2015, stated that they would expect individual developments to be subject io
project level Habitats Regulations Assessment linking back to elements of mitigation
identified at the strategic level.

® The Landscape Parlnership, December 2014, Habitats Regulations Assessment (Appropnate Assessment) for
Ipswich Borough Councfl Proposed Submission Core Strategy and Policies DPD Review, Core Document Library
(CDL) reference SUCD11
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3.3.2

333

3.34

335

3.4

3.4.1

As per the paragraphs 3.1 and 3.2 above, the .CoLIncil is committed to the production
of a Recreational Avoidance and Mitigation Strategy upon which work has already
begun. This will set the framework for ensuring that individual developments will
together deliver the mitigation measures identified in the Core Strategy Review HRA.
In signing this statement NE confirm that they agree with the Council's approach and

.that they have no outstanding objection on this issue.

NE's response to the Core Strategy Review Habitats Regulations Assessment
Addendum’, dated 23™ November 2015, reiterated their reques! ‘under CS17 and
paragraph 8.183 (paragraphs under 3.1 and 3.2 above) for a commitment to the
production of a mitigation strategy and stated that this should ideally be prior to
adoption of the plan. NE state that if this is not practical there should be a
commitment to deliver a strategy by a specified date and an approach to determine
what measures need to be delivered in the interim.

As per paragraph 3.2 above, the Council would support a commitment in paragraph
8.183 to the production of a mitigation strategy. In signing this statement NE confirm
that they agree with the Couricil's approach and that they have no outstanding
objection on this issue

In relation to the interim period prior to having the mitigation strategy in place, the
Council wilf work with NE on formulating an approach to securing contributions. In
signing this statement NE confirm that they agree with the Council's approach and
that they have no autstanding objection on this issue.

e Allocatigns (In¢omorating IP-One Area icn Pl DPD Habitats Reguiations
Assessment

NE's representations to the Proposed Submission Site Allocations Plan® requested
the following changes to the plan:

‘As part of policy SP8, the Council will investigate further the feasibility of including a
visitor centrs facility within the site, including any potential impacts on the SPA. This
feasibility study should include a Separate project level Habitats Regulations

? The'Landscape Partnership, September 2015, Habitats Regulations Assessment Addendum for Pre-
Submission Modifications fo the lpswich Boraugh Council Core Strategy and Pollcies DPD Review {Proposed
Submission stage), CDL reference SUCD12

® Ipswich Borough Counil, November 2014, Proposed Submussion Site Allocations and Policies (incorporating
1P-One Arsa Action Flan) Development Plan Document, CDL reference SUCDO3




Assessment to examine effects on the SPA. As part of policy SP8, the Council will
investigate further the feasibility of including a visitor centre faclitty within the site,
including any potential impacts on the SPA. This feasibility study should include a

separate project level Habitats Regulations Assessment to éxamine effects on the
SPA’

3.4.2 As a result, through the Pre-Submission Main Modifications® the Council proposed
the addition of text accompanying SP8 stating ‘Project level Habitats Regulations
Assessment would be needed for any visitor centre proposal.’ In signing this
statement NE confirm that they agree with the Council's approach and that they have
no cutstanding objection on this issue.

3.4.3 NE's representation on the Site Allocations Plan Habitats Regulations Assessment
Addendum'™ which accompanied the Pre-Submission Main Modifications
consultation, dated 23™ November 2015, requested that appropriate management
measures for the proposed extension to Orwell Country Park must be referenced and
included in the proposed overarching mitigation strategy in order to satisfy the
requirements of the Habitats Directive.

344 As already stated, the Council is committed to producing a Recreational Avoidance
and Mitigation Sirategy with Babergh District Council and Suffolk Coastal District
Council and NE’s endorsement of the strategy will be sought NE’s request will
therefore be taken forward through the production of the strategy. The Council
manages Orwell Country Park and is currently working on a manaQement ;ilan for the
Country Park which will be informed by the conclusions of the Orwell Country Park
Visitor Survey report™’. In signing this statement NE confirm that they agree with the
Council’s approach.

3.4.5 NE also commented that the proposed visitor centre will require a project-level HRA.
Amendments to Policy SP8 of the Site Allocations and Policies (Incorporating IP-Cne
Area Action Plan) DPD proposed through the Pre-Submission Main Modifications
inciude the addition of the following text:

s Ipswich Borough Councll, September 2015, Site Allecations snd Policies (Incarporating IP-One Area Action
Flan) Develapment Plan Document — Pre-Submission Mein Moafficabions, CDL reference SUCD04

'® The Landscape Partnership, September 2015, Habitals Regulalions Assessment Addendurm for Pre-
Submission Modifications i the lpswich Barough Council Site Allocations and Policies (incorporating 1P-One
Area Action Pian) DPD {Proposed Submission stage), CDL reference SUCD14

" The Landscape Parinership, December 2015, Visifor Survey for Orweil Gouniry Perk, CDL. reference ICD82
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3.4.7

3.4.8

349

centre proposaj.’
NE are therefore satisfied that this comment is adequately addresseq.

NE commented that in relation to Pond Hall Farm (i.e. the Proposed Orwell Country
Park extension) they would appreciate the Oppertunity to discuss the requirements of
the England Coast Path (ECP) in order that the requirements of the ECP and any
mitigation measures arising from It are clearly distinguished from any mitigation that
might be required from the Council's proposed aliocations.

information on the visitor survey and additional wording (in the relevant Pian policies),
which would provide them with sufficient confidence that there was a legal
commitment to deilver appraopriate mitigation,

under sections 3.1 and 3.2 above, NE are able to agres with the conclusions of the
Habitats Regulations Assessments,




C DS oD wliuug 5

Signed on behalf of Ipswich Borough Council Date...z."f' [ 2" / .’6 ........

by

Signed on behalf of Natural England Dated3/°'l/0(°l6




Appendix 4 — Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Councils, 21* December 2015, Letter to
Russell Williams, Chief Executive of Ipswich Borough Council



Place Directorate

Responsibie for the Economy and the Environment

Russell Williams Please ask for: Lindsay Barker
Chief Executive Direct {ine: 01449 724697 / 01473 825844
Ipswich Borough Council E-mail: Lindsay.barker@baberghmidsuffolk.go

Grafton House
15-17 Russell Road
Ipswich

IP1 2DE

21 December 2015

Dear Russeli

| hope it is of assistance if | outline Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Councils’ position in
relation to the recent request by Ipswich Borough Council to enter into a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU); and in relation tc the work programme of the IPA, having regard to the
work now commissioned in respect of the Suffolk Planning and Infrastructure Framework.

In respect of the MOU, | would advise that both Babergh and Mid Suffolk Councils are
presently considering the consultation responses te various draft Local Plan documents in the
context of the more recent work of the IPA to update Objectively Assessed Needs for the
whole of the Policy Area. The outcomes of this work have a significant impact upon the
emerging Joint Local Plan, particularly in Mid Suffolk, where the level of housing in the district
will have to be substantially increased to meet the Council's own Objectively Assessed
Needs. This has led to considerable debate both in respect of the strategy for determining the
location of that growth and in respect of the sites which should be allocated in delivering the
chosen strategy.

We have made Members aware of the circumstances of our Authorities and those of the IPA
and | believe that our Members will be disposed to positively dealing with the new levels of
growth as part of the wider corporate strategies for both Councils. | also believe that
Members will also consider what levels of additional growth could be accommodated within
both Council areas in order to make a positive contribution to meeting the requirements of the
IPA. However, demands upon our capacity may also be made by the outcomes of the
recently commissioned Suffolk Planning and Infrastructure Framework, which will examine
capacity across the whole of Suffolk. | anticipate that Babergh and Mid Suffolk Councils will
feature prominently in providing “whole Suffolk” solutions for the location of growth, given the
location and capacity of the transport corridors in Babergh and in Mid Suffolk.

Babergh District Council Mid Suffolk District Council

Council Offices, Corks Lane, Hadleigh, Ipswich, IP7 68J  Council Offices, High Street, Needham Market, Ipswich, IP6 BDL
Telephone (01473) 822801 Telephone 01449) 724500

Facsimile 01473} 825742 Facsimile 01449) 724627
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The work of drafting the Suffolk Planning and Infrastructure Framework is expected to be
substantively developed by February/March next year, which is a timetable more in keeping
with the progress being made in relation to progress with Members and with the development
of our own Joint Local Plan. Under these circumstances | could not yet recommend that
Members commit to the urknown outcomes througt the signing of a MOU at this time. Whilst
the contents of the MOU are high level and general in nature, | think that its consequences
could oblige a commitment to providing a number of sites in order to demonstrate that the
outcomes of the MOU are achievable, in advance of the drafting our own Plan.

However, | would want to ensure that the opportunity to contribute to meeting Cbijectively
Assessed Needs in the IPA is not lost to Babergh and Mid Suffolk Councils. With this in mind
I would welcome the opportunity for a discussion between us on how to co-operate further
and take this matter forward, to the mutual benefit of both our Councils.

Yours sincerely

Lindsay Barker
Strategic Director
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