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Comments on the Deadline 1 Joint Local Impact Report (LIR) from East Suffolk Council /
Suffolk County Council - for MPC’s Deadline 3, Thursday 24 June 2021.
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1. MPC’s key point is that the LIR for Traffic & Transport does not give sufficient recognition to the
fact that the A1152 / B1069 corridor from Melton to Leiston is a significant alternative to the
A12 for traffic between Ipswich and Leiston. Consequently, there is a risk that highway
mitigation work on the A1152 will not get the priority it deserves.
2. For the many drivers who prefer to avoid the A12, the A1152 through Melton is the route of first
choice for destinations east of the parish and as far north as Leiston.
3. Our contention is that SZC and the Scottish Power projects would exacerbate the already bad
traffic problems on the A1152.
4. The LIR lends support to this view when stating:
•

“This traffic will also reduce capacity at busy junctions along the A12, notably at the A1152
junction at Melton”;

•

“increased unrestricted construction traffic LGVs and cars and displacement traffic of cars
avoiding the A12 may lead to additional strain on other roads, including minor roads, near
the A12, such as the B1069 / A1152”.

5. In addition to traffic “displaced” from the A12 to the A1152 there will be the impact of the
expected explosion of rat-running through Martlesham, Woodbridge and within Melton (on
Yarmouth Road, Saddlemakers Lane and Station Road); all converging at the A1152 in the
centre of Melton village, then heading over the Wilford Bridge for destinations east of the A12.
6. We also expect SZC and the Scottish Power projects to increase the volume of locallygenerated commercial traffic on the A1152 from the many nearby businesses providing goods
and services to the construction site. The Deben Peninsula holds many such firms, the largest
group of which is located at the Bentwaters Business Park on the A1152. The latter is a
dynamic and successful commercial centre which is believed to have contributed to the traffic
increase on the A1152 in recent years. It is likely that traffic from the Business Park would
continue to grow, even without SZC. If SZC does go ahead, there would be extra HGV traffic
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from the probable increased use of Bentwaters Business Park for off-site offices and stores
etc. and providing various goods and services to SZC.
7. The A12 and the rest of the local road network lack resilience. Under the procedures within the
Traffic Incident Management Plan (TIMP), it will not be an uncommon event for the A1152 /
B1069 corridor to be used as a diversion route when the A12, or other roads off the A12, are
blocked.
8. The LIR’s Annex M (Transport Related Mitigation, Requirements and Obligations) contains four
Tables, each representing a different level of commitment to SZC-related highway mitigation
schemes – summarised below with details in the APPENDIX:
• Table 1, list of highway mitigation schemes that are being progressed with the Applicant
• Table 2, list of highway schemes where the councils feel that additional mitigation is
required
• Table 3, list of “potential” additional highway mitigation required
• Table 4, other highways related issues that may require mitigation.
9. The “A1152 and B1069 corridor running from A12 Melton to Leiston” is in the Table 3 list of
“potential” schemes for mitigation, see the extract below.

10. With regard to the Table 3 listing for the A1152 / B1069 corridor, MPC contends that the
statement “to address unforeseen impacts of worker traffic on rural roads” is a wholly
inadequate criterion for measuring the adverse impact of SZC-related traffic on this route, as
described in the preceding paragraphs.
11. It bears repeating that the recent multiple business and housing developments in this part of
Suffolk have had a cumulative adverse traffic impact on the local community but the
incremental approach of the statutory planning process has delivered next to no capacity
upgrade to the highway network.
12. Given the local community’s real-world experience of traffic on the A1152, together with the
evidence in our Written Representation and earlier submissions, MPC is very surprised and
disappointed that the highway mitigation plans for the A1152 / B1069 are not more substantial
and not positioned in Table 2 rather than Table 3.
13. MPC’s Written Representation contains the following statement of urgently needed highway
ameliorations:
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•

an intervention to cut the volume of traffic on the A1152 passing through Melton to access
the A12.

•

the dog-legged level crossing at Melton Station to be upgraded and straightened out;

•

an improvement to the physical highway to relieve the serious traffic congestion at the
Melton crossroads traffic lights, next to our Primary School.

14. MPC welcomes the proposal by SCC/ESC for a contingency fund to be established “of
sufficient value to monitor, respond to and mitigate numerous transport impacts”. If measures
were to go forward based on monitoring (some of the locations listed in Table 3), the funds
would be drawn down from a Transport Contingency Fund, as deemed appropriate by the
Transport Review Group.
15. MPC, therefore, asks the ExA to require SCC/ESC to:
•

change their criteria for mitigation work on the A1152 / B1069 corridor to cover the
significant adverse impacts of SZC-related traffic on this route, as described in this
submission;

•

upgrade the priority of A1152 / B1069 projects and position them in Table 2;

•

have regard to the urgently needed highway ameliorations identified in MPC’s Written
Representation;

•

provide assurance that the contingency fund will, indeed, be created and be of “sufficient
value”.

Melton Parish Council
24 June 2021
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APPENDIX

The SCC/ESC LIR, Annex M (Transport Related Mitigation, Requirements and Obligations)
contains four Tables, each representing a different level of commitment to SZC-related
highway mitigation schemes
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