
MINUTES
Greater Thetford Development Partnership

Communities Sub-Group

15 February 2017. 
19:00hrs

Chair: Mr Robert Whittaker Note / Minute 
Taker:

Teresa Smith

Attendees: Rae Herries, Roy Brame, Corinne Fulford, Diana Goucher, Doug Stephen
Apologies Andy Cruse

1. Introductions

The Chairman welcomed everyone to the meeting and explained the purpose of 
the Greater Thetford Development Partnership Board and its three sub-groups.  
Members introduced themselves.  

2. Approval of Minutes

The Chairman asked for Item 2 to be amended to reflect 1800 signatures 
received, not 18000. 

Subject to this amendment, the minutes were approved.

3. Announcements & matters arising

The Chairman announced that there had been no Greater Thetford Development 
Board meetings since the previous sub-Group meeting had been held.

Corinne Fulford attended a workshop with the board on setting the vision, aims 
and objectives and added it was a very positive meeting.  Mr Walker confirmed 
that it was important that the board agreed the vision and aims and that these 
would be shared with the public at a future meeting of the sub-Group.

A member of the public asked how transport would be picked up as there was no 
sub-Group for this issue.  Mr Walker confirmed that Norfolk County Council were 
responsible for transport and were represented on the board.

The Chairman raised concerns that improvements to the GTDP webside that 
had previously been requested had not been dealt with. Mr Walker said the 
improvements formed part of a wider development of the Council’s website, and 
whilst he understood the frustrations of the sub-Group, he would follow up for the 
improvements to be raised.

ACTION – RW to confirm date of the improvements to be made to 
the Chairman.

Councillor Brame confirmed that at the last meeting a question was raised on the 
drainage at water meadow.  He confirmed that Serco had issued a works notice, 
so work would commence as soon as possible.  
He went on to say that Thetford Town Council had agreed unanimously that the 
notice boards outside Kings House and the Carnegie Rooms could be used to 
display dates of the GTDP and sub-Groups as well as copies of minutes.



ACTION: Mr Brame to pass on the contact details to the Chairman.

The Chairman said that he was in contact with the Greater Anglia Customer 
Services about the issues that had previously been raised about the Thetford 
Railway Station, and would be following this up to obtain a definitive answer.
With regard to the possible Post Office closure that the post office were looking 
for a partner to take over the current post office and run under a franchise-like 
model.  A member of the public asked if the sorting office would be maintained 
or if it would be turned into an industrial unit.  The Chairman had not heard of 
this detail.

The Chairman had nothing further to report on the Car parking and pedestrian 
signage.

With regards to King Street Square the Chairman was waiting for a response 
from Norfolk County Council with regards to the plans and approval for the clock 
and water feature.

Corinne Fulford had been devising a summary of the situation, and was still 
waiting for a response from the Town Council.  Ms Fulford suggested that in the 
meantime an electrician looked at the clock to see if and how it could be fixed.  
Mr Brame suggested that he would look at the clock before the next meeting.

A Member of the public added that the water feature was also a waste of money 
and still did not work properly.

Corinne Fulford suggested asking the Town Council for an update on these 
features and felt it was not being addressed properly.

Mr Walker reminded Members that the role of the community Sub-Group was to 
be a conduit between the public and the GTDP board, and should therefore 
consider asking the Board to look into these issues.

Mr Brame agreed and affirmed that the public had informed the sub-Group of 
issues within Kings Square and therefore it was for the Sub-Group to inform the 
Board of the issue and for them to review.

The Chairman agreed with this, but felt that full details were needed before the 
Sub-Group could inform the board of the issues.

Ms Goucher asked if there were people on the Board who could consider these 
issues.  Mr Walker confirmed that the Board consisted of the Thetford Town 
Council Mayor as it’s’ representative.  He added that if it was a legitimate issue, 
the Board had sufficient clout to investigate it and respond back to the Chairman 
of the Sub-Group who was also a Board representative.  Mr Walker reiterated 
that the issue should be escalated to the Board.

ACTION – The issue of King Street Square (clock and water feature) 
be taken to the Board for discussion.

The Chairman asked Mr Walker for more information on the Thetford Enterprise 
Park and the new roundabout.  Mr Walker informed the Sub-Group that £450k of 
funding had been secured from the pooled business rates for the works of the 
roundabout.  Mr Walker said the Sub-Group would be involved in the 
stakeholder engagement and would keep the Sub-Group informed of timescales 



as soon as this was understood.

A member of the public was concerned at the current traffic issues along 
Mundford Road.  Mr Walker assured the Sub-Group that there were various 
models and traffic analysis that would be undertaken.  He suggested that the 
relevant highways team talked to the Sub-Group about the plans at the 
appropriate time.  Mr Brame suggested that this issue was also discussed at the 
Board.

ACTION: Traffic issues along Mundford Road to be taken to the 
GTDP Board.

Corinne Fulford felt the communication of the Sub-Group issues should be 
communicated better at Town Council Meetings.  Mr Brame said that the Sub-
Group had asked for copies of the minutes to go onto the Town notice boards 
which the Town Council had agreed to.

The Chairman asked if there had been a decision on the final version of the 
minutes to be approved as a single document and said that the published draft 
minutes was not updated unless it was looked at the next set of meetings.
Mr Walker confirmed that the established practice was that the minutes were 
produced in draft form, and then confirmed at the next meeting.  Any 
amendments proposed would then be made to those minutes of the previous 
meeting, and then published as approved.

4. Thetford Enterprise Park & Sustainable Urban Expansion Update

Nothing to report.

5. Education Provision – Presentation by Chris Hey & Jane Blackwell

Both Chris Hey and Jane Blackwell were working on the Thetford Sustainable 
Urban Expansion and ensuring there were places for children at the schools.  
Education was a complicated role but it was NCC statutory duty to provide 
sufficient pupil places.  Parents had expectations that their child would attend a 
school at the right time.  To help with that duty capital funding was provided from 
the Government and also from Developers as part of the Section 106 
Agreement.  

Jane Blackwell said that the key area was working with the reception classes.  At 
the moment there was some spare capacity through the number of children who 
would be attending school in the coming years, even without the Thetford SUE.  
Jane had met with the developer Pigeon, who would be looking at submitting 
reserve matters for 330 homes during 2017.  

Overall there had been three school sites identified across Thetford for the 
Sustainable Urban Expansion.  Over £6m had been secured for each school 
from Developers.  In addition, the developer had given Norfolk County Council 
the land.   

The new primary school did not have to be built straight away, so work would 
continue with Pigeon and also liaise with other local schools to utilise existing 
accommodation before new schools were built.

The current aim for the first new school is to use the new site to convert the 



existing Raleigh (Infant) and Admirals (Junior) Schools into two full Primary 
Schools.  Raleigh would move from its existing premises onto the new site in the 
development.  Then work would begin to expand Raleigh into an all primary 
school.  This in turn would also then allow Admirals to expand on the current 
site.

A member of the public said that £6m would not be enough to build a new 
school.  In addition he was concerned that the educational needs would be 
pushed to the north of the town.  He asked about the East and West of the Town 
and how those schools would be developed where the money was not being 
spent.

Mr Hey responded that it was a lot cheaper to build a new school from site, 
rather than to re-build/extend a current building.  He added that for the remaining 
part of the town new places would still need to be provided, but there was not 
the funding to do significant works on existing schools.

A visitor said he attended Charles Burrell in the 1960s, which had become 
abandoned after the new Academy was built and the children had to travel to the 
other end of the town.  He said that demographically it was not possible to have 
600 children walk down Croxton Road.  He felt disappointed that NCC was not 
considering the demographics of the Town.

A member of the public asked in relation to the location of the new school, how it 
would be intended to move people across from one side of the railway line to the 
other.  It was confirmed it was still to be determined but thought it would either 
use the A11 as a feeder road, or to use the bridge over the railway.  Mr Walker 
added that there were transport issues raised as part of the outline permission to 
use the underpass.

A new school governor at Queensway Infant School said there was no 
investment to help with the maintenance of the school.  Mr Hey suggested that 
there was a capital maintenance scheme available at NCC which could be 
available if it was necessary for example if the roof needed replacing. 

Mr Stephen said that concern was raised from the public that the site of the new 
school had been allocated in the first phase, but would not be built until phase 4, 
by which time there would be no places available at the current schools.  Mr Hey 
confirmed that the money for the school would not be available until phase 4, 
however, it had been agreed that Norfolk County Council would account for the 
funding up front to build the school and then when the money from the scheme 
of development was available, this would reimburse Norfolk County Council. It 
was anticipated that the new school would be open in September 2019 at the 
absolute earliest.

Ms Goucher said felt strongly that this was an issue for GTDP that the North of 
the town had nice new schools but that the biggest challenge would be how to 
lift the existing schools as they too had to also be considered.  In order for the 
new expansion to be a success the whole of Thetford needed to be developed 
and felt that this would cause discontent within the Town.  Mr Walker added that 
the GTDP Board had to see the Urban Extension as a catalyst for the whole of 
the Town and that this would be the hardest thing to try and ensure would be the 
biggest focus of the Group.

Mr Brame felt it was exactly what should be taken to the board.  Mr Hey was 



also a member of the GTDP Board, and would work with other partners around 
the table to work together to move forward.

ACTION – MS Goucher to take the issue to the Board.

A Member of the public asked what was happening about the Elm Road School 
which had stood empty for a while.  Mr Hey said that this was being considered 
at the moment.

Mr Crawford added that Children Services had considered using the Elm Road 
as a hub and housing had also been considered, but the road was not sufficient 
to take extra houses.

ACTION: Jane Blackwell would share a better map of the proposed 
new school.  Mr Hey would also send the list of the current 
education providers and who was responsible for what areas.

6. Public questions

Mr Steven Hunt, the Vice Chair of Croxton Road Residents Association and is 
also a Scout Leader in Thetford, asked for consideration be given to the 
voluntary sector of building space within the future of Thetford.  They were able 
to keep the contributions low, due to having their own site, but there was a 
waiting list of children they were unable to provide facilities for.  He suggested 
that a useful space would be to provide a youth area in between the new school 
and the current academy site.

Mr Hassey asked for consideration is given to the youngsters of the town.  He 
felt there needed to be better communications between the schools and 
suggested involvement from the sports centre.  He felt that there was not 
enough provision for the youth within the Town and that the leisure facilities were 
not affordable.  Mr Walker said that Parkwood Leisure responsible for Breckland 
Leisure Centre in Thetford had market tested their prices and that looking at the 
statistics participation had increased which was a stark contrast of other leisure 
facilities across the country.

7. Items for discussion 

a) GTDP Board Strategic Objectives

The strategic objectives of the GTDP were noted.  The Chairman asked if items 
were to be added to the objective list please inform the Chairman.  Leisure 
facilities for the young people would be added.

Ms Goucher confirmed the following items would be taken to the Board:
- Future health provision
- Future education provision
- King Street square
- Youth Provision
- TEP Roundabout
- Parking provision at the rail station
- Communication.

Mrs Armes noted that a lot of funding had been pointed to Snetterton Industrial 
area and Thetford had been forgotten.  Mr Walker said that there needed to be 
power into Snetterton in order to allow the extension in Attleborough.  The 
roundabout at the Thetford Enterprise Park would release the employment area 



in Thetford.  A total of £2.2m was being allocated to the Thetford to release 
Growth. In addition the Inward Investment team at Breckland Council were also 
talking to businesses within Thetford to ensure that any offers met with the right 
type of businesses.

b) Projects and Schemes to promote to the GTDP Board.

The items listed for discussion were noted.  Mr Stephen said that the following 
were priority:

- Fixing the issues with King Street Square
- A roundabout at the Croxton Road / Mundford Road junction
- Improvements to disabled access and parking at the railway 

station
- Bringing the former cottage hospital building back into use.

Mr Walker said that Breckland had received a petition about the Thetford 
Cottage Hospital which would be discussed at Council on 23 February.  In 
addition, Breckland Council were also looking at unsightly sites across the 
district which would be discussed at Overview and Scrutiny.

A member of the public asked to see improvements to the walking and cycling to 
be given priority as there was a real need for safe cycling across the town.  
Another person suggested the key cycling routes across the town be joined up. 

8. Items to Note

Noted

9. Any Other Business

It was agreed the Sub-Group representative at the Board meeting would be Ms 
D Goucher.

Meeting Closed: 9.05pm.


