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MINUTES
Greater Thetford Development Partnership

Communities Sub-Group

15 March 2017 
19:00hrs

Chair: Mr Robert Whittaker Note / Minute 
Taker:

Teresa Smith

Attendees: Brenda Canham (Substitute for R Brame), Martin Engwell (Substitute for Rae 
Herries) Corinne Fulford, Diana Goucher, Doug Stephen, Andy Cruse

Apologies Roy Brame, Rae Herries,
In attendance Robert Walker, Executive Director Place, Breckland Council

Teresa Smith, Democratic Services Officer, Breckland Council

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

Section 6 should refer to Mr Steven Hunt, not Mr Hodds.

Subject to this amendment, the minutes were approved.

3. Announcements & matters arising

Board meeting – 17 February – Diana Goucher attended the Board meeting on 
behalf of the sub-group.

 The Health issues had been raised and it was asked that the Director of 
Public Health be invited to a future meeting of the Board.

 The last meeting saw a request from the scout group if the new 
development would have land available for them to use, which had 
achieved a positive response from the Developer.

 With issues relating to King Street Square had been raised with the 
GTDP.

 It was suggested that the Sub-Group prioritised a small number of 
projects and put forward a case of facts to the Board to enable them to 
carry out a full investigation.

Andy Prior, Digital and Customer Access Manager for Breckland council 
presented the new GTDP website to Members.  He said there would be some 
flexibility with the site such as the colour scheme could be changed.  He asked 
for feedback and for the Sub-Group to provide information of what they would 
like included, which would enable the site to become live within a couple of 
weeks.

Mr Stephen asked that the GTDP be replaced with the full title which would also 
allow ‘Thetford’ to be a trigger.

Mr Cruse said it looked a lot better.
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Mrs Canham suggested that the 3 boxes at the bottom (get involved / have your 
say / in touch) should be put into one box.

ACTION – AP to go with the structure that had been laid out or send 
screen shots to the Sub-Group for their approval. 

4. Thetford Enterprise Park & Sustainable Urban Expansion Update

Nothing to report.

5. Public questions

Mrs Armes said the SEA was a requirement of a European Directive for all plans 
after 2004 which focussed on the environment and asked if this still needed to 
be complied with following Brexit.
The Executive Director Place confirmed guidance was still awaited from the 
Local Government Association, but the working assumption was that the laws 
already embedded would continue.

Mrs Armes asked if the 22 hectares was still allocated within the employment 
area.  The Executive Director Place said there was no detail of the planning 
permission at this stage but nothing to suggest that the employment land would 
be removed.  

Mrs Armes asked if the park land would be in place when the houses from phase 
1 had been developed.  It was prescribed in the Section 106 detail that the 
Developer gave 4-hectares of open space prior to occupancy of any dwellings.  
It was for the Board to ensure that it was clear that what would be delivered in 
Phase 1 had been in line with the detailed plan.

Mrs Canham asked if any land had been set aside for a cemetery.  The 
Executive Director Place confirmed that whilst the District and Towns had 
powers, it was not a duty that they provided a cemetery. 

The Clerk to Thetford Town Council said the issue was being looked into 
however there concern with the water flow which was currently being 
investigated.

Corrinne Fulford said Thetford Town were limited to two burials per month, and 
with the Urban extension the problem would not get better.  She added that this 
was a serious issue and felt that from a communication point of view the public 
were not aware of it.  The Clerk said that other alternatives were being 
considered.

Mrs Canham added that Councillors have the responsibility to think of the issues 
for the future.

A Member of the Public highlighted that the Sub-Group looked into the future, 
but asked what was being done about the current issues within the Town.  He 
went on to say there were three main issues King Street outside Boots where 
there was concern over a small step which was causing a trip hazard.  The 
second issue was with regards to the gates that had been put in at Barnham 
Common that were not wheelchair friendly.  The third issue was with regard to 
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the steps going up to Castle Hill, and whilst he had no objection to them, felt 
there had not been enough communication about this issue around the town.

The Thetford Town Clerk, Tina Cannell, offered that he was welcome to attend 
any of the Thetford Town meetings as they were open to the public to raise 
issues, or to call in at the Office. 

In response to the questions raised, there would be a joint statement issued with 
regard to the gates at Barnham Common, as options were being considered.  Mr 
Engwell added that the gates had been a joint project between Thetford Town 
Council and Brettenham & Kilverstone Parish Council.  He said that as a Parish 
they would be writing to Thetford Town Council expressing their disappointment 
as they were expecting the gates to be wheelchair friendly.  

Corinne Fulford said that as Group she had noted what had been said and 
would also write to the Town Council outlining the issues raised.  She added that 
she would expect the Town Council representative on the Sub-Group to take the 
issues raised to the next Thetford Town Council meeting.

The Executive Director Place said that if it was a single issue, the group should 
signpost individuals to the Town Council.  However, if a bigger impact was 
required then it should be raised at the Sub-Group who could then help to drive it 
forward.

With regard to the steps to going up to Castle Hill, there had been 
communication through social media, but it appeared this had not been effective.  
Whilst the Town Council would be proactive by using social media, it would not 
rely on this communication method alone and would still use the press and the 
public notice boards.

The Executive Director for Place said he was encouraging his teams to use 
social media as this was a good form of intelligence for Officers to use and pick 
up issues.

6. Items for discussion 

a) Public Space Protection Order for Thetford

A report would be presented to Breckland Cabinet on 21 March which 
recommended a consultation on a Public Space Protection Order (PSPO) within 
Thetford.  A PSPO would broaden the issues which would strengthen the Police 
powers.  The Executive Director Place confirmed that the PSPO could include 
anything but it would have to be supported by evidence.
Corinne Fulford asked if litter could be included as from a Town Council point of 
view this was a major problem within Thetford.  The Executive Director Place 
said the issue would be administering and resourcing the issue.  Mrs Canham 
asked if the Council Officers could use the powers to administer this.  It was 
confirmed that consultation would take place at the same time across the five 
market towns within the district.

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

The Chairman suggested that the GTDP Board considered the walking and 
cycling routes within Thetford.  He proposed that he would draft a document 
which would detail the issues and bring back to the sub-group for further 
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discussion before it was put forward to the Board.

Mrs Armes said it had been suggested in the past that a cycle track be put in 
from the Norwich Road roundabout to the Kilverstone junction, which was where 
the development would be.

A member of the public said that Green Lane path had not been maintained at 
the standard that it should be.  He recited that the Leader of Breckland Council 
at the time said that the development would proceed if the paths were 
maintained.

Mr Cruse added that he lived in Rushford with no direct walking route into 
Thetford and would really like to see this in the future.

Mr Stephen suggested he should ask the Board to push Norfolk County 
Highways to consider the road proposals within Thetford.

ACTION – Mr Cruse to take this point forward to the project and 
planning group. 

7. Items to Note

Noted

8. Any Other Business

The Clerk of Thetford Town Council suggested that the meeting be held within 
the town centre and offered the use of Kings House at no extra cost.

Mr Walker said the frequency of the Sub-Group meetings were double what had 
initially been agreed and confirmed that Breckland Council could only provide 
support for the frequency originally agreed.

After discussion it was agreed that the meeting arranged for the 19 April would 
continue and be supported.  The communities Sub-Group would then move to 
scheduled meetings to work alongside the GTDP Board, who meet every two 
months.

Meeting Closed: 9.15pm.


