
The Attleborough Development Partnership
Minutes

Tuesday 20 June 2017 2.00pm – 4.00pm
Attleborough Town Hall, Queens Square, Attleborough, Norfolk, NR17 2AF

Chairman: Chris Batten
Attendees:
Board Members 
Richard Doleman (RD)(Norfolk County Council), Tim Mills (TM)(Breckland District 
Council), Tristan Ashby (TA)(Breckland District Council), Gina Lopez (GL) (Attleborough 
Town Council), Joe Hayes (JH)(Ptarmigan Land), Adrian Joel (AJ) (Substitute: Old 
Buckenham Parish Council), Elizabeth Burroughs (EB) (Neighbourhood Plan Rep), 
Jeremy Burton (JB) (Attleborough Town Council); Joseph Hayes (JH) (Substitute: 
Ptarmigan Land)
Minutes:
Helen McAleer (Breckland District Council)
Apologies:  
Chris Hey (Norfolk County Council Education), Tony Perkins (TP) (Attleborough Town 
Council), Iain Dunnett (ID)( NALEP), Charles Campion (CC) (Ptarmigan Land); Rona 
Boggia (Old Buckenham Parish Council)

Item

1 Welcome
The Chairman advised that the order of items on the Agenda had 
changed and Item 6 would become Item 4 and Items 4 and 5 would 
become Items 5 and 6.

2 Minutes
It was noted that Marcia Solloway-Brown had been present and Phil 
Mileham had sent apologies.
The Minutes were otherwise agreed.

3. Matters Arising
The Chairman requested that the letter to NCC be circulated. TM / HM

4. Project sub-group Priorities discussion
The framework for the compendium of projects had been tabled at 
the last meeting.  A further push was needed to populate it.  The 
Board and the sub-group had been requested to provide more 
details on the projects already in the framework.  
One example worksheet was tabled.  Each heading/column needed 
to be populated.  The next sub-group meeting would have an in-
depth look at existing projects.  After that the framework would be 
re-circulated.



JB asked how things could be added to the project list and was 
advised to contact a member of the sub-group to have a project 
added.
Although the most complete sheet from the compendium had been 
circulated, it still needed further information and a project definition.
JB had not realised that the Breckland Lodge roundabout was an 
existing project.  TM explained that it had always been part of the 
transport proposals for Attleborough.  All projects already identified 
had been included in the compendium, but not all had funding 
sources.  The Neighbourhood Plan had been used as a source to 
find existing projects.
AJ asked if the cost of the Link Road project included the cost of 
going over the railway line and PM advised that the build costs were 
included but other costs were not.  JH said they were indicative costs 
which did include the cost of construction of the bridge, but not land 
costs.
AJ asked when NCC would be considering the project and RD 
explained that the commercial discussions were on-going.  Once the 
Heads of Terms were complete the matter would go back to 
Members.  
RD asked what information people wanted the list to include.  It was 
difficult to condense information about projects and he suggested 
including the contact details of the Project Lead to signpost where 
to get more information.  The first stage had been to get a well-
developed, comprehensive list.  The next stage would be to provide 
that sort of detail.
EB was pleased to see that the key objectives were the objectives 
of the Neighbourhood Plan.  
The full compendium would not be circulated until more information 
had been added. 

5. Feedback from Ptarmigan / JTP Workshop and Outline 
Planning Application Update
Joseph Hayes (JH) introduced himself.  He was the co-project 
manager with Craig Nielson.  
A public exhibition had been held on 6 June with around 100 
attendees and 90 written responses.  A lot of queries had been 
answered on the day and he gave examples of some of the 
questions raised.  Generally people were supportive of the scheme 
and impressed with the presentation and proposals.  There had 
been some concerns about 4000 homes but the linear park and the 
green spaces were well liked and would make it an attractive place 
to live in the future.  Concerns had been raised about the town 
centre improvements, congestion, impact of development and urban 
delivery.  
As part of the application process a Statement of Community 
Involvement would be submitted and information would be provided 
on all the public consultation done in the last eight years.



The submission of the planning application was expected mid/late 
July and then Breckland Council would carry out a minimum 21 day 
consultation.
TA asked if leaflets had been distributed and he was advised that 
4000 fliers had been printed and a company that used a tracking 
system for deliveries, had been employed to distribute them. 
Concerns were raised as no-one knew anyone that had received a 
leaflet.  JH would look into it as they had paid for the printing and 
delivery and believed that the leaflets had been distributed.  He 
would report back to the Chairman with his findings.
JB asked what stage the application for the loan had reached and 
JH said that the draft Heads of Terms had been sent back in 
February.  They would continue to chase for progress.
JB suggested the Board should push to keep the Relief Road as a 
priority.  
RD would try to get an update.

JH

RD

6. Consultation on Growth Fund Proposals

The consultation with statutory bodies such as BDC, ATC, fire 
service, etc., was about to close.  Once the responses had been fed 
into the design process the public consultation would take place. 
That was expected to commence mid/late July and would give the 
public the chance to have their say.  

Two main areas were the works proposed on Surrogate Street and 
junction works on Church Street/Connaught Road, but there was 
also a list of 33 other proposed town centre projects including things 
such as zebra crossings, improvements to car parks, etc.  

AJ was concerned that problems with traffic queuing at peak times 
on the Buckenham Road to Surrogate Street would not be resolved. 
He asked if vehicles would be able to turn right without causing 
congestion.  

RD would take that point back and make sure that the technical 
details had been considered so that answers were ready for the 
public consultation process.

The Town Council had already responded to the consultation and 
BDC was awaiting final approval of their response.  The ADP was 
not a statutory body, but could feed into the public phase of the 
consultation.  

BDC’s response was likely to say it welcomed the Surrogate Street 
proposals and recognised that work was needed on the High Street 
and Queen’s Road.  The inclusion of car parking proposals and the 
upgrade to the library car park were welcomed, as were the 
proposals to remove on-street parking.  It would also be supporting 
the Leys Lane pedestrian bridge.

RD



RD asked members if any of the 33 schemes in the list stood out as 
something they would like to look at in the future.

TA pointed out that the Queens Road traffic lights were not on the 
map and RD explained that they were just a suggestion, not set in 
stone.  

Some of the proposals could be implemented quickly, like the cycle 
route.  Others would need a lot more work.  If proposals were not 
supported they would be removed from list.

TA said that a quick win would be to put yellow lines on the New 
North Road.  He asked if that could be added to the list.  He also 
said that White House Lane needed extra support and repair work.

TA did not understand why it was suggested to spend £1.5million on 
the Leys Lane footbridge, when not many people used that route.

RD explained that it would provide a safer pedestrian crossing of the 
railway line and connectivity between the existing and new 
community.  He urged people to comment on the proposals. 

PM thought there was an opportunity to establish sustainable 
transport routes early on before development started.

EB was concerned about the proposed shared use of Queens Road 
for cycling and walking as it was a very narrow piece of road used 
by heavy lorries.  However, she thought the concept was excellent.

7. Neighbourhood Plan / Community sub-group Update
The Plan had recently gone through the pre-submission period.  
Once the independent examiner had been agreed it was expected 
that the Examination would start w/c 10 July.
JB asked how the Town Council could make an informed choice on 
the Examiner and PM advised them to make sure it was someone 
with a good level of experience of conducting larger Neighbourhood 
Plans.
TM had received confirmation that the Town Council had agreed 
with having a community sub-group.
The NP Steering Group would be reformed as a Working Group.  
The Town Clerk was drawing up the Terms of Reference and the 
Town Council was keen to agree membership. 
EB asked if there were other towns with a Development 
Partnerships and a Neighbourhood Plan.  She felt it needed to be 
made clear how it would work.

8. Any Other Business

JB asked for clarification of the ADP membership and which 
organisation each member represented.  He was now the Town 



Council’s representative and he suggested that Terry Perkins or Tim 
Cobb should be the Business Forum representative.

TM would clarify that with the Business Forum.  The sub group 
would also need to have a nominated representative.  

The Chairman gave an update on the website.  He had spoken to 
the Council and there was just one hitch left to overcome then the 
site could be populated.  A protocol was being agreed to manage 
the site.  He did not want BDC to edit content from the ADP; it would 
be edited and then sent to BDC to publish.   

TM

11. Date of Next Meeting
The next scheduled meeting would be held on 5 September 2017.  


