
BDC Planning Application - DC/20/03753 - Change of Use of existing hardstanding for stationing
storage containers and erection of 2.4m palisade perimeter fence.

Great Waldingfield Parish Council wishes to object to the above planning application for the 
following reasons:

1. Detrimental effect on biodiversity: The site sits in a County Wildlife Site and therefore should 
have no development on the area at all unless directly relating to the wildlife therein. (NPPF 
para 174) This is the land use parameter plan prepared in September 2017 for the Chilton 
Woods site and the area where the container site is to be positioned is clearly marked as a 12h 
County Wildlife Site.

If this site were developed, although the bank of trees will remain, an important natural boundary 
consisting of a bund covered in greenery and hedging would be removed. As seen on this satellite 
image. The ‘existing tree-covered areas’ will indeed remain, but the rest of the green bordering the 
area would be lost.  This could certainly not be seen as ‘minimising impacts on and providing net 
gains for biodiversity,’ (NPPF 170d) nor ‘maintaining and enhancing networks of habitats and green 
infrastructure’. (NPPF 171)



Photographs showing the grass-covered bund at the edge of the area which will be removed.

2. Detrimental effect on the natural landscape area of the airfield - an important amenity for 
residents in the surrounding villages.

The airfield is a completely flat area of land, and walking along this footpath, it is not possible to 
see any of the industrial buildings using the airfield. All have been protected by the tree line on the 
left of this photograph.

On closer view it is possible to see where a break in this tree cover allows a glimpse of the building 
behind. This is the tree line in front of which will be a metal grey 2.4m fence with a line of plastic 
containers clearly visible behind it. Although the applicants correctly state that ‘the existing tree 
covered areas are to remain ensuring the site is well screened’, they have completely failed to 
mention that this refers to screening from the roadway. There is no screening at all from across the 
airfield and this will no longer be a beautiful green treed area, but simply be grey metal and green 
plastic. It is obvious that this application is neither protecting nor enhancing a valued 
landscape’ (NPPF 170a) and is certainly not ‘recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the 
countryside’ (NPPF 170b).



3. Detrimental effect on the setting of a non designated heritage asset:  Chilton Airfield, used 
by the 486th Heavy Bomb group throughout 1944 is highly prized by residents in the area and it is 
still possible to experience the wide open space as it was in those years. ‘These assets are an 
irreplaceable resource’ (NPPF 184) and, as such must be protected at all costs. If this application 
is allowed and the industrial area is allowed to creep further into the main part of the airfield, there 
is a strong likelihood that the precious atmosphere of the area will be gradually eroded away and 
the setting of this non-designated heritage asset be irrevocably harmed.

4. Noise and nuisance: Due to the topography of the airfield, sound travels across the whole of 
this area of the airfield towards the villages of Great Waldingfield and Acton (and Long Melford?). 
Any extra noise will be amplified to users of this amenity as well as residents living near by. The 
suggestion of only 15 extra vehicles a week seems unfounded and unlikely with 127 containers in 
this area.

5.  The effect of the extra traffic on the B1115.  There are approximately 432 houses either 
currently being built or which are due to be built in the coming months in the villages using the 
B1115 to drive into Sudbury. It would be unacceptable for there to be any further increase in traffic. 


