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RE THE NETWORK RAIL (SUFFOLK LEVEL CROSSING REDUCTION) ORDER 

 

 

 

OPENING SUBMISSIONS  

ON BEHALF OF  

ST EDMUNDSBURY BOROUGH COUNCIL 

 

 

Introduction 

 

1. St Edmundsbury Borough Council objects to Network Rail’s proposal to close S25 

Cattishall, on the basis that it does not comply with local planning policy and the 

alternative route is not a suitable and convenient replacement for existing users of the 

crossing. 

 

Planning context 

 

2. S25 Cattishall is situated to the north-east of Bury St Edmunds and within an area of 

strategic growth, as is set out in policy CS11 of the St Edmundsbury Borough Council 

Core Strategy 2010.  Directly to the south of the crossing is the Moreton Hall allocation 

and to the north-west of the crossing is the North East allocation.  The crossing provides 

an important link and route for pedestrian access between these two site allocations. 

 

3. St Edmundsbury BC has, over a number of years, worked hard to ensure that the 

strategic extension of Bury St Edmunds would be developed in a careful and planned 

way, requiring that any new development is appropriately integrated with the existing 

settlement and is sustainable.   

 

4. In order to achieve these aims, concept statements and masterplans have been 

developed for both of the allocations in question.  The development of Moreton Hall 

has already begun, with Phase 1 under construction.  A hybrid planning application for 

the North East allocation is expected to be submitted in the summer of 2018. 

 



 2 

5. The planning policy underlying both of these allocations seeks the maintenance of 

appropriate public transport, walking and cycling links to connect the new areas of 

development to each other and to the rest of Bury St Edmunds. 

 

6. Within this context, St Edmundsbury BC considers that Network Rail’s proposal does 

not comply with these planning objectives.  Furthermore, St Edmundsbury BC does not 

consider the proposed alternative route to be suitable and convenient due to its 

additional length. 

 

7. St Edmundsbury BC is  mindful that discussions are underway between Network Rail 

and Berkley Strategic  as to the provision of a footbridge at S25 Cattishall, which the 

Borough Council supports.  A bridge would provide a solution to both Network Rail’s 

strategic objective to remove level crossings and the local authority’s policy objectives 

of ensuring a sustainable expansion of Bury St Edmunds.  St Edmundsbury BC, 

therefore, objects to Network Rail simultaneously pursuing this proposal for closure of 

the crossing with no replacement infrastructure.  Suffolk County Council has raised 

similar concerns in this regard. 

 

Conclusion 

 

8. There is a specific planning context to which S25 Cattishall relates.  St Edmundsbury 

BC objects to Network Rail’s proposal on the basis that it will undermine the long-term 

and strategic planning of sustainable development in Bury St Edmunds.  Closing the 

level crossing, without replacement infrastructure, will reduce public transport links 

and limit accessibility between areas of Bury St Edmunds and the surrounding 

countryside.  For these reasons, St Edmundsbury BC requests that the Inspector 

recommend that the proposal for S25 Cattishall be removed from the Order. 
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