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1. Felixstowe should not be within the low band of charges. This will encourage developers to flood our 

town with applications whether appropriate or not. Your document clearly says 'parts of Felixstowe' so why 
does the whole of Felixstowe have to come within this band? 

I am aware the Core Strategy states the need for housing in Felixstowe and as such surely a mid range 
charge would provide better profit for the council! 

 
 

2. Comparison retail should not be zero rated. Businesses should be zero rated but comparison retail should 
not be any different to convenience retail. 
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Changes to Plan: 
1.Felixstowe should be within the mid range 

 
2. Comparison retail should be charged the same as convenience retail 
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