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consultation periods, i.e. on the Submission draft plan and on Objection 
Sites and Site Allocation Policy Representations.  The independent 
Inspectors will subsequently produce reports which may include changes to 
the plans to meet objections and other matters.  These changes will be 
binding on the Council who can then proceed to statutory adoption on a 
plan-by-plan basis.    

 
 
 ORDNANCE SURVEY MAPPING 
 
1.26 The Ordnance Survey mapping included within this document is provided by 

South Cambridgeshire District Council under licence from the Ordnance 
Survey in order to fulfil its public function to make available Council held 
public domain information. Persons viewing this mapping should contact 
Ordnance Survey copyright for advice where they wish to licence Ordnance 
Survey mapping/map data for their own use. The OS web site can be found 
at www.ordsvy.gov.uk  

 
1.27 Maps within this document are reproduced from the Ordnance Survey 

mapping with the permission of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. South 
Cambridgeshire District Council Licence No. 100022500 (2006). 
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2. INDEX OF SITE ALLOCATIONS POLICIES 
 
Cambridge East Area Action Plan 
 
INDEX OF POLICIES 
Below is a full list of all the policies in the Cambridge East Area Action Plan for 
completeness. Those that comprise Site Allocation Policies (parts where appropriate) 
for the purposes of this consultation, are shown in BOLD 
 
Note: Where there were no representations made to a Site Allocation Policy or 
subsection, the heading will not appear in the schedule of representations. 
 
CE/1 The Vision for Cambridge East  

CE/2 Development Principles - Parts 1, 2, 8 - 37  
CE/3 The Site for Cambridge East  
CE/4 The Setting of Cambridge East  

CE/5 Landscaping the Setting of Cambridge East  

CE/6 Green Separation from Fen Ditton and Teversham  

CE/7 The Structure of Cambridge East  
CE/8 The District Centre - Parts 1a-c to 6 
CE/9 Local Centres 
CE/10 Cambridge East Housing 
CE/11 Cambridge East Employment 
CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture - Parts 1, 2, 3, 4, 
6, 7, 8, 10, 11,12 
CE/13 Road Infrastructure Parts 1, 2, 3, 4a-d, 5, 9  
CE/14 Alternative Modes and Parking  
CE/15 Transport for North of Newmarket Road  
CE/16 Landscape Principles 
CE/17 Landscaping within Cambridge East 
CE/18 Linking Cambridge East to its Surroundings 

CE/19 Biodiversity  

CE/20 Existing Biodiversity Features Parts 1, 3 
CE/21 New Biodiversity Features 
CE/22 Archaeology  
CE/23 Built Heritage  
CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision - Parts 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 
CE/25 Countryside Recreation Part 1 
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xii 

CE/26 Land Drainage, Water Conservation, Foul Drainage and Sewage Disposal 
- Part 1 

CE/27 Telecommunications Infrastructure 

CE/28 Energy 
CE/29 Sustainable Building Methods and Materials 
CE/30 Noise  
CE/31 Air Quality 

CE/32 Land Contamination 

CE/33 An Exemplar in Sustainability  
CE/34 Construction Strategy - Parts 3, 6,10 

CE/35 Early Delivery of Strategic Landscaping  

CE/36 Management of Services, Facilities, Landscape and Infrastructure  

CE/37 Cambridge Airport Safety Zones  

CE/38 Infrastructure Provision  

CE/39 Timing / Order of Service Provision  

CE/40 Phasing North of Cherry Hinton  

 
 



Public Consultation

Cambridge East AAP Site Allocation Policy Representations

CE/2 Development Principles

Representation: 11723

CE/2 Development PrinciplesPolicy

Representation: 11723
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
Marshall generally supports the 35 development principle points and in particular point 10, which refers to an 
emphasis on housing.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11723

Representation: 12383
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Old Road Securities Plc (Ms Kate Sylvester-Kilroy) [2671] Object

Summary:
The delivery of the site is questioned and it is likely to take a far longer lead-in time than envisaged within the Area 
Action Plan.  Additional rural sites should be identified to meet the shortfall which will result from this site.

Additional sites in the Rural Areas should be identified due to the complex nature of the Cambridge East site.  Its 
delivery as envisaged within the Area Action Plan and the Core Strategy is questioned.

No vi, vii, vii, ix

Change To Plan Sought:

12383

Representation: 13410
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Cambridgeshire County Council (Mr Chris Blackman) [3200] Object

Summary:
The adopted Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Waste Local Plan 2003 identifies major new development areas 
such as Cambridge East as an area of search for a major waste management facility, and a preferred area for a 
household waste recycling centre. This should be acknowledged in the supporting text .

Acknowledge in supporting text that major new development areas such as Cambridge East should be 
acknowledged as  areas of search for a major waste management facility, and a preferred area forhousehold waste 
recycling centres.

Yes vi

Change To Plan Sought:

13410
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CE/2 Development Principles

Representation: 13578

Representation: 13578
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RLW Estates (Chris Goldsmith) [1285] Object

Summary:
Amendments to Policy CE/2 are required to ensure that initial phases are brought forward in a manner which 
recognises the uncertainty that exists surrounding release of the Airport/Marshall site which represents the vast 
majority of the land required in relation to the new urban quarter at Cambridge East.��An approach similar to that 
suggested in relation to the Northern Fringe East should be adopted, requiring a masterplan to be agreed which 
demonstrates how the initial phases of development at Cambridge East could be brought forward as stand-alone 
urban extensions, as well as how they would integrate with the wider development area should this be made 
available in the future.

Amendments to Policy CE/2 are required to ensure that initial phases are brought forward in a manner which 
recognises the uncertainty that exists surrounding release of the Airport/Marshall site which represents the vast 
majority of the land required in relation to the new urban quarter at Cambridge East.��Specifically point 1 should 
be amended to read as follows: 'A strategic Masterplan will need to be submitted to and approved by the Local 
Planning Authorities, which demonstrates how the initial phases of development could be developed as both stand-
alone schemes in the event that the airport site was not made available, and as part of a comprehensive 
development of the wider area prior to the granting of...'

Yes vii, ix

Agent: Boyer Planning (Mr David Lander) [1283]

Change To Plan Sought:

13578

CE/2 Development Principles, 17Policy

Representation: 11591
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature particularly support subsections 17, 18 and 32 and paragraph B.4 concerning green space, water 
features and biodiversity.

Not Specified None11591

CE/2 Development Principles, 18Policy

Representation: 11592
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature particularly support subsections 17, 18 and 32 and paragraph B.4 concerning green space, water 
features and biodiversity.

Not Specified None11592
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CE/2 Development Principles

Representation: 11695

CE/2 Development Principles, 21Policy

Representation: 11695
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Christopher Hills [883] Object

Summary:
The roads into Cambridge from the east, Newmarket Road, Coldhams Lane, Mill Road, are already congested 
beyond their capacity. Cambridge East will make this much worse.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified vii

Change To Plan Sought:

11695

Representation: 12667
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Robert Turner [3130] Object

Summary:
You cannot create a "low car dependency" development without completely removing the car- this is an 
impossibility.

Make this a zero car development.

No iii, ix

Change To Plan Sought:

12667

Representation: 14442
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Object

Summary:
Low car dependency will be impossible to achieve in today's climate.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14442

Representation: 14443
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Object

Summary:
Low car dependency will be impossible to achieve in today's climate.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14443

Representation: 14444
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Object

Summary:
Low car dependency will be impossible to achieve in today's climate.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14444
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CE/2 Development Principles

Representation: 14445

Representation: 14445
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Object

Summary:
Low car dependency will be impossible to achieve in today's climate.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14445

Representation: 14446
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Object

Summary:
Low car dependency will be impossible to achieve in today's climate.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14446

Representation: 14447
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Object

Summary:
Low car dependency will be impossible to achieve in today's climate.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14447

Representation: 14448
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Object

Summary:
Low car dependency will be impossible to achieve in today's climate.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14448

CE/2 Development Principles, 22Policy

Representation: 12021
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Kristine Vaaler [783] Support

Summary:
The inclusion of bridleways (which can be used by walkers, cyclists and riders) is laudable.

Not Specified None12021
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CE/2 Development Principles

Representation: 11906

CE/2 Development Principles, 29Policy

Representation: 11906
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
Point 29 states that the developers will provide the necessary services, infrastructure and facilities, including long-
term management and maintenance.  The intention is that Cambridge East should be a partnership between the 
authorities and the landowner/developer.  Local authorities will provide services in the normal way, with funding 
contributions, in whole or part, from the developer/landowner.  The wording of point 29 should be altered better to 
reflect the likely reality without prejudice to the requirement of substantial funding from the developer/landowner.

The wording of point 29 should be altered better to reflect the likely reality without prejudice to the requirement of 
substantial funding from the developer/landowner.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11906

CE/2 Development Principles, 31Policy

Representation: 11696
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Christopher Hills [883] Object

Summary:
Concreting over 250 hectares for Cambridge East will significantly increase the flood risk for Teversham.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified vii

Change To Plan Sought:

11696

Representation: 13855
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Environment Agency (Mr. Adam Ireland) [1315] Support

Summary:
A strategic surface water scheme is required for the Cambridge East Area.  The inclusion of this paragraph within 
the details for a strategic masterplan, informs developers of its necessity at an early stage.

No None13855

CE/2 Development Principles, 32Policy

Representation: 11593
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature particularly support subsections 17, 18 and 32 and paragraph B.4 concerning green space, water 
features and biodiversity.

Not Specified None11593
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CE/2 Development Principles

Representation: 14449

CE/2 Development Principles, 34Policy

Representation: 14449
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Support

Summary:
Development on the North Works site must be capable of being stand alone but capable of integrating with a wider 
development in the longer term.

Not Specified None14449

Representation: 14450
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Support

Summary:
Development on the North Works site must be capable of being stand alone but capable of integrating with a wider 
development in the longer term.

Not Specified None14450

Representation: 14451
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Support

Summary:
Development on the North Works site must be capable of being stand alone but capable of integrating with a wider 
development in the longer term.

Not Specified None14451

Representation: 14452
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Support

Summary:
Development on the North Works site must be capable of being stand alone but capable of integrating with a wider 
development in the longer term.

Not Specified None14452

Representation: 14453
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Support

Summary:
Development on the North Works site must be capable of being stand alone but capable of integrating with a wider 
development in the longer term.

Not Specified None14453

Representation: 14454
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Support

Summary:
Development on the North Works site must be capable of being stand alone but capable of integrating with a wider 
development in the longer term.

Not Specified None14454
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CE/2 Development Principles

Representation: 14455

Representation: 14455
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Support

Summary:
Development on the North Works site must be capable of being stand alone but capable of integrating with a wider 
development in the longer term.

Not Specified None14455
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CE/3 The Site For Cambridge East

Representation: 11726

CE/3 The Site For Cambridge EastPolicy

Representation: 11726
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
Policies CE/3(2,3,4,5,6)�Marshall supports the proposed extent and boundaries for Phase 1 North of Newmarket 
Road (Policies CE3(2, 3) and shown on the Concept Diagram and the Proposals Map. Marshall also supports 
Policies CE3(4, 5, 6) which also relate to Phase 1 North of Newmarket Road.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11726

Representation: 12022
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fen Ditton Parish Council (Ms Sara Scrivener) [1458] Object

Summary:
Much of the proposal depends upon the future availability of Cambridge Airport, which is not so far guaranteed.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

12022

Representation: 12029
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fen Ditton Parish Council (Ms Sara Scrivener) [1458] Object

Summary:
If Phase 1 proceeds, the proximity of the Airport will present some restrictions to the full development of the site, 
and a perceived threat of danger to residents. Similarly the existence of a large housing area will, as time goes on, 
result in further restrictions on what is a major employer and transport facility in Cambridge.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

12029

Representation: 13829
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Gavin Jones [3213] Object

Summary:
This is far too big a project for a village the size of Fen Ditton.  The proposed plan to build two thousand homes on 
the Marshalls North Works site is overdevelopment.  The infrastructure won't be good enough to sustain the 
increased population.  Fen Ditton is a Conservation Area.  The land is green belt.  Intolerable increase in traffic for 
Fen Ditton.

Rethink the whole scheme

No None

Change To Plan Sought:

13829

Representation: 13919
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Perry Hastings [3224] Object

Summary:
Traffic pollution and congestion would increase as the growth in air travel forces Cambridge residents to travel 
further to other airports.

Not Specified None13919
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CE/3 The Site For Cambridge East

Representation: 13933

Representation: 13933
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Miss Eloise Varin [3045] Object

Summary:
Traffic pollution and congestion would increase as the growth in air travel forces Cambridge residents to travel 
further to other airports.

Not Specified None13933

CE/3 The Site For Cambridge East, 1Policy

Representation: 12394
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RAVE (Mr Roger Fletcher) [799] Object

Summary:
The develpoment needs for this site in terms of it's desired capacity is the basis for establishing revised Green Belt 
Boundaries rather than the boundaries determining the capacity of the site.

Delete the whole of para.1�Insert The precise boundaries of Cambridge East,the land available for the new urban 
quarter of Cambridge and it's housing capacity will be ascertained only after a principled review of the Green Belt in 
this area has been completed and sunbjected to public scrutiny.

Yes iv, v, vii

Change To Plan Sought:

12394

CE/3 The Site For Cambridge East, 1, aPolicy

Representation: 12680
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Robert Turner [3130] Object

Summary:
Allowing more bikes & walkers onto High Ditch Road, in my view, is irresponsible. This road is already too busy 
with motorised transport for safe walking or cycling.

The closing of High Ditch Road to motorised transport.

No iii, ix

Change To Plan Sought:

12680

CE/3 The Site For Cambridge East, 1, bPolicy

Representation: 11699
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Christopher Hills [883] Object

Summary:
The Eastern edge of the Site of Cambridge East must not run along Airport Way. It must run along the western 
side of any green separation between Cambridge East and Teversham. There is no justification for making 
Teversham's green separation part of Cambridge East. That would simply make it easier to build on it later.

The Eastern edge of the Site of Cambridge East must run along the western side of any green separation between 
Cambridge East and Teversham.

Not Specified vii

Change To Plan Sought:

11699
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CE/3 The Site For Cambridge East

Representation: 13580

CE/3 The Site For Cambridge East, 6Policy

Representation: 13580
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RLW Estates (Chris Goldsmith) [1285] Object

Summary:
Amendments to point 6 are required in order to clarify that land not anticipated to come forward within the Plan 
period should be designated as safeguarded land, rather than forming part of the new urban quarter at this stage.

Amendments to Policy CE/3 and consequentially to the Proposals Map are required in order to clarify that land not 
anticipated to come forward within the Plan period should be designated as safeguarded land to meet longer-term 
development requirements.��Specifically point 6 should be amended to read as follows: 'The remainder of the 
site, which is not anticipated to come forward for development by 2016 is allocated as land safeguarded for 
development for the period post 2016 to meet longer-term development needs.'

Yes vii, ix

Agent: Boyer Planning (Mr David Lander) [1283]

Change To Plan Sought:

13580

CE/7 The Structure of Cambridge EastPolicy

Representation: 12912
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Prudential Assurance Company Limited [2500] Support

Summary:
The Prudential supports Policy CE/7 on the basis that the Prudential wishes to ensure that the proposed shops, 
services, cultural, leisure and community facilites that are to be provided within the new District Centre serve the 
needs of Cambridge East and the immediately surrounding area only, and that they will complement and not 
undermine the vitality and viability of, or compete with, Cambridge City Centre.  However, such an interpretation of 
Policy CE/7 potentially conflicts with Paragrpahs D1.5 and D2.5

Not Specified None

Agent: Miss Kate Espezel [2499]

12912

Representation: 13419
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Cambridgeshire County Council (Mr Chris Blackman) [3200] Object

Summary:
It is not considered that more formal provision such as playing fields is necessarily inappropriate within the green 
corridor where they can be accommodated without detracting from the landscape, biodiversity and informal 
recreation value of the corridor.

Consider formal provision such as playing fields appropriate within the green corridor where they can be 
accommodated without detracting from the landscape, biodiversity and informal recreation value of the corridor

Yes vii

Change To Plan Sought:

13419
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CE/7 The Structure of Cambridge East

Representation: 13582

CE/7 The Structure of Cambridge East, 1, aPolicy

Representation: 13582
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RLW Estates (Chris Goldsmith) [1285] Object

Summary:
Amendments to point a are required to remove reference to the principle of seeking to achieve high density 
housing, which is considered inappropriate in this sensitive peripheral location on an important approach into 
Cambridge.

The specific objective of achieving high density development across the Cambridge East new urban quarter shows 
insufficient consideration to the sensitive setting of Cambridge, and should be removed  from point a, which will 
therefore read as follows: 'High quality housing accessible to services and facilities;'

Yes vii, ix

Agent: Boyer Planning (Mr David Lander) [1283]

Change To Plan Sought:

13582

CE/7 The Structure of Cambridge East, 1, hPolicy

Representation: 11602
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature supports sub-paragrpahs (h), (n) and (o) (green corridors and green fingers).

Not Specified None11602

CE/7 The Structure of Cambridge East, 1, nPolicy

Representation: 11603
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature supports sub-paragrpahs (h), (n) and (o) (green corridors and green fingers).

Not Specified None11603

CE/7 The Structure of Cambridge East, 1, oPolicy

Representation: 11604
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature supports sub-paragrpahs (h), (n) and (o) (green corridors and green fingers).

Not Specified None11604
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CE/8 The District Centre

Representation: 11747

CE/8 The District CentrePolicy

Representation: 11747
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
The principal focus of the urban quarter will be a town centre rather than a large district centre.  The text should be 
altered accordingly.

The text should be altered to indicate that the principal focus of the urban quarter will be a town centre as opposed 
to a large district centre.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11747

CE/8 The District Centre, 2Policy

Representation: 12989
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Prudential Assurance Company Limited [2500] Support

Summary:
The Prudential supports the inclusion of the words '...having regard to the sequential test' which requires any new 
retail/leisure facilities in the centre to be assessed in the context of the sequential test.

Not Specified None

Agent: Miss Kate Espezel [2499]

12989
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 12110

CE/10 Cambridge East HousingPolicy

Representation: 12110
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

GO East (Mr John  Williamson) [2877] Object

Summary:
This policy states that the amount of affordable housing sought will be 50%, subject to consideration being given to 
the costs of the development and other planning objectives. Whilst the Government recognises the importance of 
providing affordable housing through the planning system, we are concerned that the policy, as currently proposed, 
may not be viable in terms of achieving the stated objectives, despite the caveats included.  Changes sought are 
included in the full representation and relevant text box.

Clear evidence should be provided of the viability of seeking this amount of affordable housing to demonstrate that 
what is sought is realistic and achievable and that this is tested at the examination.  An important aspect of this will 
be a demonstration of how different assumptions about the mix of affordable housing types and tenures, and how 
these might be funded, would impact on the viability and deliverability of development overall taking account of a 
range of relevant issues, such as land values, other expectations for planning obligations etc. If the policy reflects 
simply a high aspirational target that is not realistically achievable, (despite the caveats in the policy that introduce 
some flexibility) particularly when taken in the wider context of other planning obligations expected from the 
development, then we would request that it should be reconsidered and a different, lower threshold included.

No vii, vii, ix

Change To Plan Sought:

12110

Representation: 13585
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RLW Estates (Chris Goldsmith) [1285] Object

Summary:
Amendments to point s 1, 2 and 3 are required.  The densities referred to are excessive given the context of a 
peripheral urban fringe location which is important to the setting of Cambridge as a compact city, and should be 
lowered to a minimum of 35 dph and an average of 45 dph across the whole site. Changes to the overall housing 
capacity of the site will be also be required accordingly.

The densities specified at point 3 should be amended to levels more appropriate to the sensitive peripheral 
location, whilst still according with PPG3 guidance, with the last sentence reading as follows: 'Subject to the design-
led approach and the need to provide a full range of house types, the average net site density across the urban 
quarter will be at least 35 dwellings per hectare, but development will aim to achieve an average net hosing density 
in the order of 45 dwellings per hectare.'��Amendments to points 1 and 2 will also be required to reflect the more 
appropriate capacity arrived at using these revised densities.

Yes vii, ix

Agent: Boyer Planning (Mr David Lander) [1283]

Change To Plan Sought:

13585

Representation: 13609
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

House Builders Federation (Mr Paul Cronk) [135] Object

Summary:
It would seem more appropriate to now instead refer to the dwelling requirement between 2001-2021 in the East of 
England Plan, which may be adopted by the time this Development Plan Inquiry ends. ���Furthermore, the 
Government's proposed changes to PPG3 (July 2005) and Draft PPS3 (December 2005) now advocate provision 
for 15 years housing land supply in Development Plans.��Therefore, the text is considered to be contrary to test 
of soundness (iv).

[THE REPRESENTOR HAS NOT PROPOSED SPECIFIC CHANGES TO THE PLAN]

Yes iv

Change To Plan Sought:

13609
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 13628

Representation: 13628
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Harcourt Developments Ltd. (c/o Agent) [1735] Object

Summary:
The Cambridge East proposals are constrained by the requirement to relocate both Marshall's Works and 
Cambridge Airport. There is no certainty that the allocations can come forward during the Plan period. Rather, they 
will not come forward until after 2016 and leave a shortfall of housing land supply.

The draft proposals in the AAP should be amended to provide for a more realistic assessment of housing land 
supply from the Cambridge East Area. Anything that is not realistic should be deleted from the AAP. ��The 
genereal area should be safequarded for development post 2016 to come forward in accordance with emerging 
housing requirements in the East of England Plan.

Yes None

Agent: Woolf Bond Planning (Mr J Woolf) [1274]

Change To Plan Sought:

13628

Representation: 13632
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Martin Grant Homes Ltd (c/o Agent) [1736] Object

Summary:
The Cambridge East proposals are constrained by the requirement to relocate both Marshall's Works and 
Cambridge Airport. There is no certainty that the allocations can come forward during the Plan period. Rather, they 
will not come forward until after 2016 and leave a shortfall of housing land supply.

The draft proposals in the AAP should be amended to provide for a more realistic assessment of housing land 
supply from the Cambridge East Area. Anything that is not realistic should be deleted from the AAP. ��The 
general area should be safeguarded for development post 2016 to come forward in accordance with emerging 
housing requirements in the East of England Plan.

Yes None

Agent: Woolf Bond Planning (Mr J Woolf) [1274]

Change To Plan Sought:

13632

Representation: 13833
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RAVE (Mr Tim Wheatley) [3214] Object

Summary:
The proposed density is very high, even by present day standards.  There can be no guarantee that developers will 
not be able to apply much higher densities.  For example, in current proposals for the Cambridge Rail Station 
scheme, densities are some four times that proposed in the Local Development plan.  The provision of a high 
proportion of high-density social housing on a limited site must generate the risk of a 'sink estate' forming adjoining 
an area of Cambridge (Abbey Ward) which already has high poverty.

Yes vi13833

Representation: 14120
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Margaret Wright [3131] Object

Summary:
Average net density of 75 is contradicted under D4.2 net density in order of 75 dwellings per hectare.� �Actual 
density could be much higher is 'design' warrants it.� �This could let in very high density/tower blocks without 
further consultation. Tower block dwelling not in keeping with Cambridge..has led to many social 
problems..currently blocks built in 60s being demolished.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

No None

Change To Plan Sought:

14120
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 14521

Representation: 14521
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Object

Summary:
The density is too high in this rural area close to the village of Fen Ditton.  50 dwellings per hectare should be the 
absolute maximum.  Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the 
Fison Road Estate.

Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the Fison Road Estate.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14521

Representation: 14522
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Object

Summary:
The density is too high in this rural area close to the village of Fen Ditton.  50 dwellings per hectare should be the 
absolute maximum.  Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the 
Fison Road Estate.

Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the Fison Road Estate.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14522

Representation: 14523
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Object

Summary:
The density is too high in this rural area close to the village of Fen Ditton.  50 dwellings per hectare should be the 
absolute maximum.  Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the 
Fison Road Estate.

Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the Fison Road Estate.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14523

Representation: 14524
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Object

Summary:
The density is too high in this rural area close to the village of Fen Ditton.  50 dwellings per hectare should be the 
absolute maximum.  Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the 
Fison Road Estate.

Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the Fison Road Estate.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14524

Representation: 14525
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Object

Summary:
The density is too high in this rural area close to the village of Fen Ditton.  50 dwellings per hectare should be the 
absolute maximum.  Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the 
Fison Road Estate.

Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the Fison Road Estate.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14525
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 14526

Representation: 14526
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Object

Summary:
The density is too high in this rural area close to the village of Fen Ditton.  50 dwellings per hectare should be the 
absolute maximum.  Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the 
Fison Road Estate.

Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the Fison Road Estate.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14526

Representation: 14527
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Object

Summary:
The density is too high in this rural area close to the village of Fen Ditton.  50 dwellings per hectare should be the 
absolute maximum.  Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the 
Fison Road Estate.

Density should be no greater than on the neighbouring estate abutting this development, the Fison Road Estate.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14527
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 11751

CE/10 Cambridge East Housing, 3Policy

Representation: 11751
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
The average density across the urban quarter should be at 75 dwellings per hectare, with no phase achieving less 
than 50 dwellings per hectare.  Given the long period of development, it may be appropriate to make the density 
figures indicative rather than prescriptive.

The average density across the urban quarter should be at 75 dwellings per hectare, with no phase achieving less 
than 50 dwellings per hectare.  Given the long period of development, it may be appropriate to make the density 
figures indicative rather than prescriptive.

Yes vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11751

Representation: 12407
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RAVE (Mr Roger Fletcher) [799] Object

Summary:
The desired capacity of this site has dobled when compared with the Cambridge Green Belt Review commissioned 
by South Cambridgeshire District Council for the Structure Plan Review

Delete  any reference to specific density targets. Insert reference to the overall desity requirements specified in the 
Development Control Document.

Yes iv, v, vii

Change To Plan Sought:

12407

Representation: 13610
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

House Builders Federation (Mr Paul Cronk) [135] Object

Summary:
It is stated that the average net site density across the urban quarter will be at least 50 dwellings per hectare, but 
development will aim to achieve an average net housing density in the order of 75 dwellings per hectare. The HBF 
would question how realistically achievable such densities are. Consequently, the Plan is considered contrary to 
tests of soundness (viii) and (ix).

[THE REPRESENTOR HAS NOT PROPOSED SPECIFIC CHANGES TO THE PLAN]

Yes vii, ix

Change To Plan Sought:

13610
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 13745

CE/10 Cambridge East Housing, 4Policy

Representation: 13745
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fairview New Homes (c/o Agent) [1628] Object

Summary:
Fairview object to specific housing mixes being set for developments.  Fairview request that there must be 
sufficient flexibility for the composition of each residential development to be determined by developers at the time 
an application is submitted.

Fairview would therefore strongly request that the approach is not adopted and that it is made clear that there will 
always be an appropriate level of flexibility for house builders to best determine the appropriate requirements of a 
site based on market and commercial considerations having regard also to general planning policies and 
environmental considerations.

No None

Agent: RPS (Mr John  Wacher) [2471]

Change To Plan Sought:

13745

Representation: 14528
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Object

Summary:
Apartments  are not considered suitable for this site .  They would be visually out of place when viewed from the 
village of Fen Ditton.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14528

Representation: 14529
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Object

Summary:
Apartments  are not considered suitable for this site .  They would be visually out of place when viewed from the 
village of Fen Ditton.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14529

Representation: 14530
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Object

Summary:
Apartments  are not considered suitable for this site .  They would be visually out of place when viewed from the 
village of Fen Ditton.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14530
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 14531

Representation: 14531
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Object

Summary:
Apartments  are not considered suitable for this site .  They would be visually out of place when viewed from the 
village of Fen Ditton.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14531

Representation: 14532
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Object

Summary:
Apartments  are not considered suitable for this site .  They would be visually out of place when viewed from the 
village of Fen Ditton.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14532

Representation: 14533
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Object

Summary:
Apartments  are not considered suitable for this site .  They would be visually out of place when viewed from the 
village of Fen Ditton.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14533

Representation: 14534
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Object

Summary:
Apartments  are not considered suitable for this site .  They would be visually out of place when viewed from the 
village of Fen Ditton.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14534
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 11753

CE/10 Cambridge East Housing, 5Policy

Representation: 11753
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
Requiring 50% affordable housing, of which a major element will be socially rented, will produce a social structure 
unlike any other in a development of up to between 10,000 and 12,000 homes.��In those cirucmstances, CE/10/5 
should be altered to confirm that the target for affordable housing for Cambridge East is 30%.

CE/10/5 should be altered to confirm that the target for affordable housing for Cambridge East is 30%.

Yes vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11753

Representation: 13611
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

House Builders Federation (Mr Paul Cronk) [135] Object

Summary:
The policy and its reasoned justification are considered in parts to be at important variance from: ��-�Circular 
6/98;�-�PPG3 Housing - Influencing the Size, Type and Affordability of Housing (July 2003); and��-�ODPM 
Consultation Paper 'Planning for Mixed Communities' (January 2005).��The suggested threshold of 
approximately (more than?) 50% affordable housing provision (but not less than 40%) is not considered to be 
either realistic or achievable. ��It is not evident whether the Council has given proper consideration to the viability 
of individual developments as required by Government guidance.

[THE REPRESENTOR HAS NOT PROPOSED SPECIFIC CHANGES TO THE PLAN]

Yes iv, vi, ix

Change To Plan Sought:

13611

Representation: 13746
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fairview New Homes (c/o Agent) [1628] Object

Summary:
Fairview New Homes object to the statement that the council will seek the provision of approximately 50% 
affordable housing.  This is unjustified as guidance in Circular 6/98 clearly states that policies for affordable 
housing should set "indicative" targets for specific sites and should not set a fixed quota.

The expected target provision should not be included within the document other than as an indicative target  and 
there should be scope included in the policy to consider the particular merits of each case.

No None

Agent: RPS (Mr John  Wacher) [2471]

Change To Plan Sought:

13746

CE/10 Cambridge East Housing, 6Policy

Representation: 11756
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/10/6�It is not possible to ensure that "adequate housing will be limited to people in housing need and must be 
available in the long-term".  Changes in legislation are extending the right to buy, which may prevent achieving the 
housing's long-term availability.

C/10/6 should be omitted.

Yes vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11756
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CE/10 Cambridge East Housing

Representation: 11757

CE/10 Cambridge East Housing, 7Policy

Representation: 11757
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/10/7�At the level of 50% provision, it is not possible to pepper-pot affordable housing in small groups or 
clusters.

CE/10/7 should be omitted.

Yes vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11757

Representation: 13091
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Andrew Swaine [2557] Object

Summary:
The site will become a ghetto for low-income families only.

There is no mention of homes for families, yet there is an expectation that there will be enough families in the 
development to warrant a new secondary school!

No vii

Change To Plan Sought:

13091

CE/10 Cambridge East Housing, 10Policy

Representation: 11758
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
C/10/10�The last sentence should be omitted to keep open the possibility of contributing to off-site provision.

The last sentence should be omitted.

Yes vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11758
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CE/11 Cambridge East Employment

Representation: 11734

CE/11 Cambridge East EmploymentPolicy

Representation: 11734
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
CE/11 - Cambridge East Employment�Marshall is supportive of the general principles set out.  Marshall itself will 
retain employment at Cambridge East, estimated to be of the order of 1,000 jobs.  Objective D5(a) should be 
altered to refer to some people.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11734

Representation: 13424
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Cambridgeshire County Council (Mr Chris Blackman) [3200] Object

Summary:
Need to allow for the possibility of  major waste management facilities within general emoployment areas, although 
the approach has not yet been decided in the Mineral and Waste Local Development Framework.

Allow for the possibility of  major waste management facilities within general emoployment areas.

Yes vi

Change To Plan Sought:

13424

Representation: 13835
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RAVE (Mr Tim Wheatley) [3214] Object

Summary:
Under the current proposals the loss of the current high quality jobs at Marshalls would be certain.  The proposals 
for replacement are uncertain, as is their quality.  Inevitably there would be much commuting out of the site, both 
locally and further afield along the A10/M11 corridor and to London.

Yes vi13835

Representation: 13912
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Perry Hastings [3224] Object

Summary:
It would remove the largest employer outside the University - Marshalls Aerospace from the City.��The airfield 
brings business to the City by opening its doors to a worldwide marketplace benefiting Cambridge's growing 
commerical community.

Not Specified None13912

Representation: 13922
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Miss Eloise Varin [3045] Object

Summary:
It would remove the largest single employer outside the University - Marshall's Aerospace from the City.��The 
airfield brings business to the City by opening its doors to a worldwide marketplace benefitting Cambridge's 
growing commercial community.

Not Specified None13922
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CE/11 Cambridge East Employment

Representation: 14112

Representation: 14112
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Royal Mail Group (Ms Katy Walker) [1170] Object

Summary:
POLICY ET/1 FAILS TO ENCOMPASS COMPARABLE EMPLOYMENT GENERATING USES SUCH AS ROYAL 
MAIL DELIVERY OFFICES, SORTING OFFICES AND MAIL CENTRES.  THIS APPROACH FAILS TO ACCORD 
WITH PPG12, WHICH REQUIRES LOCAL AUTHORITIES TO CONSIDER THE LAND USE REQUIREMENTS 
OF PUBLIC SERVICE PROVIDERS WHEN OPERATING DEVELOPMENT PLANS. THE FAILURE TO PROVIDE 
FOR ROYAL MAIL'S REQUIREMENTS WOULD LEAD TO UNNECESSARY TIME DELAYS AND COSTS IN 
SEEKING PLANNING APPROVAL FOR FACILITIES THAT SHOULD APPROPRIATELY LOCATED IN AREAS 
IDENTIFIED AS BEING SUITABLE FOR EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT.

POLICY TO BE REWORDED TO INCLUDE APPROPRIATE SUI GENERIS WITHIN POLICY CE/11

Yes iv, vii

Change To Plan Sought:

14112
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CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture

Representation: 13748

CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and CulturePolicy

Representation: 13748
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fairview New Homes (c/o Agent) [1628] Object

Summary:
The policy should conform to ODPM Circular 05/2005.  Planning obligations should be necessary from a planning 
point of view, they should be reasonably related in scale and kind to the proposed development & reasonable in all 
other respects and that they should not be used to achieve wider planning objectives that are not necessary to 
allow consent to be given for a particular development.

Fairview require that the document specifies that the use of planning pbligations should conform to the guidance 
issued in ODPM Circular 05/2005.  The policy should state that the provision of community facilities and other 
requirements will only be sought where they are necessary to make the development acceptable in planning 
terms.  The need for and level of provision should be considered according to the projected needs of the area, 
taking account of the level of services and provision that already exists and may reasonably serve the site.  The 
plan should acknowledge the potential role of a range of service providers who typically contribute to the delivery of 
sustainable communities.

No None

Agent: RPS (Mr John  Wacher) [2471]

Change To Plan Sought:

13748

Representation: 13917
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Perry Hastings [3224] Object

Summary:
It would deny many people enjoying the recreational facilities the airfield brings in the form of pleasure flying and 
general aviation.��It would bring the closure of the flying school of 70 years in the City to an end.��It would deny 
local residents of the use of a convenient local airfield.��The destruction and demolition of the vast facilities on 
the airfield to accomodate housing that could be built on a number of empty sites within 2 miles would be a 
senseless and unnecessary waste.

Not Specified None13917

Representation: 13929
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Miss Eloise Varin [3045] Object

Summary:
It would deny many people enjoying the recreational facilities the airfield brings in the form of pleasure flying and 
general aviation.��It would bring the closure of the flying school of 70 years in the City.��It would deny local 
residents the use of a convenient airfield.��The destruction and demolition of the vast facilities on the airfield to 
accomodate housing that could be built on a number of empty sites within 2 miles would be a senseless and 
unnecessary waste.

Not Specified None13929

Representation: 14113
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Royal Mail Group (Ms Katy Walker) [1170] Object

Summary:
IT IS STRONGLY SUGGESTED THAT POLICY CE/11 AND/OR ITS SUPPORTING TEXT SHOULD BE 
AMENDED TO ADVISE DEVELOPERS THAT THE DIRECT IMPACTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT SHOULD BE 
FUNDED DIRECTLY FROM THE DEVELOPMENT.

ALTERNATION/ADDITION TO POLICY CE/11 AND/OR ITS SUPPORTING TEXT

No iv, ix

Change To Plan Sought:

14113
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CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture

Representation: 11767

CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture, 1Policy

Representation: 11767
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
Marshall recognises that the development will make substantial funds available to help achieve the necessary level 
of community and other support services.  However, any contribution must be reasonably related to the 
development.  Should the development be required to accommodate other uses, such transactions will be on an 
appropriate commercial basis.

The paragraph should indicate that if the development is required to accommodate uses which do not arise directly 
from or are not reasonably related to Cambridge East, such transactions will be on an appropriate commercial 
basis.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11767

CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture, 2Policy

Representation: 11769
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
In providing land for faith, Marshall will require an ecumenical approach.

It should be indicated that in providing land for faith, Marshall will require an ecumenical approach.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11769

CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture, 11Policy

Representation: 11813
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
Marshall remains to be convinced of the necessity to appoint a lead artist to inform a strategy for public art.  
��
The words "with the appointment of a lead �artist(s)" should be omitted.

The words "with the appointment of a lead �artist(s)" should be omitted.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11813
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CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture

Representation: 14549

CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture, 12Policy

Representation: 14549
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Support

Summary:
It is essential that the development should function as a neighbourhood in its own right for some time ahead of 
subsequent phases of development.

Not Specified None14549

Representation: 14550
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Support

Summary:
It is essential that the development should function as a neighbourhood in its own right for some time ahead of 
subsequent phases of development.

Not Specified None14550

Representation: 14551
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Support

Summary:
It is essential that the development should function as a neighbourhood in its own right for some time ahead of 
subsequent phases of development.

Not Specified None14551

Representation: 14552
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Support

Summary:
It is essential that the development should function as a neighbourhood in its own right for some time ahead of 
subsequent phases of development.

Not Specified None14552

Representation: 14553
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Support

Summary:
It is essential that the development should function as a neighbourhood in its own right for some time ahead of 
subsequent phases of development.

Not Specified None14553

Representation: 14554
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Support

Summary:
It is essential that the development should function as a neighbourhood in its own right for some time ahead of 
subsequent phases of development.

Not Specified None14554
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CE/12 Community Services, Facilities, Leisure, Arts and Culture

Representation: 14555

Representation: 14555
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Support

Summary:
It is essential that the development should function as a neighbourhood in its own right for some time ahead of 
subsequent phases of development.

Not Specified None14555
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CE/13 Road Infrastructure

Representation: 13838

CE/13 Road InfrastructurePolicy

Representation: 13838
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RAVE (Mr Tim Wheatley) [3214] Object

Summary:
There is no clear adequate provision for high quality public transport.  Newmarket Rd, which is proposed as the 
main route, is already heavily congested, as are other routes such as Coldhams Lane and Cherry Hinton Road.  All 
these routes traverse a bottleneck where the road crosses the railway.��Cannot believe that development of the 
size proposed can be made without extensive additions to the road network - developers contributions could not 
meet total costs.  Consideration has not been given to the environmental impacts of a major road scheme.��The 
suggestion that problems can be resolved by providing 'bus priority along East Road' can only be made by 
someone with no knowledge of the current continual high congestion in East Road.

Yes vi13838

Representation: 13915
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Perry Hastings [3224] Object

Summary:
Creating thousands of homes in the Newmarket Road area would make an already hopelessly congested 
Newmarket Road retail area through into town intolerable.

Not Specified None13915

Representation: 13924
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Miss Eloise Varin [3045] Object

Summary:
Creating thousands of homes in the Newmarket Road area would make the already hopelessly congested 
Newmarket Road retail area through to town intolerable.

Not Specified None13924

Representation: 13965
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Highways Agency (Mr Colin Bambury) [136] Object

Summary:
The implications of the scale of vehicular impact generated by Cambridge East on the local road network, and/or 
the adjacent A14 have not been quantified.

The Highways Agency wishes, therefore, to maintain its 'in-principle' objection to the provision of an additional 
junction on the A14 to service a new Cambridge East urban expansion.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

13965

Representation: 13970
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Highways Agency (Mr Colin Bambury) [136] Object

Summary:
The development control policy of the Secretary of State for Transport is to seek to reduce new accesses to the 
trunk road network and we remain to be convinced that a new junction is justified to accommodate sustainable 
growth at Cambridge East.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

13970
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CE/13 Road Infrastructure

Representation: 11822

CE/13 Road Infrastructure, 2Policy

Representation: 11822
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The National Trust (Mr Michael Halls) [464] Object

Summary:
The Plan needs to recognise that if the current study by Steer Davis recommends that a new access is required on 
to the A14 then care will be needed to ensure that the new junction does not compromise the siting of the Bridge of 
Reeds.  The bridge will provide an important link from the new development to the Wicken Fen Vision area and 
should be kept completely separate from traffic entering and exiting the A14.

Recognition that if it is decided that a new junction to the A14 is required, it should not conflict with the site of the 
proposed Bridge of Reeds that will provide the main access for walkers and cyclists to the Wicken Fen Vision area 
referred to in Policy CE/2.5.

No vii

Change To Plan Sought:

11822

Representation: 12013
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fen Ditton Parish Council (Ms Sara Scrivener) [1458] Object

Summary:
The proposal to widen the A14 to 3 lanes from Girton to Fen Ditton will act as a magnet for vehicles to approach 
and leave via Fen Ditton. It seems obvious that any widening should continue to Quy, with the developers of 
Cambridge East contributing towards the extension.

It seems obvious that any widening should continue to Quy, with the developers of Cambridge East contributing 
towards the extension.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

12013

Representation: 13972
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Highways Agency (Mr Colin Bambury) [136] Object

Summary:
The AAP reference to a new requirement for improved access to the A14 at Stow-cum-Quy (jun.35), or the 
provision of a new junction between the existing Fen Ditton (jun.34) and Stow-cum-Quy junctions, may well 
encourage use of the Trunk Road for more local trips. However, the resulting consequences for A14 mainline 
capacity is not addressed within the Action Plan, other than perhaps in paragraph D7.11 which makes reference to 
a contribution may be sought from developers to improve the capacity of orbital movements in Cambridge. These 
contributions could, presumably, include the A14. Currently, the Highways Agency has no plans to improve the D2 
standard Fen Ditton - Newmarket section of the A14, so it is difficult to see how, under current policy, delivery of 
the required A14 improvements to enable Cambridge East development to take place, could be calculated.

The Highways Agency wishes, therefore, to maintain its 'in-principle' objection to the provision of an additional 
junction on the A14 to service a new Cambridge East urban expansion.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

13972
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CE/13 Road Infrastructure

Representation: 11788

CE/13 Road Infrastructure, 3Policy

Representation: 11788
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/13 - A14 Access�Marshall objects to this element of policy.  It does not allow for the possibility of Fen Ditton 
junction fulfilling a slightly different role, perhaps by increased use for public transport, although that is not said 
expressly.  Facilitating public transport may require alteration or management of the junction, both to favour public 
transport use.

The paragraph should be expanded by the following words- ��... except to provide for public transport.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11788

CE/13 Road Infrastructure, 4Policy

Representation: 12015
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fen Ditton Parish Council (Ms Sara Scrivener) [1458] Object

Summary:
Any development must ensure that public or private vehicles from Cambridge East are prevented from transiting 
via High Ditch Road and Horningsea Road. Any public transport links noted in Para. D7.17 must not be permitted 
to use High Ditch Road. Initially any such link could more easily proceed to the Science Park by way of the Quy 
Roundabout and the A14.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

12015

Representation: 13421
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Cambridgeshire County Council (Mr Chris Blackman) [3200] Object

Summary:
The possibility of additional access points to serve portions of the development or a change in their location should 
not be ruled out at this stage in the process. For example we would not wish to rule out at this stage the possibility 
of a second access to Airport Way to serve the part of the development north of the green corridor and south of 
Newmarket Road.

A degree of flexibility should be incorporated into the wording of both the policy and the supporting text in 
paragraph D7.10.

Yes vii

Change To Plan Sought:

13421
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CE/13 Road Infrastructure

Representation: 13104

CE/13 Road Infrastructure, 4, aPolicy

Representation: 13104
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Andrew Swaine [2557] Object

Summary:
Following the confusing change of lane usage on the eastbound approach to the Newmarket Road / Barnwell Road 
roundabout, there has been heavy outbound congestion along Newmarket Road, and increased danger to cyclists 
due to cars having to cut in front of them in order to get to Ditton Lane. This roundabout must be returned to its 
original configuration or allow straight ahead traffic in both lanes in this direction if it is to have any chance of 
coping with the increased traffic flow.

Include remodelling of Newmarket Road / Barnwell Road roundabout to increase flow and cyclist safety (i.e. 
previous configuration).

No vii

Change To Plan Sought:

13104

Representation: 13107
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Andrew Swaine [2557] Object

Summary:
Otherwise we'll have a repeat of the CRP chaos.

Regarding the new connections to Newmarket Road itself, an analysis must be performed to show that these will 
not cause congestion in this area for through traffic. The choice of junction and layout must be specified -- closely 
spaced junctions controlled by traffic lights are obviously not an acceptable due to the retail park experience, 
whereas roundabouts of the type successfully used in South Cambridge may work. Until the analysis of traffic 
movements and expected congestion levels has been performed, it must be assumed that the congestion will be 
unacceptable.

No vii

Change To Plan Sought:

13107
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CE/13 Road Infrastructure

Representation: 11816

CE/13 Road Infrastructure, 4, bPolicy

Representation: 11816
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/13/4/b�In dealing with primary road access, access to Airport Way is confined to the Gazelle Way roundabout.  
Marshall objects to that, being advised that an appropriate vehicular access can be achieved further north on 
Airport Way, between Airport Way roundabout and the junction with Church Road.  By allowing a vehicular link 
there, a much more logical system of access to existing primary roads can be achieved to avoid forcing 
unnecessary traffic onto Newmarket Road for people wishing to access Airport Way and creating longer journeys.

Access to Airport Way should not be confined to the Gazelle Way roundabout as an appropriate vehicular access 
can be achieved further north on Airport Way, between Airport Way roundabout and the junction with Church Road.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11816

Representation: 11936
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Teversham Parish Council (Mrs Christine Hinch) [1967] Object

Summary:
Teversham Parish Council has severe concerns that the proposal to create a primary road access to Cambridge 
East at the Gazelle Way roundabout will have an adverse impact on both the local environment and the residential 
amenities of existing residents in Teversham Village and the Foxgloves Estate. It welcomes the requirement for the 
Developers of Cambridge East to submit a detailed Transport Assessment but is not yet convinced that traffic 
management measures can successfully minimise the traffic impact on residents.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

11936

CE/13 Road Infrastructure, 5Policy

Representation: 11605
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature supports subsection 5 (new roads to avoid adverse landscape and nature reserve impacts).

Not Specified None11605

CE/13 Road Infrastructure, 9Policy

Representation: 11818
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/13/9�Although Marshall is supportive of the proposal to relocate the park and ride site to south of Newmarket 
Road and east of Airport Way,the policy might usefully be worded in a provisional way, to leave open the possibility 
of a more distant relocation of the park and ride site, should that prove more attractive on the basis of further 
experience and scrutiny.

This policy should be worded in a provisional way, to leave open the possibility of a more distant relocation of the 
park and ride site, should that prove more attractive on the basis of further experience and scrutiny.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11818
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CE/14 Alternative Modes and Parking

Representation: 11820

CE/14 Alternative Modes and ParkingPolicy

Representation: 11820
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/14/2.a,b,c and d�Whilst Marshall is generally supportive, it questions the need to specify high quality links to 
Cambridge West and, to a lesser extent, the Science Park and Cambridge Northern Fringe.  It is premature to 
require a connection with Cambridgeshire Guided Bus until a decision is taken on Phase 2.��A guided bus link to 
the City centre may be appropriate but it is likely to involve both on and off-road running, as is the case with the 
current proposal.

A connection with Cambridgeshire Guided Bus should not be required until a decision is taken on Phase 2.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11820

Representation: 11821
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/14/4�Marshall objects to the absolute requirement to provide an initial subsidy for a 12-month period to new 
residents to encourage bus usage.  It is unjustifiable.  Given the absolute and comparative popularity of cycling in 
Cambridge, any scheme of subsidy to encourage modal shift away from car use, should first look at cycling.

Any scheme of subsidy to encourage modal shift away from car use should look first at cycling.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11821

Representation: 13637
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Peter Pope [3169] Object

Summary:
The transport policies have not considered an existing sustainable transport option in an environemntally sensitive 
area - the river. Chesterton Station will become an important facility on a timescale compatible with the 
development of Cambridge East. Benefits would also be enjoyed by Cherry Hinton, Fulbourn and Newmarket.

The Cambridge-Ipswich railway should be shown on development maps. The option to use the railway as part of a 
sustainable transport plan should be address.

No vii

Change To Plan Sought:

13637
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CE/14 Alternative Modes and Parking

Representation: 11823

CE/14 Alternative Modes and Parking, 5Policy

Representation: 11823
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/14/5�Marshall is generally supportive of achieving a high level of accessibility but questions the reference to 
horse riding routes, which seems odd.

The reference to horse riding routes should be omitted.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11823

Representation: 13088
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Andrew Swaine [2557] Object

Summary:
It is going to be difficult to improve this after the development.

There is no mention made of the experience cyclists travelling along Coldham's Road will have.  This is currently a 
fairly busy route, but is narrow and dangerous.  As the amount of  traffic on this road increases and the area is 
developed, it should be accompanied by a wide, off-road cycle path running between the Barnwell Road 
roundabout and Cherry Hinton.

No vi

Change To Plan Sought:

13088

CE/15 Transport for North of Newmarket Road, 1Policy

Representation: 11826
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/15/1�Marshall remains to be convinced that a separate public transport only access is required onto 
Newmarket Road,.  On advice, Marshall takes the view that that will not be achievable within Phase 1 but 
recognises that it may be possible during Phase 2.  However, it is likely to rely on the current park and ride 
junction, modified as appropriate to take account of its role as an urban park..

The reference to a separate public transport only access should make clear that it will not be achievable within 
Phase 1 but might be possible during Phase 2.  As a result, Marshall is likely to rely on the current park and ride 
junction, modified as appropriate to take account of its role as an urban park.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11826

CE/16 Landscape PrinciplesPolicy

Representation: 13839
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RAVE (Mr Tim Wheatley) [3214] Object

Summary:
No clear separation is made between the proposed development and neighbouring villages, especially 
Teversham.  The proposed 'green fingers' are very narrow, no more than 200 metres.  The status of the proposed 
country park is not clear.  The proposals would lead to continous urban sprawl in contravention of the principles of 
the Structure Plan.

Yes vi13839
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CE/16 Landscape Principles

Representation: 11829

CE/16 Landscape Principles, 1Policy

Representation: 11829
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
Policy CE/16/1�Marshall agrees that a Landscape Strategy for Cambridge East should be submitted, approved 
and implemented to help deliver a quality landscape setting for Cambridge East. Marshall has already embarked 
on the preparation of such a strategy (see the Cambridge East Living Spaces report) and this supports all of the 
principles of Policy CE/16/1.�

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11829

CE/16 Landscape Principles, 1, ePolicy

Representation: 11608
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature support sub-paragraph CE/16(e) and for paragraphs D8.1 and D8.6-7.

Not Specified None11608

CE/16 Landscape Principles, 2Policy

Representation: 11830
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
Policy CE/16/2�Marshall supports Policies CE/16/2 which stipulates the treatment of construction spoil on site in a 
manner appropriate to the local topography and landscape character, and the retention of existing landscape 
features on the site which are appropriate to the local landscape character. These principles have been 
incorporated into the Preliminary Landscape Masterplan proposed within the Cambridge East Living Spaces report 
and will be developed further as the masterplan progresses.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11830

CE/16 Landscape Principles, 4Policy

Representation: 11831
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
Policy CE/16/4�Marshall supports Policies CE/16/4 which stipulates the treatment of construction spoil on site in a 
manner appropriate to the local topography and landscape character, and the retention of existing landscape 
features on the site which are appropriate to the local landscape character. These principles have been 
incorporated into the Preliminary Landscape Masterplan proposed within the Cambridge East Living Spaces report 
and will be developed further as the masterplan progresses.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11831
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CE/16 Landscape Principles

Representation: 11832

CE/16 Landscape Principles, 5Policy

Representation: 11832
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
The northern sections of this tree belt should be retained as strategic landscaping but the east and west sections 
should become public open space.

Policy CE/16/5 should be reworded to say:��'The existing tree belt along the northern boundary of the site, along 
the disused railway line and High Ditch Road, will be retained and enhanced as strategic landscaping to the 
development. The existing tree belts on the western boundary of the development where it adjoins the existing 
edge of Cambridge, and the eastern edge of Phase 1 where it currently runs between two arable fields, will be 
retained as woodland but developed as LEAPs (Local Equipped Areas for Play). This could include selective 
thinning to create clearings and the introduction of appropriate play equipment, picnic furniture etc. '

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11832

Representation: 14598
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Object

Summary:
[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROVIDE A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE CHANGE]

Present wording: The existing tree belt around the edge of the site will be retained and enhanced as strategic 
landscaping to the development. This COULD include extensions to the tree belt�Replacement wording: MUST.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14598

Representation: 14599
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Object

Summary:
[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROVIDE A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE CHANGE]

Present wording: The existing tree belt around the edge of the site will be retained and enhanced as strategic 
landscaping to the development.  This COULD include extensions to the tree belt�Replacement wording: MUST.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14599

Representation: 14600
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Object

Summary:
[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROVIDE A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE CHANGE]

Present wording: The existing tree belt around the edge of the site will be retained and enhanced as strategic 
landscaping to the development.  This COULD include extensions to the tree belt�Replacement wording: MUST.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14600

Page 36 of 56Cambridge East AAP Site Allocation Policy Representations

Public Consultation



CE/16 Landscape Principles

Representation: 14601

Representation: 14601
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Object

Summary:
[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROVIDE A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE CHANGE]

Present wording: The existing tree belt around the edge of the site will be retained and enhanced as strategic 
landscaping to the development.  This COULD include extensions to the tree belt�Replacement wording: MUST.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14601

Representation: 14602
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Object

Summary:
[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROVIDE A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE CHANGE]

Present wording: The existing tree belt around the edge of the site will be retained and enhanced as strategic 
landscaping to the development.  This COULD include extensions to the tree belt�Replacement wording: MUST.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14602

Representation: 14603
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Object

Summary:
[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROVIDE A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE CHANGE]

Present wording: The existing tree belt around the edge of the site will be retained and enhanced as strategic 
landscaping to the development.  This COULD include extensions to the tree belt�Replacement wording: MUST.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14603

Representation: 14604
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Object

Summary:
[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROVIDE A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE CHANGE]

Present wording: The existing tree belt around the edge of the site will be retained and enhanced as strategic 
landscaping to the development.  This COULD include extensions to the tree belt�Replacement wording: MUST.

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14604
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CE/17 Landscaping within Cambridge East

Representation: 11836

CE/17 Landscaping within Cambridge EastPolicy

Representation: 11836
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
Policies CE/17/1 and 4 - Green Fingers�Marshall supports these policies relating to Green Fingers. �

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11836

Representation: 11838
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
CE/17/5,6,7 and 8�Marshall supports these policies which set out some design principles relating to the existing 
edge of the City, landscaping of the built environment, the Urban Park and landscaping of open spaces.�

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11838

CE/17 Landscaping within Cambridge East, 3Policy

Representation: 11613
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature supports subsections 3 and 4 and for paragraphs D8.9-12.

Not Specified None11613

Representation: 11837
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
Policy CE/17/3�The first sentence of this policy should be re-worded to say 'They will have landscaping and 
biodiversity value and also perform a recreational function for formal and informal recreation, and children's play'. 
This would be consistent with supporting paragraph D8.10 which states that 'There may be potential for the wider 
areas of the Green Fingers to accommodate some formal sports provision ...' and with the Cambridge East Living 
Spaces report which proposes courts and formal pitches as well as children's play within these fingers in a manner 
which will contribute positively to their character and vitality.

The first sentence of this policy should be re-worded to say 'They will have landscaping and biodiversity value and 
also perform a recreational function for formal and informal recreation, and children's play'.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11837

Representation: 12025
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Kristine Vaaler [783] Support

Summary:
Support provision for pedestrians, cyclists and horseriders.

Not Specified None12025
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CE/17 Landscaping within Cambridge East

Representation: 11614

CE/17 Landscaping within Cambridge East, 4Policy

Representation: 11614
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature supports subsections 3 and 4 and for paragraphs D8.9-12.

Not Specified None11614

CE/20 Existing Biodiversity FeaturesPolicy

Representation: 11618
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature strongly supports this Policy.

Not Specified None11618

Representation: 12051
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire, 
Northamptonshire & Peterborough (Mr Martin Baker) [992]

Support

Summary:
The Wildlife Trust fully supports this policy.

Not Specified None12051

CE/20 Existing Biodiversity Features, 1Policy

Representation: 13853
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Environment Agency (Mr. Adam Ireland) [1315] Support

Summary:
Support is given to this policy requiring developers to undertake appropriate ecological surveys and monitoring.

No None13853

CE/21 New Biodiversity FeaturesPolicy

Representation: 11619
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature strongly supports this Policy.

Not Specified None11619

Representation: 12053
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire, 
Northamptonshire & Peterborough (Mr Martin Baker) [992]

Support

Summary:
The Wildlife Trust fully supports this policy.

Not Specified None12053
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CE/21 New Biodiversity Features

Representation: 11844

CE/21 New Biodiversity Features, 2Policy

Representation: 11844
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
CE/21/2 - The Country Park�Marshall sees the Country Park as both a City-wide amenity and one which will help 
serve some of the recreational needs of the new community, probably with an emphasis on informal, as opposed to 
formal recreation.  It will be an important resource for people as well as for natural species.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11844
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CE/22 Archaeology

Representation: 14631

CE/22 ArchaeologyPolicy

Representation: 14631
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Support

Summary:
Support.

Not Specified None14631

Representation: 14632
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Support

Summary:
Support.

Not Specified None14632

Representation: 14633
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Support

Summary:
Support.

Not Specified None14633

Representation: 14634
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Support

Summary:
Support.

Not Specified None14634

Representation: 14635
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Support

Summary:
Support.

Not Specified None14635

Representation: 14636
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Support

Summary:
Support.

Not Specified None14636

Representation: 14637
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Support

Summary:
Support.

Not Specified None14637
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CE/23 Built Heritage

Representation: 11845

CE/23 Built HeritagePolicy

Representation: 11845
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
CE/23 - Built Heritage�Marshall is generally supportive of this policy.  Comments in paragraph D10.4 suggest that 
there might be buildings on the North Works site that are to be elevated above the ordinary.  The listed terminal on 
the South Works is to be retained and become a focal point at the end of an open space corridor, to enhance its 
setting.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11845

CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports ProvisionPolicy

Representation: 11620
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

English Nature, Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Team (Mr 
Peter Stroh) [1990]

Support

Summary:
English Nature supports subsection 9 and associated paragraph D11.16 (green corridor).

Not Specified None11620

Representation: 11988
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Sport England East (Mr Roy Warren) [1246] Support

Summary:
Policy CE/24 is strongly supported for the following reasons:�- It requires a strategy to be prepared which will 
assess the indoor and outdoor sports facilities needed to meet the needs of the new community.  �- The proposal 
to focus new sports facilities at the secondary school is appropriate.�- The proposals make provision for ensuring 
that all sports facilities are accessible to all homes in the development which is consistent with sustainable 
development objectives;�- The proposals to phase recreational facilities early in the development.

Not Specified None11988

Representation: 13764
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fairview New Homes (c/o Agent) [1628] Object

Summary:
Contributions for open space should only be made where there are insufficient levels of play and open space which 
can reasonably be accessed from the site.  This accords with PPG3

Fairview request that the provision of public spaces and sports provision should accord with the tests in Circular 
05/2005.

No None

Agent: RPS (Mr John  Wacher) [2471]

Change To Plan Sought:

13764
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CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision

Representation: 11907

CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision, 1Policy

Representation: 11907
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
Policy CE/24/1 �Marshall objects to the standards set out in Appendix 3. The reasons for this and the proposed 
revisions to the Open Space and Recreation Standards for Cambridge East are discussed in Marshall's objection 
to Appendix 3.

The standard for allotments should be reduced.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11907

Representation: 11909
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
Policy CE/24/1�Marshall supports that provision for outdoor sports facilities, teenagers and children, informal open 
space and allotments should be made in Cambridge East.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11909

Representation: 13767
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fairview New Homes (c/o Agent) [1628] Object

Summary:
Fairview object to the setting of open space standards.  According to PPG3, local authorities should avoid the 
inefficient use of land.  Different levels of provision of open space and sports facilities may be appropriate in 
different areas of Cambridge East.  In this way the provision of open space should be based on the intended 
character and nature of development at each section of the site.

Greater flexibility should be incoporated within the plan, giving consideration to a range of issues, including the 
efficient use of land as stated in PPG3.

No None

Agent: RPS (Mr John  Wacher) [2471]

Change To Plan Sought:

13767

CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision, 3Policy

Representation: 11852
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/24/3�Marshall objects to the bald statement that The requirements of the strategy would be funded in full by 
the development.  The material set out at various places in D.11 indicates that certain facilities serving a sub-
regional function might appropriately be located at Cambridge East, given the fact that they cannot successfully be 
accommodated in Cambridge itself.  In such circumstances, it would be entirely appropriate for other funding to be 
sought and found, to deliver that element of the facilities that are not reasonably related to the development itself.

The following sentence should be omitted -��'The requirements of the strategy would be funded in full by the 
development.'

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11852
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CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision

Representation: 11854

CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision, 4Policy

Representation: 11854
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
Marshall lodges an interim objection to the inclusion of a 25 metre indoor swimming pool, squash courts, floodlit 
artificial turf pitches for hockey and football, outdoor and indoor bowls facilities, an athletics track and golf facilities.  
Whilst some of those facilities might be desirable sub-regionally, they do not reasonably arise in relation to the 
development itself.

The reference to the inclusion of a 25 metre indoor swimming pool, squash courts, floodlit artificial turf pitches for 
hockey and football, outdoor and indoor bowls facilities, an athletics track and golf facilities should be deleted.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11854

CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision, 5Policy

Representation: 11855
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/24/5�Marshall objects to the indication that grass pitches at secondary or primary schools will not count 
towards the provision of the required public open space.  That is too severe.  Some consideration of those playing 
fields should be taken into account.  In any transaction transferring any land to the Education Authority, Marshall 
will make it plain that the facilities to be provided, including playing fields, should be made available for public use, 
subject to that use being responsibly pursued.

Grass pitches at secondary or primary schools should count towards the provision of the required public open 
space.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11855

CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision, 6Policy

Representation: 11856
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/24/6�Marshall objects to the proposition that all homes should be within 1,000 metres of outdoor sports 
provision.  In seeking to create a healthy new quarter, the imposition of this range as the maximum acceptable for 
outdoor sports provision seems curious in the extreme.  Many of the homes will be within that maximum distance 
but there will be others, because of the location both of the homes and of the proposed sports fields, that will not lie 
within that distance.  Having to take more exercise in reaching such destinations will be acceptable.

The reference to all homes being within 1,000 metres of outdoor sports provision should be deleted.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11856
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CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision

Representation: 11858

CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision, 7Policy

Representation: 11858
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/24/7�Marshall objects to the requirement that no homes should be more than 60 metres from a local area for 
play.  That seems far too limited a range given that the majority of children using such areas are likely to be the 
subject of direct parental supervision.  Such provision could reasonably be within 240 metres of any homes.

The requirement that no homes should be more than 60 metres from a local area for play should be amended to 
240 metres.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11858

CE/24 Public Open Space and Sports Provision, 8Policy

Representation: 11860
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
�
Marshall support the provision of an Urban Park within the site of the existing park and ride, provided that the park 
and ride can be re-located elsewhere, but consider that the list of potential sports and play facilities should be 
extended to include equipped children's play, outdoor youth provision and a cricket pitch, in addition to the tennis 
courts and bowls specifically mentioned.

The third sentence of Policy CE24(8) should be revised to say: 'It may include appropriate Outdoor Sports 
provision, such as a cricket pitch, tennis courts and bowling green, and Provision for Children and Teenagers, such 
as a Neighbourhood Equipped Play Area (NEAP).'

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11860
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CE/25 Countryside Recreation

Representation: 11872

CE/25 Countryside RecreationPolicy

Representation: 11872
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
The standard is flawed in principle, there being no objective assessment to determine whether it is appropriate.  It 
is further undermined by use of a County-wide catchment.  The objection in principle notwithstanding, the 
availability of a comprehensive hierarchy of open space at Cambridge East, negates any need.

Delete the policy or delete any application to Cambridge East.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11872

Representation: 11877
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
CE/25 - Countryside Recreation�Marshall supports the provision of a country park to the north of Teversham.

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11877

Representation: 11903
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
Appropriate recognition should be given to the fact that this country park will have a sub-regional function as 
opposed to one confined simply to the needs of the residents in the new urban quarter.  That wider role will need to 
be taken into account in the issue of longer-term funding.

It should be noted that the country park will have a sub-regional function which should be taken into account in the 
issue of longer-term funding.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11903

Representation: 12054
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire, 
Northamptonshire & Peterborough (Mr Martin Baker) [992]

Support

Summary:
The Wildlife Trust fully supports this policy.

Not Specified None12054
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CE/25 Countryside Recreation

Representation: 11864

CE/25 Countryside Recreation, 1Policy

Representation: 11864
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Support

Summary:
Marshall supports this policy which states that a country park will be provided on land north of Teversham linking to 
the Green Corridor. This proposed Country Park is on land owned by Marshall's and can only be delivered by the 
development of Cambridge East. It is a major benefit for Cambridge which will arise from the development and 
takes the amount of informal open space that will be provided well beyond the minimum requirements stipulated in 
Appendix 3.�

Not Specified None

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

11864

Page 47 of 56Cambridge East AAP Site Allocation Policy Representations

Public Consultation



CE/26 Land Drainage, Water Conservation, Foul Drainage And Sewage Disposal

Representation: 12055

CE/26 Land Drainage, Water Conservation, Foul Drainage And Sewage 
Disposal

Policy

Representation: 12055
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire, 
Northamptonshire & Peterborough (Mr Martin Baker) [992]

Support

Summary:
The Wildlife Trust supports this policy, particularly the inclusion of water conservation.

Not Specified None12055

Representation: 13425
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Cambridgeshire County Council (Mr Chris Blackman) [3200] Object

Summary:
The County Council objects to the Plan as submitted and requests that the original wording be reinstated.There is 
also a need for a requirement of how SUDs will be demonstrated in individual development sites.

Request that the original wording be reinstated.There is also a need for a requirement of how SUDs will be 
demonstrated in individual development sites.

Yes iv, vi

Change To Plan Sought:

13425

Representation: 13840
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

RAVE (Mr Tim Wheatley) [3214] Object

Summary:
The statements about water supply and treatment, and sewage disposal could be descibed politely as vague pious 
aspiration and more bluntly as waffle.

Much clearer proposals on these crucial points are needed.

Yes vi

Change To Plan Sought:

13840

Representation: 14646
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Object

Summary:
THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'�THE PROVISION OF AN ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY TO ALL IS A CAUSE OF CONCERN TO 
MANY AND THE INCLUSION OF THIS SENTENCE IS IMPORTANT.

THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14646
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CE/26 Land Drainage, Water Conservation, Foul Drainage And Sewage Disposal

Representation: 14647

Representation: 14647
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Object

Summary:
THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'�THE PROVISION OF AN ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY TO ALL IS A CAUSE OF CONCERN TO 
MANY AND THE INCLUSION OF THIS SENTENCE IS IMPORTANT.

THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14647

Representation: 14648
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Object

Summary:
THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'�THE PROVISION OF AN ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY TO ALL IS A CAUSE OF CONCERN TO 
MANY AND THE INCLUSION OF THIS SENTENCE IS IMPORTANT.

THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14648

Representation: 14649
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Object

Summary:
THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'�THE PROVISION OF AN ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY TO ALL IS A CAUSE OF CONCERN TO 
MANY AND THE INCLUSION OF THIS SENTENCE IS IMPORTANT.

THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14649

Representation: 14650
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Object

Summary:
THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'�THE PROVISION OF AN ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY TO ALL IS A CAUSE OF CONCERN TO 
MANY AND THE INCLUSION OF THIS SENTENCE IS IMPORTANT.

THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14650
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CE/26 Land Drainage, Water Conservation, Foul Drainage And Sewage Disposal

Representation: 14651

Representation: 14651
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Object

Summary:
THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'�THE PROVISION OF AN ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY TO ALL IS A CAUSE OF CONCERN TO 
MANY AND THE INCLUSION OF THIS SENTENCE IS IMPORTANT.

THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14651

Representation: 14652
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Object

Summary:
THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'�THE PROVISION OF AN ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY TO ALL IS A CAUSE OF CONCERN TO 
MANY AND THE INCLUSION OF THIS SENTENCE IS IMPORTANT.

THE ORIGINAL WORDING IN THE DRAFT DOCUMENT SHOULD BE RETAINED 'No dwelling shall be occupied 
until the local planning authorities have agreed a strategy which will secure at least a 25% reduction in the use of 
piped water'

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14652

CE/26 Land Drainage, Water Conservation, Foul Drainage And Sewage 
Disposal, 1

Policy

Representation: 11698
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Christopher Hills [883] Object

Summary:
I'm not sure that I like the idea of lakes in the Green Corridor. There are no natural lakes there and no natural water 
flow, so won't the water get stagnant?

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified vii

Change To Plan Sought:

11698

Representation: 13856
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Environment Agency (Mr. Adam Ireland) [1315] Object

Summary:
We recommend an amendment to the Policy to ensure that drainage and flood management infrastructure be 
completed prior to other works commencing on-site.

we now believe an amendment should be made as follows.��After 'Surface Water Drainage' (1) we recommend 
the inclusion of; �"This infrastructure may be required to be completed prior to the �commencement of other 
works on-site."

No None

Change To Plan Sought:

13856

Page 50 of 56Cambridge East AAP Site Allocation Policy Representations

Public Consultation



CE/28 Energy

Representation: 13613

CE/28 EnergyPolicy

Representation: 13613
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

House Builders Federation (Mr Paul Cronk) [135] Object

Summary:
The HBF strongly objects to the Council's policy which in reality seeks to alter nationally set Building Requirements 
(by 10%) to different local standards which would be more onerous upon developers. It would clearly be 
inappropriate for individual Local Authorities to seek to disregard national Regulations and replace them with 
something that is different which may well be incapable of being met. Furthermore, national guidance is clear that 
planning should not seek to deal with matters that are instead the responsibility of other legislative regimes.

[THE REPRESENTOR HAS NOT PROPOSED SPECIFIC CHANGES TO THE PLAN]

Yes iv, vii, ix

Change To Plan Sought:

13613

Representation: 13852
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Environment Agency (Mr. Adam Ireland) [1315] Support

Summary:
We support the promotion of energy efficiency measures in new developments, as outlined in this policy.

No None13852

CE/28 Energy, 2Policy

Representation: 11879
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/28/2�Marshall objects to this policy on the basis that it is a matter better controlled by Building Regulations as 
opposed to being achieved by planning legislation.  Notwithstanding that, Marshall is generally sympathetic to 
securing carbon dioxide reductions.

CE/28/2 should be deleted.

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11879
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CE/28 Energy

Representation: 11880

CE/28 Energy, 3Policy

Representation: 11880
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

The Marshall Group (Mr Jonathan Barker) [2096] Object

Summary:
CE/28.3�Marshall objects to the 10% figure as an imperative.  It should be expressed as an aspiration, to say it 
"should include technology ...".

The 10% figure should be expressed as an aspiration, to say it "should include technology ...".

No vi, vii

Agent: Bidwells Property Consultants (Mr Stephen Sillery) [664]

Change To Plan Sought:

11880

Representation: 13769
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fairview New Homes (c/o Agent) [1628] Object

Summary:
Fairview object to the statement that Cambridge East will include technology for renewable energy to provide at 
least 10% or its predicted energy requirements.  It has yet to be demonstrated that the end purchasers pay higher 
prices for homes as a result of provision of energy initiatives sought within the document.  Such requirements 
potentially affect the viability of delivering development and should be taken into account alongside the range of 
other contributions that are required.

Greater flexibility should be incorporated within this policy and the words 'where practicable' should be included.  
Furthermore, it is not always practicable or viable to deliver 10% renewable energy in all schemes - particularly 
small developments and this must be recognised in the policy.

No None

Agent: RPS (Mr John  Wacher) [2471]

Change To Plan Sought:

13769
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CE/33 An Exemplar in Sustainability

Representation: 12113

CE/33 An Exemplar in SustainabilityPolicy

Representation: 12113
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

GO East (Mr John  Williamson) [2877] Object

Summary:
We acknowledge the aim to encourage sustainable development and can certainly support the general aim.  
However, the policy should be clearer about what is expected of developers, and if the policy is to encompass a 
more spatial approach, it should set out the delivery mechanisms that will be employed to ensure its successful 
application. The policy will also need to be clear that non-land use planning matters (eg. possibly the use of certain 
cutting edge technologies/materials) will not be pursued through the grant or refusal of planning permission and the 
imposition of conditions or Section 106 agreements.

We do not necessarily require that the policy is deleted.  We acknowledge the Council's aim to encourage 
sustainable development and can certainly support the general aim.  However, it should be clearer about what is 
expected, and if the policy is to encompass a more spatial approach (i.e. that its delivery will be secured by means 
other than through the grant and refusal of planning permission), it should set out the delivery mechanisms that will 
be employed to ensure its successful application.��The policy will also need to be clear that non-land use 
planning matters (eg. possibly the use of certain cutting edge technologies/materials) will not be pursued through 
the grant or refusal of planning permission and the imposition of conditions or Section 106 agreements.  An 
alternative approach would be to include this as an objective rather than a policy with supporting text as necessary.

No vii

Change To Plan Sought:

12113

Representation: 13772
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Fairview New Homes (c/o Agent) [1628] Object

Summary:
Fairview object to the wording of policy CE/33 which states that development will include exemplar projects in 
sustainable development.It has yet to be demonstrated that the end purchasers pay higher prices for houses as a 
result of the provision of energy initiatives sought within the document.  Such requirements potentially affect the 
viability of delivering development and should be taken into account alongside the range of other contributions that 
are required.

Greater flexibility should be incorporated within this policy and the words 'where practicable' should be included.

No None

Agent: RPS (Mr John  Wacher) [2471]

Change To Plan Sought:

13772

Representation: 14667
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Object

Summary:
Objection.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14667

Representation: 14668
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Object

Summary:
Objection.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14668

Page 53 of 56Cambridge East AAP Site Allocation Policy Representations

Public Consultation



CE/33 An Exemplar in Sustainability

Representation: 14669

Representation: 14669
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Object

Summary:
Objection.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14669

Representation: 14670
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Object

Summary:
Objection.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14670

Representation: 14671
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Object

Summary:
Objection.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14671

Representation: 14672
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Object

Summary:
Objection.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14672

Representation: 14673
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Object

Summary:
Objection.

[REPRESENTOR DID NOT PROPOSE A SPECIFIC CHANGE TO THE PLAN]

Not Specified None

Change To Plan Sought:

14673
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CE/34 Construction Strategy

Representation: 14689

CE/34 Construction StrategyPolicy

Representation: 14689
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Evelyn E Daniel [3232] Support

Summary:
Site accesses must avoid all residential areas and should avoid adverse effects on the environmental amenities of 
biodiversity, rights of way and green spaces.  A mechanism must be in place to feed back any concerns that arise 
during development.

Not Specified None14689

Representation: 14690
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Thomas M Daniel [3233] Support

Summary:
Site accesses must avoid all residential areas and should avoid adverse effects on the environmental amenities of 
biodiversity, rights of way and green spaces.  A mechanism must be in place to feed back any concerns that arise 
during development.

Not Specified None14690

Representation: 14691
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Mary Muhr [1301] Support

Summary:
Site accesses must avoid all residential areas and should avoid adverse effects on the environmental amenities of 
biodiversity, rights of way and green spaces.  A mechanism must be in place to feed back any concerns that arise 
during development.

Not Specified None14691

Representation: 14692
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Donald J Fincham [3234] Support

Summary:
Site accesses must avoid all residential areas and should avoid adverse effects on the environmental amenities of 
biodiversity, rights of way and green spaces.  A mechanism must be in place to feed back any concerns that arise 
during development.

Not Specified None14692

Representation: 14693
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mrs Pamela Fincham [3235] Support

Summary:
Site accesses must avoid all residential areas and should avoid adverse effects on the environmental amenities of 
biodiversity, rights of way and green spaces.  A mechanism must be in place to feed back any concerns that arise 
during development.

Not Specified None14693

Representation: 14694
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Mr Ralph Deane [3236] Support

Summary:
Site accesses must avoid all residential areas and should avoid adverse effects on the environmental amenities of 
biodiversity, rights of way and green spaces.  A mechanism must be in place to feed back any concerns that arise 
during development.

Not Specified None14694
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CE/34 Construction Strategy

Representation: 14695

Representation: 14695
Nature Appearance Soundness Tests

Ms Alison Deane [3237] Support

Summary:
Site accesses must avoid all residential areas and should avoid adverse effects on the environmental amenities of 
biodiversity, rights of way and green spaces.  A mechanism must be in place to feed back any concerns that arise 
during development.

Not Specified None14695
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