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East Cambridgeshire Local Plan Examination 

Matter 15: Proposed site allocations – Large Villages 

Issue 1: Whether the proposed site allocations for the Large Villages of Bottisham, 

Burwell, Fordham, Haddenham, Isleham, Little Downham, Stretham, Sutton and 

Witchford are justified, effective and consistent with national policy? 

Introduction 

 

This matter relates to the proposed site allocations in the Large Villages and the 

Inspector has asked a series of specific questions about each allocation which the 

local planning authority will need to respond to in order to demonstrate that the sites 

are justified, effective and consistent with national policy.  It is difficult to comment in 

any detail on these particular issues until the Council has produced its evidence and 

submitted it to the examination.  More detailed debate will then be possible at the 

Examination Hearing.  However, set out below are some high level comments and 

observations on some of the questions which have been raised.  These matters have 

been generally covered in more detail in the earlier submissions to the Examination.   

 

Q61a.What is the background to the site allocation? How was it identified and which 

options were considered? 

1.1 A number of the sites allocated have been carried forward from the 2015 Local Plan 

with a smaller proportion of smaller allocations.  

 

1.2 The allocations seem to have been based on the Site Assessment Evidence Report 

which the Sustainability Appraisal has reviewed. However, the scoring system that has 

been used in both instances appears to have been applied inconsistently.  

 

1.3 Whilst the Site Assessment Evidence and Sustainability Appraisals have been 

undertaken, it is unclear how the scoring has influenced any potential new 

applications.  The Council have acknowledged that consultation with Parish Councils 

has been part of the process and it appears that considerable weight has been given 

to the Parish Councils’ views on the suitability of sites, irrespective of the site 

assessment evidence and sustainability of appraisal.  It is also unclear how the Parish 

Councils’ input into the process has been moderated at the District wide level to 

ensure fair and consistent assessments between parishes.   

 

1.4 As set out in our earlier evidence, one example of lack of clarity is the assessment of 

the site at Metcalfe Way in Haddenham which appears to have scored as well as 

others which were allocated.  Irrespective of concerns which were raised about site-

specific scoring for Metcalfe Way which may suggest it should actually have scored 

higher, the site was not included as an allocation.   

 

1.5 It should be noted that the site in Metcalfe Way, Haddenham is now the subject of an 

outline planning application (application reference 18/01041/FUM) for 34 dwellings, 

which is a clear indication that it is an available and deliverable site.   

 

 

 



Q61e. What is the current planning status of the site in terms of planning applications, 

planning permissions and completions/construction? 

2.1 In respect of the village of Haddenham it is noted that the three housing allocations are 

subject to planning permissions or current applications and respectively will deliver a 

lower number of dwellings (currently 14 fewer dwellings) than the respective policies 

indicate.   

Site Allocation Consented Number 

HAD.H1 54 54 

HAD.H2 24 16 

HAD.H3 40 34 

Total 118 104 

 

2.2 This shortfall over the proposed local plan allocations clearly suggests that an 

additional site or sites should be allocated in Haddenham.  The site at Metclafe Way is 

one such site which realistically could help address both the local and District wide 

shortfall.  It also raises the question of whether the allocations in other villages are 

overly optimistic in terms of numbers given the rural nature of the settlements and the 

pressure for more sensitive and lower density development to respect the rural and in 

many cases historic context.   

 

 


