
Notes of a meeting of the Local Plan Working Group held in The Council 

Chamber, The Grange, Ely on Tuesday, 20th September 2016 at 6.00pm. 

 

PRESENT 

Cllr Coralie Green (Chairman) 
Cllr Derrick Beckett  
Cllr David Brown 
Cllr Steve Cheetham 
Cllr Lorna Dupré 
Cllr Julia Huffer 
Cllr Joshua Schumann 

 
 

OFFICERS 
 

 Julie Barrow – Senior Planning Officer 
 Edward Dade – Strategic Planning Officer 

Richard Kay – Strategic Planning Manager 
Janis Murfet – Democratic Services Officer  
 
 

 
20. APOLOGIES 
 

Apologies for absence were received from Cllr Paul Cox. 

The Chairman explained that Cllr Cox was absent because his wife had 

passed away the previous day.  

The Chairman asked that the Working Group’s commiserations be sent to Cllr 

Cox. 

21. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

No declarations of interest were made. 

22.  CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 

The Chairman did not make any announcements. 

 

23. NOTES  

 Further to Minute No 14 (Local Plan: Suggested Changes to Policies), 

Councillor Dupré asked whether there was an answer to her question in 

relation to the number of HGVs using routes through villages as ‘rat runs’. 



 The Senior Planning Officer replied that she had been doing some work on 

this and information from the County Council indicated that conditions were 

being used to control what mainly seemed to be construction vehicles. One 

planning permission included a routing agreement for a quarry. She said that 

she would be having a meeting with the County Council’s Enforcement Officer 

to discuss how effective this measure was and would report back on progress 

made. Whereupon, 

 It was resolved: 

 That the Notes of the previous meeting held on 25th July 2016 be confirmed 

as a correct record, and signed by the Chairman. 

 

24. LOCAL PLAN 

 The Strategic Planning Manager presented a report from which Members 

were asked to consider the full emerging draft of the Further Draft Local Plan 

including associated proposed site allocations. 

 Members were asked to note that the Local Plan and Policies Map were not 

the final polished versions, but the maps showed the full set of sites 

recommended (subject to checks and views) to be put to Full Council. These 

sites included all those deemed appropriate to be carried forward from the 

Local Plan 2015 (with a few minor exceptions to that rule), plus all the new 

sites proposed to be added to the Local Plan. 

 The Working Group first reviewed the policy document and during the course 

of discussion the following comments were noted: 

 The table on page 6 should be included in the objectives for Topic 4 

(Climate Change & Pollution) on page 7; 

 There is a conflict between wording in the foreword and Topic 6 

(Inclusive Communities) on page 8. The former states that not enough 

homes are being built, yet Topic 6 speaks of recent high levels of 

growth; 

 Topic 7 (Economic Activity) states that East Cambridgeshire is well 

served by rail, however, this only applies to some parts of the District. 

There is no mention of business parks within the paragraph on new 

economic development;  

 Page 9 – there is no mention of affordability in the paragraph on new 

housing, and the term ‘small scale’ should be defined; 

 Pages 12/13 – there have been a series of new national forecasts 

regarding household growth. The main conclusion of the County’s 

report is that housing need in East Cambridgeshire has dropped and 



therefore the Local Plan should accommodate this. The likely figure of 

homes to be allocated on sites is now in the region of 11,400; 

 Page 16 – Policy LP3: allocations have not been made in this Local 

Plan for Small Villages; 

 Page 17 – sites would not be promoted in the Green Belt. Development 

would be strictly controlled and limited to certain exceptions as 

prescribed in the NPPF. 

 Page 19 – Part B: there was a mixed response to this, with some 

Members expressing the belief that the policy was too stifling and 

would stop development. It was put forward that the policy be 

amended. 

Paragraph 4.3.3: the viability of development across the District had 

been re-tested to determine affordable housing requirements. It was felt 

that current Local Plan targets pushed too far, and that it would be 

more realistic to have 20% across the board. 

Paragraph 4.3.4: the Government has yet to firm up its intentions 

regarding Starter Homes, but attention will be drawn to this paragraph; 

 Paragraph 4.5.5 (Part 1, Section 4.5, Affordable Housing Exception 

Sites) of the Local Plan 2015 to be introduced into the new Draft Local 

Plan; 

The reference to floorspace in the section on affordable housing is new 

to our Local Plan, but it is a Ministerial Statement and it has been 

applied to planning applications; 

 Page 21 – Policy LP6 (Meeting Local Housing Needs): the Government 

has introduced a mix of compulsory and optional new standards for 

access and adaptability. The Local Plan is proposing all new dwellings 

should meet the optional Building Regulations Part M (Volume 1) 

Category 2, unless there are exceptional design reasons why this is not 

possible. There is no requirement to provide any homes to meet 

Category 3, but should proposals be put forward which meet this 

standard, they will be supported; 

 Page 22 – The paragraph on residential care accommodation should 

be moved to be included in Policy LP 6; 

 The intention is to include a policy reference to Park Homes. 

 Public Houses and Hotels – covered in paragraph 5.6.2 on page 36; 

 Page 59 – Policy 32 (Infill Development In Locations Outside of 

Development Envelopes) : it is felt that the Planning Committee will still 

struggle with boundaries, but there is sufficient in the policy to identify 

particular circumstances; 



 Page 160 – Appendix B (Parking Provision Standards) has been 

updated. 

There being no further comments or questions regarding the text document, 

the Working Group next reviewed the maps.  

The Strategic Planning Manager reminded Members that the maps showed 

only the new preferred sites and the text in Chapter 7 would be tightened up 

accordingly. All the emerging preferred sites were considered and noted. The 

following specific comments were made: 

 Burrough Green – typographical error. Title of map to be amended to 

read Burrough End. 

 Burwell – allocation BUR.H2 is for mixed use. 

 Cheveley – there is a Highways objection regarding Scotland End. 

 Ely – numbers have been reduced in allocation ELY.M4. 

 Fordham – The Parish Council has been quite specific in its likes and 

dislikes, and it does not support allocation FRD.H3. It has stated a 

preference for sites on the Mildenhall Road. 

An allocation in the current Local Plan is being suggested to be 

removed from the emerging new Plan and yet it (with additional land) 

would have offered community benefits. The landowner wishes to 

donate, in perpetuity, an area of land to the community and he would 

work closely with the Parish Council.  

Concern over scale of FRD.H3 and the whole site is developed. This is 

untenable because Soham Road is already highly congested. Children 

would have to walk much further and cross two difficult roads to get to 

school, whereas the Mildenhall Road sites are much closer.  

The Strategic Planning Manager stated that if FRD.H3 is not allocated, 

the landowner could potentially object and twin track his/her objection 

with a planning application to develop the site for housing.  

This Further Draft of the Local Plan is scheduled to go to Full Council in 

October 2016 and Members will have an opportunity to make 

amendments. The wording of the policy can be made such that 

maximum numbers are strictly defined. 

Cllr Huffer’s wishes it to be made clear that the proposed FRD.H3 

allocation is in complete opposition to what was wanted, and the Parish 

Council is diametrically opposed to it. Further consideration on sites 

and policy wording was required. 

 Haddenham – Allocation HAD.H4 was discussed and retained for 

employment use. 



 Littleport – the Parish Council is content to take growth and the 

allocations broadly reflect what the Parish Council wanted. Allocation 

LIT.H2 is already partially developed and LIT.H3 is a logical extension 

of this. 

 Stretham – there will be an increase in the housing on allocation 

STR.H1. The Parish Council supports the first choice of housing. 

 Isleham – special considerations apply to allocation ISL.H4 (policy 

document, page 92, paragraph 7.17.6 refers). 

 Kennett – this site has in-principle support through the Cambridge-

Peterborough Devolution Deal and will, it is envisaged, be a 

community-led development scheme. Allocation is provisional at this 

stage. The Parish Council is very worried about infrastructure because 

the development will effectively be a new village. The Chairman of the 

Parish Council has requested to see the notes of the Working Group 

meetings.  

 Little Downham – correction of typographical error (‘Wicken’) in first line 

of Policy Little Downham 1. 

 Soham – the allocations have predominantly been carried forward from 

the Local Plan 2015, but there are amendments and additions. 

Allocation SOH.M2 should deliver a mix of housing and small, low 

impact employment, but the County Council wants it to be 100% 

housing. This would eat into the employment allocation, so the 

proposed use will remain as it is and responses will be reviewed 

following the next round of consultation. 

 Sutton – some of allocation SUT.H1 is coming forward now. 

 Swaffham Bulbeck – allocation SWB.H1 will require the submission of a 

Masterplan as part of a planning application and approval by the 

District Council. Policy Swaffham Bulbeck 4 will require careful wording. 

 Swaffham Prior – a number of sites and village boundary changes were 

proposed, but when considered against the Local Plan criteria, they 

were found to be unsuitable. 

 Wicken – allocations WIC.H1 and WIC.H2 are not the Parish Council’s 

first choice of sites; the policy should be worded carefully. 

 Witchford – discussion took place on level of growth at Witchford. It is 

known that further large areas may well be suggested to the council at 

the next stage. In principle, Witchford is a good place to take some 

growth, given its proximity to the Enterprise Zone and Ely.  

The Strategic Planning Manager reminded Members that the Local Plan and 

maps were still confidential at this point, and were subject to change before 



Full Council, and the notes of the meeting would not be made available prior 

to Full Council consideration. 

25. DATES FOR FUTURE MEETINGS OF THE MEMBER WORKING GROUP 

  The Strategic Planning Manager informed Members that the next meeting of 

the Working Group would take place in February/March 2017, and then every 

month thereafter.  

He would liaise with the Democratic Services Officer to identify some 

potentially suitable dates and then Members would be canvassed regarding 

their availability. 

 

The meeting closed at 8:45pm 

 

      

 

      

 

      


