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Introduction

1.

This document details the Council’s proposed modifications to the submission East
Cambridgeshire Local Plan. This document is intended to assist the Inspector in
understanding the Council’'s position. The Inspector will ultimately recommend what
changes are necessary to the Local Plan before it can be formally adopted — and the
process for adopting the proposed modifications.

Most of the proposed modifications are minor — suggesting amendments to update the
document, avoid duplication and improve clarity and presentation. A number of the
proposed modifications may be judged to be more significant or ‘major’. This includes
proposed major maodifications relating to housing provision, which were published as part
of a pre-hearing consultation in October/November 2013.

The suggested modifications are listed in document order of the draft Local Plan and
provide information on the suggested change(s), the reason for change(s), and the
source of the change(s). Where new text is proposed it is shown in bold. Where text is
proposed for removal it is shown eressed-eut.

The tables set out the reasons for the change, and the main source of the change (e.g.
proposed by a particular objector, or put forward by the District Council). There is also a
column which details whether a revision to the original Sustainability Appraisal (SA) (e.g.
the version produced alongside the draft Local Plan in February 2013) has been made
as a result of the change. The revised draft Final Sustainability Appraisal (April 2014)
can be viewed on the Council's website at hittp://www.eastcambs.gov.uk/local-
development-framework/local-plan-examination. The latest draft of the Sustainability
Appraisal is an update on the version produced in October 2013.

The Schedule of Proposed Modifications is part of the Council's evidence and will be
available as a Core Document to the Examination. The document will be updated
periodically, as necessary, and updates will be placed on the Council’s website.
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Chapter 1: Introduction & 2: A strategic vision for East Cambridgeshire

PMref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of change
no. paragraph revision?
Pm/a/1 |7 1.2.3 e economic, environmental and social impacts on the Local Plan. It To clarify the role of other No Cambs County Council
has also involved taking account of the plans and strategies of other | strategies in preparing the Plan.
organisations. The full range....’
PM/2/1 |10 2.2.2 ‘...spread between around 50 villages and other parts of the district.’ To clarify that not all the No Mepal Parish Council
population lives in towns/villages.
PM/2/2 |11 2.2.7 ‘...highest of rural areas. However, as noted in the above paragraph, |To highlight that deprivation does | No Mepal Parish Council
there are variations across the district, and pockets of deprivation exist in East Cambs.
exist.’
PM/2/3 |13 Spatial vision |‘Wherever new housing is provided, it will mateh-respond to local needs | To reflect the wording in strategic | No Smiths Gore (on behalf of
—para. 3 and requirements as far as possible in terms of type, size and objective 2. Church Commissioners)
tenure.... Bidwells (on behalf of
David Wilson Homes)
PM/2/4 |13-14 | Spatial vision |‘....Public bus services between market towns and villages will be To highlight connections between | No Suffolk County Council
—para. 5 improved (including to settlements in neighbouring areas), and the settlements in neighbouring
A10 will be developed as a high quality public transport corridor...." areas.
PM/2/5 |14 Spatial vision |‘The overall diversity and quality of East Cambridgeshire’s countryside To highlight the importance of the | No English Heritage
— para. 6 and natural environment -and-buitt-heritage- will have improved and the | historic environment.
historic environment conserved and enhanced...... '
PM/2/6 |14 Spatial vision |‘...There will be better access to the countryside and green spaces for To highlight the role of green No National Trust
—para. 6 local communities which helps improve people’s quality of life.’ infrastructure in improving
people’s quality of life
PM/2/7 |14 Strategic ‘5. Protect and enhance the quality, local distinctiveness and diversity of | To highlight the importance of the | Yes English Heritage
objectives the natural, historic and built environment.’ historic environment.
PM/2/8 |14 Strategic ‘6. Protect the open countryside and land within the Green Belt against | To highlight the existence of Yes Cambridge City Council
objectives insensitive and sporadic development.’ Green Belt in the district.
PM/2/9 |14 Strategic ‘7. ....by reducing pollution and waste, maximising water and energy To highlight the need to deal with | Yes The Ely Group of Internal
objectives efficiency, dealing with flood risk and surface water management, surface water management. Drainage Boards
and promoting...."
PM/2/10 (14 Strategic ‘9. Ensure a high quality of life by maintaining and delivering strategic To highlight the different scales | No National Trust
objectives and local infrastructure and facilities needed to support communities.’ of infrastructure provision.
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Chapter 3: Delivery of sustainable growth

PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of

no. |[paragraph revision? [change

PM/3/1 |18 3.24 ‘.....It also involves co-ordination with the strategy of neighbouring authorities, and working To clarify the context for the No Cambridge

together to ensure the needs of the housmg market area are met. Furtheﬁdetarls—aﬁd—anatyels—e% Council’s housing target. City Council /
i South
Requ#ements—llaper—ééanua#y—z@-l%The Dlstrlct S Councnl S housnng requnrement has Cambs
been informed by a number of key evidence documents, including: District
e ‘Housing Requirements Papers’ - produced by the District Council in 2012 and 2013. Council /
e ‘Technical Report on Population, Housing and Employment’ (May 2013) — ECDC
commissioned jointly by Cambridgeshire authorities and Peterborough and
undertaken by Cambridgeshire County Council.
e Anew ‘All Homes’ chapter in the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA) (May
2013) —looking at objectively assessed need across the Cambridge Housing Market
Area. The work was jointly commissioned by the Housing Board and the Strategic
Planmng Un|t for Cambndgeshwe and Peterborough.’
PM/3/2 |18 3.25 y To clarify the context for the Yes Cambridge
i i vell Council's housing target. City Council /
peﬂed—ze-l—l-a—}}—The SHMA |dent|f|es a need for 13 000 dwelllngs in East Cambrldgeshlre South
between 2011 and 2031. However, under the ‘duty to cooperate’ the District Council has Cambs
reached agreement with other Cambridgeshire authorities and Peterborough Council to District
deliver a total of 11,500 dwellings between 2011 and 2031. This agreement, involving a Council /
redistribution of housing between some of the authorities, is set out in the ‘Memorandum ECDC
of Cooperation between Cambridgeshire and Peterborough authorities’ (May 2013). The
Memorandum concludes that the target for East Cambridgeshire should be lower than
13,000 dwellings as the Council has ‘made considerable progress to date with [its] local
plan reviews, and therefore have established a good understanding of their areas’
development opportunities and constraints. They have also taken account of the July
2012 joint statement by Peterborough and Cambridgeshire authorities which confirmed
that the strategy is to secure sustainable development by locating new homes in and
close to Cambridge and Peterborough, and to other main centres of employment, whilst
avoiding dispersed development.’ This represents an annual rate of 575 abeut450-500
dwellings per year, This rate is more than the previous Regional Strategy target (430 per year)
and is suitable challenging given the recent economic downturn and altered market conditions.
Details regarding delivery are set out in Policy GROWTH 4 below......

PM/3/3 |18 3.25 [6th bullet] A higher housing target is now [No ECDC
‘Hasa-hi y proposed — this statement
strategic-matters-in-Mareh2012" therefore no longer holds.

PM/3/4 |18 3.25 [additional bullet] See PM below. No ECDC

o ‘Will help to facilitate the delivery of appropriate levels of affordable housing to meet
local needs over the Plan period.’
PM/3/5 |18 3.2.6 To reflect the new SHMAAll  [No ECDC

Homes’ chapter (May 2013)
which identifies a lower
affordable housing need for
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
s i i : East Cambs — and a higher
overall housing target. The
outcome is that affordable
housing needs should be
deliverable over the Plan
period, as outlined in the
Council’s ‘Affordable Housing
Note’ (March 2014).
PM/3/6 |19 3.2.10 ‘A previous study by SQW in 2008 suggested that jobs growth in office, light industrial and | To update the Yes ECDC
warehousing/distribution sectors would require approximately 1 hectare for every 134 jobs |employment commitment
created. Using this formula, a target of 9,200 would require a minimum of 70 hectares of land |figures and for consistency
across the district. The Council intends to make provision for a greater amount of B1/B2/B8 |with the wording of policies
employment land than may be required in East Cambridgeshire over the Plan period however, | GROWTH 1 and GROWTH 4.
and proposes that at least 66:9 69.62 hectares of new land will be identified. When combined with
outstanding planning commitments and unused sites identified in the Council's Core Strategy, it | To reflect the revised
is estimated that a total of 3#2:47-179.71 hectares is available for employment use (further details | employment allocation figures.
of the breakdown are provided in section 3.5 below). This amount is considered necessary for the
following reasons:’
PM/3/7 |20 3.2.12 ‘.....there will be a need over the Plan period for: To reflect predicted increase |Yes ECDC
e Convenience (food) retail — An additional 1,984m* 3,011m? (net) of new floorspace.... in population arising from the
e Comparison (non-ood) retail) — An additional 6:373m” 10,064m? (net) of new floorspace...” _|major modifications.
PM/3/8 |20 Policy ‘In the period 2011 26342 to 2031 the D|str|ct Council will: To reflect proposed changes |Yes ECDC
GROWTH | e Make provision for a v i to the Council’s housing target
1 9.500-nrew the delivery of 11,500 dwelllngs in East Cambrldgeshlre as set out in the Memorandum
e Maximise opportunities for jobs growth in the district, with the aim of achieving a minimum of |of Cooperation.
9,200 additional jobs in East Cambridgeshire. Part of this strategy will involve making
provision for a deliverable supply of at least £#2-179 hectares of employment land for To reflect the current
B1/B2/B3 uses, and providing for home working;-anet employment and retail land
supply figures.
In the period 2012 to 2031 the District Council will:
e Make provision for at least an additional 3;984mz2 3,011m? (net) of convenience and
6,373m2 10,064m?* (net) of comparison retail floorspace in the district...
PM/3/9 |21 3.34 ‘.....This includes proposed allocations (see section 3.5 below) as well as appropriate windfall | To correct spelling mistake. No ECDC
wildfall sites (as assessed by other policies in this Plan)...... ’
PM/3/10 |21 3.35 ‘The development envelopes are shown on the settlement maps in Part 2 of the Local Plan. They | To reflect proposed revised Yes Planning
are similar to those in the Core Strategy Proposals Map (2009), but with two key changes. approach to defining Inspector
Firstly, the development envelopes have been re-drawn to include anumberoefnew allocations |development envelopes, as
on the edge of towns and villages and also current employment areas on the edge of requested by the Planning
settlements — where these form part of the main built-up framework of a settlement. InsEector in his note dated
Secondly,.......... These are considered to be part of the open countryside, due to their small size |19™ February 2014.
and open structure/lack of compact built-form. There are also a number of employment areas
which have been excluded as they are in the open countryside or which are divided from
the main built-up framework of a settlement by fields, roads or other clear boundaries.’
PM/3/11 |22 3.3.6 ‘Within the identified development envelopes, housing, employment and other types of To reflect proposed revised Yes Planning
development to meet the needs of the local community will generally be appropriate (provided approach to defining Inspector
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change

there is no adverse effect on the character of the locality and that all other material planning development envelopes, as

considerations are satisfied). Applications will be determined on their merits against the policies |requested by the Planning

in the Local Plan. This will apply to all sizes of sites within the development envelope. It should InsEector in his note dated

be noted that there are two key exceptions to this approach. Firstly, the Council is keen to |19™ February 2014.

retain land or premises used for employment purposes (B1/B2/B8 development).

Therefore proposals involving change of use of employment sites and allocations will

only be permitted as an exception —in accordance with Policy EMP 1. Secondly, the

Council is keen to retain community facilities such as local shops, pubs, community

meeting places, schools and open spaces. Therefore proposals involving their loss will

only be permitted as an exception —in accordance with Policy COM 3.

PM/3/12 |22/ |Policy [third paragraph] The word ‘significant’ - to Yes Turley
23 GROWTH [‘Within the defined development envelopes housing, employment and other development to reflect the wording of other Associates
2 meet local needs will normally be permitted — provided there is no significant adverse effect on |policies.

the character and appearance of the area and that all other material planning considerations are Barton

satisfied. Two key exceptions to this will apply in the case of proposals involving the loss |Retail change - to reflect para. Wilmore (on

of employment land or community facilities - which will be assessed against Policies EMP |24 in the NPPF. behalf of

1 and COM 3 respectively. Retail development should be focused where possible within the Waitrose)

town centres of Ely, Soham and Littleport - or alternatively, if there are no suitable sites Reference to exceptions — see

available, on edge of centre sites, then out of centre tewn sites...’ PM above. Planning
Inspector

[fourth paragraph]

‘Outside defined development envelopes, development will be strictly controlled, having regard

to the need to protect the countryside and the settings of towns and villages. Development will

be restricted to the main categories listed below, and may be permitted as an exception,

providing there is no significant adverse impact on the character of the countryside and that

other Local Plan policies are satisfied.’

PM/3/13 |23 3.4.1 ‘When development takes place it makes additional demands on infrastructure, including water | To highlight the importance of |No Cambs
and energy supply, wastewater disposal, sustainable transport infrastructure, roads....’ transport infrastructure. County

Council

PM/3/14 |24 3.4.4 ‘....This may be provided on-site (secured through planning conditions or S.106 agreements) or |To provide clarification on No Cambs
through financial contributions from developers secured via S.106 agreements. Section 106 what S.106 agreements may County
agreements will need to meet tests set out in Regulations, and may be sought for a potentially be used for. Council
variety of infrastructure and benefits, including:

e Community facilities including library and public health services;

e Education facilities including primary, secondary and special schools;
e Sport, leisure, open space and recreation facilities;

e Transport infrastructure;

e Flood mitigation and improvement measures, and;

e Environmental improvements

Further details are set out in the Council’s SPD on Planning Obligations...... ’

PM/3/15 |24 3.45 ‘...The report concludes that there is an adequate water supply within East Cambridgeshire to To highlight the importance of |[No Environment
accommodate additional growth — although there is a need to aim for water neutrality in to aiming for water neutrality. Agency
reduce demand and achieve security of supply....."

PM/3/16 |25 3.4.8 ‘....on a site by site basis. It should also be noted that surface water systems in parts of the |To highlight the importance of |No The Ely
district are at capacity, and new development will have to ensure appropriate surface dealing with surface water Group of
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
water drainage and discharge arrangements are secured. This will involve liaising with management, and the role of Internal
the relevant Internal Drainage Board as well as Anglian Water (for further details see the IDBs. Drainage
Policy ENV 8). Boards
PM/3/17 |25 Table 3.1 Table 3.1 — Anglian Water’s position on Wastewater Treatment capacity To reflect the Water Recycling [No ECDC
Waste Water Settlements Capacity issues Centre Position Statement
Treatment within WWTW (January 2014).
Works catchment area
Ely Old and New |Ely, Barway Upgrades to Ely Old and Ely New WWTWSs not required to
WWTW Chettisham and [accommodate further growth. No operational requirement to
Queen Adelaide [relocate Ely Old WWTW.
Upgrades to foul sewage network required at Ely.
Littleport WWTW |Littleport Upgrade to Littleport WWTW planned for Summer—2013
February 2014-
Soham WWTW  |Soham, Upgrade to Soham WWTW planned for Summer—2013
Fordham and[March 2014.
Wicken
Bottisham Bottisham, Lode|WWTW currently operating close to full permitted capacity.
WWTW and  Swaffham|Only modest development as outlined in the Local Plan
Bulbeck could currently be accommodated. Consultation with
Anglian Water would be required to ensure that capacity is
available for further development or whether an uparade is
required.
Isleham WWTW __[Isleham Upgrade to Isleham WWTW may be required (post 2015).
Stretham WWTW [Stretham and|Upgrade to Stretham WWTW may be required (post 2015).
Little Thetford
Witcham WWTW |Witcham, Sutton|Upgrade to Witcham WWTW may be required.
and Wentworth
Witchford WWTW |Witchford Upgrade to Witchford WWTW may be required.
Wilburton WWTW [Wilburton Upgrade to Wilburton WWTW may be required (post 2015).
PM/3/18 |25 Policy [second bullet] To correct drafting error. No Cambs
GROWTH |« ‘..and secured via planning conditions or planning obligations (Section $-106 County
3 agreements).....’ To clarify that early Council
engagement is beneficial.
[third bullet]
e ‘The District Council will work closely with infrastructure providers at the earliest possible | To clarify location.
stage to ensure inclusion of infrastructure schemes within their programmes, plans and
strategies...’
[fourth bullet]
e ‘Land will be identified in the Local Plan for the provision of new infrastructure (see Part 2:
) isions).
PM/3/19 |26 Policy [text after 5" bullet] To remove inconsistency as No ECDC
GROWTH |'Key infrastructure requirements relevant to growth within the district include the following (the |not all infrastructure projects
3 list is not exhaustive and is taken from the Council’s Infrastructure Investment Plan)’. listed in GROWTH 3 are within Cambs
the district. County
Council
To clarify the source of the list
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
(and reflect para. 3.4.1)
PM/3/20 |26 Policy [Education] To better reflect the No Cambs
GROWTH |[second bullet] terminology relating to Early County
3 e ‘New Early Years (nursery) facilities at Burwell, Ely, Soham, Littleport and expansion of Years provision. To respond to Council
existing nursery facilities elsewhere.’ a new requirement for an area
special school identified by the
[new bullet] County Council
e ‘New area special school in Littleport.’
PM/3/21 |26 Policy [Green infrastructure, first bullet] To highlight an important No Mepal Parish
GROWTH |‘Strategic green infrastructure improvements as outlined in the Cambs Green Infrastructure project in the district. Council
3 Strategy, including the provision of Ely Country Park and Block Fen nature reserve,
improvements to Soham Town Commons.....’
PM/3/22 |26 Policy [Transport, bullets 1, 2, 8 and 10] To highlight the importance of |Yes Cambs
GROWTH [e ‘Highway and sustainable transport infrastructure improvements associated with the sustainable transport, and (bypass) |County
3 development of North Ely, including pedestrian and cycle routes to the station and the cycling in particular. Council/ Ely
town centre. Cycle
o Ely-Seuthern-Bypass Major improvements to the A142 between Angel Drove and To highlight the project as the Campaign
Stuntney Causeway County Council's preferred /ECDC/
 Improvements to Ely Railway station (passenger transport interchange, improved pedestrian | solution, reflecting wording in English
and segregated cycle access and increased car and cycle parking) and Littleport Railway the Ely Vision. Heritage
Station (increased car and cycle parking)
¢ Improvements to pedestrian and cycle networks within settlements and between settlements
(including segregated cycle routes with appropriate crossings at key points where
possible).’
PM/3/23 |26 Policy [Other infrastructure, new bullet] To include reference to this Yes Cambs
GROWTH | e ‘Providing and/or upgrading telecommunications infrastructure.’ key type of infrastructure. County
3 Council
PM/3/24 |27 3.5.2 ‘Some development in the district is already committed and will come forward on sites which To reflect proposed changes |Yes ECDC
have planning permission. It is also known that some supply will continue to come forward on to the Council’s position on
small ‘windfall’ sites over the Plan period. Allocating new land or noting broad locations to housing provision, as set out
meet the remaining shortfall {ard-ever-allocating);- can ensure that appropriate levels of growth  |in the Memorandum of
are delivered.’ Cooperation.
PM/3/25 |28 355 [new bullet on end of list] To clearly set out the different |Yes ECDC
o ‘Broad locations on the edge of key settlements — as identified in the key diagrams sources of housing supply.
below. Specific sites will be identified through the future Local Plan review.’
PM/3/26 |28 3.5.6 ‘Table 3.2 summarises how and where housing is likely to be delivered in East Cambridgeshire  |To reflect proposed changes |Yes ECDC

over the Plan period. It identifies there will be sufficient overall supply of land to meet the
district’s housing requirement of 8;560—9;560-11,500 dwellings, as set out in Policy GROWTH
1. The latest projections (as at March 2014 February-20613) indicate that an estimated 9,466
11,982 dwellings could come forward between 2642 2011 and 2031 (representing-anannualrate
of-495—dwellings)- It is estimated that approximately 5,906 6000 of these dwellings will be on
new allocations, mainly on the edge of existing towns and villages. The table also includes
reference to ‘broad locations’, which are identified in the key diagrams below. The
diagrams are indicative only and identify broad areas on the edge of Soham and Littleport
which were identified as ‘phase 2’ sites in the Soham and Littleport Masterplans, and

to the Council’s position on
housing provision, and
updated housing supply
figures, as set out in the
Memorandum of Cooperation
and the Council's Housing
Supply Paper March 2014.
Diagrams of the broad
locations are proposed in
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
could be developed in the future. The supply from this source is not anticipated to be order to accord with paragraph
required in strategic terms until the later part of the Plan period. Therefore the locations 157 of NPPF.
are broadly identified at this stage —and it is intended that the specific site boundaries
will be identified through the next Local Plan review. .....’
[insert new key diagrams after paragraph 3.5.6]

PM/3/27 |28 3.5.7 ‘Further details of the various sources of housing supply, the breakdown by settlement, and the | To reflect the updated No ECDC
predicted levels of supply year on year throughout the Plan period (the ‘housing trajectory’) is set |Housing Supply Paper
out in the Annual Monitoring Report [until the Local Plan is adopted, the latest housing trajectory |published in March 2014.
for the Local Plan will be contained in a separate Background paper on ‘Housing Supply’ — see
the Council's website]. The housing trajectory fer2042 in the Council’'s ‘Housing Supply
Paper’ March 2014 demonstrates that a five-year supply of specific deliverable sites
incorporating an additional buffer of 5% can be identified in the district as required by
Government. Further information on the tenure and type of dwellings is set out in Chapter 4 of
this Local Plan.’

PM/3/28 |28 Table 3.2 |[Table title] ‘Table 3.2 — Summary of estimated housing supply 2642 2011-31’ To reflect the updated Yes ECDC
Location Completi |Outstanding |Large Small Specific  |Allocs. [TOTAL Housing Supply Paper

ons commitments |potential  |windfall rural sites published in March 2014.
2011/2- at 1.4.13 sites sites
2012/13
Market towns |458 1152 950 297 315 (322241 (190 5216 7006
5339 7303
Ely 95 174 145 326 62 85 68 19 0 3564 3904
3679 4049
Soham 260 382 256 26 44 45 114 |0 1162 1655
1110 1784
Littleport 103 596 549 209 92 59 0 550 1447
1470
Villages 200 222 251 241 307 (861421 (136 70 684 1884
659 1908
Rural windfall - - 516 471 |- - 510
estimate 471
Broad - - - - - - 2,300
locations
TOTAL 658 1374 1201 538 622 (3433 1133 |55 70 5966 9466
5998 11,982

PM/3/29 (29 3.5.9 ‘Table 3.3 provides a broad summary of how and where B1/B2/B8 employment land is likely to To update the Yes ECDC
be delivered in the district between 2642 2013 - 2031.....° employment commitment

figures following publication of
the County Council’'s
Employment Monitoring Data
April 2013.

PM/3/30 |29 3.5.10 [insert new sentence at the end] To explain how the jobs No Smiths Gore
‘On mixed use housing/employment schemes it should be noted that the jobs growth growth matter will be dealt (on behalf of
targets are provided as a guide — and that an element of the jobs targets may be achieved |with through the planning the Church
through initiatives such as homeworking rather than new build employment space.’ application process. Commission

ers)
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
PM/3/31 |29 Table 3.3 |‘Table 3.3 — Summary of estimated B1/B2/B8 employment land supply 28642-2013-31 (hectares)’ | To update the Yes ECDC
(source: Cambs County Council Employment Monitoring Data April 2013)’ employment commitment
figures following publication of
Allocations the County Council's
identified in Total Employment Monitoring Data
Outstanding the Core ‘New’ allocations TOTAL April 2013. To update the
Settlement commitments Strategy Allocations (hectares) hectares allocation figures following
12-+Neorth-Ely| 525 +North work on the draft Ely Station
+Stationr | Ely+Station Gateway and North Ely SPDs.
Gateway Gateway
Ely #9-19.42 40.5 20.52 61.02 60-480.44
Soham 2.08-1.54 11 8 19 2108 20.54
Littleport 13-541.93 4.77 8.6 13.37 26-9% 15.3
Bottisham 0.23 1 0.2 1.2 2 143
Burwell -0.65 5.5 5.5 55 4.85
Haddenham -0.12 0.8 0.8 68 0.68
Sutton 16.4238 164238
Fordham 6-61-0.66 7 29.5 36.5 36-51-37.16
Isleham 6:450.01 1 1 45 1.01
Pymoor 0.56 0.56
Swaffham
Prior 1 1 1
Burrough
Green 692 0
Stretham 0-07-0.08 667 -0.08
Cheveley 0.09 0.09
Wicken -0+4 -0.42 932 042
Witchford 0.77 0.77
17247
TOTAL 40:6240.32 69.77 61169.62 |1306:874139.39 179.71 ha
12 ‘... ource:-Camb ounty-Coun mploymentMonitoring-Data-Ap 012
PM/3/32 |30 3.5.14 ‘.....It can be seen that the overall supply is estimated to be greater than the minimum ‘target’ of |To reflect predicted increase |Yes ECDC

1.984m?3,011m? (convenience food) and 6,376m” 10,064m? (comparison non-food) new retail
floorspace established in Policy GROWTH 1.

in population arising from the
major modifications.

[ Appendix 8] 9




PM ref. Proposed change Reason for change Source of
change
PM/3/33 ‘Table 3.4 — Summary of estimated convenience retail supply 2012-31(net retail floorspace) To update convenience retail ECDC
(source: Cambridgeshire County Council Retail Monitoring Data April 2013)’ supply figures.
- - Smiths Gore
_ Completions  Outstanding locat To update the latest position in (on behalf of
Location (2012-2013) convenience , Allocations (m2) TOTAL the development of the draft the Church
floorspace (m°) . L
B . > local centres North Ely and Station Commission
North Ely —up to 1000m?2 2,420 Gateway SPDs. ers
El } e Octagon Business Park (Angel Drove) —
y 881m?2
e Station Gateway local shops -up to
539m2
Bottisham | - 60 - 60
Burwell - 233 - 233
- e Budgens, Church Hall and Coop areas - |>1,393
NK
Soham 1,393 Station Road local shops - NK
e Eastern Gateway local shop - NK
Est—1982m2
TOTAL 0 233- 1,686 2,420 >4,106m?
PM/3/34 ‘Table 3.5 — Summary of estimated comparison retail supply 2012-31 (net retail floorspace) To update comparison retail ECDC
(source: Cambridgeshire County Council Retail Monitoring Data April 2013Y’ supply figures.
- - Smiths Gore
Completions |Outstanding To update the latest position in (on behalf of
Location | (2012-2013) ggg:‘s’agign Allocations (m2) el the development of the draft the Church
(m?) s North Ely and Station Commission
2 « The Grange —4200m2 >13,652 | cateway SPDs. ers)
e Waitrose car park area - NK
418 . i 2 local centres North
Ely Ely —up to 1,000m2
e Station Gateway local shops —up to 539m2
e Octagon Business Park (Angel Drove) —
7913m2
Burwell 30 - 30
Fordham | 238 346 116 - 346-116
Little 50
Downham °
Littleport | 315 .
e Budgens, Church Hall and Coop areas - NK NK >465
Soham 465 e Garden Centre - NK
e Land off Station Road - NK
Sutton 72 - 72
Wilburton 270 - 270
5264m2+
TOTAL 581 1064 953 |4200-13,652 Est—>6;37
>15,186 m
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
PM/3/35 |31 Policy [1% bullet] To reflect the updated Yes ECDC
GROWTH |« ‘Approximately 5;966 5,998 dwellings on the edge of towns and villages.’ Housing Supply Paper 2014.
4
PM/3/36 |31 Policy [2nd bullet] To reflect the revised Yes ECDC
GROWTH | e ‘Approximately £33-139 hectares of employment development (B1/B2/B8 uses) plus employment allocation figures.
4 additional floorspace in Nerth-Ely-Ehy-Station-Gateway-area;—and other sites listed in the
table below.’
PM/3/37 |31 Policy [3" bullet] To reflect predicted increase  |Yes ECDC
GROWTH | e ‘At least 4200m° 13,652m* of comparison retail floorspace in Ely, plus additional in population arising from the
4 comparison and convenience floorspace on sites listed in the table below; and’ major modifications.
PM/3/38 |31 Policy [Table] [North Ely] To include reference to No ECDC
GROWTH expected amount of
4 [Employment land] employment and retail land, Cambs
‘13300-1500 jobs for whole site. To include minimum of 2.8 ha of B1/B2/B8 land’. and correct drafting error in County
jobs target. Council
[Retail/leisure]
‘Neighbottrhootd-eentre-and 2 local centres — up to 1000m2 convenience, up to 1000m2 To provide update on County
comparison’ requirement for pre-schools.
[Key community facilities]
‘2 primary schools and pre-schools, Country Park extension’
PM/3/39 |31 Policy [Table] [Station Gateway area] To include reference to No ECDC
GROWTH expected amount of
4 [Housing] employment and retail land.
‘400-630’
[Employment land]
‘Broadly equivalent to 3.8 ha (minimum of 800 jobs)’
[Retail/leisure]
‘ Station local shops — up to 1078 m2’
PM/3/40 |31 Policy [Table] [Octagon Business Park] To include reference to Yes — Ely |ECDC
GROWTH expected amount of
4 [Employment land] employment land at Octagon
‘1.92ha’ Business Park site
[Retail/leisure]
'13.34ha’
PM/3/41 |31 Policy [Table] [Soham Eastern Gateway] To reflect new infrastructure No Cambs
GROWTH requirements raised by County County
4 [Key community facilities] Council Council
‘Land for extended Medical Centre, school/preschool playirgfields and Commons’
PM/3/42 |31 Policy [Table] [Soham Church Hall] To reflect updated Housing No ECDC
GROWTH Supply Paper March 2014.
4 [Housing]
10 2Anrety
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
PM/3/43 |32 Policy [Table] [Littleport, west of Camel Road] To reflect new infrastructure Yes — Cambs
GROWTH requirements raised by County |Littleport |County
4 [Key community facilities] Council. Council
‘Secondary, argprimary, pre-school and Area Special school’
PM/3/44 |32 Policy [Table] [Bottisham Crystal Structures] To reflect proposed deletion of |Yes — ECDC
GROWTH this allocation, as the site is Bottisham
4 Bottisham-Crystal- Structures site —15—0-2-ha{64jebs)—BOT2 located within the
development envelope.
PM/3/45 |32 Policy [Table] [Burwell, Newmarket Road] To reflect updated flexibility in  |No Cambs
GROWTH Policy BUR 1. County
4 [Key community facilities] Council /
‘Sports pitekes provision’ ECDC
PM/3/46 |32 Policy [Table] [Burwell, Reach Road] To correct an error in the Yes — Beacon
GROWTH table. Burwell Planning (on
4 [Employment land] behalf of Mr
‘2.5 ha (95337 jobs)’ P. Cornes
and co-
owners)
PM/3/47 |32 Policy [Table] [Fordham] To delete allocation FRD 3 Yes — ECDC
GROWTH and amend subsequent policy |Fordham
4 Eastof 67 MildenhaltRoad—16—FRB3 numbering.
South of Snailwell Road — 7 ha (342 jobs) - FRB4 FRD 3
North of Snailwell Road — 5.5 ha (215 jobs) - FRB-5 FRD 4
Horse Racing Forensic Laboratory — 9 ha (176 jobs) — FRB-6 FRD5
North of Turners — 8 ha (88 jobs) — FRB-# FRD 6
South of Landwade Road — 7 ha (228 jobs) - FRB8 FRD 7
PM/3/48 |34 Policy [last bullet] To clarify that this criteria No Strutt and
GROWTH | e ‘Strategic objectives of the Local Plan and-pelicies-and-propesals-eentainred-within including |relates to strategic objectives Parker LLP
5 those within Town and Village Visions.’ rather than other policies in (on behalf of
the Plan. Dalham
Estate)
PM/3/49 |34 3.7.3 ‘....However, in certain circumstances it may be appropriate for an element of open market To allow these detailed No Foundation
housing to be provided as part of a community-led schemes where the applicant can matters to be included in the East,
demonstrate through a financial appraisal that the inclusion of the open market housing is forthcoming SPD on Bidwells (on
required to enable the delivery of affordable housing or other community benefits-assets, with Community-ed behalf of
S|gn|f|cant beneflts accrumg dlrectly to the communlty orgamsatmn through cross- Developments. Peterhouse
subsidy. y v and LHD),
n addltlon appllcants will be expected to demonstrate that Strutt and
the community benefits of such a scheme (such as the level of affordable housing or open Parker LLP
space) are significantly greater than would be delivered on an open market housing site. Further (on behalf of
details relating to the application of this policy will be set out in a Supplementary Dalham
Planning Document on Community-Led Development, which the District Council Estate),
proposes to produce in 2014 Hutchinsons
Planning,
lan Allen
(ECDC
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
Councillor)
PM/3/50 |35 Policy [second paragraph] To promote sound No ECDC
GROWTH |‘The non-housing elements of schemes will be assessed against other relevant Local Plan organisational structure and
6 policies. However, the District Council will also expect schemes to broadly accord with practice in all community-led
criteria 5 and 6 below.’ development schemes.
[criteria]
[Replace bullets with numbering (1-7)]
PM/3/51 |35 Policy [penultimate bullet] To allow these detailed No Foundation
GROWTH | e ‘Itis demonstrated through a financial appraisal that this is essential to enable the delivery of |matters to be included in the East,
6 affordable housmg or other communlty beneflts on-site, and—that—mdees—net—merease—me—land forthcoming SPD on Bidwells (on
Community-ed behalf of
Developments. Peterhouse
& LHD),
Strutt and
Parker LLP
(on behalf of
Dalham
Estate),
Hutchinsons
Planning,
lan Allen
(ECDC
Councillor)

[ Appendix 8] 13




Chapter 4: Housing

PM ref. |Page |[Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/4/1 |36 4.2.2 ‘.....The Size Guide (and any successor document), along with any additional To clarify that this No Bidwells (on
information relating to housing size and type in locality.....’ document may be behalf of David
updated. Wilson Homes)
Smiths Gore (on
behalf of Church
Commissioners)
Gladman
Developments
PMm/4/2 |37 4.2.4 ‘The District also faces a major challenge in increasing the provision of housing for|To clarify that the amount |No ECDC
potentially vulnerable elderly and single person households. The Council will therefore aim |of housing which will be
to ensure that a proportion of new housing built as part of major housing developments is |required to meet some or
suitable, or easily adaptable for occupation by the elderly or people with disabilities |all aspects of Lifetime
(Lifetime Homes Standard or equivalent). The precise amount of open market housing |Home Standards will be
which will be required to meet all or some of aspects of Lifetime Home Standards |determined as part of the
will be determined following negotiation with the applicant as part of the planning |planning application
application process. This will take into account the need for this type of housing |process.
within the locality and the financial viability of individual housing developments.
Further guidance on this issue will be set out in the Council’s Design Guide. The |For consistency with the
Government has recently announced that changes will be made to the existing |Ministerial Statement on
building regulations which will introduce two new optional accessibility standards. |Building Regulations (13"
These will include criteria to provide age friendly, accessible and adaptable housing |March 2014).
(which is similar to Lifetime Home Standards) and to meet the specific needs of
wheelchair users. Open market developments should continue to provide housing
which meets Lifetime Home Standards until the new accessibility standards come
into effect.’
PMm/4/3 |37 4.2.5 ‘The development of self-build properties by individuals or community groups (including To clarify that self build No Foundation East
Community Land Trusts) can also contribute to meeting the need for additional housing |properties can also be
within the district, and provide a more diverse housing stock........ ' developed by Community
Land Trusts.
PM/4/4 |37 4.2.6 ‘Where-appticantspropose-an-atternative The final mix of housing/types will be subject to | To clarify that the final mix |No Bidwells (on
negotlatlon with the appllcant Appllcants they-will be expected to provide demenstrate |will be subject to behalf of David
robust evidence relating to the identified level of |negotiation, reflecting the Wilson Homes)
housing need, financial viability or deliverability to support their proposals te-the-Bistrict |content of the policy. Smith Gore (on
Couneil.’ behalf of Church
Commissioners)
PMm/4/5 |37 Policy HOU 1 |‘Housing developments of 10 or more dwellings (or allocations where specified) should |To clarify that allocated No Clive and Susan
provide an appropriate mix of dwelling types and sizes that contribute to current and future |sites will also be required Patterson
housing needs as identified in the most recent available evidence relating to the locality....” |to provide an appropriate
housing mix where
specified.
PM/4/6 |37 Policy HOU 1 |[last paragraph] Clearer wording about the |No Bidwells (on
‘The final mix of dwelling types and sizes will be subject to negotiation with the applicant. policy requirements. behalf of David
Applicants ptopesing-an-afternative-mix-of-housing will be required to provide sufficient Wilson Homes)
evidence to support their proposals. demenstrateto-the Councilthatit canbefustified
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PM ref.

Page
no.

Policy/
paragraph

Proposed change

Reason for change

SA
revi

Source of

sion? |change

PM/AI7

38

Policy HOU 2

[bullet 3]
e ‘The biodiversity of the site and its surroundings and any heritage assets within or
adjoining the site.’

To clarify that heritage
assets should be
considered.

Yes

English Heritage

PM/4/8

39

4.4.8

e Housing developments should also ensure that sufficient provision is made to the
needs of an ageing population and disabled people as highlighted in the Government's
Housing Strategy and the SHMA. Affordable housing within the district will be
expected to meet the Homes and Communities Agency’'s Design and Quality
Standards (or successor document). These standards include some requirements
which enable properties to be suitable or adaptable or accessible by elderly or
people with disabilities — but are not as extensive as Lifetime Home requirements.
Therefore, as with open market housing (see Policy HOU 1) an element of affordable
housing should be provided to meet Lifetime Homes Standards or equivalent. The
precise amount of affordable housing which will be required to meet all or some of
aspects of Lifetime Home Standards will be determined following negotiation with
the applicant as part of the planning application process with details in the Council’s
Design Guide SPD. The Government has recently announced that changes will be
made to the existing building regulations which will introduce two new optional
accessibility standards. These will include criteria to provide age friendly,
accessible and adaptable housing (which is similar to Lifetime Home Standards) and
to meet the specific needs of wheelchair users. Affordable housing developments
should continue to provide housing which meets Lifetime Home Standards until the
new accessibility standards come into effect. Applicants are advised to contact the
Council's Housing team at an early stage in the application process, for guidance on the
Iatest evidence of need for different tenures and size dwellings in a particular locality’

To clarify that the amount
of affordable housing
which will be required to
meet some or all aspects
of Lifetime Home
Standards will be
determined as part of the
planning application
process.

For consistency with the
Ministerial Statement on
Building Regulations (13"
March 2014).

No

ECDC

PM/4/9

44

4.7.4

..However, as an exception, approval may be granted for care or nursing homes adjoining

or close toa settlement - recogmsmg that elevetepe.ts—hateteeempeteeemheepen—maﬂeet

current

prOV|S|on of nursmg/care homes W|th|n the dlstrlct are at the lowest level per
population in Cambridgeshire (Guidance Note: Adult Social Care and Planning
PoI|C|es for Housing Developments (CCC; 2013). tnrthese-cireumstaneesitwilt

Nevertheless, all applicants will need to
demonstrate localised need for steh- provision, having regard to the Cambridge Sub-
Region Strategic Housing Market Assessment and other County strategies.’

To clarify the reason for
the inclusion of an
exception policy for
nursing/care homes in
Policy HOU 6.

No

Cambridgeshire
County Council

PM/4/10

45

Policy HOU 7

[new bullet]
e ‘Ensure there is no unacceptable risk of flooding.’

To highlight the
importance of flood risks
with regard to caravans.

Environment
Agency

PM/4/11

46

4.10.1

[New sentence at start]

‘The gypsy and traveller community in East Cambridgeshire is long established, and
comprises about 90 or so families living on a mix of private sites and Council sites,
plus other families in permanent dwellings (as at 2013).’

To highlight the long
established nature of the
Gypsy and Traveller

community in East Cambs.

No

Irish Traveller
Movement

PM/4/12

46

4.10.2

‘The Cambridge Sub-Regional Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment identifies
a need for 38 Gypsy and Traveller pitches to provided within East Cambridgeshire between
2011 and 2031. Since 2011 the-Bistriet-Couneithas-granted planning permission has been
granted for a total of # 22 pitches. Assuming that these sites can be delivered there will
be a residual requirement for 22-16 pitches to be provided over the Plan period.’

To reflect the current
position relating to the
supply of Gypsy and
Traveller pitches.

No

ECDC

PM/4/13

46

Table 4.2

Table 4.2 - Estimated need for pitches in East Cambs 2011-31

To reflect the current

No

ECDC
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
Need for gypsy and traveller pitches Number of pitches position relating to the
2011-2016 10 supply of Gypsy and
2016-2021 13 Traveller pitches.
2021-2026 10
2026-2031 5
Total (2011-2031) 38
Planning permission granted 2011-123 1722
Residual requirement 20123-31 21-16
PM/4/14 |46 4.10.4 ‘The level of need for gypsy and traveller and travelling showpeople accommodation, as |To highlight that a revised |No ECDC
identified in the Needs Assessment will be used to inform the determination of planning |Traveller Accommodation
applications. The Planning Inspector appointed to consider the Local Plan indicated |Needs Assessment will be
that the Needs Assessment should be reviewed and updated as part of the next |prepared by the District
Local Plan review, in order to ensure consistency with Government guidance. The |[Council to inform the Local
District Council is committed to updating this evidence base as part of the Local |Plan review.
Plan review.’
PM/4/15 |46 4.10.5 ‘In addition, it is proposed to allocate a number of specific sites for gypsy and travellers in | To reflect the current No ECDC
the Local Plan, as this can help to ensure the delivery of some sites whilst allowing |position relating to the
flexibility to deal with other applications. Policy HOU 9 below proposes 2 separate [supply of Gypsy and
allocation sites, providing a total of 4 pitches. Fhis-isless-than-the-minimum-10-yearsupply | Traveller pitches.
B Reil-he il i ites. These
sites could theoretically......’
PM/4/16 |46-48 | Section 4.10 |[All references to Gypsy and Travellers and Travelling Showpeople to have capital letters] |To reflect standard No Irish Traveller
and Policy expression. Movement
HOU 9
PM/4/17 |47 Policy HOU 9 |[second paragraph, 4™ bullet + new bullet] To ensure that flood risk is | Yes Cambridgeshire
e ‘There is no significant risk of fleeding-or land contamination. taken into account, County Council
e Thereis no unacceptable risk of flooding.’ reflecting the wording in
Government guidance.
PM/4/18 |49 Map 4.1 [Proposed modification to remove Gypsy and Traveller site allocation at Muckdungle |To remove proposed Yes ECDC

Corner, Newmarket Road, Bottisham from the Cambridge Green Belt.]

[See attached map at the end of the document.]

allocation at Muckdungle
Corner, Bottisham from
Cambridge Green Belt for
consistency with the
Ministerial Statement on
Planning and Traveller
sites (3" July 2013) which
outlines the Government's
approach to Traveller sites
in the Green Belt.
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Chapter 5: Employment

PMM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed Change Reason for Change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/5/1 52 5.2.4 “......These strategic sites will be expected to be retained for employment uses —unless—t | To ensure consistency |Yes Savills (on
can-be-demenstrated threugh—a—rewew—e#@etmeﬂ—s%ebs—@revﬂh%ﬂategy—tha%there—rs&n with para. 22 of the behalf of St
i A i NPPF. Johns
However proposals for redevelopment/development for other College)/
purposes will be assessed on their merits, taking account of viability and ECDC
environmental matters, and other policies in the Local Plan particularly those relating
to development in the countryside (Policy GROWTH 2) and impact on local character
(Policy ENV 1).’
PM/5/2 52 5.2.5 [new paragraph] In response to recent | Yes ECDC
‘There are some changes of use from office or business use (B1) that are permitted legislative changes to
development under the General Permitted Development Order 1995 (as amended). permitted development
These do not require an application for planning permission to be made to this rights (May 2013).
Council; however, they may require an application to be made to this Council for a
determination as to whether prror approval is requrred for specrfled matters.’
PM/5/3 52 Policy EMP 1 2 To ensure consistency |Yes Savills (on
- The CounC|I will seek to retain employment with para. 22 of the behalf of St
allocations for their designated B1/B2/B8 uses. However planning applications for [NPPF. Johns
redevelopment/development for other purposes will be assessed on their merits, College)/
taking account of criteria a and b above, and other policies in the Plan (particularly ECDC
those relating to development in the countryside and impact on local character).’
PM/5/4 52 Policy EMP 1 [first paragraph] In response to recent | Yes ECDC
‘The Council will seek to retain land or premises currently or last used for employment legislative changes to
purposes (B1, B2 and B8 uses). As an exception, planning applications prepesals for permitted development
mixed-use re-development involving an element of employment uses may be permitted, rights (May 2013).
where it can be demonstrated that:....’
[second paragraph]
‘.....Planning applications for Rre-development prepesals which propose the loss of all
employment uses will need to be accompanied by clear viability or other evidence....’
PM/5/5 53 5.5.2 ‘The re-use of existing rural buildings that are no longer needed for their original purpose In response to recent | Yes ECDC
provides an opportunity for development without the impact that new buildings have on the |legislative changes to
landscape. There are some changes of use from agricultural buildings that are permitted development
permitted development under the General Permitted Development Order 1995 (as rights (May 2013 and
amended). These do not require an application for planning permission to be made to |April 2014).
this Council; however, they may require an application to be made to this Council for
a determination as to whether prlor approval is requlred for specmed matters. Re-tse
hewevereto consrder the potentlal |mpact in terms of the character of the building and the
locality. Not all buildings in the countryside are suitable for conversion or adaptation to new
uses, as they may be of insubstantial construction, of poor design, or not in keeping with
their surroundings. Proposals for re-use will also need to demonstrate there is capacity on
the local road network to deal with any increase in traffic flows, and no significant adverse
impact (alone or cumulatively), in terms of the amount or nature of traffic generated.’
PM/5/6 54 5.5.4 ‘Where planning applications are required, the re-use or replacement of existing rural As above. Yes ECDC
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PMM ref. [Page |Policy/ Proposed Change Reason for Change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
buildings will.....’
PM/5/7 54 5.5.5 ‘Proposals for other types of residential re-use (e.g. open market housing) requiring a As above. Yes ECDC
planning application will.....’
PM/5/8 54 Policy EMP 4 [1% paragraph] As above. Yes ECDC

‘Proposals for the re-use of existing buildings in the countryside for business (B1, B2, B8)
tourism, outdoor recreation or community-related uses which require a planning

[3" paragraph]
‘Proposals for the residential re-use of rural buildings which require a planning
application will only be appropriate where....’
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Chapter 6: Environment and climate change

PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/6/1 |61 6.2.4 ‘The Council's ‘Ely Environmental Capacity Study’ provides a detailed assessment of | To highlight the forthcoming No English Heritage /
the landscape character of Ely and its environs, including an analysis of the distant and | update of this key study. ECDC
near views of Ely Catherdral Cathedral. This Study is due to be updated in 2014,
and will be adopted as a Supplementary Plannlng Document to the Local Plan. A
Iaﬁdseaﬁe—semﬁﬁ—ef—Etv—aﬁd-e%he%kev—sememeﬁ%s—Other studles that ..... '
PM/6/2 |61 Policy ENV 1 |[fourth bullet point] To highlight the value of Yes English Heritage /
‘Key views in and out of settlements; this includes quintessential views of Ely quintessential views in and ECDC
Cathedral and the setting of the City as an historic ‘isle’ settlement close to the |out of settlements.
fen edge and the valley of the Great Ouse’.
To clarify the scale of change
[last sentence] and to reflect guidance within
‘Suitable compensatory provision must be made in the event of unaveidable |the NPPF.
significant harm where necessary.’
PM/6/3 |63 6.3.6 [new sentence at end] To highlight the importance of |No English Heritage
‘Where outline applications are proposed in locations which are deemed to be information relating to the
sensitive by virtue of the special character and value of the historic and natural | historic and natural
environment in or in the vicinity of the site, they should be accompanied by environment.
sufficient information so that the impact of the proposed development can be
properly assessed.’
PM/6/4 |63 Policy ENV 2 |[paragraph 2] To highlight the importance of |No English Heritage
‘Design which fails to have regard to local context including architectural traditions |architectural traditions in
and does not take advantage of opportunities to preserve, enhance or enrich the informing design.
character, appearance and quality of an area will not be acceptable.’
[paragraph 5]
‘The Council will encourage innovative, creative good modern architectural design that
complies with the principles set out below. Schemes should be founded on an
understanding of the architectural traditions of an area, even if there are no
direct references to them in the final design. All new development proposals....’
PM/6/5 |67 6.5.2 ‘....The Council will seek to ensure that efficiency improvements do not compromise To provide useful source No English Heritage
the essential qualities of historic buildings and Conservation Areas. English Heritage |information for applicants.
guidance relating to energy efficiency and historic buildings is available at the
following address: http://www.helm.org.uk/guidance-libraryl/.....
PM/6/6 |67 6.5.6 [new paragraph] To reflect the Government's | Yes ECDC

‘In August 2013 the Government carried out consultation on a Housing
Standards Review, and indicated that they were minded to require that carbon
and energy targets would only be set in national Building Regulations, pending
implementation of a zero carbon homes requirement. The Government has since
confirmed that the Code for Sustainable Homes requirements including those
relating energy and carbon emissions will be incorporated into Building
Regulations (Ministerial Statement on Building Regulations — March 2014). Policy
ENV 4 therefore contains reference to these replacement standards.’

impending changes in relation
to Housing Standards.
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of

no. paragraph revision? |change

PM/6/7 |67 Policy ENV 4 |[Title of policy] To reflect the purpose of No Environment
‘Policy ENV 4: Energy and water efficiency and renewable energy in construction’ Policy ENV 4 which includes Agency

reference to water efficiency.

PM/6/8 |67 Policy ENV 4 |"......Applicants will be required to demonstrate how they have considered maximising | To reflect the Government’s Yes ECDC
all aspects of sustainable design and construction, as set out in the Code for|impending changes in relation
Sustainable Homes (or its successor). Developments of 5 or more homes are required | to Housing Standards.
to achieve Code for Sustainable Homes Level 4 standard (or its replacement)
pending implementation of the zero carbon homes requirement.....’

PM/6/9 |69 Policy ENV 6 |[new bullet] To ensure that heritage assets | Yes National Trust
. ‘Heritage assets’ are taken into account in

decision-making.

PM/6/10 |69 Policy ENV 6 |[third paragraph] To reflect wording on the No Turley Associates
‘The visual and amenity impacts of proposed structures will be assessed on their NPPF. / ECDC
merits, both individually and cumulatively and-measures-to-remediate-adverse-impacts

PM/6/11 |71 Policy ENV 7 | [sixth section] To ensure consistency with No National Trust /
P i paragraphs 98, 113 and 188 Turley Associates

of the NPPF and Circular
06/05.
® Proposals which have an adverse impact on a site of international importance
will not normally be permitted unless there are exceptional overriding reasons
of public interest (human health, public safety or environmental benefit).
® Proposals which have an adverse impact on a site of national importance will
not normally be permitted unless the benefits of development at the site
significantly outweigh the impacts.’

PM/6/12 |72 6.9.2 ‘....policies across the land/sea boundary are integrated, and to have regard to the To highlight important No Marine
Marine Policy Statement and relevant licence arrangements. The East Inshore documents for the benefit of Management
Marine Plan is due to be produced in 2013. As part of the district is at or below sea |applicants. Organisation / Ely
level there is the potential for it to be highly influenced by marine processes Group of Internal
especially those relating to coastal flooding. Reference should also be had to Drainage Boards
the Environment Agency’s Tidal River Strategy (2009) and other similar strategic
documents.’

PM/6/13 |72 6.9.3 e The Environment Agency maps and-the SFRA and Surface Water To highlight important No Cambs County
Management Plans where relevant will be used to inform decisions on planning documents for the benefit of Council /
applications. The District Council will also work closely with Cambridgeshire applicants.To confirm that a Environment
County Council as Lead Local Flood Authority and other relevant organisations |Floods and Water Agency
to develop a Floods and Water Management SPD following adoption of the Local | Management SPD will be
Plan’. prepared.

PM/6/14 |72 6.9.5 L Developers should contact the Environment Agency, Lead Local Flood To provide additional No Environment

Authority and Internal Drainage Boards at an early stage to obtain further mere

information on the process, for

Agency
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
detailed information relating to potential flood risks including flood risk zones applicants.
and surface water infermatien for individual sites.’
PM/6/15 |73 Policy ENV 8 |[second paragraph, new bullet] To highlight important No Cambs County
e ‘The risk of flooding would cause an unacceptable risk to safety.’ documents for the benefit of Council /
applicants. To provide Environment
[third paragraph, changes to bullets] additional information and Agency
e ‘AfMajor and non minor development proposals in Flood Zones 2 and 3 and clarification on the process,
‘Modelled Zone 3’; and for applicants.
e Major and non minor Bdevelopment proposals en-sites-ef-1-hectare-orgreaterin
HeedZenre1 in Flood Zone 1, on sites of 1 hectare or greater or where there is
evidence of historic flooding set out in the SFRA and/or a Surface Water
Management Plan.
[fifth paragraph]
‘The use of Sustainable Drainage Systems will be required for at new developments in
accordance with the Cambridgeshire SuDs Design and Adoption Handbook (or
successor document) unless....’
PM/6/16 |74 6.10.3 [new sentence at end] To highlight important No Environment
‘Regard should also be had to the Water Framework Directive and the objectives |documents for the benefit of Agency
of the Anglian River Basin Management Plan.’ applicants. / Cambs County
Council
PM/6/17 |74 6.10.5 [new sentence at end] To confirm that an update of |No Environment
‘It is intended to update this SPD following adoption of the Local Plan.’ the SPD will take place. Agency
PM/6/18 |75 6.10.7 ‘.....The Council therefore encourages pre-application discussions with applicants To clarify the process, for No Environment
involving bodies responsible for pollution control or drainage including SUDs applicants. Agency
approving bodies where pollution is an issue.’
PM/6/19 |75 Policy ENV 9 |[first paragraph] To reflect that not all No Environment
‘....to make a full assessment of potential hazards and impacts.’ contamination is caused by Agency
hazards.
[fifth paragraph]
‘....suitable for the proposed use. Development proposals where there is arisk of | To clarify the process for
pollution should include a Pollution Management Plan which includes details of |applicants.
the identified risks and the proposed control measures.’
PM/6/20 |77 New Historic environment — introduction To put forward an overview of |No English Heritage
introduction |‘The role of the historic environment in achieving sustainable development is set |the historic environment and
to heritage |out in national policy. All development should aim to conserve heritage assets in |recognise the key issues and
section a manner appropriate to their significance and provide a positive response to challenges.

the historic character and local distinctiveness of the district. The significance
of heritage assets lies in how they are valued in terms of their special historic,
archaeological, architectural or artistic qualities. The contribution of the setting
of heritage assets to the appreciation of these qualities will be carefully
considered, alongside other more direct impacts of development proposals.

The district contains a great wealth and variety of buildings and structures that
are important to the character and appearance of towns and villages. Within the
district, there are 26 designated Conservation Areas, approximately 930 Listed
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PM ref.

Page
no.

Policy/
paragraph

Proposed change

Reason for change

SA
revision?

Source of
change

Buildings and 41 sites designated as Scheduled Ancient Monuments. Ely
Cathedral is one of England’s great monuments, and is of national and
international significance, as well as having resonance as a local landmark and
symbol of the fens.

The Council will pro-actively seek opportunities to enhance or better reveal the
significance of heritage assets through all appropriate means, applying the
historic environment evidence base as part of a strategy for achieving positive
outcomes for the historic environment. This will apply to investigating how
heritage assets at risk, or potentially at risk, can be restored and brought back
into beneficial use.’

PM/6/21

77

6.12.2

‘The Council |s-eu#emly—undertak|ng a programme of Conservation Area rewews-

Ge;eewaﬂen—A%ea—Apmesals and has adopted several Conservatlon Area

Appraisals as Supplementary Planning Documents. These appraisal documents
examine boundaries, character and general condition. In addition...’

To provide clarification on the
extent of Appraisals to date.

No

English Heritage

PM/6/22

7

Policy ENV
11

[new paragraph at the end]
‘Where there is an adopted Conservation Area Appraisal SPD, developers will be
expected to show how this has informed their proposals

To highlight the important role
of Conservation Area

Appraisals in decision{making.

No

English Heritage

PM/6/23

78

6.13.6

Whefe—aepfepﬂa{elnvestlng in hlstorlc bqulngs can have a d|rect |mpact on the
quality of life of residents. Many buildings at risk have a rich historic legacy and
contribute to local identity. The repair and refurbishment of declining and/or
derelict historic buildings can often be a catalyst in encouraging confidence and
investment in an area.’

To address the issue of
heritage risk

No

English Heritage

PM/6/24

79

Policy ENV
12

[new paragraph at end]

‘The Council will monitor Heritage at Risk within the district and will pro-actively
engage with key stakeholders in order to secure and improve those heritage
assets deemed to be most at risk. The Council will use its statutory powers to
enforce the repair of heritage assets where appropriate.’

To address the issue of
heritage risk

No

English Heritage

PM/6/25

79-80

6.14 and
Policy ENV
13

[substitution of list with register]

[TITLE] 6.14 tocallytistedBildings Local Register of Buildings and Structures

6.14.1 ‘The Council, in conjunction will local amenity groups, will prepare a localdist
register of buildings and structures which make a valuable contribute to the local
scene, local distinctiveness and/or local history, but which do not meritinclusion on
the national list...’
6.14.2 ‘Proposals for ...on the Local ListRegister will be required....’

Policy ENV 13
[TITLE] Locally-Listed Buildings Local Register of Buildings and Structures

‘Proposals that affect a toeally-tistedBtitding building or structure on the Local
Register will not be permitted ... The Council will resist development that will:

To provide clarification and
avoid possible confusion with
the statutory list

No

ECDC
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
e Involve on the Local-List Register; and
e Involve on the Local List Register
Proposals to demolish all or part of a Leealhy-Listed-Buildirg building or structure on
the Local Register will not be permitted ...’

PM/6/26 |80 6.15.2 ‘Archaeological remains are finite and non-renewable. As well as having historic value |To better reflect the No Cambs County
in their own right, they are important for education, leisure and tourism and contribute |terminology and guidance in Council
to the character of the district. The Council will make every effort to safeguard the the NPPF.
local archaeological heritage which is vulnerable to the impacts of development.

Designated Assets of national importance are shown on the Proposals Map and
listed in Appendix 2. These and other 'undesignated' assets of local, regional and
national significance are recorded in the Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Record
which is maintained by Cambridgeshire County Council, to which more assets are
routinely added.’

PM/6/27 |80 6.15.3 ‘As most archaeological remains are yet to be discovered it is crucial that sites of To better reflect the No Cambs County
potential interest are appropriately assessed. Development that harms the terminology and guidance in Council
significance any heritage asset of known or identified national importance will be the NPPF.
resisted, and the impact of development on all types of remains should be
appropriately assessed as part of the application process.’

PM/6/28 |80 6.15.4 ‘Where permission for development is granted that would harm assets of To better reflect the No Cambs County
archaeological interest, a programme of conservation appropriate to their terminology and guidance in Councll
significance should be undertaken. Their in-situ preservation is preferred, but where | the NPPF.
this is not feasible, provision....'

PM/6/29 |80-81 |Policy ENV |[second and third bullets] To better reflect the No Cambs County

14 ¢ ‘Require the submission of an appropriate archaeological evaluation/assessment of |terminology and guidance in Councll
significance by a suitably qualified person. This initial work may be required prior to |the NPPF.
the submission of a planning application; and
¢ Not be permitted where there-weuld-be-anadverse-effeet-on the proposals would
cause substantial harm to new or known nationally important sites, including
Scheduled Monuments and their settings’.
PM/6/30 |81 6.16.3 ‘...and the setting of any histeric-buildings-and-features heritage assets.’ To better reflect the No English Heritage
terminology and guidance in
the NPPF.
PM/6/31 |81 Policy ENV  |‘Proposals that affect the significance of a Historic Park or Garden....’ To better reflect the No English Heritage
15 terminology and guidance in
the NPPF.
PM/6/32 |81 6.17.3 To highlight the process for No English Heritage

enabling development, the Council will utilise best practice guidance where
available in order to help inform the decision making process. Developers are
encouraged to enter into pre-application discussions with the Council at an early
stage when considering a proposal for enabling development.’

applicants.
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Chapter 7: Community Services and Infrastructure

PM ref. |Page |[Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? [change
PM/7/1 |83 7.1.2 ‘Community services and facilities include schools and other education provision, To highlight that pubs are one of |No CAMRA (late
social services, libraries, shops, pubs, open space, ....... ’ the types of community facilities response
which the chapter covers. 30.9.13).
PM/7/2 |83 7.2.2 ‘Edge of centre and out of tewn centre locations may be appropriate in exceptional To reflect paragraph 24 in the No Barton Wilmore
circumstances, according to the sequential and other tests in the NPPF and referred to |NPPF. (on behalf of
in Policy COM 1.’ Waitrose)
PM/7/3 |85 7.31 ‘......provided that the retail function of the centre is not undermined. There are some  |To reflect new permitted Yes ECDC
changes of use from Al shops that are permitted development under the development legislation due to
General Permitted Development Order 1995 (as amended). These do not require |come into force on 6" April
an application for planning permission to be made to this Council; however, they [2014.
may require an application to be made to this Council for a determination as to
whether prior approval is required for specified matters.’
PM/7/4 |85 7.3.3 ‘....Policy COM 2 is designed to maintain a predominance of retailing within the primary |As above. Yes ECDC
shopping frontage area. Where a planning application is required, the Council will
resist the loss of A1 shop units....’
PM/7/5 |86 7.3.5 ‘In the town centres of Soham and Littleport, a slightly more flexible approach to To reflect new permitted Yes ECDC
planning applications is proposed..... development legislation due to
come into force on 6™ April
2014.
PM/7/6 |86 7.3.5 ‘.....The Council therefore seeks to protect against the loss of larger A1 retall units, To correct supporting text in No ECDC
which are defined as those measuring -with-anetretail-floerspace-of 200m’ or-mere  |accordance with Policy COM 2
larger (gross retail floorspace).
PM/7/7 |86 7.3.6 ‘....Where planning applications are required, Wwithin the Ely Primary Shopping To reflect new permitted Yes ECDC
Frontage change of use to residential at ground floor level will not be development legislation due to
acceptable......... As part of this, applicants submitting planning applications willbe  |come into force on 6™ April
expected to demonstrate evidence that.....’ 2014.
PM/7/8 |86 Policy [Ely Primary Shopping Frontage] To reflect new permitted Yes ECDC
COM 2 ‘....Where planning applications are required, Fthe loss of Al retail uses will development legislation due to
generally be resisted....’ come into force on 6" April
2014.
[Ely Secondary Shopping Frontage]
‘Within Ely Secondary Shopping Frontage, as defined on Map 7.1, planning
applications for change of use from Al retail to other uses may be permitted....’
[Soham and Littleport town centres]
‘Within Soham and Littleport town centres, as defined on Maps 7.2 and 7.3, planning
applications for changes of use from Al retail to other uses may be permitted....’
PM/7/9 |91 7.4.1 e Community facilities include local shops, Post Offices, pubs, community meeting |To clarify that cultural facilities  |No Theatres Trust
places, schools, health care facilities, open spaces, allotments, cultural facilities and |are also community facilities.
sport and recreational facilities. The NPPF.....’
PM/7/10 |91 7.4.4 ‘..Where proposals result in the loss of open space provision, the relevant community | To highlight the role of Sport No Sport England
and statutory stakeholders (including Sport England) will need to be consulted...’ England.
PM/7/11 |91 7.4.5 [new sentences at end] To protect against the loss of Yes Sport England

..... However, it should be noted that proposals involving the provision of

open space and recreational
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
different community facilities will not be appropriate in relation to open space facilities in line with paragraph
and recreational facilities. As set out in paragraph 74 of the National Planning 74 of the NPPF.
Policy Framework it is important to retain existing open spaces, sport and
recreational facilities for these particular uses.’
PM/7/12 |92 Policy [bullet 2 + new bullet after] To protect the loss of open Yes Sport England
CoM 3  ‘Development would involve the provision of an equivalent or better replacement  |space and recreational facilities
community facility (either on-site or in an appropriately accessible alternative in line with paragraph 74 of the
location); or ; NPPF.
. Development Would involve the provision of an alternatlve communlty facility
which brings demonstrable greater benefits to the settlement or
neighbourhood - except in the case of open space, sports and recreational
facilities which should be retained where possible in accordance with
paragraph 74 of National Planning Policy Framework.’
PM/7/13 |92 Policy [bullet 4 + new bullet after] To protect the loss of open Yes ECDC
COM 3 e ‘Development would involve the provision of an equivalent or better replacement space and recreational facilities
community facility (either on-site or in an appropriately accessible alternative in line with paragraph 74 of the
Iocatlon) or —eeme—prewsrerﬁf—an—altematwe—eemmtm&y—faeﬂﬁwvhreh—bﬁngs NPPF.
. ‘Development would |nv0Ive the provision of an aIternatlve communlty facility
which brings demonstrable greater benefits to the settlement or
neighbourhood except in the case of open space, sports and recreational
facilities which should be retained where possible in accordance with
paragraph 74 of National Planning Policy Framework.’

PM/7/14 |93 7.6.1 ‘....and in helping to mitigate the effects of climate change. The cross boundary To highlight the cross border No St Edmundsbury
nature of many of these projects means that the District Council will need to nature of strategic green Borough Council
work closely with neighbouring authorities to bring forward these schemes.’ infrastructure and the need to

work with neighbouring
authorities.

PM/7/15 |93 7.6.2 ‘The Cambridgeshire Green Infrastructure Strategy (2011) provides a valuable To include reference to map No National Trust
framework for considering strategic green infrastructure in East Cambridgeshire. A showing strategic green
map showing strategic green infrastructure is included as Appendix 5 in this infrastructure network.

Local Plan. The Strategy identifies.....

PM/7/16 |93 7.6.2 [new bullet] To highlight an important No Mepal Parish
e ‘Block Fen Nature Reserve’ strategic green infrastructure Council

project.

PM/7/17 |95 7.7.4 ‘The Council supports the development and provision of telecommunication To avoid reference to the No ECDC
infrastructures throughout the district. aceerding-te-reed- At the same time the Council |justification of need.
is keen to minimise any adverse impact on the character of the locality and
environment.’

PM/7/18 |95 Policy [sixth bullet point] To provide greater clarity of No Mobile Operators

COM 6 e ‘The application is accompanied supperted by necessary evidence to support wording to avoid confusion Association
justify the proposal, including the outcome of the consultation with key
organisations...’
PM/7/19 |96 7.8.2 ‘The planning and design process should ensure access to a site is safe and To clarify that the needs of bus |No Cambs County
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PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of

no. paragraph revision? |change
convenient, and the needs of all users, including pedestrians, cyclists, bus and rail and rail passengers also need Council
passengers, people with disabilities and....’ to be taken into account.

PM/7/20 |96 7.8.5 ‘Proposals that are likely to have significant transport implications also need to be To set an appropriate threshold |No Cambs County
accompanied by a Travel Plan. In the case of residential schemes this will apply to |for residential development, at Council
developments of 50 or more dwellings, or schemes likely to generate significant |the request of the County
amounts of traffic. Applicants should.....’ Council.

PM/7/21 |96 Policy ‘Development should be designed to reduce the need to travel, particularly by car, and | To highlight the importance of No Cambs County

COM 7 should promote and enhance sustainable forms of transport appropriate to its |enhancing sustainable Council
particular location...’ transport.

PM/7/22 |98 Policy [bullet h] To set an appropriate threshold |No Cambs County

COM 7 h. ‘Be accompanied by a Travel Plan for residential develepment-schemes of 50 or |for residential development, at Council
more dwellings, or those which arg-renr-residential-developmentsthatare likely |[the request of the County
to generate significant amounts of traffic; and non-residential developments that |Council.
are likely to generate significant amounts of traffic.’

PM/7/23 |97 7.9.1 ‘.....The under-provision of parking on-site in new developments may lead to on-street |To highlight the problems No Cambs County
parking, creating potential problems of highway safety preblems and efficiency as created by lack of parking. Council
well as unsightly street environments....."

PM/7/24 |98 Policy [new sentence at end] To support reference in the No Cambs County

COM 8 ‘Consideration should also be given to providing charging points for electric supporting text regarding the Council
vehicles.’ provision of electric charging
points.
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Town/Village Visions:

Aldreth
PM ref. Page [(Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/ALD/1 |102 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics table |No ECDC
statistics and corresponding footnote
Aldreth with the latest figures from the
Population # 270 2014 Housing Trajectory.
Dwellings ** *® 108
New dwellings built 2001- 2 13 (net) 3- 9 To amend a typographical error
Estimated new dwellings 2042 2013— 31 *° [9—10 in footnote numbering in the
Employment 7 To be confirmed following publication of 2011 ‘dwellings’ row.
Census data
Existing public transport services Daily service to Ely (Monday-Saturday) (as at 2012)
26 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be
an underestimate.....
PM/ALD/2|104 Map 8.1 [Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of employment |To include employment areas |Yes ECDC

areas and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

and proposed employment
allocations within development
envelopes where they read as
part of the main built up form of
settlements.

[ Appendix 8] 27




Ashley

PM ref. Page | Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? change
PM/ASH/1 | 105 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key No ECDC
statistics Statistics table and
Ashley corresponding
Populﬁtion;; 610749 footnotes with the
Dwellings * : 260 latest housing
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) . 17 completions and
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 —31 ® |10- 8 _ _ _ projections figures
Employment g;)tge confirmed following publication of 2011 Census from the 2014
Existing public transport services Regular but infrequent services to Newmarket (Mon- Housing Tra}jectory,
Sat). Access to the Suffolk Links Demand Response and population
Transport service operated by the Voluntary Network. estimates from the
2011 census.
28 Population for Ashley parish — 2011 Census. antg Dwellings for Ashley parish (mid-
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. To amend a
typographical error in
29 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 20632-March 2014. Note this is likely to be an footnote numbering in
underestimate.... the ‘dwellings’ row.
PM/ASH/2 | 107 Map 8.2 [Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of employment To include Yes ECDC
areas and proposed employment allocations.] employment areas
and proposed
See attached map at the end of the document. employment
allocations within
development
envelopes where they
read as part of the
main built up form of
settlements.
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Barwa

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/BAR/1 (108 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics | No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Barway footnote with the latest
Population ™ 130 figures from the 2014
Dwellings *** 55 Housing Trajectory.
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 1
Estimated new dwellings 2622 2013 ~31 ¥ 2 11 _ ' _ To amend a
S ——— Lo e confmed ol pebleaton o 205 Cereus B | ypooraphical rror i
2012) Y, y footnote numbering in
the ‘dwellings’ row.
32 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632-March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate.....
PM/BAR/2 [109 Policy BAR |[new bullet] To correct error in No Paul Fenn
1 e ‘Make provision for the road across the frontage to be widened to 5 metres’ omitting requirements ECDC
identified by the
Highways Authority.
PM/BAR/3 (109 Policy BAR |[new bullet] To correct error in No Paul Fenn
2 e ‘Make provision for the road across the frontage to be widened to 5 metres, and extend | omitting requirements ECDC
the 30 mph speed limit across the frontage’ identified by the
Highways Authority.
PM/BAR/4 111 Map 8.3 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of employment areas | To include employment | Yes ECDC

and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

areas and proposed
employment allocations
within development
envelopes where they
read as part of the main
built up form of
settlements.
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Black Horse Drove

PM ref. Page Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/BHD/1 | 112 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics table and | No ECDC
statistics

Black Horse Drove

34

Population 220
Dwellings * ** 93
New dwellings built 2001- £2 13 (net) 5
Estimated new dwellings 2612 2013-31 * |5

Employment *°

'To be confirmed following publication of
2011 Census data

Existing public transport services

A limited which operates once a day to
Littleport ,Prickwillow and Ely (Thursdays
only) service to Ely (Monday-Saturday) (as

at September 2012)

35 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632-March 2014. Note this is likely

to be an underestimate....

corresponding footnote with the
latest figures from the 2014
Housing Trajectory.

To amend a typographical error in
footnote numbering in the
‘dwellings’ row.
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Bottisham

PM ref. Page | Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
PM/BOT/1 |115 |Key statistics |[revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics No ECDC
table and corresponding
Bottisham footnotes with the latest
housing completions and
Population *’ 2110 2199 projections figures from the
Dwellings : 840 2014 Housing Trajectory,
New dwellings built 2001- +213 (net) - 138 150 and population estimates
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 —31 167 101 _ ‘ from the 2011 census.
Employment To be confirmed following
publication of 2011 Census data .
Existing public transport services Services to Cambridge Burwell, To a”.‘e”d a typographlc_all
Newmarket, Bury St Edmunds and error in footnote numbering
Ely (Monday-Saturday) (as at 2012) in the ‘dwellings’ row.
37 Population for Bottisham parish — 2011 Census. arg Dwellings for Bottisham
parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.
38 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642March 2014. Note this is likely to be
an underestimate....
PM/BOT/2 [116 |Supporting |[2" paragraph] To improve the legibility of |No Bidwells (on
text to Policy |‘Land is released from the text. behalf of David
BOT 1 frem-the Cambridge Green Belt for the development of the site. Proposals will need Wilson Homes)
to include measures to reinforce the ereate-a-rew-clear-defensible-Green Belt
Boundary....."
PM/BOT/3 |117 |Supporting [5[h paragraph] To clarify that the SAM Yes English
text to Policy |‘There is an identified local need for allotment space within Bottisham. Land east of buffer area should not be Heritage/ECDC/
BOT 1 Bell Road is the only area capable of delivering this community use over the Plan used for the provision of the CCcC
period, so it is crucial that provision is made withir as part of the scheme — either allotments, and that the (Archaeology)
within the site or adjoining it to the south/southwest (not within the SAM area)’. |allotments may be provided
within the site or close to it.
PM/BOT/4 |117 |Supporting [6'h paragraph] To allow for the confirmation |No ECDC
text to Policy |‘The District Council will require the preparation of a Masterplan for the whole site, of the boundary for the
BOT 1 pnor to the approval of a development scheme The Masterplan should establish the | allocation and the Green
6 with the broad location | Belt.
of Iand uses, roads services, open space and Iandscaplng, and look at principles such
as access and movement, built form and phasing.....
PM/BOT/5 |117 |Policy BOT1 [6 bullet point ] To clarify that the SAM Yes English
. ‘Prowde new allotments W|th|n the site or adjomlng it to the south/south West buffer area should not be Heritage/ECDC/
used for the provision of the CCcC
allotments, and that the (Archaeology)
allotments may be provided
within the site or close to it.
PM/BOT/6 |117 |Policy BOT 1 [7[h bullet point] To clarify the location of the |No Bidwells (on
e ‘Be accompanied by a Landscape Assessment and include measures to enhance |boundary treatment. behalf of David
the supporting Green Belt and provide a welldefined and defensible boundary to Wilson Homes)
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
the Green Belt on the southern and western boundaryies of the site.’
PM/BOT/7 [118 |Supporting |[delete entire section] Allocation is within the Yes ECDC
text to Policy |Mixed-use-housingfemptoyment-atocation—Crystal-Strueturessite development envelope and
BOT 2 y ta-nfi ity y i i therefore not required.
Inconsistent with rest of the
Local Plan.
PM/BOT/8 118 |[Policy BOT 2 |[delete entire policy] See above. Yes ECDC
PM/BOT/9 |119 |Supporting |[second paragraph] See above. Consequential |No ECDC
text ‘Employment growth in Bottisham is required to allow for the sustalnable growth of the | re-numbering.
‘Employment’ | village and help meet local employment needs. i
Structures-site-should-assisttn-addition;-anr An employment allocation is proposed to
the rear of Tunbridge Lane Business Park to allow the extension of that facility.
Development on this site will need to be in line with Policy BOT 3-2.
PM/BOT/10 | 119 |Supporting [fifth paragraph] Consequential re-numbering |No ECDC
text to Policy |'....It will demonstrate how the site will deliver the key aims of Policy BOT 3- 2, and —for reasons set out above.
BOT 3 ensure a high standard of comprehensive planning.’
PM/BOT/11 {119 |Policy BOT 3 |[title] Consequential re-numbering |No ECDC
Policy BOT 3 2 — for reasons set out above.
PM/BOT/12 | 120 |Infrastructure |[1st row] To clarify the process for No Environment
table ‘.....Consultation with Anglian Water would be required to ensure that capacity is applicants. Agency
available for further development or whether an upgrade is required (with
development coming forward once improvements have been implemented).’
PM/BOT/13|120 |Infrastructure |[ 4th row] To highlight an existing No Kasia Gdaniec,
table ‘Development of new public open space and children’s play area - Bottisham Parish | infrastructure requirement, Kate Vadhia,
Council / ECDC - The Parish Council are also engaging with local landowners to and that ECDC may be Steve Bennett
explore other potential sites for new open space. Partly facilitated by development at involved in provision
Bell Road and-Crystat-Struetures-sites (see Policy BOT 1 and-BO+2). alongside the PC. ECDC
To reflect the proposed
deletion of BOT 2, see
above.
PM/BOT/14 [121 |Infrastructure |[7" row] To correct an error — No Cambs County
table ‘Al4 — south of the village — Highways Autherity-Agency — The Al4.....is lobbying the |reference to the wrong Council
Highways Autherity Agency to introduce noise reduction measures...." responsible organisation.
PM/BOT/15|122 |[Map 8.5 [Delete allocation for BOT 2. Redabel BOT 3 as BOT 2.] Consequential re-numbering | Yes ECDC
— for reasons set out above.
See attached map at the end of the document.
PM/BOT/16 |122 |[Map 8.5 [Proposed minor maodification to boundary of site BOT 1 (land east of Bell Road) To afford additional Yes ECDC/English
following recent masterplanning work.] protection for the Scheduled Heritage/CCC
Ancient Monument and to (Archaeology)
See attached map at the end of the document. allow for a better quality of
design and layout.
PM/BOT/17 122 [Map 8.5 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of To include employment Yes ECDC
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
employment areas and proposed employment allocations.] areas and proposed
employment allocations
See attached map at the end of the document. within development
envelopes where they read
as part of the main built up
form of settlements.
Brinkley
PMref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source
no. paragraph revision? |of
change
PM/BRI/1[123 |Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics | No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Brinkley footnotes with the latest
Population;40 376- 391 housing completions
Dwellings 160 and projections figures
New dwellings built 2001 - 32 13 (net) 3 from the 2014 Housing
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 -31 " [+-1

Employment

To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data

Existing public transport services

Limited service to Cambridge (Monday-Saturday) , Newmarket ,
Linton and Haverhill (Mon-Fri)(as at Nov 2012)

40 Population for Brinkley parish — 2011 Census. aré Dwellings for Brinkley parish (mid-2010).
Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.

41 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632-March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate

Trajectory, and
population estimates
from the 2011 census.

To amend a
typographical error in
footnote numbering in
the ‘dwellings’ row.
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Burrough Green

PM ref. Page |[Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/BUG/1 |126 Key [revised table] To update Key Statistics table No ECDC
statistics and corresponding footnotes with

Burrough Green

43

Population 366 379
Dwellings ** 160
New dwellings built 2001- 3213 (net) 10

Estimated new dwellings 2612 2013 —31 *

10—-12

Employment **®

To be confirmed following publication of 2011
Census data

Existing public transport services

Daily service to Ely (Monday-Saturday) (as at 2012)

43 Population for Burrough Green parish — 2011 Census. and Dwellings for Burrough
Green parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.

44 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory March 2014. Note this is likely to be
an underestimate as it excludes potential supply from rural exception windfall

sites.

44 45 To be updated with forthcoming Census results

the latest housing completions
and projections figures from the
2014 Housing Trajectory, and
population estimates from the
2011 census.

To amend a typographical error in
footnote numbering in the
‘dwellings’ row.

To insert footnote for ‘Estimated
new dwellings’ row — omitted in
error (and update subsequent
footnote numbering).
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Burwell

PM ref. Page (Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/BUR/1 [131 |Housing [third paragraph] To reflect updated housing No ECDC
‘....It is estimated that there could be capacity for perhaps $46-128 dwellings trajectory 2014.
between 2642 2013 and 2031, from outstanding planning permission (yet to be
completed)...... '
PM/BUR/2 |131 |Table of [revised table] To update housing supply table No ECDC
housing supply with latest results from 2014
Estimated housing supply in Burwell 2642 2011-31 housing trajectory.
Housing sources Number of dwellings
Completions 2011-13 13
Outstanding planning permissions 52 %58
Potential large future sites 36- 39
Estimated windfall on small sites 52 31
Housing allocation 350
ESTIMATED SUPPLY 490 491
PM/BUR/3 [131 |Supporting text |[part of second paragraph] To remove requirement to identify | No ECDC/Cambs
to Policy BUR |"....... wharketRea open o-obvious-beunda a boundary following further County
1 0 e B detailed work. Council
PM/BUR/4 [132 |Policy BUR 1 To remove requirement to identify | No ECDC/Cambs
a boundary following further County
detailed work. See also Council
PM/BUR/11 for the revised map of
the allocation and development
boundary.
PM/BUR/5 |132 |Policy BUR1 |[fourth bullet] To reflect the fact that sports No C Nickson,
e ‘Provide a minimum of 2.5 hectares for 4spertspiteches outdoor sports provision may not solely be Senior/
provision, changing facilities and on-site parking principally within the focused on pitches and to allow Cambs
site.’ some flexibility regarding its County
location. Council/ECDC
PM/BUR/6 |132- |Policy BUR 1 [new bullet] To highlight the need for No ECDC
133 e ‘Provide appropriate evidence of the archaeological potential and appropriate archaeological
significance of the site prior to the submission of a planning evidence to be provided with the
application’. planning application.
PM/BUR/7 |136- |Policy BUR S5 [new bullet] To highlight an important No Environment
137 e ‘Demonstrate that the development is consistent with the objectives of |document and ensure it is taken Agency

the Anglian River Basin Management Plan’

into account.
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no. paragraph revision? |change

PM/BUR/8 |137- |Infrastructure |[additional row] To highlight an important No National Trust

138 [table ‘Burwell Lode Bridge - Harrisons Drove - The National Trust/Cambs infrastructure project within the
County Council - Provision of a dual purpose bridge for cyclists, parish area.
pedestrians and equestrians over Burwell Lode.’
PM/BUR/9 |137- |Infrastructure |[additional row] To highlight an important No Cambs
138 [table ‘Limited expansion of either or both Soham and Bottisham Village infrastructure requirement relating County
Colleges — Soham/Bottisham — Cambs County Council — Limited to the parish. Council
expansion required. To be included in future County Council capital
programme.’
PM/BUR/10 |137- |Infrastructure |[additional row] To identify new infrastructure No Cambs
138 |table ‘Early years facility — TBC — Private provider —- TBC — NK’ requirements highlighted by the County
County Council. Council

PM/BUR/11|139 |Map 8.8 [revised development envelope for Burwell] To provide a clear and adequately | No ECDC/Cambs
Proposed madification to Burwell development envelope to include land justified boundary following further County
identified for provision of BUR 1 allocation. See attached map at the end of the |detailed work. See also PM/BUR/3 Council
document and 4 above.

PM/BUR/12|139 |Map 8.8 [development envelope for Burwell] To correct a drafting error. No Natalie Gates/
Proposed minor modification to Burwell Development Envelope to include land Mr & Mrs
granted planning permission at 131 North Street. See attached map at the end Gates
of the document

PM/BUR/13|139 |Map 8.8 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of To include employment areas and | Yes ECDC

employment areas and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

proposed employment allocations
within development envelopes
where there is a clear relationship
to the main built up form of
settlements.
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Chettisham

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? [change
PM/CHT/1 {140 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics table and No ECDC
statistics corresponding footnote with the

Chettisham latest figures from the 2014 Housing

Population i 180 Trajectory'

Dwellings (est.) * 83

New dwellings built 2001- 2213 (net) 2 To amend incorrect footnote

Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 —31%° [5-2 numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row

Employment ** To be confirmed following publication of '

2011 Census data
Existing public transport services Regular bus service to (Monday-Saturday)

50 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2832-March 2014. Note this is likely
to be an underestimate....

PM/CHT/2 |142 Map 8.9 [Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of To include employment areas and Yes ECDC
employment areas and proposed employment allocations.] proposed employment allocations
within development envelopes
See attached map at the end of the document. where they read as part of the main

built up form of settlements.
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Cheveley

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/CHV/1 |143 Key statistics [revised table/footnote s] To update Key Statistics table and No ECDC
corresponding footnotes with the
Cheveley latest housing completions and
Population 1070 1990 projections figures from the 2014
Dwellings > 960 Housing Trajectory, and population
New dwellings built 2001- £2 13 (net) 37 41 estimates from the 2011 census.
Estimated new dwellings 2612 2013— 31 > [73- 72
Employment To be confirmed following
publication of 2011 Census data
Existing public transport services /A regular bus service Monday-
Saturday to Newmarket
52 Population for Cheveley parish —2011 Census. and Dwellings for
Cheveley parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research
Group.
53 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632-March 2014. Note
this is likely to be an underestimate.....
PM/CHV/2 |144 Supporting text |[second paragraph] To correct drafting error — incorrectly |No ECDC
to Policy CHV 1 |‘....accommodate up to 2 dwellings. itshetid-beneted-thatthe-boundary |included in this policy.
mere-appropriate.’
PM/CHV/3 |144 Supporting text |‘The site is located off the High Street, opposite the junction with Spurling | To correct inaccurate description of |No Cheffins (on
to Policy CHV |Close and is currently epen-farmiand a grassed paddock.....’ current land use. behalf of land
2 owners of
allocations)
PM/CHV/4 |145 Policy CHV 2 [new bullet] To clarify that allocated sites will also |No Clive and
e ‘Provide a mix of dwelling types and sizes to reflect current be required to provide an appropriate Susan
evidence of need within Cheveley’ housing mix where specified. Patterson
ECDC
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Chippenham

Employment *°

To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data

Existing public transport services

Service to Ely (Thursday only) (as at June 2012)

underestimate.....

59 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642-March 2014. Note this is likely to be an

PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source
no. |paragraph revision? |of
change
PM/CHI/1|148 |Key [revised table/footnotes) To update Key No ECDC
statistics Statistics table and
Chippenham corresponding
Population * 556- 517 footnotes with the latest
Dwellings *** 250 housing completions
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) - 10 and projections figures
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 — 31 43 from the 2014 Housing
Employment >’ To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data Trajectory, and
Existing public transport services Public transport is limited in the village with a Mon-Fri commuter population, estimates
bus service to l_\lewmar_ket and one bus on a Tuesday and a from the 2011 census
Saturday morning service to Newmarket that runs on a Tuesday :
and Saturday morning. )
To amend incorrect
55 Population for Chippenham parish — 2011 Census. ane Dwellings for Chippenham parish (mid- footnote numbering in
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. the ‘dwellings’ row.
56 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642-March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate.....
Coveney
PM ref. Page (Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/COV/1 | 152 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Coveney footnote with the latest
Population ** 390 figures from the 2014
Dwellings *° 160 Housing Trajectory.
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 12
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013— 31> |3- 4
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Dullingham

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of change
no. paragraph revision?
PM/DUL/1 | 155 Key statistics [revised table/footnotes] To update Key No ECDC
Statistics table and
Dullingham corresponding
Population #20- 767 footnotes with the latest
Dwellings " 310 housing completions
New dwellings built 2001- 3213 (net) 24 23 and projections figures
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 —31° |35 12 from the 2014 Housing
Employment ® To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Trajectory, and
Census data A
Existing public transport services Regular services to Newmarket and population estimates
Cambridge (Mon-Sat). Rail Services to from the 2011 census.
Cambridge, Newmarket, Bury St Edmunds
and Ipswich
61 Population for Dullingham parish — 2011 Census. ané¢ Dwellings for
Dullingham parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.
62 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642-March 2014. Note this is likely to
be an underestimate.....
PM/DUL/2 | 156 Infrastructure [after the Infrastructure table] To correct error inthe  |No CAMRA (late
section ‘The top priority is improvement to the main sewer. Other priorities include omission of supporting response 30.9.13)
improvements to walking/cycling/riding routes, and village amenities. text.
The current community facilities in Dullingham (including the school, pub,
sports field and playground) contribute to the quality of people’s lives. The
loss of community facilities will be resisted under Policy COM 3. Proposals
for new community development that benefits the village will be supported in
principle, subject to Policy COM 4.’
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Ely

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
PM/ELY/1 |159 |Key statistics |[revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics No ECDC
table and corresponding
Ely footnote with the latest
Population ** 17,630 figures from the 2014
Dwellings * > 8045 Housing Trajectory.
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 2243-2299
Estimated new dwellings 2612 2013 —31 ™ [3904- 3954 To amend incorrect
Employment * 8000 footnote numbering in the
Existing public transport services Mainline rail station plus regular bus services ‘dwellings’ row.
within Ely and to Cambridge, Chatteris,
Newmarket and surrounding villages
65 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632-March 2014. Note this is likely to be
an underestimate.....
PM/ELY/2 |159 |Supporting ‘...The Ely Masterplan can be viewed at www.eastcambs.gov.uk. The vision and To highlight this key study. |No English
text to Ely policies in the Ely Town Vision have also been informed by the Ely Environmental Heritage /
Vision Capacity Study (as referred to in paragraph 6.2.4). This Study provides a detailed ECDC
assessment of the landscape character of Ely and its environs, including an
analysis of the distant and near views of Ely Cathedral. The Study remains an
important part of the evidence base informing the Local Plan and planning
applications, and is due to be updated in 2014.’
PM/ELY/3 |159 |Ely vision ‘Ely will develop into a special 21> century cathedral city and Cambridgeshire Market To reflect Ely’s No English
statement Town that respects the national and international importance of its historic distinctiveness. Heritage
environment, with a thriving city centre and great quality of life for its residents.
Development will respect the city’s distinctiveness, which includes the historic
core of the city, the green rural spaces in and around the city, the river and fen
setting, the views of the cathedral, the character and compactness of the city and
the strong local cultural and community network.’
PM/ELY/4 |159 |Ely vision A-new-bypass Major improvements to the A142 between Angel Drove and To reflect the fact that a No ECDC/ English
statement Stuntney Causeway alongside other transport solutions will help to reduce decision on the planning Heritage
congestion in the station area...’ application for a bypass
has not yet been made.
PM/ELY/5 [160 |Ely Strategic ‘...residents and visitors alike, creatively using and supporting its heritage assets.’ To provide better Yes English
Obijectives - 1 protection for Ely’'s Heritage
heritage.
PM/ELY/6 |160 |Ely Strategic |‘Protect and enhance Aveid-the-dess—ofEly's distinctiveness, with all new development | To provide better No English
Objectives - 2 |responding positively to the unique character of this historic city, and respecting the |protection for Ely’s Heritage /
setting and views of Ely cathedral (with regard to the Ely Environmental Capacity |heritage and highlight this ECDC
Study and subsequent updates).’ key study.
PM/ELY/7 |160 |Ely Strategic |‘Enable easy access to key destinations with improved walking and cycling routes and  |To reflect the fact that a Yes ECDC/
Objectives -5 | public transport services, including a new transport interchange at the railway station decision on the planning English
and seutherrbypass major improvements to the A142 between Angel Drove and application for a bypass Heritage
Stuntney Causeway to reduce congestion.’ has not yet been made.
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
PM/ELY/8 |160 |Ely Strategic |'...e.g. at North Ely,and the Station Gateway area and Octagon Business Park To capture an additional No Savills (on
Objectives - 6 key area of employment behalf of Healy
provision in Ely. Investments)
PM/ELY/9 |160 |Ely Strategic | ‘Protect and enhance the rural setting of Ely, and create a strategic network of To afford additional Yes ECDC/Natural
Objectives — | greenspaces on the eastern edge of the city, with-impreved-aceessibility-and-biediversity |protection to designated England
8 , aneHncluding an extension to Ely Country Park, which improves accessibility and sites of
has regard to the enhancement of biodiversity and geodiversity of designated national/international
sites which are of national/international significance.’ significance.
PM/ELY/10 | 161 |Housing and |[fourth paragraph] To update with results No ECDC
employment ‘It is estimated that a total of 3;994 4,049 dwellings could be provided in Ely te between |from the housing trajectory
strategy 2011 and 2031...... 2014.
PM/ELY/11 {161 |Housing and |[table of housing supply] To update with results No ECDC
employment from the housing trajectory
strategy Estimated housing supply in Ely 2632-2011 — 31 (source: Housing Supply Paper 2014.
March 2014)
Site- Housing sources Number of dwellings
Completions 2011-13 95
Outstanding commitments at 31.3.13 4 145
Large potential sites 81+ 62
Small windfall sites 85 68
Allocations 3564 3,679
TOTAL 3,964 4,049
PM/ELY/12 |162 |Housing and |[table of employment supply] To update figures following | No ECDC
employment Masterplanning work on
strategy Recommended jobs targets for strategic sites North Ely and the Station
. Potential . Gateway, and an
Site Site areaand = number of Jobs Target  |otratedic application on the Octagon
recommended mix of uses e policy Business Park.
Lancaster Way ;‘g;hss 25% B2 2242 1973 ELY 11
B1, B2 and B4B8 - area
North Ely ﬁ beco o tm;inkigmum 1511 1300 - 1500 ELY 1
of 2.8ha
B1 and B2 — areatobe
- eenfirmed-through 7_91_ ELY 7 and
Station Gateway M roadly 899 g/lolglmum of ELY 8
equivalent to 3.8ha
Octagon Business B1,and-B2 and B8 — area
Park to-be-confirmed-through 483 425 417 ELY 9
Masterplanwork-1.92ha
Ely Road and Rail |12ha:
Diitribution Centre |90% B8, 10% B2 533 469 ELy 12
TOTAL 5668 4563 5,059
PM/ELY/13 Housing and | [employment section, 5" paragraph] As above. No ECDC
employment | ‘In total, these sites could deliver around 4,566 5,000 jobs to 2031.....°
strategy
PM/ELY/14]162- |Supporting [third paragraphl] To provide clarification on | No Smiths Gore
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no. |[paragraph revision? |change
163 |textto Policy |‘The site is divided into two distinct parcels of land, one owned by the Church ownership. (on behalf of

ELY 1 Commissioners and the other by a consortium of landowners inthe-ewnership-of Church
twe-maintandewners-and covers.. To provide update on Commissioners)
infrastructure
[3. Locating key facilities close to housing to maximise walking and cycling opportunities] |requirements. English
‘A-rew-mixed-use-area-in-the-centre-of the-develepment Two local centres are Heritage
proposed. The larger centre at the Lynn Road junction will provide... Fwe-additienal | To provide update on
A smaller local centres should be delivered at in the Cam Drive area-the-sou-eastern infrastructure ECDC
cornerof-the-develepment—to junction. This will provide......" requirements.
[4 Prowdlng arange of homes and community facmtles for all ages] To improve terminology
v v used (landmark buildings).
To provide an update on
[5. Reinforcing the special quality and character of Ely through high quality design] employment requirements.
‘...including the use of different character areas, green infrastructure, landmark
buildings, locally distinctive features or buildings, and incorporation of...." To provide an update on
the SPD/Masterplanning
[6. Offering a range of jobs] work.
‘....Part of this provision will be facilitated through an extension of approximately
2.8 hectares to the Chettisham Business Park for B1, B2 or B8 development.
Business units should also be included in the local centres providing potentially
around 3000m2 of ﬁ&mﬁﬁeﬁrdﬁwe%enﬁﬂeymeﬁﬁrses—mﬂ—be—determrﬁed
ii ity offices and business
Fhe-Strategic-Masterplan-will-establish- The Dlstrlct CounC|I has produced a North
Ely Supplementary Planning Document (to be adopted in 2014) which sets out the
broad location of land uses, roads, services, open space and landscaping, and examine
principles such as access and movement, built form and phasing. The SPD has been
informed by previous work, including the North Ely Development Framework
(adopted as Council policy in 2011) and the Joint Strategic Masterplan prepared
by the landowners in 2013. The SPD provides further detail on how the site will
deliver the key aims of Policy ELY 1.
PM/ELY/15 | 165 |Policy ELY 1 |[first paragraph, second bullet] To reflect the County No Cambs County

e ‘2 Primary schools with pre-school facilities’

Council's updated

Council
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infrastructure
requirements.

PM/ELY/16 165 |Policy ELY 1 |[first paragraph, third bullet] To reflect the draft North No ECDC
e ‘Sufficient employment uses to deliver approximately 1,300 — 1,500 jobs. This |Ely Masterplan.

should include a minimum of 2.8 hectares of employment land for B1/B2/B8
uses which incorporates irelading-an extension to Chettisham Business Park.’

PM/ELY/17 |165 |Policy ELY 1 |[first paragraph] To update the latest No Smiths Gore
[4™ bullet ] position in the (on behalf of the
o A-Neighbe development of Strategic Church

Masterplan for the site by Commissioners)

[5" bullet ] the developers and the ECDC
¢ ‘Two smalllocal centres, providing tep-up-shopping retail and community facilities.  |District Council.
[third paragraph, 7" bullet]
e 'Provide a ‘heart’ for the development in the form of a mixed-use area focused on

the interface between Highflyer Avenue and Lynn Road, comprising stfficient

eonvenienee shopping facilities to meet the day-to-day needs of North Ely residents

and a range of other community/employment uses which create vitality and generate

footfall. SmalleHecateentres Another local centre with corner shop type ‘top-up’

facilities should be provided in the Cam Drive area ard-the-seuth-eastern-cornerof

the-site-near-the-entry-inte-the-rew-CountryPark: The two local centres should

provide up to 1000m2 of convenience and up to 1000m2 of comparison net

retail floorspace.’

PM/ELY/18 165 |Policy ELY 1 |[second paragraph] To highlight that the No Endurance
‘... A Strategic Masterplan for the whole site is important to deliver exemplary Masterplanning process Estates
development as well as being needed to provide context ...... ' will help deliver exemplary

development.
PM/ELY/19 [165 |Policy ELY 1 | [third paragraph, 6" bullet] To correct drafting errors. |No English
Heritage /
[first sub-bullet] To improve terminology ECDC
o ‘Complywith Take account of design guidance set out in the North Ely used (landmark buildings).
Development Framework...’
To update the latest
[second sub-bullet] position on local centres
o ‘Comply-with Take account of approved Design Codes...’ as set out in the draft
North Ely SPD.
[third sub-bullet]
e ‘Adopt a varied urban design/architectural....e.g. through the creation of... fandmark
buildings, locally distinctive features or buildings, open spaces....’
[sixth sub-bullet]
e ‘....Demonstrate that all homes are within a 5 minute walk of a localfdistriet centre.’

PM/ELY/20 |166 |Policy ELY 1 |[third paragraph] To reflect the County No Cambs County

[8th bullet] Council’s updated Council

e ‘Provide 2 new primary schools with pre-school facilities through Section 106

infrastructure
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agreements. Oene in the Cam Drive area and one within the central mixed-use requirements.
area. '
[o" buIIet]
PM/ELY/21 {166 |Policy ELY 1 |[third paragraph 11 buIIet] New advice from Natural |Yes ECDC/Natural
e ‘Undertake a project level Habitats Regulation Assessment screening. Where |[England England
this identifies a likely significant effect, applicants will be required to Submit
sufficient information, incensultation-with-Natural-England; for a project level
Appropriate Assessment to be undertaken by the District Council under the
Habitats Regulation Assessment process to ensure there will be no adverse effect
on European sites impacts-en-biodiversity and-geological sites-of importance-as
referred-to-inPolicy ENV-Z.
PM/ELY/22 |166 |Policy ELY 1 |[[third paragraph, insert new bullet point after 11" bullet] To afford additional Yes ECDC/Natural
e ‘Submit sufficient information, in consultation with Natural England, to explore |protection to designated England
the implications of development upon designated sites at national level and to |sites of national
address in particular the impact of additional visitor numbers within the significance
Country Park and any extension, and to propose possible mitigation measures
where appropriate to ensure there are no adverse impacts’.
PM/ELY/23 {166 |Policy ELY 1 |[third paragraph, 13" bullet] To clarify that technical No Endurance
e ‘.....Where the feasibility assessment demonstrates that on-site renewable energy |feasibility and financial Estates
provision is both technically feasible and financially viable, is-deliverable; this will |viability will be taken into
be required as part of the development.’ account.
PM/ELY/24 {166 |Policy ELY 1 |[final bullet] To correct drafting error. No ECDC
o ‘Comply-with Take account of the North Ely Development Framework SPD...’
PM/ELY/25|168 |Supporting [third paragraph] To provide an update on No ECDC
text to Policy | ‘The majority of the site is owned by the District Council although Sessions House is land ownership
ELY 2 currently owned by Ely City Council and the Job Centre site is
privately owned.’
[Footnote 68]
PM/ELY/26 {170 |Supporting [first paragraph] To correct drafting error. No ECDC
text to Policy |‘.....known locally as ‘Paradise Field’ which currently provides a football and cricket
ELY 3 facilities......"
PM/ELY/27 | 172 |Supporting [first paragraph] To remove inappropriate  |No David Owen
text to Policy |‘.....However, this Plan covers a 20 year period up to 2031, and it is possible that one or |reference to ‘realising land
ELY 5 both of these units may wish to move over this period, in-erderto-realiseland-values values.’
andferte - potentially to provide larger facilities.....’
PM/ELY/28 | 173 |Supporting [second paragraph] To provide a better No Ely Cycle
text to Policy |‘....isolates the station and makes the area uninviting appear dangerous to fer-cyclists |description of the area. Campaign
ELY 7 and uninviting to pedestrians.’
PM/ELY/29 | 173 |Supporting [third paragraph] To reflect the fact that a Yes ECDC/ English

text to Policy
ELY 7

..... The appearance of the Station Gateway could be improved by the redevelopment of
selected sites, and significant improvements could be made to the environment with the

decision on the planning
application for a bypass

Heritage
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Iaypaes—major |mprovements to the A142 between Angel Drove and has not yet been made.
Stuntney Causeway.
Visten-
PM/ELY/30 | 173 |Supporting [fourth paragraph] To reflect the fact that a Yes ECDC/ English
text to Policy |‘......In addition, the-proposed-bypass major improvements to the A142 between decision on the planning Heritage
ELY 7 Angel Drove and Stuntney Causeway will remove heavy traffic from Angel Drove and |application for a bypass
Station Road and reduce congestion. This will address existing severance issues by has not yet been made.
allowing greater pedestrian and cycle access to the city centre and river.’
PM/ELY/31 {173 |Supporting [fifth paragraph] To correct drafting error. No ECDC
text to Policy | .....Development schemes will be expected to accerd-with take account of the SPD..!
ELY 7
PM/ELY/32 |174 |Policy ELY 7 |[first paragraph - Vision] To reflect that not all No English
‘.....redeveloped with high quality offices and some apartments/houses framing the dwellings in this area will Heritage
views of the cathedral...... be flats; typographical
error
PM/ELY/33 174 |Policy ELY 7 |[second paragraph] To reflect recent work No ECDC
carried out on the
[first bullet] disposition of land uses as
o ‘Approximately 32,700m2 of employment floorspace (B1 and B2 uses) on an  |part of the work for the
area broadly equivalent to 3.8 hectares (prowdmg a minimum of 800 JObS) éwﬁh Station Gateway SPD
[third bullet]
e ‘Small retail units (up to approximately 1,078 m2) linked to the redevelopment of
the railway station interchange.’
[fourth bullet]
e ‘Approximately 400-630 residential units.’
PM/ELY/34 | 174 |Policy ELY 7 |[third paragraph, 1* bullet] To correct drafting error. No ECDC
o ‘Comply-with Take account of guidance set out in the Ely Station Gateway SPD.’
PM/ELY/35|174 |Policy ELY 7 |[third paragraph, 7" bullet] To include reference to an |No Ely Cycle
e ‘Support the provision of a network of new pedestrian and cycle routes to the important route. Campaign
station, Angel Drove and the riverside area to link with new development.....’
PM/ELY/36 [ 174 |Policy ELY 7 |[third paragraph, new bullet at end] To include important No Environment
o ‘Demonstrate that the development is consistent with the objectives of the reference to a strategic Agency
Anglian River Basin Management Plan’ document.
PM/ELY/37 | 175 |Policy ELY 8 |[Area 1] To clarify that Tescos are  |No Savills (on
.. The relocation of the Tesco supermarket would allow the area to be currently looking at the behalf of Healy
comprehensively redeveloped. The Octagon Business Park off Angel Drove (Policy |Octagon Business Park as Investments)/
ELY 9) may offer potential for its relocation — see Policy ELY 9 below. The wider  |a potential site for ECDC / English
site should be developed for high quality offices and some apartmentshouses, and relocation. Heritage

possibly-an-element-of-leisure small-scale retail units associated with the station.
The built-up area of the site should broadly comprise the following proportion of
floorspace —residential 50%, offices 47%, retail 3%.’

To provide further detail on
the proposed land use mix
on the site.
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[Area 2]

‘Sites in this area should be comprehensively developed for a mix of employment uses,
including offices — and apartments/houses. The built-up area of the site should
broadly comprise the following proportion of floorspace — offices 33%, residential
67%....

[Area 3]

‘This area should be developed for a mix of uses including high quality residential
development offering views of the riverside, with-petentialty some office or hotel
development near Station Road and the railway reaitway line. The built-up area of the
site should broadly comprise the following proportion of floorspace —residential
61%, offices or hotel 39%."....."

To reflect that not all
dwellings in this area will
be flats.

PM/ELY/38

175

Supporting
text to Policy
ELY 9

[first and second paragraphs]

‘This site comprises approximately 16ha of uncultivated and vacant fenland on the edge
of the city at the southern end of Angel Drove (the A142). The railway line forms the
south-eastern boundary of the site, with Angel Drove on its north-western edge. The
established Cambridgeshire Business Park lies to the north-east with open land to the
south-west. The site is suitable for employment uses (B1, arg-B2 and B8)—Fhere—may
also—be—potential-forthe—provision—ef and also for retail uses, where it is ean—be
demonstrated through a Retail Impact Assessment that there would be no adverse
impact on Ely city centre, and that other criteria in Policy COM 1 are satisfied. This site
may-offers potential to: relocate the Tesco supermarket away from the Station Gateway
area;; and-alse—an-oppertunity-te provide comparison retail floorspace for bulky goods
not able to be accommodated in the city centre (but which will reduce leakage of
comparison goods outside of the district); and to accommodate service uses such as
a hotel (C1) and a public house (A4). Planning permission has been approved in
principle for a scheme accommodating these uses (planning reference
13/00122/ESF), subject to agreement of conditions and an appropriate Section 106
agreement. The scheme involves the provision of approximately 1.92 hectares of
B1/B2/B8 development, 13.44 hectares of retail development and 0.64 hectares for
provision of a hotel and pub.

The site is in a highly visible location, located at a key gateway into Ely. It will be
important to ensure that the implementation of the approved scheme (or any
alternative scheme) delivers design, layout, massing and landscaping is of high quality
and provides an attractive setting and entrance to the city.....’

To reflect the recent
planning permission in
principle for development
on the site.

No

ECDC

PM/ELY/39

176

Policy ELY 9

[first paragraph]

‘The site will be redeveloped for employment uses (B1, ane-B2 and B8), and-an-etement
of retail development (e.g. for bulky retail goods or a supermarket) and other service
uses (including C1 and A4). —Any Proposals ireerptorating incorporating retail
development will need to accord with Policy COM 1 and demonstrate through a Retail
Impact Assessment that there will be no adverse impact on Ely city centre....... ’

To reflect the recent
planning permission in
principle for development
on the site.

No

ECDC

PM/ELY/40

176

Policy ELY 9

[third paragraph]

..... The development of the site will need to be coordinated with the delivery of-the-
propesed-bypass major improvements to the A142 between Angel Drove and
Stuntney Causeway.’

To reflect the fact that a
decision on the planning
application for a bypass
has not yet been made.

No

Cambs County
Council /
English
Heritage
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
PM/ELY/41|176 |Supporting ‘....The site extends to approximately 8 7 hectares and is within the ownership of East |To correct an error inthe |No Carter Jonas
text to Policy | Cambridgeshire District Council.’ area. (for Turnstone
ELY 10 Estates)
PM/ELY/42 {177 |Supporting [fifth paragraph] To reflect the County No Cambs County
text to Policy |..... O-barr well-designed-underpass Any [Council's concerns about Council
ELY 10 application for development will need to demonstrate how the site could be safely |potential adverse impacts
accessed on foot and by cycle from the built-up area of Ely, and mitigates the A10 |upon the highway network.
barrier....... '
PM/ELY/43 | 177 |Policy ELY 10 |‘Approximately 8 7 hectares of land is allocated....’ To correct an error in the  |No Carter Jonas
area. (for Turnstone
Estates)
PM/ELY/44 {177 |Policy ELY 10 |[second paragraph] To reflect the County No Cambs County
v to encourage users to travel by foot, cycle and public transport. Any application Council's concerns about Council
for development will need to demonstrate how the site could be safely accessed |potential adverse impacts
on foot and by cycle from the built-up area of Ely, and mitigates the A10 barrier.” [upon the highway network.
PM/ELY/45 {178 |Supporting [first paragraph] To provide a better No PlanSurv (for
text to Policy |.....It is a successful location for employment, and provides industrial, warehousing, description of the range of Grovemere
ELY 11 office ,and and research and development uses on the site of the former RAF employment uses on the Property)
Witchford airbase.’ site.
PM/ELY/46 | 178 |Policy ELY 11 |‘...The area will need to be developed in accordance with the current or any To correctly reflect that the |No PlanSurv (for
subsequent planning permissions.’ current planning Grovemere
permission could Property)
technically be superseded
by subsequent
applications.
PM/ELY/47 {179 |Supporting [third paragraph] To include reference to the |[No Cambs County
text to Policy |‘....This area has potential to be redeveloped for a mix of B1, B2 and B8 uses, and to TSA and the requirement Council
ELY 12 have capacity to provide an estimated additional 469 jobs. However, it should be to ensure that the
noted that the Road and Rail Distribution Centre, plus some adjoining land, is employment uses do not
identified in the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Waste Plan as a Transport jeopardise the operations
Safeguarding Area (reference T2F). In this area there is a presumption against any |of the Road and Rail
development that could prejudice the existing or potential use of the protected Centre.
transport zone (as set out in Waste Policy CS23). Proposals will therefore need to
have regard to this, and consultation will need to take place with the County
Council as Waste Planning Authority.’
PM/ELY/48 | 179 |Policy ELY 12 |[new bullet] To include reference to the |[No Cambs County
e ‘Have regard to the Transport Safeguarding Area designation, and avoid TSA and the requirement Council
prejudicing the operations of the Rail and Road Centre (as set out in the to ensure that the
adopted Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Waste Plan).’ employment uses do not
jeopardise the operations
of the Road and Rail
Centre.
PM/ELY/49 | 181 |Other [transport section, fourth paragraph] To refer to the Ely Cycle No Ely Cycle
infrastructure | “...... There is potential to increase these low levels of cycling, as proposed in the Ely |Strategy, which has now Campaign
section Cycle Strategy (2013), produced by the Ely Cycle Campaign.’ been endorsed by Cambs
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |[paragraph revision? |change
County Council.
PM/ELY/50 [ 182 |Other [Ely railway crossing section, fourth paragraph] To reflect the latest No ECDC
infrastructure | ‘......This would reduce journey times and create a road network which supports the position with the County
section long-term expansion of Ely. A planning application for a bypass has subsequently  |Council.
been submitted by the County Council and is pending as at April 2014’
PM/ELY/51 | 182- |Other [table of infrastructure needs] To provide update on No Cambs County
183 |[infrastructure [4th row] requirements now Council
section ‘2 Nnew pre-school facilities and-rurseries — North Ely — County Council/developers — |identified by the County
TBC.... Council.
[5th row]
‘New-Enhanced post-16 facilities — Nerth-Ely TBC — County Council - TBC.....’
[additional row]
‘Early years facilities — TBC — Private providers — TBC — NK’
PM/ELY/52 {184 |Map 8.14 [delete the part of the Policy ELY 10 leisure allocation which lies to the south of A10] To correct drafting error. No ECDC
See attached map at end of the document. Carter Jonas
(for Turnstone
Estates)
Nigel McCurdy
PM/ELY/53 |184 |[Map 8.14 [development envelope boundary incorrectly shown on the Map, in the vicinity of To correct drafting error. No ECDC
allocation ELY 7/8 — drafting error]
See attached map at the end of the document.
PM/ELY/54 |184 |[Map 8.14 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of To include employment Yes ECDC
employment areas and proposed employment allocations.] areas and proposed
See attached maps atthe end of the document. employment allocations
within development
envelopes where they
read as part of the main
built up form of
settlements.
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Fordham

PM ref. Page | Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of

no. |paragraph revision? |change

PM/FRD/1 |186 |Key statistics |[revised table/footnotes] To update Key No ECDC

Statistics table and
Fordham corresponding
Population :73 2#70- 2712 footnotes with the
Dwellings : 1150 latest housing
New dwellings built 2001- 2213 (net) 96 97 completions and
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 —31 "* [#39- 139 projections figures
Employment To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data from the 2014 Housin
P - - s g
Existing public transport services A Monday-Saturday regular service to Ely, plus a Monday Trajectory, and
—Friday regular service to Newmarket and Cambridge (as S .
at 2012) population estimates
from the 2011 census.
73 Population for Fordham parish — 2011 Census. anée Dwellings for Fordham parish (mid- .
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. To amend Incorrect
footnote numbering in
74 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an the ‘dwellings’ row.
underestimate....

PM/FRD/2 |187 |Housing [first paragraph] To comply with advice |Yes ECDC
section ‘Fordham is likely to continue to grow, with new housing being built on suitable ‘infill’ sites within  |in paragraph 182 of

the village. Additionally, three two new housing allocation sites are proposed off Mildenhall the NPPF.
Road.’

PM/FRD/3 |189 |Policy FRD 3 |[delete entire supporting text and policy] To comply with advice |Yes ECDC
and in paragraph 182 of
supporting the NPPF.
text

PM/FRD/4 |190 |Employment |[third paragraph, penultimate sentence] Drafting error. No ECDC
section ‘....improvements for bus users and ad cyclists....."

PM/FRD/5 |191- |Policies FRD |[re-numbering of the employment allocation policies throughout] Consequential re- No ECDC

196 |4,5,6, 7and numbering in relation
8 and Policy FRD 4 3 to above.
supporting Policy FRD 5 4
text Policy FRD 6-5
Policy FRD+# 6
Policy FRD 8- 7

PM/FRD/6 |192 |Supporting |[third paragraph, final sentence] Drafting error. No ECDC
text to Policy |‘...A buffer zone and appropriate approptirate landscaping....’
FRD 4 (new
— north of
Snailwell
Road)

PM/FRD/7 |193 |Policy FRD 4 |[new bullet] To include reference to | Yes Natural
(new—north | ¢ ‘Undertake a project level Habitats Regulation Assessment screening. Where this the potential need for a England
of Snailwell identifies a likely significant effect, applicants will be required to submit sufficient project level
Road) information for a project level Appropriate Assessment to be undertaken by the Appropriate
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PM ref. Page | Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
District Council under the Habitats Regulation Assessment process to ensure there Assessment.
will be no adverse effect on European sites.’

PM/FRD/8 [194 |Policy FRD 5 |[new bullet] To include reference to | Yes Natural
(new—-HRF | e ‘Undertake a project level Habitats Regulation Assessment screening. Where this the potential need for a England
labs) identifies a likely significant effect, applicants will be required to submit sufficient project level

information for a project level Appropriate Assessment to be undertaken by the Appropriate
District Council under the Habitats Regulation Assessment process to ensure there Assessment.
will be no adverse effect on European sites.’

PM/FRD/9 (194 |Policy FRD 5 |[new bullet] To reflect the need to  |No Amec (on
(new—-HRF | ¢ ‘Take account of the location of the National Grid’s gas transmission pipeline in the take account of the behalf of
labs) design of the development and have met the requirements of National Grid and the National Grid pipeline. National

Health & Safety Executive relating to this issue.’ Grid)

PM/FRD/10 (195 |Policy FRD 6 |[new bullet] To reflect the need to  |No Amec (on
(new—north | ¢ ‘Take account of the location of the National Grid’s gas transmission pipeline in the take account of the behalf of
of Snailwell design of the development and have met the requirements of National Grid and the National Grid pipeline. National
Road) Health & Safety Executive relating to this issue.’ Grid)

PM/FRD/11 (197 |Infrastructure |[first paragraph after table — last sentence] To correct drafting No ECDC
section ‘.....The deliverability of expansion options will need to be fully investigated.’ error.

PM/FRD/12 |198 |Map 8.16 [amend development boundary to include existing access to Scotsdales site within proposed To correct drafting No Bidwells (on

development envelope] error. behalf of
See attached map at end of the document. Scotsdales)
PM/FRD/13|198 |Map 8.16 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of employment areas | To include Yes ECDC

and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

employment areas and
proposed employment
allocations within
development
envelopes where they
read as part of the
main built up form of
settlements.
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Haddenham

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
PM/HAD/1|200 |Key statistics |[revised table/footnotes] To update Key No ECDC
Statistics table and
Haddenham corresponding
Population ™ 3050 3344 footnotes with the latest
Dwellings " '® 1450 housing completions
New dwellings built 2001- 4213 (net) 118 and projections figures
Estimated new dwellings 2012 2013 —31 7 [120- 103 from the 2014 Housing
Employment " To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data Trajectory, and
Existing public transport services A Monday to Saturday regular service to Ely, plus the X8 population estimates
service to Cambridge stops in Haddenham once in the from the 2011 census.
morning and once in t he evening (Monday-Friday )
76. Population for !—Iadde_nham parish — 2911 Census. and Dwellings for Haddenham parish ;I(-)?);Tfengulrnct?g;g in
(mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. the ‘dwellings’ row.
77 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632- March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate.....
PM/HAD/2|202 |Supporting ‘The proposed employment allocation, located to the south of the existing atHaddenham To provide clarity on No PlanSurv (on
text to Policy |Business Park, will provide for a mix of uses.....’ the location. behalf of
HAD 3 Grovemere
Property Ltd)
PM/HAD/3|203 |Infrastructure |‘Need for more school places — Work with the County Council to To highlight No Cambs
table ensure that the shortage of space and future demand for additional capacity is fully requirement identified County
considered and addressed within the next capital expenditure programme.’ by the County Council. Council
PM/HAD/4|205 |Map 8.18 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of employment areas | To include employment |Yes ECDC

and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

areas and proposed
employment allocations
within development
envelopes where there
is a clear relationship to
the main built up form
of settlements.
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Isleham

PMref. [Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
PM/ISL/1{206 |Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table  [No ECDC
statistics and corresponding footnotes
Isleham with the latest housing
Population " 2406 2378 completions and projections
Dwellings ™ 1,020 figures from the 2014 Housing
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 97 101 Trajectory, and population
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013— 31 *° |18~ 87 estimates from the 2011
Employment " ITo be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data census
Existing public transport services IA Tuesday and Saturday service to Fordham and '
Newmarket and a Monday to Friday service to Snailwell ;
and Newmarket. Both ef—v)\;hieh—areyoperated-once a day Ign?g; ?;%I{;C?g;e‘%ugﬁitggé,e
(as at October 2012).
row.
79 Population for Isleham parish — 2011 Census. and Dwellings for Isleham parish (mid- .
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. Z?rocgrem other grammatical
80 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642- March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate ...
PM/ISL/2|208 |Policy ISL ([third bullet] To reflect the need to take No Mrs Rachel
2 '‘Have particular regard to site layout, building height and soft landscaping to minimise the visual [account of residential amenity. & Mr John
impact of development from Fordham Road and to minimise the amenity impact on Rees
adjoining residential properties'.
PM/ISL/3|208 |Policy ISL ([fifth bullet] To clarify the location of the No David
4 ‘Extend the existing footway on the west of Pound Lane between Church Street and 15 Pound |extended footpath. Alberry-King
Lane, to the south-east part-corner of the site.’
PM/ISL/4|213 [Map 8.19 [[ISL4 to be renamed as ISL5] To correct drafting error. No David
[ISL5 to be renamed as ISL4] Alberry-King
See attached map at end of the document.
PM/ISL/5|213 [Map 8.19 |[Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of employment areas [To include employment areas  [Yes ECDC
and proposed employment allocations.] and proposed employment
allocations within development
See attached map at the end of the document. envelopes where there is a clear
relationship to the main built up
form of settlements.
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Kennett

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |[change
PM/KEN/1 {214 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table and No ECDC
statistics corresponding footnotes with the latest
Kennett - housing completions and projections figures
POpul_atlonmz 376- 353 from the 2014 Housing Trajectory, and
Dwellings 170 population estimates from the 2011 census.
New dwellings built 2001- £2 13 (net) 19
Esrgg::;;de:?v&dwellmqs 20s=3 %lbe confirmed following publication of o amend incorrect footnote numbering in
011 Census data the ‘dwellings’ row.
Existing public transport services Mainline railway station with services to . . . .
Cambridge-Ipswich. Regular bus service, || 10 include footnote 84 which was omitted in
6 days a week to Newmarket —Mildenhall. ||€ITOr.
82 Population for Kennett parish — 2011 Census. ang Dwellings for Kennett
parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.
83 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642-March 2014. Note this is
likely to be an underestimate....
84 To be updated with forthcoming Census results
PM/KEN/2 [217 Map 8.20 |[Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of To include employment areas and proposed |Yes ECDC
employment areas and proposed employment allocations.] employment allocations within development
envelopes where there is a clear
See attached map at the end of the document. relationship to the main built up form of
settlements.
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Kirtling and Upend

PM ref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source
no. paragraph revision? |of
change
PM/KIR/1 {218 |Key statistics |[revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table and No ECDC
corresponding footnotes with the
Kirtling and Upend latest housing completions and
Population * 376 327 projections figures from the 2014
Dwellings ** 160 Housing Trajectory, and population
New dwellings built 2001- 2213 (net) 10 estimates from the 2011 census.
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 —31 * |1
Employment * To be confirmed following publication of To amend incorrect footnote
2011 Census data numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row
Existing public transport services There is a bus service that runs through '
Kirtling and Upend (on request) four days a . .
\week to Newmarket To include footnote 87 which was
omitted in error.
85 Population for Kirtling parish —2011 Census. ard Dwellings for Kirtling parish
(mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.
86 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2612 March 2014. Note this is likely
to be an underestimate.....
87 To be updated with forthcoming Census results
PM/KIR/2 220 |Housing ‘Kirtling and Upend are likely to continue to grow at a slow rate with new housing To reflect the Parish Council’'s No Kirtling
section being mainly built on suitable ‘infill’ sites within the village. No new housing aspirations. Parish
allocations are proposed on the edge of Kirtling or Upend. However, the Parish Council
Council would like the opportunity to explore options in the future, and
welcomes the indication in the Local Development Scheme that a review of
the Local Plan will commence within 2 years. A ‘development envelope’ has
been drawn around both villages to define the built-up areas of the villages where
infill development may be permitted. Bueto-the-dispersednature-of-both
settlementsKirtling village particularly is characterised by scattered groups of
dwellings in attractive countryside, and there are separate sections of the
development envelope...... '
PM/KIR/3|220 |Employment ‘There are a small number of current businesses in the village, including the Garage | To reflect the Parish Council’'s No Kirtling
section and ATL Agricultural Technology Ltd, and B&B establishments in Kirtling and aspirations. Parish
Fittocks Stud in Upend. The pub in Kirtling is currently closed. However, there is Council
little....... '
PM/KIR/4 {220~ |Infrastructure |[third para.] To reflect the Parish Council's No Kirtling
221 |and community | ‘A small shop attached to the pub has in the past been suggested as a location for a | aspirations. Parish
facilities village shop in Kirtling. The pub is currently closed. If the pub is re-opened this Council
section option may be potentially explored in the future. butwith-the-clesure-efthepub
this-isunlikehto-befeasible-inthe-nearfutare: Heweverthis The provision of a
shop remains an aspiration and is-a medium priority for the parish...... '
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Little Downham

PM ref. Page | Policy/ Proposed change Reason for SA Source of change
no. paragraph change revision?
PM/LTD/1|223 |Key statistics [revised table/footnote/footnote] To update Key No ECDC
Statistics table and
Little Downham corresponding
Population 1860 footnote with the
Dwellings **° 802 latest figures from
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 137 the 2014 Housing
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013—31% |89~ 73 Trajectory
Employment *° To be confirmed following publication of 2011 '
— . : Census data : To amend incorrect
Existing public transport services A Monday to Saturday service to Ely Saturday .
(as at June 2012) footnote nur_nberlng
in the ‘dwellings’
89 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an row.
underestimate....
PM/LTD/2|224 |Supporting text |[para 3] To clarify that the No ECDC
to Policy LTD 1 preferred vehicular,
6 ovided-fro pedestrian and
ocation-of- which-will be-determined-as-part-of-the planning-application-process. A cycle access for
Transport Assessment will be required to demonstrate that safe access can be |this site will be
achieved to the site and that any impact on surrounding roads can be determined
mitigated. There are two potential access points, from Ely Road and Cannon following the
Street (which would require the demolition of an existing building at No. 7 to preparation of a
enable access to be provided). These routes should be explored to determine | Transport
which option(s) should be used to provide vehicular, pedestrian and cycle Assessment.
access into the site.’
PM/LTD/3 |224 | Supporting text |[para. 4] To correct drafting | No Plansurv Ltd (on
to Policy LTD 1 |“....It will be important to retain as much of the original hedgeline and roadside trees | error. behalf of Mr B Cox, G
as possible, and provide additional landscaping along the boundaries of the site.’ A Hobbs & Sons Ltd,
Mr K Garrod, Mr P
[para. 5] Saberton, Mr D Grey,
“As this site is located te- close to existing residential properties on Cannon Street Mr P Hall, Mr D
and Ely Road there will be a need to ensure that development is sensitively designed Harrison, Mr R Smith,
to minimise its impact.’ Ms T Cordery and Mr J
Murfitt)
PM/LTD/4 | 224 | Policy LTD 1 [2”0I bullet point] To correct drafting | No ECDC
‘Have particular regard to site layout and the scale, buiding-height, design and error and for
massing, and seftlandscaping to minimise the visual impact of development from consistency with
Cannon Street, Ely Road and the open countryside, and to minimise amenity impact | wording of other
on adjoining residential properties.’ allocation policies.
PM/LTD/5 | 224 | Policy LTD 1 [3rd To clarify that the No ECDC

bullet point]

c—ata-t

. Demonstrate
through a Transport Assessment that safe vehicular, pedestrian and cycle
access can be provided into and within the site’.

preferred vehicular,
pedestrian and
cycle access for
this site will be
determined
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for SA Source of change
no. paragraph change revision?
[4th bullet point] following the
‘Previde-safe-pedestrianfeyecle-aceessfrom-Ely-Road” preparation of a
Transport
Assessment.
PM/LTD/6 | 225 |Infrastructure [fourth row] To correct drafting | No ECDC
and community error.
facilities Improvements to play areas
Little Thetford
PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/LTH/1|228 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table and No ECDC
statistics corresponding footnotes with the latest

Little Thetford

Population ** 580 792
Dwellings ** % 320

New dwellings built 2001- £2 13 (net) 40
Estimated new dwellings 2032 2013-31% |5 2

Employment *

To be confirmed following publication of
2011 Census data

Existing public transport services

Regular services to Ely and Cambridge
(Monday —Saturday) (as at June 2012 )

91 Population for Little Thetford parish —2011 Census. and Dwellings for Little
Thetford parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.

92 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632- March 2014. Note this is likely

to be an underestimate.....

housing completions and projections
figures from the 2014 Housing
Trajectory, and population estimates
from the 2011 census.

To amend incorrect footnote numbering
in the ‘dwellings’ row.
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Littleport

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change | SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/LIT/1 |232 Key statistics [revised table/footnote] To update Key No ECDC
Statistics table and
Littleport corresponding
Population 7370 footnote with the
Dwellings "™ 3117 latest figures from
New dwellings built 2001- £2 13 (net) #57 803 the 2014 Housing
Estimated new dwellings 2032 2013 —31 *° |1447 1367 Trajectory.
Estimated number of jobs 1500
Current public transport services A Monday to Saturday regular bus service to Ely and To amend incorrect
Cambridge and a limited service (Thursday only) to footnote numbering
Prickwi_llow and Black Horse Drove. Rail, _services to in the ‘dwellings’
Cambridge Ely King's Lynn and London King's Cross
(as at June 2012) row.
96 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this does not include
housing supply on ‘broad locations’ on the edge of the town. It also islikelyrte-bean
underestimateasit excludes potential supply from rural exception sites.’
PM/LIT/2 |234 Housing [fourth paragraph] To provide updated | No ECDC
fe It is estimated there could be capacity for perhaps 897 817 dwellings between 2632 2013 |information from the
and 2031..... housing trajectory
2014.
PM/LIT/3 |234 Housing [sixth paragraph] To reflect proposed No ECDC
changes to housing
‘The town has further capacity to expand to the south — but it is considered vital that the provision and
identified Local Plan housing allocations come forward first, to support the Vision for the town. |delivery, as outlined
Potential ‘phase 2’ housing areas to the south are shown indicatively in the Littleport in the Memorandum
Masterplan. These areas are referenced in Policy GROWTH 4 as broad locations where |of Cooperation.
housing could come forward in the later part of the Plan period, and shown indicatively
in the diagram in Chapter 3. It should be noted that these are not precise or accurate
allocations, and further investigative work on site deliverability and suitability will be required in
the future, prior to allocation in a development plan. The next review of the Local Plan will
provide an opportunlty to undertake further |nvest|gat|ve work relatlng to dellvery and
S|te boundaries. Giv W
PM/LIT/4 |234 Housing [revised housmg supply table] To provide updated | No ECDC

‘Estimated housing supply in Littleport 2642 2011-31, from specific sites and windfall
supply’

Housing sources Number of dwellings
Completions 2011-13 103

Outstanding planning permissions 596 549

Potential large future sites 209 209

information from the
housing trajectory
2014.
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change | SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? [change
Estimated windfall on large small sites 92 59
Housing allocations 550
TOTAL ESTIMATED SUPPLY 1447 1,470
PM/LIT/5 |234 Supporting text |[second para.] To highlight that No Cheffins on
to Policy LIT1 |‘The site is identified in the Littleport Masterplan as a potential area for housing and |market demand and behalf of Mr
employment development. It is estimated that there is potential; for up-te- approximately 250 |a financial viability David Watson
dwellings and appreximately—up to 7 hectares of employment development subject to |assessment will
demand and economic viability of the overall scheme (as demonstrated through a|need to be taken into
financial viability assessment).’ account.
PM/LIT/6 |234 Supporting text |[third para.] To reflect updated No Cambs
to Policy LIT1 |.....Part of the issue is that whilst there may be potential to provide vehicular access to comments from the County
residential dwellings from Woodfen Road, employment uses will need to be accessed from Highways Authority Council
either the A10 (via a new roundabout) or A10 roundabout (via a new arm).e+Wisbech-Roead. |officer.
The suitability, cost....’
PM/LIT/7 |235 |Policy LIT 1 [1%tand 2" bullets] To clarify the No Cheffins on
Council’'s position on behalf of Mr
‘17 hectares of land is allocated for a mixed use development incorporating: the mix of uses on David Watson
e Up to 7 hectares of employment development (B1/B2/B8 uses) the site.
o  Up-te aApproximately 250 dwellings

PM/LIT/8 |235 Policy LIT 1 (5™ bullet] To reflect the No Natural
‘Provide a minimum of 1.6 hectares of public open space on site, including land for provision of |importance of England
a play area This provision should have regard to the need to provide links into the encouraging
countryside and should form part of the wider green network in Littleport’. strategic green

infrastructure and
networks in the
Littleport area, given
the low levels of
provision.

PM/LIT/9 |235 Policy LIT 1 [7" bullet] To reflect updated No Cambs
‘Demonstrate through a Transport Assessment that the site can be safely accessed by comments from the County
vehicles. This may involve provision of two separate access points with the housing part only  |Highways Authority Council
accessed via Woodfen Road, and the employment part accessed either via the A10 or anew |officer.
roundabout arm erdirectly-off- Wisbech-Read (to be determined through the..

PM/LIT/10|235- |Policy LIT 1 [page 235, last bullet] New advice from No ECDC/Natural

236 Undertake a project level Habitats Regulation Assessment screening. Where this Natural England England
identifies a likely significant effect, applicants will be required to submit sufficient
information, incensultation-with-Natural-England. for a project level Appropriate Assessment to
be undertaken by the District Council under the Habitats Regulation Assessment process to
ensure there will be no adverse effect on European sites impacts-on-biediversity-and
geologicat-sites-efHmportance-asteferrecto-inPoliey ENV-7

PM/LIT/11 | 237 Policy LIT 2 [5™ bullet] New advice from No ECDC/Natural
Undertake a project level Habitats Regulation Assessment screening. Where this Natural England England

identifies a likely significant effect, applicants will be required to submit sufficient

information, in-censultation-with-Natural-England.-for a project level Appropriate Assessment to

be undertaken by the District Council under the Habitats Regulation Assessment process to

ensure there will be no adverse effect on European sites impacts-en-biodiversity-and
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change | SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? [change
PM/LITA2 | 237 Policy LIT 2 [third bullet] As above. No Natural
‘Provide a minimum of 2 hectares of public open space on site, including land for provision of a England
play area This provision should have regard to the need to provide links into the
countryside and should form part of the wider green network in Littleport'.
PM/LITA3 | 245 Title of Policy | ‘Secendansand-primary School allocation — land west of Camel Road.’ To reflect updated No Cambs
LIT6 County Councll County
education Council.
requirements.
PM/LIT/14 | 244- |Supporting text |[first para.] To reflect the County | No Cambs
245  |to Policy LIT 6 |‘Cambridgeshire County Council has identified a need for a new secondary school in Littleport |Council’s latest County
to provide additional secondary places within the Ely/Littleport area. The expectation is that the |technical work on Council

secondary school will be opened in September 2016. An Area Special School will also be
required as part of this site, to cater for children age 2 to 19 years. The County Council
has also identified a need for an additional primary school (with a pre-school facility) in
Littleport, which is expected to be open by 2019/20....

[second para.]
‘Land west of Camel Road is currently occupied by agricultural land, Littleport Leisure Centre,
playing fields and public open space. f i

‘Technical work undertaken by the County Council indicates that the most sustainable
and deliverable option for the location of the school is agricultural land to the south-
west of the Leisure Centre building, as identified on the Littleport map. This location
should limit potential disruption or loss of the existing playing fields and public open
space, and be easily accessed by foot and cycle from the town. Vehicular access will
need to be gained from Camel Road, and potentially require a small area of playing
fields/open space to be utilised. The County Council will be expected to offset the loss
of any playing fields or open space, and demonstrate that alternative provision is made

the site.
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change | SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? [change
in accordance with Policy COM 3. *
[third para.]
‘The precise boundaries of the school site have yet to be determined. The provision of
the required schools would normally require approximately 8.5ha of land. However, the
County Council sheuldalsewill need to explore whether it would be practical to share the
current Leisure Centre facilities for school purposes. As well as reducing land take, as
sharing facilities may also assist their long-term financial viability and security for community
use.’
[fifth para.]
‘The County Council will be expected to demonstrate, via a Transport Assessment, that the
site can be safely accessed and that any impact on the highway network can be adequately
mitigated. Vehicular access (for cars and buses, plus pedestrians and cyclists) B—erly—te—be
will be provided via efiFCamel Road, altheugh-eptionsmay-be-explored-viaWisbech-Read...

PM/LIT/15 | 245 Policy LIT 6 [first para] To reflect the County | No Cambs
‘A broad area Ararea-ef-seareh to the west of Camel Road has been identified for a new Council’s latest County
primary (with a pre-school facility), &H&secondary and area speC|aI school and associated |technical work on Council
playing fields, buildings and car parking i the site and updated
This would normally require approximately up to 8.5 hectares of land (but may be less |f educational
facilities are shared with the adjoining Leisure Centre).’ requirements.

[second bullet]

‘Demonstrate through a Transport Assessment that safe vehicular, pedestrian and cycle
access can be provided into the site, fikelyto-be-via-CamelRead)(with the main vehicular
access point from Camel Road).’

PM/LIT/16 | 243 Infrastructure [Table] To reflect the County | No Cambs

section (5" row] Council's updated County
‘2 new pre-school facilities — N One on land west of Camel Road — Cambs County Council |educational Council
—TFBE& One in 2019/20 — One to be facilitated as part of the new primary school on land |requirements.
west of Camel Road (see Policy LIT 6).’
[additional row]
‘New Area Special School —Land west of Camel Road — Cambs County Council —2016 —
See Policy LIT 6 below . Included in the County Council’s Capital Programme.’

PM/LIT/17 | 246 Map 8.25 [Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of employment areas |To include Yes ECDC

and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

employment areas
and proposed
employment
allocations within
development
envelopes where
there is a clear
relationship to the
main built up form of
settlements.
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Lode and Long Meadow

PM ref. Page |[Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of

no. paragraph revision? |change

PM/LOD/1 | 247 Key statistics [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table and |No ECDC

corresponding footnotes with the
Lode and Long Meadow latest housing completions and
Population 896 0913 projections figures from the 2014
Dwellings "% 390 Housing Trajectory, and population
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 13- 14 estimates from the 2011 census.
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 —31'" (2~ 6
Employment % To be confirmed following publication of To amend incorrect footnote
2011 Census data N : . ,
Existing public transport services Regular daily bus services to Newmarket , numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.
Burwell and Cambridge (Monday-Saturday)
(as at November 2012)
100 Population for Lode parish — 2011 Census. ang Dwellings for Lode parish
(mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.
101 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2842- March 2014. Note this is
likely to be an underestimate ......

PM/LOD/2 Infrastructure and | [first row in the table] To highlight an important No National
community ‘More cycle routes — From Lode to both Quy and Waterbeach, facilitated by infrastructure project located in the Trust
facilities section |creation of the Waterbeach Link. parish.

[second row in the table]
‘Footpaths — To continue the development and maintenance of the network.
Including creation of the Waterbeach Link.’
PM/LOD/3 (251 Map 8.27 [Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of To include employment areas and | Yes ECDC
employment areas and proposed employment allocations.] proposed employment allocations
within development envelopes
See attached map at the end of the document. where there is a clear relationship
to the main built up form of
settlements.
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Mepal

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/MEP/1 | 252 Description |[para 3] To highlight the full range of facilities in |No Mepal
‘Facilities in the village include a shop and post office, church, chapel, public hall...." | the village. Parish
Council
PM/MEP/2 | 252 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table and No ECDC
statistics corresponding footnotes with the latest
Mepal housing completions and projections
Population ** 966 982 figures from the 2014 Housing
Dwellings %% 420 Trajectory, and population estimates
New dwellings built 2001- £2 13 (net) 122 from the 2011 census.
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 —31 ™™ 16 22
Employment To be confirmed following publication of ||+ amend incorrect footnote
2011 Census data L \ P
Existing public transport services Regular services to Ely and Cambridge numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.
(Monday-Saturday) (as at June 2012)
103 Population for Mepal parish — 2011 Census. and Dwellings for Mepal parish
(mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.
104 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632- March 2014. Note this is likely
to be an underestimate....
Newmarket Fringe
PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |[change
PM/NEW/1 | 255 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics table No ECDC
statistics and corresponding footnote with

Newmarket Fringe

Population *®

1,940 (total population of Newmarket 18,039)

Dwellings ™

448

New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net)

95- 93

Estimated new dwellings 2612 2013 —31 ™’

43- 38

Employment %8

To be confirmed following publication of 2011
Census data

Existing public transport services

Daily service to Newmarket (Monday-Saturday)
(as at June 2012)

be an underestimate....

107 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to

the latest figures from the 2014
Housing Trajectory.

To amend incorrect footnote
numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.
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Prickwillow

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of

no. paragraph revision? |change

PM/PRK/1 [259 Description [para. 3] To reflect a drafting No Max
‘Facilities include a village hall with play area, church and Hiams Sports and Social Club. Many |error. Pocock
residents travel to nearby Ely for their goods and services....’

PM/PRK/2 | 259 Key statistics | [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics |No ECDC

table and corresponding
Prickwillow footnote with the latest
Population % 480 figures from the 2014
Dwellings ™ ™ 192 Housing Trajectory.
New dwellings built 2001- 2 13 (net) 26- 21
Estimated ne\ﬁldwellings 2012 2013 -31'° [33 33 To amend incorrect
E)r(rilsptli?g/;n:)irt])tlic transport services I(\)/vté(;fl(;/nsfgmiii ft(t))”gll;l/mq ublication of 2011 Census data footnote numbering in
the ‘dwellings’ row.
110 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632- March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate ....
PM/PRK/3 (260 |Housing [new final paragraph] To provide clearer No Luke
section ‘It should be noted that Prickwillow is located in an area of flood risk, and therefore all information on flood risk Tozer and
development proposals will need to satisfy the requirements of the NPPF, and in Prickwillow. ECDC
demonstrate through Flood Risk Assessments that risks can be adequately mitigated. A
Flood Risk Assessment for the proposed allocation site at Putney Hill Road has been
approved by the Environment Agency (dated June 2012). *
PM/PRK/4 {260 | Supporting [second paragraph] To provide clearer No Luke
text to Policy |'....will be supported in principle, subject to Policies EMP2, EMP3 and EMP4, and satisfactory |information on flood risk Tozer
PRK 1 resolution of flood risk (see Housing section above).’ in Prickwillow.

PM/PRK/5 (260 |Policy PRK'1 |[new bullet] To correct error in No Mike
‘Demonstrate that the site can be suitable accessed by pedestrians, and provide any omitting requirements Wilson
necessary improvements to the local footpath network’ identified by the and ECDC

Highways Authority.
PM/PRK/6 (262 Map 8.30 [Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of employment areas | To include employment |Yes ECDC

and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

areas and proposed
employment allocations
within development
envelopes where there is
a clear relationship to the
main built up form of
settlements.
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Pymoor

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |[change
PM/PYM/1 {263 Description | [third para.] To provide clearer information on | No Deborah
'Pymoor has a limited range of facilities - there is a village hall/sport and social club, |local facilities. Jupp
a Spertand-Sectal-Chub, recreation playing field and a play area.'
PM/PYM/2 | 263 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics table and | No ECDC
statistics corresponding footnote with the
Pymoor latest figures from the 2014
Population 390 Housing Trajectory.
Dwellings #1112 169
New dwellings built 2001- $213 (net) 7 To amend incorrect footnote
Estimated new dwellings 2032 2013 =31 ' [17- 12 numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.
Employment *** To be confirmed following publication of 2011
Census data
Existing public transport services Limited bus service to Ely (Monday-Friday only
) (as at 2012)
113 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 20632- March 2014. Note this is likely
to be an underestimate.....
PM/PYM/3 | 266 Map 8.31 |[Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of To include employment areas and | Yes ECDC

employment areas and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

proposed employment allocations
within development envelopes
where there is a clear relationship
to the main built up form of
settlements.
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Queen Adelaide

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |[change
PM/QADI/1 | 267 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Queen Adelelalige footnote with the latest
Population = 270 figures from the 2014
Dwellings 108 Housing Trajectory.
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 8- 4
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 -31"° [9- 4 To amend incorrect footnote
Employment ™’ To be confirmed following publication of 2011 numbering in the ‘dwellings’
Census data row
Existing public transport services Daily service to Ely (Monday-Saturday) (as at 2012) ’
115 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 28632-March 2014. Note this is likely to be To .'nC|Ude foo.tnote. 117
; which was omitted in error.
an underestimate....
117 To be updated with forthcoming Census results
PM/QAD/2 | 269 Map 8.32 [Development envelope to be modified to exclude small area of agricultural land] To correct drafting error. No Jeff Scolting
See attached map at end of the document.
PM/QAD/3 269 Map 8.32 [Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of employment | To include employment Yes ECDC

areas and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

areas and proposed
employment allocations
within development
envelopes where there is a
clear relationship to the main
built up form of settlements.
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Reach

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph rrevision? |change
PM/REA/1 {270 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table No ECDC
statistics and corresponding footnotes with
Reach the latest housing completions
Population 360 358 and projections figures from the
Dwellings ™" ™ 140 2014 Housing Trajectory, and
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 8 population estimates from the
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013—31"° [8-7 2011 census
Employment *° To be confirmed following publication of 2011 '
— - : Census data : : To amend incorrect footnote
Existing public transport services Regular bus service to Newmarket and Cambridge N . . )
(Monday-Saturday) (as at June 2012) numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.
117 Population for Reach parish —2011 Census. and Dwellings for Reach parish (mid-
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.
118 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 28612 March 2014. Note this is likely to be
an underestimate ......
Snailwell
PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/SNW/1 | 274 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table No ECDC
statistics and corresponding footnotes with

Snailwell

Population **° 230 186
Dwellings **'*° 90

New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 9 10
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 =31 *** |9 10

Employment

To be confirmed following publication of 2011
Census data

Existing public transport services

1 bus service aday to Newmarket (Monday-
Saturday) (as at June 2012)

an underestimate......

120 Population for Snailwell parish — 2011 Census. ang Dwellings for Snailwell parish
(mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.

121 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642- March 2014. Note this is likely to be

the latest housing completions
and projections figures from the

2014 Housing Trajectory, and
population estimates from the

2011 census.

To amend incorrect footnote
numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.
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Soham

PM ref. Page [Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
PM/SOH/1 [278 |Key statistics |[revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics |[No ECDC
table and corresponding
Soham footnote with the latest
Population ** 10,050 figures from the 2014
Dwellings " ™ 4181 Housing Trajectory.
New dwellings built 2001- £2 13 (net) 989— 1107
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013~ 31" 1655~ 1524 To amend incorrect
Employment. : 3500 footnote numbering in
Existing public transport services Bus service 6 days a week Ely (Monday-Saturday) to Ely |40 ‘dwellings’ row
and Newmarket/ Cambridge. Also served by Dial-a ride )
125 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632 March 2014. Note this does not
include housing supply on ‘broad locations’ on the edge of the town. It also istikelyte
be-an-under-estimate-ast excludes potential supply from rural exception sites.’
PM/SOH/2 |279 |Housing [third para.] To update using data No ECDC
section e It is estimated there could be capacity for perhaps 553 414 dwellings between 2642 from the housing
2013 and 2031...... ' trajectory 2014.
PM/SOH/3 |280 |Housing [table of housing supply] To update using data No ECDC
section from the latest housing
‘Estimated housing supply in Soham 2642 2011-31, from specific sites and windfall trajectory (March 2014).
supply’
Housing sources Number of dwellings
Completions 2011-13 260
Qutstanding planning permissions 382 256
Potential large future sites 26 44
Estimated windfall on large sites 145 114
Housing allocations 162 1,110
TOTAL ESTIMATED SUPPLY 1655 1,784
PM/SOH/4 [280 |Housing [fifth paragraph] To reflect proposed No ECDC
section ‘The town has further capacity to expand to the north and south — but it is considered vital changes to housing
that the identified Local Plan housing allocations come forward first, to support the Vision for | provision and delivery,
the town. Potential ‘phase 2’ housing areas to the north and south are shown indicatively in as outlined in the
the Soham Masterplan Vision. These areas are referenced in Policy GROWTH 4 as broad |Memorandum of
locations where housing could come forward in the later part of the Plan period, and Cooperation.
are shown indicatively in the diagram in Chapter 3. It should be noted that these are not
precise or accurate allocations, and further investigative work on site deliverability and
suitability will be required in the future, prior to allocation in a development plan. The next
review of the Local Plan will provide an opportunity to undertake further investigative
work relatlng to dellvery and S|te boundaries. Gwen—the—srgﬂmeam—ameum—ef-heusmg
PM/SOH/5 284 |Supporting [third paragraph] Alter the number of No Soham
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
text to Policy | ‘....In addition, a significant area of new Common land/open space is provided, plus land for | allotment sites to reflect Allotment
SOH 3 the re-location of the existing allotments within the site. The allotments are located at the only |the fact that there is a Society
feasible point of access from the town, and therefore their partial re-location is a critical part | need for some flexibility,
of the development scheme. In accordance with Policy COM 3, the District Council |prior to the Masterplan
would expect to see the re-provision of an equivalent area of allotments on the |being revised and
Eastern Gateway site, plus the provision of a water supply, parking areas, and |updated.
adequate security measures (e.g. fencing/gates). As statutory allotments, the re-
location will also need to accord with relevant statutory requirements. Viability and | To provide clearer
design work undertaken as part of the Conceptual Masterplan indicates that the re-|reference to re-location
provided allotments will need to be located elsewhere in the site, rather than |requirements, required
immediately adjacent to the remaining ones. This is because having the allotments in |as part of the
one place would restrict the amount of housing development that could be created at |regulations.
an early stage to fund the new access road — and the large scale of a single allotment
site at the heart of the Eastern Gateway would limit the flexibility of the Masterplan
framework and the ability to achieve a good standard of design and layout. However, it
is acknowledged that the Conceptual Masterplan will need to be updated as part of the
planning application process. This will provide an opportunity to revisit in more detail
the extent of the impact on viability, and the impact on the quality of the design and
layout of the scheme. If the scheme involves provision of allotments in one location,
the applicant will be expected to demonstrate that this would not have an
unacceptable impact on viability, or on the design and layout of the overall scheme. It
is estimated there is capacity in the Eastern Gateway area for up to approximately 600
dwellings.*
PM/SOH/6 [285 |Supporting [sixth paragraph] To update the County No Cambs
text to Policy |‘Although a housing-led scheme, the Eastern Gateway is notable for the significant amount of | Council’s latest County
SOH 3 community uses and open space that will be provided. The allotments will need to be re- infrastructure Council
provided with enhanced facilities for allotment holders, whilst the development will provide requirements.
vital land for the expansion of the primary school and the medical centre, and provision of a
new pre-school facility. ......

PM/SOH/7 [286 |Policy SOH 3 |[[first part, 5™ bullet] To reflect the County No Cambs
‘Approximately 8-8 1.1hectares for an extension of the Weatheralls Primary School site and | Council’s revised County
provision of a new pre-school facility.’ infrastructure Council

requirements.

PM/SOH/8 [287 |Policy SOH 3 |[second paragraph] To provide clarification |No Bidwells (on
‘The Masterplan will need to be updated and submitted as part of any outline planning on the status of the behalf of
application for the Eastern Gateway development and approved by the District Council. Garden Centre site. Scotsdales)
These may or may not include the garden centre site. The revised masterplan will need to
build on and reflect the key principles and elements in the Conceptual Masterplan. ‘-may-or

PM/SOH/9 [287 |Policy SOH 3 | [third paragraph, third bullet] Alter the number of No Soham
‘Provide alternative land of an equivalent size within the site to facilitate the redocation of the |allotment sites to reflect Allotment
existing allotments. The allotment land should be provided in multiple locations, unless |the fact that there is a Society
updated Masterplanning work indicates that provision in one location would not have | need for some flexibility,
an unacceptable impact on overall scheme viability or on the design and layout quality | prior to the Masterplan
of the overall scheme. The re-provided allotments should be accessible by car, foot and | being revised and
cycle, and include the provision of a water supply, parking and adequate security |updated.
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
measures.’
To provide clearer
reference to re-location
requirements, required
as part of the
requlations.
PM/SOH/10|288 |Supporting [first paragraph] To reflect the recent No ECDC
text to Policy |‘Since then, the area has been identified in the Soham Vision Masterplan as a potential site planning permission
SOH 4 for future new employment development — including a small neighbourhood centre with a approval (in principle)
small local convenience store. However, in October 2013, the Council resolved to for development on part
approve planning permission in principle (subject to conditions and S.106 being of the allocation site.
agreed) for a supermarket and a pub on part of the site (ref. No. 12/00247/0UM).’
[second paragraph]
‘The area is identified in the Local Plan as employment-led development, incorporating a local
convenience store to serve the northern residential part of Soham. However, if the proposal
referred to above is implemented, this will supercede the allocation on part of the site.
The other part of the site without planning permission will remain allocated for
employment uses, as set out in the policy below. The site is bounded to the north.....’
[fifth paragraph]
‘The District Council will require the preparation of a Masterplan for the whole site, prierte-
apprevalefa to inform development proposals. The Masterplan will establish.....’
PM/SOH/11 {290 |Supporting [new paragraph at end] To clarify the required No Cambs
text to Policy |‘The site lies within the Safeguarding Area for the Soham Waste Water Treatment process, relating to County
SOH 5 Works. As part of the planning application process, an odour assessment will need to |site’s location in the Council
be carried out, to demonstrate risks can be adequately mitigated.’ safeguarding area of the
WWTW. Proposed
wording agreed with
Anglian Water.

PM/SOH/12 {290 |Policy SOH 5 |[new bullet] To clarify the required No Cambs
‘Demonstrate that odour risk relating to the nearby Waste Water Treatment Works can |process, relating to County
be adequately mitigated.’ site’s location in the Council

safeguarding area of the
WWTW. Proposed
wording agreed with
Anglian Water.
PM/SOH/13 {291 |Supporting [final paragraph] To clarify that the No ECDC
text to Policy ..It will demonstrate how the site will deliver the key aims of Policy SOH 6, and ensure a allocation boundaries
SOH 6 hlgh standard of comprehenswe plannlng Whﬂsi—the-beuﬂdaﬂes—ef—the—sﬁe—ae—edemmed—eﬁ will be determined by
the development plan.
PM/SOH/14 300 |Infrastructure [Table] To reflect the County No Cambs
section [5 row] Council's updated County
‘Two new pre-school facilities — N One to be provided as part of the extension of education requirements. Council.

Weatheralls school — County Council = TBC - To be included in the County Council’s
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PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. |paragraph revision? |change
Capital Programme. See Policy SOH 3 in relation to the Weatheralls school site.’
PM/SOH/15 303 |Map 8.35 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of employment To include employment |Yes ECDC
areas and proposed employment allocations.] areas and proposed
employment allocations
See attached map at the end of the document. within development
envelopes where there
is a clear relationship to
the main built up form of
settlements.
Stetchworth
PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/STE/1 |304 Key statistics |[revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics |No ECDC

Stetchworth

Population ™ 760- 704

Dwellings ** ™ 300

New dwellings built 2001- £213 (net) 15

Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 —31**" |40- 12

Employment * To be confirmed following publication of 2011
Census data

Existing public transport services There are a number of bus services that link the
village to Newmarket and Cambridge 6 days a
week.

130 Population for Stetchworth parish — 2011 Census. and Dwellings for Stetchworth
parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.

131 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632~ March 2014. Note this is likely to be
an underestimate....

132 To be updated with forthcoming Census results

table and corresponding
footnotes with the latest
housing completions and
projections figures from
the 2014 Housing
Trajectory, and
population estimates
from the 2011 census.

To amend incorrect
footnote numbering in
the ‘dwellings’ row.

To include footnote 132
which was omitted in
error.
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Stretham

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |[change
PM/STR/1|304 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table and |No ECDC
statistics corresponding footnotes with the
Stretham latest housing completions and
Population ~** 720 1831 projections figures from the 2014
Dwellings "% ™ 780 Housing Trajectory, and population
New dwellings built 2001- 3213 (net) 8+ 90 estimates from the 2011 census.
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 —31 * 165~ 91
Employment **° To be confirmed following publication of 2011 To amend incorrect footnote
Census data I : . ,
Existing public transport services Regular service to Ely and Cambridge (Monday- numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.
Saturday) (as at June 2012)
133 Population for Stretham parish — 2011 Census. arg Dwellings for Stretham
parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group.
134 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 28642- March 2014. Note this is likely to
be an underestimate....
Stuntney
PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/STU/1|304 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics table No ECDC
statistics and corresponding footnote with
Stuntney the latest figures from the 2014
Population * 300 Housing Trajectory.
Dwellings (est) **'* 138
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 5 To amend incorrect footnote
Estimated new dwellings 2042 2013-31"" |5 6

138

Employment To be confirmed following publication of 2011
Census data
Existing public transport services Regular bus services to Ely , Newmarket and

Cambridge 6 days a week

137 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632- March 2014. Note this is likely to
be an underestimate....

numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.

To include footnote 138 which
was omitted in error.
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Sutton

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source
no. paragraph revision? |of
change
PM/SUT/1|315 |Key statistics |[revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics table No ECDC
and corresponding footnotes with
Sutton the latest housing completions
Population *** 3596- 3592 and projections figures from the
Dwellings ** ™ 1522 2014 Housing Trajectory, and
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) - 336- 342 population estimates from the
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 - 31 198- 180 2011 census.
Employment 141 To be confirmed following publication of 2011
— - - Census data - - To amend incorrect footnote
Existing public transport services (ﬁﬁgi%lgs_rsb;;ztzr\\/l;ce to Ely & Cambridge numbering in the ‘dwellings’ row.
139 Population for Sutton parish — 2011 Census. ang Dwellings for Sutton parish (mid- |10 include part of footnote 140
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. which was omitted in error.
140 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2842 March 2014. Note this is likely to
be an underestimate as it excludes potential supply from rural exception windfall
sites
PM/SUT/2|316 |Supporting [second para] To remove reference to flexibility |No ECDC
text to Policy |‘....The site is shown on the map below. i in the development envelope
SUT 1 d-besubjectto-slightalteration{potentially provid a fean boundary.
this The applicant will also be expected to consider...... '
PM/SUT/3|320 |Map 8.39 Update Conservation Area following publication of the Sutton Conservation Appraisal To update Conservation Area No ECDC
SPD. See attached map at end of the document. following publication of the Sutton
Conservation Appraisal SPD.
PM/SUT/4|320 |Map 8.39 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following review of employment |To include employment areas Yes ECDC

areas and proposed employment allocations.]

See attached map at the end of the document.

and proposed employment
allocations within development
envelopes where there is a clear
relationship to the main built up
form of settlements.

[ Appendix 8] 73




Swaffham Bulbeck

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/SWB/1|321 |Key statistics |[revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics |No ECDC
table and corresponding

Swahffham Bulbeck footnotes with the latest

Population *** 840 826 housing completions and

Dwellings ** *** 400 projections figures from

New dwellings built 2001- 3213 (net) 33 the 2014 Housing

Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 —31'* |p- 7 Trajectory, and

Employment *** To be confirmed following publication of 2011 population’ estimates

— . . Census data : from the 2011 census
Existing public transport services Regular services to Newmarket and Cambridge )
(Monday-Saturday) (as at June 2012) .
To amend incorrect

142 Population for Swaffham Bulbeck parish — 2011 Census. ane Dwellings for footnqte n'umberlng in the

Swaffham Bulbeck parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. | dwellings’ row.

143 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be

an underestimate.....
PM/SWBJ/2 322 |Infrastructure | ‘Provision of a community/village hall — Provide Village Hall at-the-pavitien.’ To correct drafting error. |No Swaffham

table Bulbeck Parish
Council

PM/SWB/3[323 |Map 8.40 [Proposed minor modifications to Development Envelope following re-assessment of To reflect up to date No ECDC

village] assessment of boundary.

See attached map at the end of the document.
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Swaffham Prior

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/SWP/1|325 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics |No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Swaffham Prior footnotes with the latest
Population ** 740- 841 housing completions and
Dwellings ™" **° 320 projections figures from
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 12 the 2014 Housing
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013— 31 "® |27 Trajectory, and
Employment ™’ To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data T
= - - - - population estimates
Existing public transport services Regular service to Newmarket and Cambridge (as at 2012) from the 2011 census.
145 Population for Swaffham Prior parish — 2011 Census. and Dwellings for Swaffham Prior To amend incorrect
parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. footnote numbering in
146 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an the ‘dwellings” row.
underestimate.....
PM/SWP/2 |326 Policy ‘1 hectare of land is allocated for residential development for appreximately- up to 20 dwellings’ To provide consistency |No Alastair
SWP 1 with wording used during Everitt
the consultation process.
PM/SWP/3|326 Policy ‘Provide appropriate evidence of the archaeological potential and significance of the site prior to To correct a drafting No ECDC
SWP 1 the submission of a planning application; and...’ error.
Upware
PM ref. Page [Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/UPW/1 | 304 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding

Upware

Population **® 100
Dwellings *° 18 38
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 1
Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 —31 ™ |2 1

Employment %

To be confirmed following publication of 2011
Census data

Existing public transport services

1bus route to Ely that runs every Thursday morning

an underestimate.....

149 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be

150 To be updated with forthcoming Census results

footnote with the latest
figures from the 2014
Housing Trajectory.

To amend incorrect
footnote numbering in the
‘dwellings’ row.

To include footnote 150
which was omitted in error.
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Wardy Hill

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/WAR/1 | 333 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Wardy Hill footnote with the latest
Population 151 130 figures from the 2014
Dwellings 53 151 52 Housing Trajectory.
New dwellings built 2001- 3213 (net) 6
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 -31 *** |9- 5 To amend incorrect footnote
Employment ™ To be confirmed following publication of 2011 numbering in the ‘dwellings’
Census data
Existing public transport services Service to Ely (Thursday only ) (as at June 2012) row.
152 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632 March 2014. Note this is likely to be
an underestimate.....
Wentworth
PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/WEN/1 | 336 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics | No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Wentworth footnotes with the latest
Population ™ 270- 200 housing completions and
Dwellings 156- *>* 108 projections figures from
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 8 the 2014 Housing
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 —31 ' |g- 11 Trajectory, and population
Employment ° To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data | |astimates from the 2011
Existing public transport services None
census.
154 Population for Wentworth parish — 2011 Census. and Dwellings for Wentworth parish .
(mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group To amend incorrect
' ' footnote numbering in the
155 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an dwellings’ row.
underestimate.....
PM/WEN/2 | 339 Map 8.44 |[Change round the allocation numbers —WEN 1 should read WEN 2, and WEN 2 should read To correct map drafting No ECDC
WEN 1] error.
See attached map at end of the document.
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Westley Waterless

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/WWA/1|336 Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics | No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Westley Waterless footnotes with the latest
Population ** 0 132 housing completions and
Dwellings ™ ™’ 60 projections figures from
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 6 2 the 2014 Housing
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013—31 ™° |9- 1 Trajectory, and
Employment ™*° To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data o ulation’ estimates
Existing public transport services Limited services tio Dullingham and Newmarket (Monday to ]E)rofn the 2011 census
Saturday) (as at June 2012) )
157 Populationfor Westley Waterless parish — 2011 Census. ang Dwellings for Westley ]:I'o amend Incorrect.
. . X ) : ootnote numbering in
Waterless parish (mid-2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. . S
the ‘dwellings’ row.
158 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2832 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate.....
PM/WWA/2 | 342 Map 8.45 |[Proposed minor modification to Development Envelope following review of employment areas To include employment |Yes ECDC
and proposed employment allocations.] areas and proposed
employment allocations
See attached map at the end of the document. within development
envelopes where there is
a clear relationship to
the main built up form of
settlements.
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Wicken

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source
no. |paragraph revision? |of
change
PM/WIC/1|343 |Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key Statistics table | No ECDC
statistics and corresponding footnote
Wicken with the latest figures from the
Population ' 800 2014 Housing Trajectory.
Dwellings ***'* 360
New dwellings built 2001- 42 13 (net) 22 25 To amend incorrect footnote
1Esg'umated new dwellings 2642 2013 -31 |2# 26 numbering in the ‘dwellings’
Employment ™ To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data row.
Existing public transport services 1 weekly service to Soham, Barway, Stuntney and Ely
(Monday-Saturday) (as at 2012)
161 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate.....
PM/WIC/2 |346 |Map 8.46 |[Proposed minor modification to site WIC 1 (land north-west of The Crescent) to include land To correct map drafting error, No Wendy
adjacent to site up to field boundary and remove strip of land from rear of site] and make the proposed Gammon

See attached map at end of the document.

boundary more reasonable and
deliverable.

[ Appendix 8] 78




Wilburton

PMref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/WIL/1 347 |Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics | No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Wilburton footnotes with the latest
Population ~** 1320 1348 housing completions and
Dwellings " *** 550 projections figures from
New dwellings built 2001- 2 13 (net) #8- 87 the 2014 Housing
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013— 31 '* [46- 20 Trajectory, and
Employment *® To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data population' estimates
Existing public transport services Regular services to Cambridge Haddenham, Sutton, from the 2011 census
Chatteris service to Ely (Monday-Saturday) ’
163 Population for Wilburton parish —2011 Census. ane Dwellings for Wilburton parish (mid- To amend Incorrect
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. footnc_)te numbering in the
‘dwellings’ row.
164 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate.....
Witcham
PMref. |Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/WIT/1|350 |Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key Statistics |No ECDC
statistics table and corresponding
Witcham footnotes with the latest
Population ** 460- 429 housing completions and
Dwellings *** 190 projections figures from
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 17 the 2014 Housing
Estimated new dwellings 2012 2013-— 31 ¢ |19 17 Trajectory, and
Employment **® To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data population’ estimates
Existing public transport Regular service to Ely (Monday-Saturday) (as at 2012) from the 2011 census.
166 Population for Witcham parish — 2011 Census. and Dwellings for Witcham parish (mid- To amend incorrect
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. footnote numbering in
167 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2842 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an the ‘dwellings’ row.
underestimate.....
PM/WIT/2 351 |Housing [third paragraph] To reflect the Parish No Anna Bailey
section ‘Outside the development envelope, housing will not normally be permitted — unless there are Council’'s current (ECDC
exceptional circumstances, such as essential dwellings for rural workers, or affordable housing. |position. Councillor)
Housing schemes outside the development envelope will be assessed against Policy GROWTH and Witcham
2 and other Local Plan policies as appropriate. However it should be noted that Witcham Parish Council
Parish Council does not support development coming forward outside the development
envelope (as at May 2013).’

[ Appendix 8] 79




Witchford

PM ref. Page |Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/WTF/1|354 |Key [revised table/footnotes] To update Key No ECDC
statistics Statistics table and
Witchford . corresponding
Population =~ 2330- 2385 footnotes with the latest
Dwellings 990 housing completions
New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 84- 89 and projections figures
Estimated new dwellings 2632 2013 —31'° |6+ 39 from the 2014 Housing
Employment *"* To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data Trajectory, and
Existing public transport Regular services to Ely & Cambridge (Monday-Saturday) (as opulation estimates
at June 2012) pop
from the 2011 census.
169 Population for Witchford parish — 2011 Census. arg Dwellings for Witchford parish (mid- .
. . . To amend incorrect
2010). Cambridgeshire County Council Research Group. U
footnote numbering in
170 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2632 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an the ‘dwellings’ row.
underestimate.....
Woodditton and Saxon Street
PM ref. Page [Policy/ Proposed change Reason for change |SA Source of
no. paragraph revision? |change
PM/WOD/1 | 358 Key [revised table/footnote] To update Key No ECDC
statistics Statistics table and

\Woodditton and Saxon Street

172

Population 1770 (Saxon Street 320; Ditton Green 270; Little Ditton
60)

Dwellings ** '™ 810

New dwellings built 2001- 32 13 (net) 26

Estimated new dwellings 2642 2013 -31 ' |9 2

Employment *™* To be confirmed following publication of 2011 Census data

Existing public transport Limited services to Newmarket (Monday-Friday excl. Wed)

(as at 2012)

173 East Cambridgeshire Housing Trajectory 2642 March 2014. Note this is likely to be an
underestimate.....

corresponding
footnote with the
latest figures from the
2014 Housing
Trajectory.

To amend incorrect
footnote numbering in
the ‘dwellings’ row.
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Appendix 2: Designated wildlife/historical sites

PM ref. |Proposed change Reason for change SArevision? Source of change
PM/A/1 |[Table of Sites of International, National and Local Importance for Nature Conversation] To correct omission. No National Trust
[Ramsar sites — first row, insert reference to 8.46 Wicken Fen]
Appendix 3: Glossary

PMref. |Proposed change Reason for SA Source of

change revision? |change

PM/A/2 |‘CLT - A community land trust is a non-profit community-led corporation that develops and stewards affordable housing, To clarify the No Foundation
community gardens, civic buildings, commercial spaces and other community assets ernbehatf-ef to meet the needs of a description of a East
community in perpetuity.’ CLT.

PM/A/3 |[new entry] To provide No Smiths Gore
‘Exemplar development — To be ‘exemplar’ means to create a development model which people will want to copy or clarification, (on behalf of the
imitate elsewhere. The District Council defines exemplar development for North Ely as that which incorporates all particularly in Church
aspects of best practice: respect of Commissioners)
e developing a variety of attractive, spacious homes which incorporate the latest green technologies to make Policy ELY 1.

sustainable living easy and appealing,

e safeguarding and enhancing the natural biodiversity of the site and reflecting the current development pattern of
central Ely that brings a countryside feel into urban areas through ample provision of green space, sports
facilities, and a country park,

e providing locally based jobs to reduce the need for out commuting,

e incorporating measures to positively promote walking, cycling and bus use over the use of cars, with good
connections by these modes to key local destinations.

e providing schools, a community centre, local shops, a business hub and other meeting spaces at the heart of the
development to help foster the development of a genuine local community.

e providing a benchmark in high quality development, delivering design excellence in all elements, with distinctive,
innovative formats of modern homes with high living space standards, generous levels of amenity space, and
family friendly streets and spaces.

e reflecting the traditional development patterns and features of Ely with its people focused design, layout and
walkability, but with a contemporary interpretation.

All development should be of exceptional good quality to make North Ely a destination of choice for prospective

residents and businesses.’
Appendix 4: District Proposals Map

PM Proposed change Reason for change SA Source of change

ref. revision?

PM/A/4 |[Re-label the Ouse Washes with its own designation (SPA, SSSI and RAMSAR)] To provide clarification on the No Cambs County Council

status and make the map clearer.

PM/A/5 |[Inclusion of map/diagram showing location of strategic green infrastructure within the District] | To provide important strategic No National Trust

[Deletion of Ely Country Park as a symbol on the Proposals Map]

information. For consistency.
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