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Mod Ref.

Local
Plan
Page

Policy/
Paragraph

Proposed Modification

SA approach

Section Two: The spatial strategy

11 & 12 Vision Amend second sentence of the Vision to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
. . . N e . . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MMO001 The city will draw inspiration from its iconic historic core, heritage assets, river and changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
structural green corridors, achieving a sense of place in all its parts, with generous, ac- due to the minor nature of the modifications
cessible and biodiverse open spaces and well-designed architecture. )
14 Figure 2.1: Key | Amend the key diagram to take account of changes to Policy 12: Cambridge East, Site | This is a minor change to the key diagram which reflects other modifications and in
Diagram GB2: Land south of Worts’” Causeway, Coldham’s Lane, NIAB 1 and Cambridge Northern | itself would not amendments to the SA conclusions.
CC-MM002 Fringe East. Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

See amended Figure 2.1 overleaf.?

1 Please notes that maps are illustrative only. Readers should refer to the Cambridge Local Plan Main Modifications Consultation Report
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18 Table 2.1: | Amend second paragraph of the table to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
Summary of . . . . . | Proposed Madifications to the Cambridge Local Plan - Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
hestels—reems . .
other needs Bt_unlersms r_ere Ian(_io _st_dent hestels-rooms aomoatlo - ing (January 2017).
gg:;gg ftil:set rF())l\?vn for-undergraduatesand postgraduatesto 2031 The screening in 2017 stated that The identified figure of 3,016 (net) rooms has now
! been updated as part of the following study: Assessment of Student Housing Demand
and Supply for Cambridge City Council (January 2017). However, because it is likely
that studies on student accommodation will be updated frequently, a new figure has
CC-MMO003 not been included.
Student accommodation can be provided through allocations for student
accommodation and through windfall sites. Therefore, the way that the SA has
assessed this need is through assessing the impact of sites that are allocated for
student accommodation (as it is not possible to assess windfall sites as by their nature
their locations are unknown). However, the deletion of this figure in itself is seen as a
minor change which would not affect the sustainability performance of the Plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
18 Table 2.1: | Add further text in the second row of the table in relation to other education provision to | This is a minor change to supporting text which sets out further context on
Summary of | read: educational needs. The modification would not change the sustainability performance
gg;?nrg theni?grf The Council will continue to work closely with Cambridgeshire County Council of the plan.
period second throughout the plan period to ensure that necessary provision for (0-19) edu- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
! cation places is appropriately secured in order to meet changing demand aris-
CC-MM004 row . "
ing through new development or demographic changes.
There is an €urrent identified shortfall (to 202681) of appreximately—4066 at least
1,050 (7 forms of entry) secondary school places. This need will be met by a new
secondary school to serve the eastern part of Cambridge, and the three Coun-
cils will continue to work together to find the most appropriate location.
21 Paragraph 2.27 Insert new sentence at the end of paragraph 2.27 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
This approach has been endorsed by the Joint Strategic Transport and Spatial Planning performance of the plan.
CC-MMO005 Group (JST&SPG), the member governance group set up to guide the collaborative | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
preparation of development plans in Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire and the as-
sociated transport strategy. This group has also considered the additional evi-
dence prepared in 2015.
21 Paragraph 2.28 Amend paragraph 2.28 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
. . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
In detail, _the strategy options consu:_lered by t.he JST&SPG (22 May 2013) (_:Iemonstrat_e changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
that focusing development on Cambridge remains the most sustainable location for addi- due to the minor nature of the modifications
CC-MMO06 tional development and the Cambridge Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment '
(SHLAA), has—identified as updated with information for 2012/13 completions
from the Annual Monitoring Report 2013, 37324 identifies 3,308 new homes
through windfall sites or allocations within the urban area in the new local plan.
Policy 3: Spatial | Amend second paragraph of Policy 3 to read: The allocations at Worts’ Causeway have been subject to SA and amendments to their
strategy for the boundaries are addressed as part of other modifications (see CC-MM186 and 187).
location of resi- . ) .
dential devel- | Provision will be made for the development of not less than 14,000 additional dwellings The rlnatterlgelatedhto the thverpooI. mEFPOd()lO?y and the :'VE yelar holeS||ng Iagd
opment within Cambridge City Council’s administrative boundary over the period from April 2011 supply would not c a'nge t, e sustainability performance of the Pan. nless the
CC-MMO007 to March 2031 to meet the objectively assessed need for homes in Cambridge. This will change would result in a direct change to the numbers of dwellings that the Local Plan

enable continuous delivery of housing for at least 15 years from the anticipated date of
adoption of this local plan. Provision includes two small sites to be released from
the Cambridge Green Belt at Worts’ Causeway, which will deliver up to 430
dwellings. The housing trajectories for Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire, as up-
dated each year in the Annual Monitoring Report, will be considered together for the
purposes of phasing of housing delivery, including for calculating 5-year housing land

is seeking to provide over the plan period the modification will not change the
sustainability effects on the ground. This is a procedural matter

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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supply |n development manaqement deC|S|ons that concern housmq development Fhis
Bel-t—at—Wefts—eauWwer—up—te—m—dwengs— The flve year
housing land supply will be calculated using the Liverpool methodology and a
20% buffer
24 -25 Policy 3: Spatial | Amend the third and fourth paragraph of Policy 3 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
strategy for the L . . . . . . Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
location of resi- In order to maintain housing provision, planning permission to change housing or land in ing (January 2017)
dential devel- housing use to other uses will only be supported in exceptional circumstances. Other )
opment uses include the provision of student accommodation, where planning permission would | The screening in 2017 stated that this policy was subject to SA and this is outlined in
usually be required for change of use. the following report: Sustainability Appraisal of the Cambridge Local Plan 2014.
. . . . Volume 1: Final Appraisal for Submission to the Secretary of State (March 2014). The
CC-MMO008 tA fulltsc_hedlile Otf .i'tzs all:dc_at%d f:g _clileveloi)n'éen:] |tnhorde|_r _to n:neet thPe hne‘aillr;]et housing SA states that Policy 3 would lead to significant positive effects in terms of ensuring
bar_?te i '3 set out pget_ X 'I? tl bus rate (; d € p_ot|C|es” afc).d fer ha &l purpo_iﬁ housing delivery (para. 4.6.97) and would also have positive effects on the economy
:Ih 2 unen taﬁion?n;?].r? 1on V:,'r'] 0 = f supp%r ﬁt' cind5| eT arr?cﬁte o_rt ou_zmr?t_?_r (\le (para 4.6.25) and transport (para. 4.6.56) and potential negative effects on water
&l tert.al hex £ Dfit : q_tlf_er trl]ssg or_llressltet lel Heve op eL (?rAs' 'eisbl'l'i "A'e ae resources (para 4.6.86). The modifications (which safeguard housing sites and
Eno g? wal Rousing sites Within the LoLiclls otrateglc HoUsINg Lanc Avalabllity Assess prevent them being developed for student accommodation) do not change these
ment. conclusions.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
New paragraph | Add new paragraph after 2.45 The modification would not change the sustainability performance of the plan. Unless
after paragraph the change would result in a direct change to the nhumbers of dwellings that the Local
2.45 Plan is seeking to provide over the plan period the modification will not change the
The Councils have a record of providing significant levels of housing and have a | sustainability effects on the ground. This is a procedural matter.
significant level of identified housing supply. The development strategy for S . lusion: h to th Its of the SA
CC-MM-009 Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire has been carried forward from previous creening conclusion: no change to the resulls ot the SA.
plans, and includes two further new settlements. Under these circumstances
the appropriate methodology for calculating five year housing land supply
across the two authorities is the Liverpool methodology. In response to historic
levels of delivery, the appropriate buffer is 20%.
26 After Paragraph | Add new paragraphs after paragraph 2.48 to read: See CC-MM-009
2.48 Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
Appendix N sets out the methodology for establishing housing land supply us-
CC-MMO010 ing this approach. The appendix also includes details of the housing land supply
position at November 2017. This shows that the Councils both individually and
jointly demonstrate a five year housing land supply based on the housing re-
quirement included in the local plans, and that this is anticipated to continue
for the remainder of the plan period. The housing supply data will be updated
annually and published in the Annual Monitoring Report.’
28 Policy 4: The | Amend the first paragraph of Policy 4 to read: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
Cambridge . - - . . . the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
Green Belt Ege :c)flti]tsg: E,hi gingr?gd%ic?;en:aBelmxhéz\zE aﬁ:_'\??:?ﬁg%fer:ﬁ céi;lctavr\r:l?ldeg: ley this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
beuapproved u P P P in line with Green Belt pol|cy_|‘rf the Secretary of State. This assessment found the policy would have a positive effect
exeeptin—very-special-cireumstanees; . L . B
CC-MMO11 the National Planning Policy Framework. on landscape, townscape and cultural heritage through preventing inappropriate de

velopment in the Green Belt, thereby helping to preserve the unique setting and spe-
cial character of the city.

The modification does not change these conclusions.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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CC-MMO012

34

Paragraph 2.65

Amend paragraph 2.65 to read:

The Cambridge Retail and Leisure Study Update 2013 has identified capacity for further
comparison goods floorspace (clothing, home and electrical goods etc), but no capacity
for additional convenience goods floorspace (food and drink and non-durable household
goods) above proposals already approved or in the pipeline. The study advises that, due
to the level of uncertainty in forecasting over the plan period_(including in the short
to medium term), the Council should not plan to meet the identified capacity to 2031,
but should focus on planning to meet the capacity identified to 2022 (i.e. 14,141 sq m
net). This will be subject to testing and monitoring over the period of the plan, includ-
ing monitoring of retail and leisure development in the wider sub-region area, and this
will inform the timescale for the next review of retail and leisure needs in Cambridge.

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MMO013

34 & 35

Policy 7: The
River Cam

Amend the first paragraph of Policy 7 to read:
Development proposals along the River Cam corridor should:

a. include an assessment of views of the river and a demonstration that the proposed
design of the development has taken account of the assessment in enhancing views
to and from the river;

b. preteet-preserve and enhance the unique physical, natural, historically and cul-
turally distinctive landscape of the River Cam;

c. raise, where possible, the quality of the river, adjacent open spaces and the integri-
ty of the built environment in terms of its impact, location, scale, design and form;

d. propose, where possible_and appropriate to context, enhancement of the natural
resources of the River Cam and offer opportunities for re-naturalisation of the river;

e. enable, where possible, opportunities for greater public access to the River Cam;
and

f.  take account of and support, as appropriate, the tourism and recreational facilities
associated with the river.

This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM014

35

Paragraph 2.69

Amend paragraph 2.69 to read:

The River Cam has also been designated as a county wildlife site in recognition of the
river’'s importance in linking semi-natural habitats, including ecologically-designated
sites such as Stourbridge Common Local Nature Reserve and Sheep's Green and Coe
Fen Local Nature Reserve, with the wider countryside of South Cambridgeshire.
Altheough—highly—medified—in—places;—the—river—Although the river is almost
entirely modified by human action, and its wildlife value severely depleted by
river works and the effects of draining and raising the level of the riverside
commons, nevertheless it supports a healthy population of fish and their predators,
including otters and kingfishers. Several species of bat use the river, its tributaries and
adjacent habitats for foraging and commuting, while the numerous willow pollards offer
roosting sites. If sensitively managed, the river and its banks provide opportunities for
declining species such as the water vole to recover and disperse.”> The River Cam and
its associated floodplain habitats and tributaries function together as an

ecological network, which requires enhancement, in line with paragraph 117 of
the NPPF.

This is @ minor change to supporting text which sets out further context with regard to
the River Cam. The modification would not change the sustainability performance of
the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MMO015

36

Policy 8: Setting
of the city

Amend the first and following paragraphs of Policy 8 to read:

Development on the urban edge, including sites within and abutting green infrastruc-
ture corridors and the Cambridge Green Belt, open spaces and the River Cam corridor,

The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
the Secretary of State. This assessment found the policy would have a positive effect

2 Cambridge Nature Conservation Strategy 2006, RD/NE/080
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will only be supported where it:

a. responds to, conserves and enhances the landseape setting, appreaches and
special character of the city, in accordance with the Cambridge Landscape Character

Assessment 2003, Green Belt assessments”, Cambridgeshire Green Infrastruc-
ture Strategy and their successor documents;

b. promotes access to the surrounding countryside/open space, where appropriate;
and

safequards the best and most versatile agricultural land unless sustainable
development considerations and the need for development are sufficient to
override the need to protect the agricultural value of land; and

[o

e—d. includes landscape improvement proposals that strengthen or re-create
the well-defined and vegetated urban edge, improve visual amenity and enhance
biodiversity.

Proposals where the primary objective is to conserve or enhance biodiversity, particular-
ly proposals for landscape-scale enhancement across local authority boundaries, will also
be supported. The Council will support proposals which deliver the strategic
green infrastructure network and priorities set out in the Cambridgeshire Green
Infrastructure Strategy.

Amend footnote (see asterix above for location of footnote) to read:

oo e(ge ; B H EMDe > 7 AHRe ofreen DHH6T Y
LDA Design Cambridge Inner Green Belt Boundary Study (November 2015) and
Cambridge Inner Green Belt Boundary Study (November 2015) Supplement -
March 2016.

on landscape, townscape and cultural heritage through seeking to ensure that the
area between the urban edge and the countryside is protected from inappropriate
development. The policy would also have a positive effect on biodiversity through
aiming to conserve or enhance biodiversity in the wider landscape.

The modification does not change these conclusions.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MMO16

36

Paragraph 2.73

Amend paragraph 2.73 insert new paragraph including New Figure 2.2 Cambridge’s
Natural Environment Strategy to read:

Cambridge has a distinct and unique character and landscape setting and is surrounded
by attractive green space, much of which is accessible. Cambridge is characterised by
its compact nature, well-defined and vegetated edges, open spaces, and the green
corridors that extend into the city centre from the countryside. These green corridors are
protected as part of the Cambridge Green Belt or as Protected Open Space. A humber of
studies have considered the setting of the city and features that are considered to be
critical to this setting. These studies have all highlighted that the interface between the
urban edge and the countryside is one of the important and valued landscape features of
the city, contributing to the quality of life and place enjoyed here.

Given the multiplicity of sites which make up Cambridge’s natural environment
and the strategic objectives of this Local Plan, the strategy for its management
and enhancement is, in itself, one of a multi-document, multi-layered approach.
This approach includes a number of interrelated initiatives, policies and
players. Together, as illustrated in Figure 2.2, they represent Cambridge’s
natural environment strategy to deliver new green infrastructure and enhance
existing blue and green infrastructure and deliver biodiversity enhancements,
the components of which will be added to and updated as necessary and
provide the necessary tools to realise the ongoing management of the city’s
natural environment

This is @ minor change to supporting text which sets out further context with regard to
the environment of Cambridge. The modification would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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Cambridge’s Natural Environment Strategy

CAMBRIDGE
NATURAL
ENVIRONMENT

STRATEGY

DELIVERED BY:
The Wildlife Trust Cambrldgeshlr.e Cambridgeshire and Cambrldge:n City Natural England
County Council Peterborough Council

Stakeholders, Residents.

Landowners & Amenity

Environmental Groups

Records Centre

37 New paragraph | Insert new paragraph to read: See CC-MMO015
after paragraph

274 The long term capability of the best and most versatile agricultural land should

be protected and areas of lower quality agricultural land should be used for
development in preference to the best and most versatile agricultural land
where possible. Retaining the best and most versatile agricultural land
enhances future options for sustainable food production and helps secure other
CC-MMO017 important ecosystem services. Development has an_irreversible adverse
impact on the finite national and local stock of the best and most versatile
agricultural land. Avoiding loss of this land is the priority as mitigation is
rarely possible. Masterplanning should seek to target development in areas of
poorer quality land, where possible, and developers should consider impacts on
soil resources during construction and operation, adhering to Defra’s Code of

Practice to protect soil resources and its successor documents.
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CC-MM018 36 After paragraph | Add new policy 8a (after policy 8) and supporting text after paragraph 2.75 as follows: This is a new policy that has not been subject to SA. The modification would not

2.75

Policy 8a: Review of the Local Plan

The Council will undertake an early review of the Local Plan to commence be-
fore the end of 2019, and with submission to the Secretary of State for exami-
nation anticipated by the end of Summer 2022. The new Local Plan will be pre-
pared jointly by Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire Councils for their com-
bined districts (Greater Cambridge). Specific matters to be addressed by the
review include the following:

a. an updated assessment of housing needs.

the progress being made towards implementation of the spatial strategy

for Greater Cambridge including the new settlements at Waterbeach and
Bourn Airfield.

c. _working with the local housing authority, consideration of the implica-
tions of an assessment, required by the Housing Act 1985, as amended
by the Housing and Planning Act 2016, of the needs of people residing in
or resorting to their district with respect to the provision of sites on
which caravans can be stationed.

2.76 Through the Greater Cambridge City Deal the Councils committed to an
early review of their local plans beginning in 2019. This was in order to estab-
lish what impact the anticipated changed infrastructure landscape and econom-
ic growth in the area might have on housing need and other aspects of spatial
and transport planning. In addition during the public examination into the
adopted Local Plan a number of issues were highlighted for specific attention in
the next review of the Local Plans. These relate to the assessment of housing
needs, progress in delivering the development strategy and in particular the
new settlements, and provision to meet the requirements of caravan dwellers.
Policy 8a accordingly requires that the next full review of the Local Plan should
start in 2019 with submission for examination anticipated by the end of Sum-
mer 2022,

Furthermore, a non-statutory spatial plan is being prepared for the Cambridge-
shire and Peterborough Combined Authority. It is expected that, although non-

statutory, the spatial plan will provide a strategy for the wider area that will
inform the form and content of the joint local plan and should therefore pre-

cede its preparation.

change the sustainability performance of the plan as it relates to procedural issues
related to early review of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

Section Three: City Centre, areas of major change, opportunity areas and site specific proposals

CC-MM019

44

Policy 10: De-
velopment in the
City Centre Pri-
mary Shopping
Area

Amend title of table within Policy 10 to read:

Uses suitable on all floors in the primary shopping area and those not suitable

This is a minor change to supporting text which sets out further context. The
modification would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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at ground floor level in the primary shopping area
Amend header row of table in Policy 10 to read:
Centre uses (uses suitable on all floors at-greund-fleerlevel in the PSA)
45 Paragraph 3.7 Amend the paragraph 3.7 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which sets out further context with regard to
The main secondary frontages are also shown on the policies map and fall within the the level .Of fle_:>_<|bll|ty to be applied to the policy. The modification would not change
. . the sustainability performance of the plan.
PSA. In the secondary frontages there is more scope for different uses complementary
to the retail function of the City Centre, such as cafés, restaurants, bars and pubs, banks | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
and estate agents. In some parts of the secondary frontage there are existing concen-
trations of uses, for example food and drink uses along Bridge Street, and food and
CCMMO020 drink and estate agents/employment agents along Regent Street. The concentration of
uses provides a distinct character, but the Council would generally like to maintain a
diversity of uses along frontages to maintain footfall and vitality and viability, and avoid
any amenity problems such as those that can be associated with concentrations of food
and drink uses. In—the-secondary—frontages—the—Counc—wants—retailto—be—the
furtherlosses-of retai-
45 Paragraph 3.8 Amend paragraph 3.8 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
The table within the policy identifies those uses that the Council thinks are appropriate rnrgga(?:ﬁﬂah:?cjzlgiz;iz)lons to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
at ground floor level in the PSA. The NPPF identifies office and residential uses as town ’
centre uses. While the value of these uses in centres is recognised, these are only ap- | The screening in 2017 stated that this is a minor change to supporting text which
propriate in upper floors in the primary and secondary frontages in Cambridge. These | would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
uses would not provide active frontages. The Cambridge Retail and Leisure Study Update S nin nclusion: no change to th Its of the SA
CC-MM021 2013 identifies a significant capacity for additional comparison shopping, and the best creening concfusion: no change to the resuits o e ’
location for this is within the City Centre at the top of the retail hierarchy. Therefore,
ground floor units should not be lost to offices or residential use, including student hes-
tels accommodation, and any applications for such a change of use would have to
provide evidence of marketing and show there were exceptional circumstances why a
unit could not be used for a centre use.
46 Policy 11: Fitz- | Amend the first and following paragraphs of Policy 11 to read: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
roy/Burleigh . . . - the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
Street/Grafton ';hle f_:ltztrhoy/Bl_,lrIelghfStreet‘E/Graftor.‘\dArea dog.tMajolr Change_ (AOM?.’l as tsl'?ovg']t mCFlgture this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
Area of Major I. r’1 1S 'tr? F;lean:Y odcus or providing additional comparison retail in the Lity Lentre, | ypq Secretary of State. This assessment found the policy would have a positive effect
Change along with other mixed uses. on economy through providing additional comparison retail in the City Centre, rede-
This area is supported as a location for expansion and/or redevelopment for retail and | veloping
Ielsureﬂuse (el'lh, A2,_§3, A4band D2), W'tth ;is'ient'il a1n2d ‘;t)lédent accfommodatlon OT and/or expanding the site for retail and leisure use with residential and student ac-
CC-MM022 upper fioors. 1he evidence nase suggests that up Lo 2s, Sq M Of NeW COMPAr= | ., modation on the upper floors. The SA notes that the precise quantum of devel-

ison retail floorspace could be provided in the area although Fthe precise quan-
tum of net new retail floorspace and residential/student units will be subject to testing
and demonstration through the development of a masterplan for the area.

Development should:

a. be of a high quality, with well-designed edges securing significant townscape im-
provements to Burleigh Street and East Road;

b) be sensitive to surrounding residential areas and the character and setting of the

opment to take place in the area is to be subject to testing and demonstration
through the development of a masterplan. This should help to provide flexibility to
developers whilst ensuring that an optimum outcome is achieved. The modification
does not change these conclusions as this flexibility is retained in the policy.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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historic core and heritage assets;
c. improve the bus interchange, including an increase in capacity and better waiting
facilities for passengers;
d. be focused on providing access by sustainable modes of transport including improve-
ments for pedestrians and cyclists such as a managed cycle parking facility, and with no
increase in car parking above current levels;
e. improve the public realm along Fitzroy Street and Burleigh Street, by removing un-
necessary signage and street furniture, and using a simple and durable palette of mate-
rials; and
f. promote linkages to the historic core.
The Council will coordinate the production of a masterplan for the area, bringing togeth-
er the scheme promoter, other landowners, Cambridgeshire County Council and other
relevant stakeholders. —Fhe—seheme—proemoter—wil-be—expected—toprepare—the
i i i The masterplan will need to be consulted upon locally
and adopted by the Ceouncil as a supplementary planning document (SPD) before the
submission of any major planning application. A comprehensive transport assess-
ment and travel plan will be required as a part of the masterplanning process.
46 - 47 Paragraph 3.10 Amend paragraph 3.10 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
This part of the City Centre provides the greatest opportunity for accommodating the _Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
. . . . . ing (January 2017).
need for additional comparison retail, but also leisure, student accommodation and
housing. The Cambridge Retail and Leisure Study Update 2013 identified it as the first | The screening in 2017 stated that this is @ minor change to supporting text which
CC-MM023 priority for comparison retail in sequential terms, and the Cambridge City Centre Capaci- | would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
ty Study 2013 identified it as an area of potential change. Given the proximity of the Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA
area of major change to Anglia Ruskin University’s East Road Campus, student 9 u - 9 u '
accommodation delivered in this area would be expected to address the identi-
fied needs of Anglia Ruskin University.
49 Policy 12: Cam- ) ) ] ) This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/MC/021:
bridge East Delete current policy wording and replace with the following to read: Supplement to Sustainability Appraisal Addendum Report (November 2015) (Revised)
] ] o . The screening in 2015 stated that this policy was subject to SA and this is reported
1. Land at Cambridge East is allocated for development as shown on the Policies Map: from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to the Secretary of
State’.
a) Land north of Newmarket Road during the plan period (R45).
) - . . ( ) The assessment found the plan would have a positive effect on community and well-
, . . . . being as the policy includes calls for residential proposals in Cambridge East to
b) Land north of Coldham’s Lane for residential during the plan period (R41). demonstrate that any environmental and health impacts (including noise) from the
CC-MMO024 airport can be acceptably mitigated for residents of new development. This remains

c) Land north of Cherry Hinton (R47) for approximately 780 dwellings during the
plan period (along with adjoining land allocated in Policy SS/3 of the South
Cambridgeshire Local Plan for approximately 420 dwellings).

2. Proposals for residential development on sites a), b), and c) as shown on the Policies
Map, will be supported if:

d) acceptable mitigation of environmental and health impacts (including noise)
from the airport can be provided; and

the case for the policy so the assessment remains valid.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

3 Sustainability Appraisal of the Cambridge Local Plan 2014. Final Appraisal for Submission to the Secretary of State (URS Limited, March 2014) (Ref: RD/Sub/C/030 - Part 1 and RD/Sub/C/040 - Part 2). https://www.cambridge.gov.uk/public/ldf/coredocs/RD-SUB-C-030.pdf
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Local
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Policy/
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SA approach

e) a masterplan is submitted for the development of site R47 and adjoining land in
South Cambridgeshire which safeguards the appropriate future development of
the wider safequarded land; and

f) the continued authorised use of Cambridge Airport does not pose a safety risk.

3. The masterplan for site R47, as shown on the Policies Map (together with adjoining
land in South Cambridgeshire on site SS/3), will make provision for a primary and sec-
ondary school, a local centre with community hub, open space and a spine road connect-
ing Coldham’s Lane with Cherry Hinton Road. Vehicular access to the site will only
be permitted via the new spine road, unless needed for emergency access.

4. The rest of the Cambridge East site is safeqguarded for longer term development be-
yond 2031. Development on safequarded land will only occur once the site becomes
available and following a review of both this plan and the Cambridge East Area Action
Plan.

5. This policy replaces Policies CE/3 and CE/35 of the Cambridge East AAP. All other
policies in the Cambridge East AAP are retained.

CC-MM025

50

Paragraph 3.17

Amend paragraph 3.17 to read:

There is
an_opportunity durlnq the Dlan Derlod to deliver re5|dent|al development on parts of
Cambridge East while the airport remains on the site. A number of specific sites—and—=a
bread-ocation-Seuth-of the-Green-Cerridor are allocated in Policy 12 (1) and Policy SS/3
(1) of the South Cambridgeshire Local Plan (see Figure 3.2). These were identified in the
AAP as capable of coming forward ahead of the Airport site, and potentially without it.
Careful consideration of how the ongoing airport activities will interact with any new
residential use will need to be undertaken at the planning application stage, to ensure
that the new residences have an acceptable level of amenity, and that they do not im-
pede on the ongoing use of the airport. In terms of how any development might impede
use of the airport, it will be for the airport operators to demonstrate how the develop-
ment does this. Any development that comes forward in advance of the wider site will
have to be carefully planned so that it is capable of working both with and without the
wider development, so as not to prejudice the potential delivery of development on the
safequarded land at some point in the future if it becomes available. This policy makes it
clear that these areas are not part of the wider safeguarded site and could come forward
for development before 2031. A masterplan for site R47 and adjoining land in South
Cambridgeshire will be required in order to ensure a comprehensive and coordinated
approach to bringing these sites forward for development. The masterplan will take
into account the context of the surrounding area, including development pro-
posals on site R41 (Land north of Coldham’s Lane). While vehicular access to
the site will be from the new spine road off Coldham’s Lane and Cherry Hinton
Road, access for emergency vehicles only from alternative points will need to

be considered at an early stage.;ifthesite-becemesavailableand fellowingareview

of-the Cambridge-East-AAP—In delivering appropriate future development across
the wider site, consideration will need to have been given to the allocations

made by the adopted Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Minerals and Waste
plan documents.

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan. Modifications have been assessed as part of Policy 12.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MMO026

53

Policy 13: Areas
of major change
and opportunity
areas - general

Amend criterion e to read:

e. where the development is based on clearly articulated and justified objectives and
approach through the provision of a site-wide masterplan, strategies and/or other over-

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
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Plan
Page Paragraph Proposed Modification
principles, crite- | arching coordination documents; and, due to the minor nature of the modifications.
rion e
53 Policy 13: Areas | Amend last part of Policy 13 to read: This is @ minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
of major chan_ge In protecting existing assets, including heritage assets, landscape and water man- performance of the plan.
and opportunity . . —
areas - general agement, development should: Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
principles i. seek to protect existing public assets, including open space and leisure facilities.
Where the loss of such assets is unavoidable, appropriate mitigation should be pro-
vided, including where applicable the replacement of assets in an alternative loca-
CC-MM027 tion, in addition to infrastructure generated by the needs of the development;
j. ensure public rights of way are protected, and enhanced where possible;
k. develop a new, strong landscape framework that is guided by and incorporates exist-
ing positive landscape and townscape features and heritage assets; and,
I.  where practicable, undertake on-site strategic landscaping to the agreed framework
early in the development of the site so that this will become established as develop-
ment proceeds.
54 Paragraph 3.24 Amend paragraph 3.24 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
This policy outlines a number of important additional requirements applicable to the con- gggr?rsnt]g;ecci ?; tSh: plan. These requirements are also set out in Policy 61 which has
sideration of planning applications for each of the AOMCs and opportunity areas. The '
purpose is to ensure that each area can be designed with the principles of sustainable | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
development in mind, with appropriate densities of development, and supporting mixed
CC-MM028 uses and activity appropriate to the scale of development. It also requires the protec-
tion/provision of landscape and other environmental requirements. In, or adjoining
conservation areas, development should preserve or enhance the character and
appearance of the area concerned. Buildings that make a positive contribution
to local townscape should generally be retained and integrated into develop-
ment.
54 Paragraph 3.26 Amend paragraph 3.26 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
ive Substantial d | t will not b itted in ad £ th Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
i ubstantial development will not be permitted in advance of the prepara changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
tion and approval of a site-wide masterplan, strategies and/or other overarching docu- d . L
CC-MMO029 . o ue to the minor nature of the modifications.
ments as required by the scale and nature of development. Limited small-scale devel-
opment may be permitted, providing it would not prejudice the longer-term develop-
ment of the sites and is not considered to be premature in advance of the preparation
of these documents.
54 Policy 14: | Amend Policy 14 to read: This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
ggghe;:]d Fr:ggs Policy 14: Cambridge Northern Fringe East and land-surreunding-the prepoesed new performance of the plan.
surrounding the railway cambridge-SeieneePark station Area of Major Change Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MMO030 proposed Cam-
bridge  Science
Park station
Area of Major
Change.
54 Policy 14: | Amend first paragraph to read: This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
Egg,:he;:‘d Fr:;gs The Cambridge Northern Fringe East and the new railway station will enable the performance of the plan.
CC-MMO031 surrounding the creation of a revutalused emplovment focussed eeuneﬂ—is—seekrng—t-he—wder Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

proposed Cam-
bridge Science
Park station

rewtahsed—em-p}eyment—feetsed area centred on a new transport mterchange
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Area of Major
Change Para-
graph 1

55 Policy 14 North- | Amend second paragraph to read: This is @ minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
::é Fl;;r:]%e Eaf T_he area,__shoyvn on the Policies Ma_lg, ant_:l iIIus_trate_d in Figure 3.3, is allocated for perform-ance of the [:->Ian.
rounding the high quality mixed-use development, mel-udmg w employment uses sur_:h as | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
proposed Cam- B1, B2 and B8, as well as a range of supporting commercial, retail, leisure and residen-

CC-MMO032 bridge  Science tial uses (subject to acceptable environmental conditions).
Park station
Area of Major
Change Para-
graph 2

55 Policy 14 North- | Amend third paragraph to read: This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
2::1 Frl';r;]%e Eif The qua-nt—um amount of develppment, site. capacity, viability, t-rme—sea*es timescales perform.ance of the |-3Ian.
rounding the and _phasmg of development vx{lll be estab_hshed th_roug_h the [_)reparatlon of an_al_-\rea Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
proposed Cam- aAction pPlan (AAP)_ for the site. Hann-mg—apphea-tieﬁs—mﬂ—en-l-y—be—eeﬂﬁdered

CC-MMO033 bridge  Science when-the-area—action—plan—hasbeen—adepted—_The AAP will be developed jointly
Park station with be_tween Cambridge Cl_tv Coun_cﬂ apd South_Camb_rldgeshlre Dlstrlc_t Coun_C|I,
Area of Major and will involve close coIIaborat_lve working with Cqmbrldgeshlrg County Council, Angll_an
Change Para- Water_and ot_her st_akeholders in the_area. The final boundaries of Iand_ that the joint
graph 3 AAP will consider will be determined in-thelecal-plans-ef-each—autherity—and by the
AAP.

55 Policy 14 North- | Amend fourth paragraph to read: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
ern Fringe East All Is should: the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
and land sur- proposals should: this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
rounding the a. take into account existing site conditions and environmental and safety con- | the Secretary of State. This assessment found the policy would have a positive effect
proposed Cam- straints; on biodiversity as it takes into account the existing Local Nature Reserve at Bram-
bridge  Science b. demonstrate that environmental and health impacts (including odour) from the | blefield, and calls for the provision of appropriate ecological mitigation measures, ei-
Park station Cambridge Water Recycling Centre waste-water-treatment—-werks can be | ther on, or off-site, if necessary. The modification does not change these conclusions
Area of Major acceptably mitigated for occupants; as the policy would still have a positive effect on biodiversity.

Change Para- c. ensure that appropriate access and linkages, including for pedestrians and cy- . L
CC-MM034 graph 4 clists, are planned for in a high quality and comprehensive manner; Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
d. recognise the existing local nature reserve at Bramblefields, the protected
hedgerow on the east side of Cowley Road which is a City Wildlife Site,
the First Public Drain, which is a wildlife corridor, and other ecological
features, and where development is proposed, provide for appropriate ecologi-
cal mitigation, compensation and enhancement measures either on- or off-
site; and
e. ensure that the development would not compromise opportunities for the due
consideration has been given to safeguarding the appropriate future redevelop-
ment of the wider site area.
55 Paragraph 3.28 Amend paragraph 3.28 to read: This is @ minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
Cambridge Northern Fringe East is within the Cambridge City Council and South Cam- performance of the plan.
bridgeshire District Council authority boundaries. A—eeeordinated—appreach—to—plan- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM035

a_is within Cambridge
with Chesterton Sidings and part of the St.John’s Innovation Park within South
Cambridgeshire. An early review of the site through a jointly-prepared Area
Action Plan will ensure a coordinated approach is taken. This will enable the
feasibility of development and its viability to be properly investigated and will

a PP ;.*“.“.‘:w enante A€ easibility—e BreVve
ity-to—beproeperlyinvestigated—The majority of the are
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SA approach

ensure a comprehensive approach to redevelopment.

CC-MM036

55

Paragraph 3.29

Amend paragraph 3.29 to read:

The prepesed new railway station on the sidings in South Cambridgeshire will be
served by the Cambridgeshire Busway and will include cycle parking facilities and car
parking faeilities. The station will significantly improve the accessibility of the site and
surrounding area, including access to and from the Cambridge Business Park, St.
John’s Innovation Park and Cambridge Science Park, and-StJehn‘s—Innevation
€entre-making the area a highly attractive business location.

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM037

55

Insert New Par-
agraph between
paragraphs 3.29
and 3.30

The following additional text to be added to the supporting text between paragraphs
3.29 and 3.30:

The new railway station will provide a catalyst for regeneration of this area.
Early development around the new station could help create a vibrant area

around this key infrastructure to meet the needs of users of the station and
bring forward further phased delivery elsewhere within the CNFE area. Plan-
ning applications for early phases of development may be made, following
submission of the AAP for examination but before its adoption, subject to en-
suring that they would not prejudice the outcome of the AAP process and the
achievement of the comprehensive vision for the area as a whole that will be
established by the AAP.

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM038

55
56

and

Paragraph 3.30

Replace paragraph 3.30 to read:

The adopted Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Minerals and Waste Core Strat-
eqgy (2011) and Site Specific Proposals Plan (2012) designate a safequarding
area for the existing Cambridge Water Recycling Centre and another for an ex-
isting aggregates railhead; as well as a Waste Consultation Area for an existing
waste management facility. In addition, an area of search is identified for a
household (waste) recycling centre to serve the north of Cambridge and an
inert waste recycling facility. Any development proposals will need to be as-
sessed against the above minerals and waste policies and specifically will need
to prove they are compatible to ensure the existing safequarded aggregates
railhead and waste operations can continue without conflict.

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM039

56

Paragraph 3.31

Amend paragraph 3.31 to read:

The sidings, in South Cambridgeshire, currently have a number of businesses importing
aggregate using the railway that is used for construction and road maintenance in the
wider Cambridge area. This provides an important source of building materials for the
wider area. e—operations—asseciated—with—the i

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM040

56

Paragraph 3.32

Amend paragraph 3.32 to read:

Exploration of the viability and feasibility of redevelopment of the Cambridge Water
Recycling Centre waste—water-treatment-werks to provide a smaller new treatment
works facility either elsewhere or at a smaller scale on the current site will be un-
dertaken as part of the feasibility investigations in drawing up the AAP. A reduced foot-
print could release valuable land and to enable a wider range of uses. Residential de-
velopment could be pessible created, subject to appropriate ground conditions, con-
tamination issues, amenity and air quality.

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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56 Paragraph 3.33 Amend paragraph 3.33 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
The development of Cambridge Northern Fringe East will require partnership working performance of the plan.
between landowners and developers, as well as the two local authorities and Cambridge- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM041 . . . i . N
shire County Council. Highways England will also be engaged with on strategic
road network issues,
56 Paragraph 3.34 | Delete paragraph 3.34: This is @ minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
supporting text .. performance of the plan.
of Policy 14 . .
CC-MM042 Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
57 Figure 3.3: | Amend Figure 3.3 title to read: This is @ minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
ﬁ?)rr];:gr(i\geFringe Figure 3.3:_Illustration of Cambridge Northern Fringe East and tand-surreunding-the perform.ance of the [:->Ian.
East and land prepoesed new Railway Cambridge-SeieneeParle Station Area of Major Change Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM043 surrounding the | Insert amended Figure 3.3 as shown at the end of this table
proposed Cam-
bridge Science
Park Station
Area of Major
Change
57 Figure 3.3: | Amend Figure 3.3 legend to read: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
Cambridge the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
Northern Fringe this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
East and land | Extend the Area of Major Change on the map and amend the map legend to include the | the Secretary of State.
CC-MM044 ;l;g;oousré?jmgc;:f irelcallzg‘];é/éahrir;l)arce/ of land to the south of Chesterton sidings. The area of land is shown in A review has been undertaken of the likely sensitivities of the extension to the site
bridge  Science _ . _ area and it is conclude.d that extendlng. t_he _S|te would not cha_nge the sustalnaplllt_y _
Park Station | The map legend is expanded to include red hatching and text as below: effects of the Area Action Plan. In addition if a development is proposed on this site it
. . . will be subject to its own assessment procedures.
Area of Major | proposed Extension to Area of Major Change
Change , . Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
Insert amended Figure 3.3 as shown at the end of this table
58 Policy 15: South | Amend criterion a of Policy 15: South of Coldham’s Lane Area of Major Change to read: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
of Coldham'’s the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
Lane Area of this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
Major Change a. the area immediately south of Coldham’s Lane (lying north of the railway line), | the Secretary of State. This assessment found the policy would have a positive effect
which will allow for appropriate commercial uses on elesedHlandfill-sites the areas | on biodiversity as it calls for development South of Coldham’s Lane to recognise exist-
CC-MM045 marked A on Figure 3.4 and some outdoor recreational uses_and ecological en- | ing sites of local nature conservation importance within and surrounding the site, and
hancement on the area marked B on Figure 3.4; and where development is proposed, calls for appropriate ecological mitigation measures.
The modification does not change these conclusions as the policy would still have a
positive effect on biodiversity.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
58 Policy 15: South | Amend text below criterion b of Policy 15: South of Coldham’s Lane Area of Major | This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
of Coldham’s | Change to read: performance of the plan.
Lane Area of . .
CC-MM046 Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

Major Change

Both southern and northern parts of the site could contribute to the creation of a new

urban country park. Fhe-nerthern—part-of-the-area The areas marked A on Figure

3.4 could provide for relocation of ‘space intensive’ uses such as builders’ merchants
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Page Paragraph Proposed Modification
sales and storage facilities which are currently located on land elsewhere in the city that
could be made available for housing.
58 Policy 15: South | Amend criterion g of Policy 15: South of Coldham’s Lane Area of Major Change to read: See CC-MMO045
E;ne Cpc‘nlggamosf g. recognises existing sites of local nature conservation importance within and surround- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM047 Major Change ing the site, and where development is proposed, provides for appropriate ecological
criterion g mitigation and/or enhancement measures.
59 Paragraph 3.37 | In tandem with the proposed modifications to Figure 3.4 (see below), amend the final| See CC-MMO045
of support|_ng sentence of paragraph 3.37 to read: Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
text to Policy
15: South of
Coldham’s Lane | 3.37 Future uses will need to be sensitive to the nature conservation value of some of
CC-MM048 Area of Major these sites. The former landfill sites at Coldham’s Lane include areas of potential
Change ecological importance. Any redevelopment of these-sites the eastern portion of
the landfill sites marked as areas A on Figure 3.4 will require mitigatien eco-
logical enhancement as part of any redevelopment on site and provision of
enhanced wildlife habitat and publicly accessible open space on the west-
ern portion of the landfill sites marked as area B on Figure 3.4.
60 Figure 3.4: | The following amendments to Figure 3.4 are recommended to clarify the proposal (see | This is a minor change to supporting figures which would not change the sustainability
South of Cold- | amended Figure 3.4 overleaf): performance of the plan.
ham; Lane Area e Annotation (marked with an A) of the eastern portion of the landfill sites north of the | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
of Major Change . . . .
railway line which could be developed for commercial uses;
e Annotation (marked with a B) of the western portion of the landfill sites north of the
CC-MM049 railway line which would provide enhanced wildlife habitat and publicly accessible

open space.

e Remove the word ‘Cambridge’ from the text over the two larger lakes.

e Amend the colour of the cycleways in order to ensure they can be read in conjunc-
tion with the boundary of the area of major change (PM/3/004).
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AR NN SRR, A A SN

Major Change

| Figure 3.4: South of Coldham's Lane Area of

A g o

Main Modification
CCMMO049: Annotation
(marked with a B) of the
western portion of the
landfill sites north of the
railway line which would
provide enhanced wild-
life habitat and publicly
accessible open space.

Main Modification
CCMMO049: Annotation
(marked with an A) of
the eastern portion of
the landfill sites north of
the railway line which
could be developed for
commercial uses.

Main Modification
CCMMO049: Remove the
word ‘Cambridge’ from
the text over the two
larger lakes.

City Safeguarded Land
N I:l District, Local or Neighbourhood Centre

|:| Cambridge Airport Public Safety Zone

Protected Open Space

Cambridge Green Belt

Protected Industrial Site

....... Cycle Ways

I I Area of Major Change

Main Modification
CCMMO049: Amend the
colour of the cycleways
+ in order to ensure they
can be read in conjunc-
tion with the boundary of
the area of major

change.

“ City Wildlife, County Wildlife and Local Nature Resery,
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65 Policy 17 o No SA required Submitted as part c_>f: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Southern Fringe Amend criterion g to read: Local Plan 201_4 Proposed Subml_ssu_)n Documen’r (July 2013)_:_Schedu|e of preposed
CC-MMO50 Areas of Major o _ ] ) changes foIIo_wmg proposed submlsel_on _consultatlon and classified as not requiring SA
Change, criteri- g. create a distinctive gateway to the city and a high quality urban edge as ap- | due to the minor nature of the modifications.
on g ! proached by road from the south and respect key views;
67-68 Policy 18: West ) . . The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
Cambridge Area Amend first paragraph and following to read: the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
of Major Change 1. There is an expectation that the development DBewvelepment of this | this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
area will come forward be-permitted in line with the existing masterplan | the Secretary of State. This assessment found the plan would have a positive effect
and planning permissions. on Landscape, Townscape and Cultural Heritage. Changes to the way building heights
2. For new development, Fthe principal land uses will be: are considered would not change this conclusion. The assessment also found a posi-
- TOr NEw deve'opment, +t tive effect on economy. The modification does not change these conclusions.
a. D1 educational uses, associated sui generis research establishments* and
academlc research institutes where—rtas—m—t-he—natrena-l—mterest—ef Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
u - - - < - - - - - 7 —epe - A
te—u-ndeﬁake—]emt—eeﬂa-befat-we—werkmg' i i ing; and
b. ambeof commercial research and development of products or process-
es uses-within use class B1(b) that ea-n—demenst-ra-te—a—spee\ta-l—need—te
be—lecated—eclose—to—the—University —of Cambridge will support
knowledge transfer and/or open innovation in respect of D1 higher
educational uses, associated sui generis research establishments,
academic research institutes, and/or other Class B1(b) uses already
authorised or granted permission pursuant to this policy.;
[The following section (3) has been moved from its previous position within the
policy, where it followed the paragraph (now labelled as 5) related to small-scale
community facilities. Criteria c — i have also been moved up accordingly]
CC-MMO051

3. Any densification of development on the site that results in a significant in-
crease in floorspace, over that already approved, will be supported providing
that:

c. a revised masterplan supporting an outline planning application (OPA)
is submitted and agreed has—been—prepoesed-that takes an integrated
and comprehensive approach to the provision and distribution of the uses,
and supporting facilities and amenities;

d. phasing of the development will be determined through the masterpltan
outline planning permission (OPP) and as the need is proven;

e. the approach to appropriate development heights will be determined

through the OPP develoepment—shotld—rhnot—execeed—four—commereial

stereys—(16—metres—in—toetabh)—and—given—qgiving consideration to the
senS|t|V|ty of the Iandscape within the Green Belt to the south and west a

f. proposals respect the important adjacent Green Belt landscape setting to
the south and west, and other neighbouring residential uses and views of the
city from the west;

g. it includes a comprehensive transport strategy for the site, incorporating a
sustainable transport plan to minimise reliance on private cars. This should
include assessing the level, form and type of car parking on the site;

h. that walking, cycling and public transport links (including access for all) to
the city centre, railway station(s), other principal educational and employ-
ment sites, and other key locations within the city are enhanced to support

4
Research establishments/institutions are taken to mean sui generis uses affiliated with one of the Universities, the Medical Research Council or Addenbrooke’s Hospital, where there is a need for regular day-to-day contact or sharing of materials, staff and equipment.
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sustainable development; and
i. that proposals provide appropriate green infrastructure which is well inte-
grated with the existing and new development and with the surrounding ar-
ea.
4. The development will also include further phases of the sports centre.
5. Small-scale community facilities, amenities, and A1l (local shop), A3 (café),
A4 (public house), D1 (créche) type uses and student accommodation will be
acceptable, if they support existing occupants on the site and add to the so-
cial spaces and vibrancy of the area, essential to its continued success.
6. The council will be supportive of a site-wide approach to renewable or low
carbon energy generation or the future proofing of buildings to allow for
connections to energy networks.
7. The precise quantum of new floorspace will be subject to testing and
demonstration through the development of a revised OPA for the
site.
68 Paragraph 3.64 o ] ] ] o ) This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
Insert clarification as a footnote to the text to confirm the inclusion of pre-existing build- | performance of the plan.
ings in the floorspace calculation:
g P Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
The overall site (allocation reference M13), which covers 66.5 hectares, was the subject
CC-MMO52 of an outline planning approval in 1999 that set out the density of development permit-
ted. A masterplan was subsequently agreed with the University of Cambridge for the
development of approximately 250,000 sq m of space?, which creates a strategic
framework to guide future development of the site. It also includes guidelines for moni-
toring the progress of development.
4 This figure includes pre-existing buildings.
69 Paragraph 3.68 | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
-3.70 performance of the plan.
3.68
ity Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MMO053

There is frequently a functional relationship between the commercial research

sector and the academic research sector, which is of benefit to both, as well
between organisations within _each sector, in particular through the encour-
agement of knowledge transfer and open innovation. Knowledge transfer refers
to the exchange of knowledge and information between and within the com-
mercial and academic sectors. Open _innovation promotes collaborative work-
ing between and within the academic research sector and the commercial re-
search sector with the objective of accelerating the rate and scope innovation
within both sectors and of expanding the market for external use of product of
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research. The West Cambridge site will provide a development cluster for Uni-
versity science and technology research, knowledge transfer and/or open in-
novation.

3.69

Planning applications for nhew development should be accompanied by a Plan-
ning Statement setting out how proposals for commercial research will support
knowledge transfer and/or open innovation in respect of D1 higher educational
uses, associated sui generis research establishments, academic research insti-
tutes and/or other Class B1(b) uses already authorised or granted permission
pursuant to this policy.

3.70 The new proposals will nheed to be accompanied by an illustrative site wide mas-
terplan to be brought forward as part of a new outline planning application to
advise on the form, content, density and phasing of the development, and how it will be
integrated with the existing city. The outline planning permission should determine
appropriate heights across the site, taking account of the Green Belt setting,
views of the City from the west and other neighbouring residential uses. The
increased density will provide further opportunities to enhance the built form, public
realm and street scene of the area. Progress will be monitored and reviewed against the
masterplan outline planning permission over the period of the plan.

CC-MM054

72 -73

Policy 19: NIAB
1 Area of Major
Change

Amend text to read:

Policy 19: NFAB—+ Land between Huntingdon Road and Histon Road Area of Major
Change

NIAB—3I{iLand between Huntington Road and Histon Road?} is proposed fer to de-
liver a high quality inclusive new neighbourhood on the edge of the city.

The principal land use will be a mix of residential properties, including Affordable
Housing. Other land uses #hat will be complementary uses necessary for a the cre-
ation of a sustainable and vibrant community. These will include:

a-secondary-school:

a primary school;

o o

retail facilities (Al to A5) within a designated local centre;
c. a foodstore of up to 2000 sq m net;

d. community facilities, including a health centre, library, peliece-offiee and
meeting reems-spaces; and

e. open space and recreation, including allotments, and provision for
children and teenagers. ehrld-reﬁ—s—p+ay—a-reas-aﬂd—yeut-h—prev-|s+eﬂ—

West—Quadfant—ésee—Figﬂ-re—B—G)—mehldmg—eﬂ—haﬁd—m—Seubh—eam—
bridgeshire;,—subjeet—to—timing and-phasing: Other uses will be delivered on

other sites in the wider North West Quadrant (see Figure 3.6) including the

provision of a secondary school on land between Huntingdon Road and Histon
Road in South Cambridgeshire.

Development should:

This is a minor factual change to the policy to reflect progress on the site. The
modification would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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g. include a comprehensive transport strategy for the site, incorporating a sustainable
transport plan to minimise reliance on private cars;

h. only be directly accessed by motor vehicles from Huntingdon Road and Histon
Road (through South Cambridgeshire);

i. provide a direct route for public transport, including access for all, through the de-
velopment, and a circuitous route for private motor vehicles;

j- where possible retain and enhance existing definitive footpaths that cross
the site, or provide suitable and safe equivalent links as part of the develop-
ment;

k. provide for walking, cycling, and wheelehair-user improvements for people with
disabilities (accessible for all) on- and off-site to offer more sustainable travel
choices for residents, including an orbital cycle link from Huntingdon to His-
ton Road along the western boundary and enhancing the footpath to Thornton
Way; and

I. respect, take account of and integrate with the adjacent NIAB sites 2 and 3 in
South Cambridgeshire, and ensure the timely provision of related infrastructure.

CC-MMO055

73

Paragraph 3.74
- 3.80

Amend text to read:

3.74 The vision for land between Huntingdon Road and Histon Road, also
known as the NIAB 1 site or Darwin Green 1 site, is to create a distinctive, inte-
grated and accessible new residential neighbourhood for Cambridge, to the highest
quality of design and embodying the principles of sustainability. The land is allocated
for housing and associated mixed-use development, and any design will need to ensure
good connections to other areas of the city.

3,75 Saw -1 D BLe P o P PTCo ‘: -;‘ O A= :": -

the—S106-agreement-Approval has been granted for up to 1,593 dwellings with
associated community, educational, open space and retail uses. The total area of
the site within the city is approximately 53 hectares. A small part at the eastern end of
the NEAB—t site is within South Cambridgeshire, which includes the access off Histon
Road. As part of the S106 agreement, contributions have been secured for off-
site mitigation to compensate the loss of Christ’'s and Sidney Sussex sports

grounds.

3.76 Key constraints on the site include noise pollution from the A14. In addition,
definitive footpaths cross the site linking Histon Road and Huntingdon Road with Girton.
The existing National Institute of Agricultural Botany (NIAB) building on Huntingdon
Road, which is a local heritage asset adjoining the site, will need to be retained-and

integrated-within-the-seheme_respected.

3.77 The Informal Planning Policy Guidance on Foodstore Provision in North West
Cambridge (March 2011) identified the need for a foodstore of up to 2,000 sq m net
feedstere on the NIAB site and another foodstore of up to 2,000 sq m net feed-
stere—on the North West Cambridge site. @ A separate planning application will
bring this element forward.

3.78 Figure 3.6 provides a diagrammatic representation of the principal land uses, ac-
cess and transport arrangements and landscape provision for the NFAB site and its
relationship with North West Cambridge, West Cambridge, and the rest of the city.

3.79 Any further planning applications within this area will need to be in accordance
with the outline consents and/or this policy. The design will also need to take account of
existing character, retain environmental features of value, enhance biodiversity and
create a well-integrated edge-with-NITAB2 development with its context.

3.80 Development should be mindful of neighbouring developments on land be-

tween Huntingdon Road and Histon Road in South Cambridgeshire, also
known as NIAB 2 and 3 or Darwin Green 2 and 3, and the land between Huntingdon

This is a minor change to supporting text which provides further context. The
modification would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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Road and Madingley Road.; and—wWhere possible comprehensive, phased and inte-
grated solutions to elements such as education, transport and community facilities
should be considered.suppeorted: Fhe-secondary-schoolisincluded-in—the-eurrent
74 P_olicy 20: Sta- Amend second paragraph of Policy 20 to read: This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
tion Areas West performance of the plan.
2?gaC“£tfon P’T:a()?‘ The AOMC known as the Clifton Road Area will be subject to the preparation and adop- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
Change J tion of a supplementary planning document (including detailed traffic assessment) to
) guide the future development of the area, before any_major planning application is
CC-MMO056 submitted. The SPD will set out the vision for the area as a distinctive new mixed-use
neighbourhood, well integrated with and responsive to the established context, including
the residential areas adjacent to the site. This highly accessible and sustainable location
will need to be linked to the station by new cycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and fu-
ture vehicle movements will be expected to be no greater than current levels.
75 Criterion q of No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Policy 20. Sta- Amend criterion q to read: Local Plan 201_4 Proposed Submi;sipn Documen’F (July 2013)_:_Schedu|e of pl_*o_posed
tion Areas. West changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
. g. allow the potential for future improvements to the access for pedestrians and cyclists | due to the minor nature of the modifications.
CC-MMO057 2nd C||ftfon I\I}o_ad between Station Areas West and Clifton Road Area, including investigation of a pos-
ngigeo aJor | sible foot and cycle eastern entrance to the railwa station; and
78-79 Paragraph 3 of | Amend text to read: This is @ minor change to the policy which would not change the sustainability
Policy 21: performance of the plan.
Mitcham’s qu— . . . . . Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
ner Opportunity | pevelopment Proposals will deliver a series of coordinated streetscape and public realm
CC-MMO058 Area. improvements to streets and junctions within the Mitcham’s Corner area. These will be
set out in a masterplan Development Framework Supplementary Planning Doc-
ument for the area, which must be approved before any major planning application is
submitted and will:
78-79 Criterion e of | Amend criterion e to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Policy 21: Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Mitcham’s Cor- changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
CC-MMO059 ner Opportunity | e, use a-simple an appropriate and durable palette of materials due to the minor nature of the modifications.
Area
80 Figure 3.8. of | Amend Figure 3.8 to extend the southern boundary of the Mitcham’s Corner Opportunity | This is a minor change to the figure which would not change the sustainability
Policy 21: | Area. performance of the plan.
CC-MMO60 Mitcham's ~ Cor Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

ner Opportunity
Area.
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See amended Figure 3.8 overleaf.

SA approach
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T 3 See above CC-MM060

Figure 3.8: Mitcham's Corner Opportunity Area

Proposal Site

i Local Heritage Asset

AW Y

Primary Frontage

Building Frontage

Protected Open Space

[

d

D District, Local or Neighbourhood Centre

- Designated Heritage Asset

aaaaaaaa Remnants of Historic High Street

V//A Opportunity to Repair Damaged Frontage

SR8 Highway Network Improvement

:T:___": Opportunity for New Urban Space
- Important View
S Potential for Focal Building

81 Policy 22: East- | Amend text to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
ern Gate Oppor- Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
tunity Area, changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
second para- | The character of the area will be enhanced by developing buildings of a scale and | due to the minor nature of the modifications
graph massing that respond to context and reflect the predominantly residential na-

CC-MMO61 ture of the area © eating bloel—s E e—-and-developing-buildingfoerms
(building heights are indicated on Figure 3.9).

81 Policy 22: East- | Amend criterion e to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge

ern Gate Oppor- Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MM062 tunity Area, changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
criterion e due to the minor nature of the modifications.
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e. use a-simple an appropriate and durable palette of materials
82 Paragraph 3.91 Amend paragraph 3.91 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which clarifies building heights within the
policy. The modification would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
L . L Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
The vision for the Eastern Gate area is to reconnect people and places and it is focused
on regenerating and transforming this key approach to the city through high quality
development coupled with a series of key projects. Opportunities for improving the area
by successfully integrating new development and for rediscovering and realising the
potential of underused spaces exist throughout Eastern Gate. The five key public realm
and infrastructure projects identified in the policy and in Figure 3.9 will address the
CC-MMO063 problems associated with the congested roads and junctions, and will help to integrate
currently separated local communities. Appropriate storey heights are shown in Figure
3.9. For example, 3-4 + 1 means that developments of three to four storeys in height
are likely to be appropriate, with the opportunity for an additional top storey set back
from the building frontage. _Any proposals that seek to exceed the storey heights
set out in Figure 3.9 will need to be tested in a robust way, and applicants will
need to demonstrate through accurate 3D computer modelling that their pro-
posal will not unacceptably impact upon the surrounding context.
85 Criterion ¢ of | Amend criterion c to read: This is a minor change to the policy which would not change the sustainability
Policy 23: Mill performance of the plan.
Road Opportuni- . —
CC-MM064 ty Area c. create a series of ‘ewvents—public realm improvements based around junctions Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
and crossings in the road network, which respond to key spaces and buildings;
85 Criterion e of | Amend criterion e to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Policy 23: Mill Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Road Opportuni- changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
CC-MMO65 ty Area e. create a more comfortable and simplified pedestrian environment by providing im- | due to the minor nature of the modifications.
proved mere-genereus pavements and more direct crossings that respond to key de-
sire lines; and
85 Criterion f of | Amend criterion f to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Policy 23: Mill Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MMO66 Road Opportuni- changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
ty Area f. use a-simple an appropriate and durable palette of materials. due to the minor nature of the modifications.
85 Paragraph 3.93 Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.
. . . . . Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
The Mill Road Opportunity Area sets out a new policy approach to Mill Road in order to
CC-MM067 maintain and enhance the distinctive and historic character of the area. It also sets out

opportunities to improve the public realm along Mill Road. Mill Road has its own charac-
ter with a diverse range of shops, high quality historic environment and sense of being a
distinctive local community. Mill Road has two district centres, providing a range of
shops and services either side of the railway bridge. The majority of the Opportunity
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Area also falls within the Mill Road Conservation Area.

86 Paragraph 3.96 Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability

performance of the plan.
. . . Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
Mill Road is an extremely busy, narrow road and there are conflicts between cars, buses
and cyclists. In places, the pavements are narrow and cluttered with signs, lampposts
CC-MM068 and parked bicycles, making it difficult to move along them, particularly with a pram er
wheelehair or for those who are disabled. The policy seeks to encourage improve-
ments to the public realm and ensure that any development proposals in the area con-
tribute to them. It could, for example, be a specific landscape treatment at a
junction to aid traffic calming and improve the environment.

87 Figure 3.10 Within Figure 3.10, extend the marking for ‘remnants of historic high street’ (in- | No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
dicated by black chevrons) to cover the terraced housing along the northern | Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
side of Mill Road between Ditchburn Place and Petersfield Mansions. changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA

due to the minor nature of the modifications.
Excerpt of original Figure 3.10 (below)
CC-MM069

Excerpt of amended Figure 3.10 (below)
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87 Figure 3.10 Amend Figure 3.10 to include all listed buildings (illustrated as a grey rectangle), | No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
including at Bharat Bhavan (old library building). Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
CC-MM070 due to the minor nature of the modifications.

Excerpt of original Figure 3.10 (below)
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Excerpt of amended Figure 3.10 (below)
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87 Figure 3.10 Amend Figure 3.10 to add the Conservation Area boundary to the map and key. This is a minor change which would not change the sustainability performance of the
plan.
CC-MM071 Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

See Amended Figure 3.10 overleaf:
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(lasss s3) Frra L [ %
- Proposal Site

Figure 3.10: Mill Road Opportunity Area

. - (c) Crown copyright and database right 2016. Ordnance Survey Licence number,100019730.
ISPBSESSEF ~ N w M |

D District, Local or Neighbourhood Centre
[ Designated Heritage Asset
[ Local Heritage Asset
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== Primary Frontage
Protected Open Space
Existing Pedestrian and Cycle Link
Improve Connections to Railway Station

S5558 Highway Network Improvement
Improvements to Junctions - Kingston

‘ R Street/Devonshire Road & Access to R10

n Opportunity Area

‘:. 5 Conservation Area / .y

\

Amend Figure 3.10 to
add the Conservation
Area boundary to the
map and key.

CC-MM072

87

Figure 3.10

Amend Figure 3.10 to move junction improvement to Mill Road Depot access (il- | This is a minor change which would not change the sustainability performance of the

lustrated as a grey circle).

Excerpt of Original Figure

plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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Mill Road
Depot

Excerpt of Amended Figure
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88 Criterion e of | Amend criterion e to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Policy 24: Cam- Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
bridge Railway changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
Station, Hills e. use-a-simple-_an appropriate and durable palette of materials. due to the minor nature of the modifications.
- Road Corridor to
CC-MM073 X
the City Centre
Opportunity
Area.
90 Figure 3.11 Extend the opportunity area of Figure 3.11 to include: This is a minor change to the figure which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
1 Regent Street and Furness Lodge
Excerpt of original image (below).
$e80504 "”&\ 1
cC-MM074 T ettt L3
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Excerpt of amended Figure 3.11 (below):
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92 Paragraph 3.102 | Amend paragraph 3.102 and table to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:

CC-MM075

In 2008, the council and the University of Cambridge undertook a viability assessment
for development of the site in producing the OIld Press/Mill Lane SPD (January 2010),
which led to this indicative capacity being reached®. Since this work was undertak-
en, further work has been undertaken by the University of Cambridge and it is

now clear that the site is likely to deliver student accommodation rather than

housing:
Land use Indicative floorspace/units
Residential Student accommodation: Indicative capacity
X
Student Ac- of 350 student rooms
commodation | Up-te-150-uhits
Ilate' I' SEudellt Ies-ldelltial is pleuidedl EI.ele

ot centialf to 200 studentresid

ottt o vatent l

Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
ing (January 2017).

The screening in 2017 stated that the latest assessment of this site is that contained
in the report Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire Local Plans SA Addendum Report
Annex 1 Site Assessment Proformas & Summary Results (March 2016). The site as-
sessment made the assumption that the site was to be developed for university uses.
The site’s proposed use has now changed to student accommodation, and to clarify
the commercial use, hotel use and other uses for the site so a new site assessment
proforma has been completed taking this change into account. This is contained in
Appendix 1 of the above report. The assessment has not changed significantly. The
main change is a more positive score for employment as the site will now provide
commercial uses. The site lies in close proximity to a number of Colleges of the Uni-
versity of Cambridge. Its potential use for student accommodation is positive, given
the locational benefits for existing Colleges. This would have less negative effects on
the level of use of the local highway network than residential accommodation and
supports an important sector of the local economy. This allocation assists the Council
in meeting other known development needs in the city.

Screening conclusion: insignificant changes to the site performance due to
the fact that the site use has changed. Please see Appendix 1 of the above
referenced report

5
0ld Press/Mill Lane SPD Option Appraisal: Summary Report (February 2009) and Old Press/ Mill Lane SPD (January 2010).
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i student ot
Commercial (ex- | Up to 6,000 sq m
cluding retail)
Hotel Up to 75 bedrooms
Other (excluding | Up to 1,000 sqg m
retail)
* The indicative capacity of this site is subject to detailed testing, including
consideration of the site’s constraints, particularly the historic environment.
92 Paragraph 3.103 | Amend paragraph 3.103 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
The purpose of the masterplan for the Old Press/Mill Lane site is to provide the basis for 9 9
determining future planning applications and the phasing of development. Before the
CC-MMO076 masterplan is submitted, there should be extensive consultation with stakeholders and
residents. However, regard will also be had to the most recent Historic Core
Conservation Area Appraisal which provides more up-to-date information in re-
spect of the heritage assets on this site and will therefore take precedence in
respect of those assets.
93 Policy 26: Site| Amend criterion h to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Specific Devel- Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
opment Oppor- changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
tunities, criterion | h, the establishment of appropriate public footpaths/bridleways linking the develop- | due to the minor nature of the modifications.
h ment with the surrounding chalk farmland;
CC-MM077

Section 4: Responding to climate change and managing resources

CC-MM078

101
102

&

Policy 27: Car-
bon  reduction,
community en-
ergy networks,
sustainable de-

Amend Policy 27 text and table to read:

New homes:

This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/MC/021:
Supplement to Sustainability Appraisal Addendum Report (November 2015) (Revised)

This policy was subject to SA and this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cam-
bridge Final SA for Submission to the Secretary of State6. The assessment found the
plan would have a significant positive effect in terms of climate change mitigation and

6 Sustainability Appraisal of the Cambridge Local Plan 2014. Final Appraisal for Submission to the Secretary of State (URS Limited, March 2014) (Ref: RD/Sub/C/030 - Part 1 and RD/Sub/C/040 - Part 2). https://www.cambridge.gov.uk/public/Idf/coredocs/RD-SUB-C-030.pdf
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sign and con- .. ) ) ) renewable energy, partly due to Policies 27 and 28. We consider that the plan overall
struction and Year= M+n+mu-m—eede—fer On-site reduction V\_Iater effi- will still have a slight positive effect as the policy still includes considerable require-
water use Sustainable of regulate_d _car- Y ments with regard to sustainability and other elements of the plan contribute to this
Homes-standard bon . emissions positive effect. However, the removal of the zero carbon requirements and allowable
relative to Part L solutions are a major step backwards in terms of delivering sustainable development
2006 and remove the clarity that the policies provided. The plan can no longer be consid-
ered to have a significant positive effect.
2014 Ltevel4 44% 80— H-
tresthead/da The assessment found the plan would have a significant positive effect in terms of
¥ water partly due to the water requirements set out in Policy 27. These have now been
] relaxed from 80 litres to 110 litres/person/day. Again, the result of this change is that
110  li- the plan can no longer be considered to have a significant positive effect.
tres/person/
day All other SA conclusions in relation to Policy 27 still stand.
2016 tevel4 44%_ - note this | 86——H-
requirement will | tresthead/da
only apply until | ¥
commencement of 110 li-

the amendments to
Section (1) (c) of
the Planning and
Energy Act 2008-
60% —on-site;,—with
rematnder—dealt
with—through—atow-
able——seolutiens—{as
per—national—zere
carbenpeliey)

tres/person/
day

New non-residential development:

Year* Minimum BREEAM | On-Site carbon | Water effi-
Level reduction ciency
2014 Very good In line with 2843 | Full credits
2014 Part L to be
achieved for
category
Wat 01 of
BREEAM
2016 on- | Excellent Ir—tine—with—20646 | Full credits
wards Part+ to be
. . achieved for
In_ _Ilne with _th(? category
T feare | var 01 of
with BREEAM ‘excel- BREEAM
lent’
zere—carben-poliey te————be
achteved—for
categoery
Wat—081+—-of
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BREEAM
* Application subject to financial year
Where redevelopment/refurbishment of existing buildings is proposed, the development
of bespoke assessment methodologies to assess the environmental impact of the pro-
posals for submissions with the planning application will be supported, subject to
agreement of the scope of the alternative methodology with the council. Proposals that
lead to levels of environmental performance equivalent to or higher than BREEAM will be
supported. Where proposals relate to designated heritage assets, care will need
to be taken to ensure that any proposals related to environmental performance
are considered against the significance of the heritage asset and do not cause
unacceptable harm to the asset’s significance.
112 Paragraph 4.20 Amend paragraph 4.20 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
L . . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MM079 Other policies |n.the local plan and the_Nat!onaI _Plannmq Policy Frame\_Nork Te'ate changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
to the safeguarding of the natural and historic environment and the protection of inter- . S,
- . ; i o due to the minor nature of the modifications.
national, national or locally- designated sites and buildings, and these should be taken
into account in applications for energy schemes.
112 Policy 30: Ener- | Amend criterion e of Policy 30 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
gy- efficiency .. . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
; . . stripping—of p (¢] , . ) s . . o
CC-MMO080 improvements in € _drfughrt‘ th t r|°°fm 1 to qoors and, v_vmgows letter boxes, and other changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
existing  dwell- poinis where the exlernal envelope Is compromised. due to the minor nature of the modifications.
ings, criterion e
113 Paragraph 4.23 Amend paragraph 4.23 by adding reference to evidence clearly linking energy efficiency, | No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
the EPC rating and the value of the property as follows: Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
The aim of this policy is to help homeowners implement measures that will enhance the changes foIIo_wmg proposed subm|s§|_on _consultatlon and classified as not requiring SA
- . ; . g due to the minor nature of the modifications.
energy efficiency of their homes, helping to reduce fuel costs at a time of rising energy
prices. This might help reduce the risk of some homeowners finding themselves in fuel
CC-MM081 poverty, or in cases where residents are already in fuel poverty, help to get them out of
this situation. There is also some evidence to suggest that carrying out energy
efficiency measures can also increase the value of properties. The focus is on
cost-effective measures with a simple payback of seven years or less and that would be
relatively simple to install with limited disruption. Many of these measures will be eligi-
ble for funding through the national Green Deal scheme.
114 Policy 31: Inte- | Amend criterion k of Policy 31 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
grated water k. Al hard f meabl ¢ h nabl ticabl nd havin Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MM082 management ) d Sr sur ailes a:e per teat_e surfaces where reasonably practicable, and having changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
and the water | f€9arcto grouncdwater protection. due to the minor nature of the modifications.
cycle, criterion k
120 Policy 33: Con- | Amend first paragraph and following text of Policy 33 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
taminated Land Development will b mitted wh th licant can demonstrate that: Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
evelopment will be permitted where the applicant can demonstrate that: changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
CC-MM083 a. there will be no adverse health impacts to future occupiers from ground con- | due to the minor nature of the modifications.

tamination resulting from existing/previous uses of the area; and

b. there will be no adverse impacts;,frem-greund-contamination; to the sur-

rounding occupiers, controlled waters and the environment_from sus-
pected/identified ground contamination from existing/previous us-
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es, caused by the development:;-and

c. there will be no impact to future and surrounding occupiers from on-
site and off-site gas migration.

Where contamination is suspected_or known to exist, an assessment should be
undertaken to identify existing/former uses in the area that could have resulted
in ground contamination; and if necessary:

d. design and undertake an intrusive investigation to identify the risks of
ground contamination, including groundwater and ground gases; and if
neeessary-proven there is a risk;

e. submit a remediation strategy and/or adopt and implement mitigation

measures, to ensure a safe development and ensure that the site is stable
and suitable to the new use in accordance with the National Planning Policy
Framework;

f. ensure that there are no adverse health impacts to future/surrounding occu-

piers and groundwater impacts and whiech-minimise-impaet that there

is no deterioration of the environment.

Proposals for sensitive developments on existing or former industrial areas will be per-
mitted where it is demonstrated that the identified contamination is capable of being
suitably remediated for the proposed end use.

CC-MM084

120 and
121

Paragraphs 4.40
-4.44

Amend paragraphs 4.40 - 4.44 to read:

4.40% Pollution can arise from any—ef-the—activitiespresented—abeve—and-many

other—sourees a number of activities and sources. Land and groundwater
can present a potential source of pollution if they have been contaminated by
previous land uses. Groundwater is the primary source of potable supply
to Cambridge and also provides flow to watercourses used for irrigation,
public supply and industry.

4.412 Land contamination is a material consideration for the purposes of planning. It is
important to ensure that proposed developments are situated on land that will
be safe and suitable for the proposed use_and will not cause pollution else-
where. There will be situations where remediation works will be required to
make land safe prior to being developed; for example, if a site’s previous use
was a petrol station, there will be a need to ensure that no residual fuel is left
on-site in storage tanks or in the soil itself as it may cause a health hazard for
future users, underlying aquifers and their abstractors. In some instances,
the level and type of contamination may make land unsuitable for certain types
of development; for example, reeently-elesed former landfill sites are-may be
considered te-be unsuitable for residential development. Gas monitoring, in-
cluding a gas risk assessment and protective measures, if necessary,
will be required for sites within the 250m buffer zone of a former landfill
site.

4.423 On a precautionary basis, the possibility of contamination should be assumed
when considering both development plans and individual planning applications in
relation to all land subject to or adjacent to previous industrial use and also

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.
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where uses are being considered that are particularly sensitive to contamination.
Initial assessment will be needed to identify the land and groundwater
sensitivity of a site to pollution. It will need to be shown that the devel-
opment is appropriate for its location. Conditions shall be applied to plan-
ning permissions to secure appropriate pollution prevention or mitigation
measures where required. In major developments, it will also be required to
demonstrate sustainable forms of managing contaminated land (mitigation
measures), which reduce the need to landfill and minimise the impacts on cli-
mate change.

4.43-4-1In the context of this policy, examples of sensitive developments include hous-
ing, schools, hospitals and children’s playing areas. The Department of the Envi-
ronment Industry Profiles, available for download from the Environment Agency
website, provide details on the processes and substances associated with com-
mon industrial uses._ For guidance on the principles and practice for
groundwater protection, the interested parties should refer to the Envi-
ronment Agency website (currently GP03:2012 or any document which

supersedes it).

CC-MM085

122

Policy 35: Pro-
tection of human
health from
noise and vibra-
tion

Amend Policy 35 to read:
Policy 35: Protection of human health and quality of life from noise and vibration
Development will be permitted where it is demonstrated that:

e it will not lead to significant adverse effects and impacts, including cumulative ef-
fects and construction phase impacts wherever applicable, on health and
quality of life/amenity from noise and vibration; and

o or-thatsignifieant adverse noise effectsﬂmpacts can be minimised by threugh
appropriate reduction and/or mitigation measures secured through the use of
conditions or planning obligations, as appropriate (prevention through high
quality acoustic design is preferable to mitigation).

People’s health and quality of life needs be protected from unacceptable noise
impacts by effectively and appropriately managing the relationship between
noise sensitive development and noise sources through land use planning.
Noise must be carefully considered when new development might create addi-
tional noise and when development would be sensitive to existing or future
noise.

Residential and other noise sensitive development will be permitted where it
can be demonstrated that future users of the development will not be exposed
internally and externally to unacceptable levels of noise pollution/disturbance
from existing or planned uses. This would include proposed noise sensitive
development that may experience adverse impacts as a result of exposure to
noise from existing or planned/future (i) transport sources (air, road, rail and
mixed sources) or (ii) industrial, trade or business / commercial sources.

Noise generating development _including _industrial, trade or__ busi-
ness/commercial uses with associated transport noise sources will be permit-
ted where it can be demonstrated that any nearby noise sensitive uses (as ex-
isting or planned) will not be exposed to noise that will have an unacceptable

adverse impact on health and quality of life both internally and externally.
A Noise Impact Assessment will be required to support applications for noise

sensitive and noise generating development as detailed above including con-
sideration of any noise impacts during the construction phase wherever appli-

cable, when noise sensitive uses are likely to be exposed to significant or unac-
ceptable noise exposure and impacts.

The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
the Secretary of State. This assessment found the policy would have a positive effect
on community well being as it states that development will be permitted only where it
is demonstrated that it will not lead to significant adverse effects, including cumulative
effects, on health and amenity from noise and vibration. This measure is expected to
have positive effects in terms of health and wellbeing. The modification does not
change these conclusions.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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122 Paragraph 4.47 Amend paragraph 4.47 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which adds further context and would not
. . . . . . . . | change the sustainability performance of the plan.
Noise, including vibration, can have a significant adverse impact upon envi-
ronmental quality, health and quality of life including amenity. Noise not only | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
causes annoyance but it can also cause serious disturbance such as the loss of sleep.
CC-MM086 Research by the World Health Organisation (WHO) has also shown noise to cause meas-
urable health affeets effects. Due to the urban nature of Cambridge, noise levels
vary from relatively quiet areas within some of the city’s public parks to noisier
areas close to business and commercial in the city centre, near busy roads, the
A14, M11 and industrial areas including Cambridge Airport.
122 New paragraph | This new paragraph moves existing text from the second sentence onwards of existing | This is a minor change to supporting text which adds further context and would not
after 4.47 paragraph 4.47 into a new paragraph, with some new text added to read: change the sustainability performance of the plan.
Some aspects of noise are covered by other legal controls, such as nuisance law. These | Screening conclusion: no change to the resuilts of the SA.
controls cannot meet the aim of the planning system, which is the protection of amenity,
and the test of ‘statutory nuisance’ sets a much higher standard than that of ‘unac-
CC-MM087 ceptable harm’. Neither do they include the impact on from transport-related noise on a
development. Therefore noise is a material planning consideration. However, it is not the
role of the local plan to prevent all forms of development that may result in some meas-
ure of noise, but rather to control development that may have significant adverse effects
and reduce and minimise other adverse impacts. The plan does not seek to dupli-
cate the statutory nuisance and noise controls provided by other legislation.
123 Paragraph 4.48 Amend paragraph 4.48 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which adds further context and would not
This policy relates to noise from all potential sources and protects and secures a good change the sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM088 standard of amenity for all existing and future occupants of land and buildings, | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
particularly to noise-sensitive receptors, including people living and working in Cam-
bridge. It will also aim to protect any '‘Quiet Areas’ (or areas of tranquillity) that may
be identified in the future under the Environmental Noise (England) Regulations 2006.
123 New paragraphs | Insert six new paragraphs after paragraph 4.48 and new figure (see the figure at the | This is supporting text to Policy 35. Policy 35 was subject to SA and this is reported
after paragraph | end of this schedule) to read: from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to the Secretary of
4.48 State. This assessment found the policy would have a positive effect on community
well being as it states that development will be permitted only where it is demonstrat-
Where a Noise Impact Assessment is required, the remit and methodology shall | ed that it will not lead to significant adverse effects, including cumulative effects, on
be agreed in advance and shall be undertaken in accordance with the most rel- | health and amenity from noise and vibration. This measure is expected to have posi-
evant national and industry codes of practice, British Standards and technical | tive effects in terms of health and wellbeing.
CC-MMO089 guidance, and shall:

o identify all significant sources of noise and noise sensitive receptors either
existing or proposed;
e assess the likely short and long term impacts of noise generated or noise

sensitive receptor exposure to noise both internally and externally in and
around buildings;

o assess the suitability of the site for development proposed, having regard
to noise impact on quality of life and health both internally and externally;

The modification does not change these conclusions.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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and

o if proposals are identified as giving rise to unacceptable noise impact, ei-
ther through noise exposure or generation, demonstrate in detail, including
through good acoustic design, how the development will be designed, lo-
cated and noise otherwise avoided or mitigated to reduce and minimise any
unacceptable adverse impacts.

The internal and external acoustic environment and good acoustic design in
and around new noise sensitive and noise generating development should be
considered as early as possible in the development control process. This shall
include:

o consideration of the feasibility of relocating or reducing noise from relevant
sources;

¢ adequate distance separation from noise sources;

e site and building layout/orientation;

¢ internal room configuration

e provision and retention of acoustic barriers or other screening;

e acoustic insulation of buildings/noise sources;

e building ventilation strateqgy;

e noise limits at site boundaries;

o the need for restrictions on types of activity and/or limitations on hours of
operation.

Consideration should also be given to whether adverse effects in a building can
be completely removed by closing windows. In the case of new residential de-

velopment, if the proposed mitigation relies on windows being kept closed, a
suitable alternative means of ventilation is likely to be necessary. In the hier-
archy of mitigation measures, noise should be mitigated at source and reliance
on building envelope noise insulation schemes and the sealing of the building
envelope should be the last resort. Care should be taken to ensure that good
acoustic design is an integrated solution and that noise mitigation should not
adversely affect general living conditions, including issues of overheating and
thermal comfort, or result in design which is unacceptable in other planning
respects and requirements.

Noise Action Plans and Important Areas

National planning practice guidance states that where relevant, Noise Action
Plans, and, in particular the Important Areas identified through the process
associated with the Environmental Noise Directive and corresponding requla-
tions should be taken into account when considering noise impacts. “Im-
portant Areas” for road and rail have been identified within Cambridge and an
indicative plan of these areas is detailed in Figure 4.4 below.

Insert Figure 4.4: Cambridge — Noise Action Planning Important Areas (IAs) in
dark red for roads and railways — Environmental Noise (England) Regulations
2006.

These areas give a good indication of those places that are exposed to the
highest levels of existing road and rail transport noise. Proposals for new resi-
dential development in these locations need to be carefully considered and op-
portunities to reduce noise levels in these areas should be secured to improve
the acoustic quality of the environment. The local authority environmental
health department may also be able to provide additional information about the
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location of identified Important Areas.
Cambridge Airport is a recognised as a noise source within Cambridge. Under
the Environmental Noise Requlations, DEFRA has approved a Cambridge Air-
port- Noise Action Plan 2014- 2019. The action plan also contains airport noise
contours, which will be of relevance to development proposals within close
proximity to the airport. Further policy relevant to Cambridge Airport is con-
tained within Policy 83: Aviation Development.
123 After existing | Insert new Figure 4.4 to read: This is a minor change to which adds further context and would not change the

CC-MM090

paragraph 4.48
and new para-
graphs proposed
in  modification
above

Cambridge City — Noise Action Planning Important Areas (IAs) in dark red for
roads and railways - Environmental Noise (England) Reqgulations 2006.

See amended Figure 4.4 overleaf.

sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

New Figure 4.4: Cambridge City — Noise Action Planning Important Areas (IAs) in dark
[ .
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123 Paragraph 4.49 Delete paragraph 4.49: This is a minor change to supporting text and would not change the sustainability
CC-MM091 s : . performance of the plan.
For-the purpeses-of-theabove,noise-includesvibration:
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
123 Table 4.2 Noise | Delete tables 4.2 and associated supporting text: This is a minor change to supporting text which removes superseded guidance. The
124 exposure cate- modification would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
gories - (adapted s i lusion: no ch to th Its of the SA
from Planning ble4-2: Noise-exposurecategories{ada creening conclusion: no change to the results o e SA.
Policy Guidance Giidanece Note 24Planningand-Neise)
Note 24: Plan-
ning and Noise)
Noise-expo- | Deseription
sure-cate-
gory
CC-MM092
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07001
<45 45—-57 | 57-66 >66
125 Policy 36: Air | Amend text between criterion b. and c. of Policy 36 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
) quality,  odour g T N T I o . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MMO93 and dust d— i q - " fth, ' q i I' j . I' T t t d’ - I_\ccsrclmgt;htot.the changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
end-use and nature of the area and application, applicants must demonstrate that: due to the minor nature of the modifications.
125 Policy 36: Air | Amend criterion h of Policy 36 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
CC-MM094 quality, odour h. any impacts on the proposed use from existing poor air quality, odour and emis- Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed

and dust , crite-
rion h

sions are appropriately monitored and mitigated_by the developer.

changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.

Section Five: Supporting the Cambridge economy

134 Paragraph 5.6 Add a new sentence at the end of paragraph 5.6 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which adds further clarity and would not
CC-MM095 Proposals for the development of employment uses will be considered along- change the sustainability performance of the plan.
side the policies in Section Three of the plan and the allocations in Appendix | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
B.
136 Table 5.2 and | Amend Table 5.2 and paragraph 5.9 by splitting paragraph 5.9 into 5.9 and 5.9a, and, | This is a minor change to supporting text which adds further context and would not
following para- | inserting an additional new paragraph 5.9b to read: change the sustainability performance of the plan.
graphs 5.9 Table 5.2 Key employment sites in Cambridge_ with planning | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
permission at 31 March 2017
CC-MM096
Site Employment Net floorspace Net
use (sq m) land
(hect
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ares)

Station Areas West Offices 34,096 16,942 597
0.67

West Cambridge Research and 19,896* 3.03

*{NB:-inecreased development

land-and-floerspacee

to-be-determined

threugh

development

management)

Cambridge Offices and 151:333 163,547 16.43

Biomedical Campus | research and

and Addenbrooke’s | development

North West Research and 6;883-31,200 087

Cambridge development 7.55

Fulbourn Road (GB3 | Offices and 25;19320,408** 37

and GB4)*x* research and 4.41

development

NeorthernFringe research-and throughan-area deter

East development actienplan mined
throu
gh—an
area
action
plan

*For West Cambridge, the figures relate to the outstanding consent on
the site as of 31 March 2017. Paragraph 5.9b outlines the long term

aspirations for the site.

**Fulbourn Road (GB3 & GB4) has planning permission for all of GB4

and part of GB3. There is the potential for further floorspace to be

delivered on site.

Source: Cambridge Business Commitments and Completions 2017,

Cambridgeshire County Council.

5.1 There are six key employment sites in Cambridge that will deliver new jobs

and prosperity to the Cambridge area. These are:

e Station Areas West;

e West Cambridge;

e Cambridge Biomedical Campus and Addenbrooke’s;

e North West Cambridge;
e Fulbourn Road (GB3 & GB4); and

e Cambridge Northern Fringe East
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5.9a Developments on these sites will help grow the Cambridge Cluster, by
ensuring there is sufficient employment land available in the right locations.
Most of these new allocations are for new office or research and development
land, as indicated by the forecasts. Many of these sites are highly specialised
and their occupancy is restricted; for example, Addenbrooke’s has a strong
clinical, health and biomedical focus, while West Cambridge has an academic
and physical science focus. The specialised nature of these sites means that
their build out may be slow as the site managers have particular objectives
when seeking to find occupants.
5.9b Table 5.2 sets out the committed level of employment floorspace and
the amount of land for the key employment sites that had planning
permission at 31 March 2012. The level of employment development at
West Cambridge is being reviewed in line with the aspirations in Policy
18 of the Plan. The site could provide approximately 468,300 sq m of
academic and commercial space in total, of which around 210,400 sq
m_would be for Bi(b) commercial uses. The precise amount of
floorspace to come forward will be agreed as part of the development
management process, subject to design, transport and other
considerations. In terms of Cambridge Northern Fringe East, the
Council has commenced work on an Area Action Plan for the area with
South Cambridgeshire District Council. The development potential of
this area will be significantly enhanced by the opening of the new
Cambridge North Station in May 2017. This will link up with the wider
transport network, including the Cambridge to Huntingdon Busway.
The precise amount of employment floorspace to be provided in this
highly accessible and sustainable urban location at Northern Fringe
East will be determined through the Area Action Plan.
138 Policy 41: Pro- | Add an additional sentence after the final paragraph of Policy 41 to read: This is @ minor change to the policy and would not change the sustainability
tection of busi- . . performance of the plan.
CC-MMQ97 ness space Tempo_ra!rv ch_amg_es of use _to sui qgnerls usefs that qener_ate employment op- ) i
portunities will be appropriate while marketing of the site takes place (e.q. | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
taxi businesses, vehicle hire).
138 Policy 41: Pro- | Add two new final sentences to policy 41 to read: This is a minor change to the policy and would not change the sustainability
tection of busi- This policy does not apply to sites in employment use that are allocated for performance of the plan.
CC-MM098 ness space another use and being developed for the use they are allocated for. The prin- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
ciple of the loss from employment use was accepted when the site was allo-
cated.
140 Paragraph 5.19 Add a final sentence paragraph 5.19 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which adds further guidance and would not
CC-MM099 Appendix K of the Plan provides some guidance as to how any marketing change the sustainability performance of the plan.
campaign is expected to be carried out, and under what circumstances a | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
shorter time period would be considered
141 Policy 43: Uni- | Amend Policy 43 title to read: This is a minor change to the policy and would not change the sustainability
CC-MM100 \dli;sglty mgﬁfulty University Faeutty-Development performance of the plan.
op Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
141 Policy 43: Uni- | Amend Policy 43 sub-titles to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
CC-MM101 versity  faculty tey-University development in the City Centre Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed

development

Faeuwlty-University development outside the City Centre

changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.
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141 Policy 43: Uni- | Amend criterion a of Policy 43 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
versity  faculty . . . . . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
- . optimise-the- , : . ; . o
CC-MM102 development a t th d ?‘;ke elffecttn(e fcj.ietpf Ianddlncludlng a mix of uses on larger sites to changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
Meet the needs of the relevant Institution, an due to the minor nature of the modifications.
141 Policy 43: Uni- | Amend Policy 43 text to read: This is a minor change to the policy and would not change the sustainability
CC-MM103 \52:/::|tglpmef§tculty In addition, development of sites in the Eastern Gateway or near East Road should performance of the plan.
consider including a significant element of faewly-university development. Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
141 Policy 43: Uni- | Amend criterion e of Policy 43 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
} versity  faculty . . . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MM104 development, e. the dhey:Iggn't\ent ?fcmniglc'gl tegf:hr:qngd_anldcna+rchfagh;c_les fgd renlgted university changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
criterion e research institutes at Cambridge Biomedical Campus (see Policy 16); a due to the minor nature of the modifications.
142 Paragraph 5.23 Insert additional sentences at end of paragraph 5.23: This is @ minor change to the supporting text which adds further context and would not
. . . . change the sustainability performance of the plan. If specific proposals come forward
The University qf C.ambrldge has an overall estate comprising arour_Id 650,000 sq m on during the lifetime of the plan these will be subject to environmental assessment as part
247 hectares, distributed across a number of key locations in the City Centre and West of SPD development or a planning application
Cambridge. West and North West Cambridge have been the focus of the University of )
Cambridge’s growth and relocations in the past 14 years. Remaining development | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
there will focus on further academic development and commercial research and devel-
CC-MM105 opment. Cambridge Biomedical Campus now has outline consent. Fhe—enly—e0Other
key locations where significant change is still planned are the Old Press/Mill Lane area
and the New Museums site. An SPD has been prepared for Old Press/Mill Lane
and a Development Framework SPD has been prepared for New Museums. In
addition to these sites, other sites where there is the potential for change to
occur during the Plan period, include the Sidgwick Site, the Old Ad-
denbrooke's Site, the Downing Site, the former Scroope House Site (Depart-
ment of Engineering), and the Department of Chemistry (Lensfield Road).
143 Policy 44: Spe- | Insert additional sentence at end of the first paragraph of Policy 44: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
cialist  colleges The development of existing and new specialist schools will not be permitted unless Proposed Maodifications to the Cambridge Local Plan - Sustainability Appraisal Screening
and language . . - . . . N (January 2017).
schools they provide residential accommodation, social and amenity facilities for all non-local
students (students arriving to study from outside Cambridge and the Cambridge sub- | The screening in 2017 stated that this policy was subject to SA and this is outlined in
region), with controls in place to ensure that the provision of accommodation is in step | the following report: Sustainability Appraisal of the Cambridge Local Plan 2014. Volume
with the expansion of student places. The use of family dwellinghouses to ac- | 1: Final Appraisal for Submission to the Secretary of State (March 2014). The SA found
commodate students of specialist colleges and/or language schools only is | that this policy (in association with Policy 46) would lead to significant positive effects in
not appropriate. terms of economic growth at the Universities and specialist schools (Para. 4.6.18) and
CC-MM106 : o ; . )
likely positive effects on community and wellbeing because of the requirement to
provide residential accommodation, social and amenity facilities (para. 4.6.114). The
modifications proposed strengthen the policy intent to provide residential
accommodation when developing existing and new language schools and specialist
colleges and to reflect the wider intent of the Local Plan to safeguard and bring forward
accommodation for market and affordable housing. The modifications proposed do not
change these conclusions.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
143 Paragraphs 5.28 | Amend paragraphs 5.28 - 5.31 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
-5.31 . - . . . . Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screening
There are a growing number of specialist seheels—_colleges in Cambridge, including
. . . . . (January 2017).
secretarial and tutorial colleges, pre-university foundation courses and crammer
CC-MM107 schools. These seheels colleges concentrate on GCSE and A level qualifications and | The screening in 2017 stated that this is a minor change to supporting text which would

pre-university foundation courses. They attract a large number of students and con-

tribute stgnifieantly to the local economy.

Cambridge is also an important centre for the study of English as a foreign language.

not change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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For more than 50 years, overseas students have been coming to Cambridge to study

English in language schools anetherform-of-speecialist-eoellege)}. The city has 22 a
large number of permanent and temporary foreign language schools-and-a—flue-

tuating—humber—ofareund-—30—tempeorary—seheoeols;—which set up in temporary
premises over the summer months.-Currently—the—annual-studentload-at-these

weeks:

The industry has matured in recent years and more and more courses are being run
throughout the year and are being focused at a much broader range of students, in-
cluding people working in business as well as the more traditional younger students.

The Cambridge Cluster Study recognised the increasing contribution these establish-
ments make to the local economy and has suggested a review in the policy approach,
as the-scheoeols-between-them they contribute £78m per annum to the local econo-
my. The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) supports a policy approach that
seeks to take advantage of this benefit. Fherefere-the The Council considers it ap-

propriate te-suppert-the-grewth-of that such colleges and schools where-they alse
seelte manage the impacts of their growth.

CC-MM108

144

Paragraphs 5.32
-5.33

Amend paragraphs 5.32 - 5.33 to read:

Specialist colleges and lEanguage schools can place additional burdens on the hous-
ing market. This policy seeks to ensure that when specialist colleges and language
schools seek to grow, those burdens are mitigated. The applicant will need to demon-
strate how many additional students will be generated by the proposal. This will allow
the Council to judge the residential, social and amenity impact generated. The Council
will be-flexible-in-eonsidering-any-require a robust method of calculating the addi-
tional number of students arising from any proposal, and will consider a range of
mechanisms to agree an upper limit to the number of additional students. The range
of mechanisms considered may include, but not be limited to, controlling the hours of
operation, the number of desk spaces and the number of students. This will ensure
that a proposal will generate a specific level of growth that can be measured and miti-
gated. Student accommodation is dealt with under Policy 46 in Section Six.

The housing market in Cambridge is already under significant pressure. The growth of
specialist colleges and language schools should not worsen this situation. Appropriate
residential accommodation can take the form of home-stay (with resident families in
the area) or the use of existing accommodation outside term time, and the use of pur-
pose-built student accommodation within the curtilage of the college/school. Use of
family dwelling houses to accommodate students only is not appropriate, as this will
put additional pressure on the housing market. Promoters of language school and spe-
cialist college development will be expected to submit evidence to demonstrate how
this issue is being addressed as a part of their planning application.

This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screening
(January 2017).

The screening in 2017 stated that this is a minor change to supporting text which would
not change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

Section Six: Maintaining a balanced supply of housing

CC-MM109

147
148

&

Policy 45: Af-
fordable housing
and dwelling mix

Amend the first paragraph and following text of Policy 45 to read:

The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
the Secretary of State. This assessment found the policy should lead to positive ef-
fects in relation to community and wellbeing, representing an improvement on the
current situation in which many smaller sites make no contribution towards affordable
housing provision. The modification does not change these conclusions as the policy
still seeks to increase the provision of affordable homes in a way that conforms to
Government policy.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

48




Mod Ref.

Local
Plan
Page

Policy/
Paragraph

Proposed Modification

SA approach

Planning permission will only be granted for residential development on sites where the

minimum percentage of affordable housing has been secured on site in line with the
thresholds and percentages set out in the table below:

No. of dwellings Minimum percentage of
affordable housing required

2-0units | 10%

16-11-14 units 25%

15 or more units 40%

Where it appears that a larger site has been subdivided into smaller development par-
cels in order to circumvent the requirements of this policy, or for any other reason, the
threshold and the pro-rata percentage of affordable housing sought will apply to the
requirement from the larger area as a whole. The required density on a given site will

need to have regard to its wider context and other policies of this plan. All Develop-
ments of 11 dwellings or more, or on sites of less than 11 units if the combined
gross internal floorspace of the proposed development exceeds 1,000 sqm will
provide affordable housing.

The occupation of affordable housing will be limited to people in housing need and shall
be available in perpetuity. Affordable housing shall be provided on development sites
with the capacity of #0-11 dwellings or more in accordance with the percentages and
thresholds set out above unless exceptional circumstances are demonstrated. Where
affordable housing is provided, it shall be of tenure blind design indiscernible from and
well integrated with the general market housing.

Developments should include a balanced mix of dwelling sizes*, types and tenures to
meet projected future household needs within Cambridge. The mix of dwellings and ten-
ure types shall have regard to the differing needs for different unit sizes of affordable
housing and market housing. ard—te—the—council's—AffordableHousing—Supplementary

All sites** including employment related housing will be required to make affordable
housing provision in line with the thresholds and percentages set out above.

Further details on the practical implementation of this policy will be set out in an up to
date Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning Document.

*Measured by the number of bedrooms to be provided in each dwelling.

** Except for Starter Homes Exception Sites

CC-MM110

148

Paragraph 6.3

Amend paragraph 6.3 to read:

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
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With a strong economy, Cambridge is at the centre of an area of significant housing
growth planned for the coming years. With high housing costs but only limited land
available for housing, the city also has a strong housing need. The council recognises
that meeting housing need is a key priority. However, following assessment of de-
velopment viability across the city, the affordable housing requirement is not
applied to planning applications for student accommodation.

Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.

CC-MM111

Paragraph 6.4

Amend paragraph 6.4 to read:

12

Most sites in Cambridge with the capacity to deliver between 1168 and 14 residential
units can deliver 25 per cent affordable housing whilst remaining viable, whilst most
schemes containing 15 or more residential units remain viable with 40 per cent afforda-
ble housing.33 In instances where higher levels of affordable housing than the percent-
ages set out in the policy are proposed, this is supported by the council as it will contrib-
ute to meeting affordable housing need. Where a developer considers that meeting the
affordable housing target percentage will be unviable, robust evidence of this must be
provided in the form of an independent viability appraisal. Negotiations between the
council and the developer will need to take place to ensure clarity about the particular
circumstances which have given rise to the development’s reduced viability or non-
viability, either on an open book valuation or involving an independently commissioned
assessment using the Homes and Communities Agency’s Development Appraisal Tool**
or other equivalent tools agreed with the council in advance of assessment.

See CC-MM109

CC-MM112

149

Paragraph 6.5

Amend paragraph 6.5 to read:

The council has adopted this approach to overcome concerns about the number of plan-
ning applications coming forward in the city below the previously adopted affordable
housing threshold of 15 dwellings. However, it is noted that the introduction of single
percentage for affordable housing at a lower threshold than 15 dwellings could make
schemes less viable or unviable and could reduce the amount of housing delivered. A
graduated approach towards affordable housing requirements, starting at lower site size
thresholds and percentages, is considered more appropriate. Where applications are
made for outline planning permission, a planning obligation will be required to
secure affordable housing in accordance with the thresholds and percentages

in the policy.

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.

CC-MM113

149

Paragraph 6.6

Amend paragraph 6.6 to read:

proach—in—supporting—the-deliver - e—heusing= On larger
sites delivering 110 units or more, developers will be expected to deliver whole units on
site with financial contributions sought for fractions of units. Note that a vacant build-
ing credit may apply to developments bringing vacant buildings on site back
into lawful use or where such buildings are demolished as part of a develop-
ment. If a vacant building credit is allowed the effect would be to reduce the
expected affordable housing contribution from a site.

This is a minor change to the supporting text which would not change the conclusions
of the SA.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM114

151

Policy 46: De-
velopment of
student housing,
criterion e

Amend the first paragraph and following text of Policy 46 to read:

Proposals for new student accommodation will be permitted if they meet identified needs
of an existing educational institution within the city of Cambridge in providing housing for
students attending full-time courses of one academic year or more. Schemes should
demonstrate that they have entered into a formal agreement with the University

This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
ing (January 2017).

The screening in 2017 stated that this policy was subject to SA and this is outlined in
the following report: Sustainability Appraisal of the Cambridge Local Plan 2014.
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of Cambridge or Anglia Ruskin University or other existing educational estab- | Volume 1: Final Appraisal for Submission to the Secretary of State (March 2014). The
lishments within Cambridge providing full-time courses of one academic year or | SA found that this policy (in association with Policy 44) would lead to significant
more. This formal agreement will confirm that the proposed accommodation is | positive effects in terms of economic growth at the Universities and specialist schools
suitable in type, layout, affordability and maintenance regime for the relevant | (Para. 4.6.18), a potential positive effect on sustainable transport (para. 4.6.58) and
institution. The council will seek appropriate controls to ensure that approved | likely positive effects on community and wellbeing because proposals will not be
schemes are occupied solely as student accommodation for an identified institu- | allowed to result in the loss of existing marketing or affordable housing (para.
tion and managed effectively. Applications will be permitted subject to: 4.6.114). The modifications proposed strengthen the policy intent in relation to sites
. . e allocated for market or affordable housing, and therefore do not change these
a. there being a proven need for student accommodation to serve the institution; conclusions. The requirement for a formal agreement with a named institution is
b. the development not resulting in the loss of existing market housing and affordable | positive as it will help ensure that the units provided are delivered in an appropriate
housing; form to meet the requirements of specific institutions. This assists the Council in
. . . . o meeting other known development needs in the city. The policy on car ownership has
¢. it being in an appropriate location for the institution served; been amended to reflect the enforceability of the requirement, but it is still felt that
d. the location being well served by sustainable transport modes; this would have a positive effect as students are still being discouraged from keeping
cars in Cambridge.
e. having appropriate management arrangements in place to ensure-students-de—neoet
keep-ecarsin Cambridge discourage students from keeping cars in Cambridge; Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
f. rooms and facilities being of an appropriate size for living and studying; and
g. minimising if-apprepriate,—being—warden-contrelled—to—minimise any potential
for antisocial behaviour_and, if appropriate, being warden-controlled.
The loss of existing student accommodation will be resisted unless adequate replacement
accommodation is provided or it is demonstrated that the facility no longer caters for
current or future needs.
In-the-instanece-of-institutions wWhere students do not attend full-time courses of
one academic year or more, their accommodation requirements will be expected to
be Drowded W|th|n the site of the |nst|tut|on wh|ch they attend, or by maklng
t-hefr—studen-ts—mt-mn—t-hew—ewn—ﬁtes? make effectlve use of eX|st|ng student accom-
modation within the city outside term time; or by use of home-stay accommodation.
Permanent purpose built student accommodation will not be supported on sites
allocated for housing or with either an extant planning permission for residen-
tial development or sites identified as potential housing sites within the Coun-
cil’s Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment.
152 Paragraph 6.11 Amend paragraph 6.11 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
The presence of two large universities and a number of other educational institu- _Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan - Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
ing (January 2017).
tlons has a S|gn|f|cant |mpact on Cambndges demography and on |ts housmg market;
. The student | The screening in 2017 stated that this is a minor change to supporting text which
CC-MM115 communities, including undergraduates and postgraduates, contribute S|gn|f|cantly to | would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
the local economy, and to the vibrancy and diversity of the city. Out of term time and S . lusion: h to th Its of the SA
throughout the year, the city is also a temporary home to conference delegates and creening concfusion: no change to the resuits o e '
other students attending pre-university courses and short courses at specialist
sehoeols—and colleges, or studying English as a foreign language at one the city’s lan-
guage schools.
152 New Paragraph | Insert new Paragraph after Paragraph 6.13: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
zftle; Paragraph The Council commissioned a study’ to identify the demand for and supply of rnrg??:iﬂal\:??ggt)'?ns to the Cambridge Local Plan - Sustainability Appraisal Screen
student accommodation within the city. This study provides information on the
CC-MM116 potential level of purpose built student accommodation to address current and | The screening in 2017 stated that this is a minor change to supporting text which

future student numbers (to 2026) if all students were to be accommodated in
purpose built student accommodation. Having considered the findings of the
study, the Council recognises that student accommodation can be provided in a

variety of ways, including through allocations for student accommodation and

would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

7 Assessment of Student Housing Demand and Supply for Cambridge City Council, Cambridge Centre for Housing and Planning Research, January 2017.
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through windfall sites. The Plan, including policy 46, is intended to deliver ac-
commodation to address the identified future growth aspirations of the institu-
tions _and to provide additional flexibility. The City Council is not seeking
through the Local Plan to provide purpose built student accommodation for all
of the existing resident student population. The student accommodation study
identifies that the University of Cambridge is looking to grow by a further 2,874
students to 2026. While Anglia Ruskin University has confirmed that it has no
growth aspirations to 2026, a number of the other institutions in Cambridge
have stated aspirations to grow. These institutions have a total growth figure
to 2026 of 230 students. This gives rise to a total growth figure for the uni-
versities and the other institutions of 3,104 to 2026. Taking into account stu-
dent accommodation units under construction or with planning permission,
allocations in the Local Plan and the remaining allocation at North West Cam-
bridge, these sources of supply would address and go beyond the growth figure
of 3,104 and would provide flexibility. Any provision over and above these
sources of supply would need to be considered on its merits against the criteria
in Policy 46 and having regard to the absence of any policy requirement at ei-
ther national or local level for all students to be provided with purpose built
student accommodation.

In order to show that the known needs of specific institutions are being met,
Eevidence must be provided as a part of the application to show a linkage with at least
one higher or further education institution. This will need to comprise a formal
agreement with the institution which confirms that the accommodation will be
occupied by students of the institution undertaking full-time courses of one
academic year or more. When planning permission is granted for new student
accommodation, a planning agreement will be used to robustly secure that use
and the link to the particular institution for whom the accommodation is to be
provided. This policy only applies in instances where planning permission is required

for development housmq more than Six students (sw qenerls) H-isacecepted-thatdue

standaFds—and—FaeHmes Student accommodatlon should be weII deS|qned Drowdlnq ap-
proprlate mternal and/or amenltv space staﬂdafds and faC|I|t|es =Fhe—prev-|swﬂ—ef

CC-MM117

152
153

Policy 47: Spe-
cialist housing

Amend first paragraph and following text of Policy 47 to read:

Planning permission will be granted for the development of specialist housing, subject to
the development being:

a. supported by evidence of the demonstrable need for this form of development
within Cambridge;

b. suitable for the intended occupiers in relation to the quality and type of facilities,
and the provision of support and/or care;

c. accessible to local shops and services, public transport and other sustainable
modes of transport, and community facilities appropriate to the needs of the in-
tended occupiers; and

This is @ minor change to the policy to aid clarity and would not change the
sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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d. in a location that avoids excessive concentration of such housing within any one
street or small area.
Where the development falls within use class C3 (dwelling houses), the development will
be expected to contribute to the supply of affordable housing within Cambridge in ac-
cordance with Policy 45. If development, including change of use, would involve a net
loss of_specialist residential floorspace, this will only be permitted where appropriate
replacement specialist housing accommodation will be made that satisfies the four crite-
ria a-d or it is demonstrated that there is no local need for the floorspace to be
retained for the current use, last use or for any other form of specialist housing
and that there is no demand for the floorspace from other operators of special-
ist housing.
153 Paragraph 6.15, | Delete second sentence of paragraph 6.15 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
second sentence Thi i lates to housing desianed and designated f tion by old | Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
IS |p0 'Czhrza ebsl to ou5|dg |e5|g bel a IeSIgtr? € ofr Oﬁcupa 10 ’éo e; peodpte changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
people wi isabilities, and vulnerable people with specific housing needs, referred to | o +“"the minor nature of the modifications.
W|th|n the pol|cy and hereafter as speC|aI|st housmg 5pee+a-|-|st—heus+ng—ea-n—be—de—
CC-MM118
i-ﬁteg-ra-te—mt-h—t-he—leea-l—eemmtmrt-y— People W|th the need for speC|aI|st housmg
contribute to the community in many ways, but for some their ability to participate fully
in society is hampered by poor or inappropriate housing, which affects their physical or
mental health, or their ability to receive the support they need to live as independently
as possible.
153 Paragraph 6.16 This is a minor change to the supporting text to clarify the types of hosing that are
Amend h6.16 d: covered by the definition. The modification would not change the sustainability
end paragraph 6. o read: performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
Forms of housing covered under this policy include:
e sheltered housing
CC-MM119
e residential care and nursing homes
e extra-care housing
e shared homes
e cluster units
o respite, rehabilitation and convalescent accommodation
e hostel accommodation.
154 Paragraph 6.19 This is a minor change to the supporting text to aid clarity and would not change the
Insert new paragraph below paragraph 6.19 to read: sustainability performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM120

Where a proposal includes the loss of specialist residential floorspace, the ap-
plicant will be expected to provide appropriate replacement floorspace as re-
quired by the policy or will be expected to provide adequate evidence of lack of
local need and demand for the floorspace for any form of specialist housing. In

53




Mod Ref. Il;(la::l Policy/ SA approach
Page Paragraph Proposed Modification
providing evidence of lack of local need and demand, the facility will be re-
quired to have been offered on the open market and the guidance within Ap-
pendix K should be adhered to. Local need in this instance is considered to be
city-wide.
155 Paragraph 6.22 Amend paragraph 6.22 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
It is also important to ensure that HMOs provide a standard of accommodation equiva- performance of the plan.
lent to that enjoyed by other residents and that the amount of activity generated by the | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
proposed level of occupation does not detract from the amenities of neighbouring occu-
piers, 3 eriteria B Hfetime BHes H Aererore>be Bplied 4P PoOSa B
CC-MM121 —Policy 51: Accessible Homes and Policy
50: Residential Space Standards will therefore be aspired to for proposals of
change of use to HMOs and should also be applied to the provision of new
HMOs. The application of the space standards will help to determine the num-
ber of occupiers that a property can reasonably accommodate as a HMO. This
not only ensures reasonable living conditions for occupiers, but will also ensure
that the intensification of such activity associated with any HMO is proportion-
ate to the size of the property.
155 Policy 49: Provi- | Amend the first paragraph and following text of Policy 49 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
156 sion for Gypsies . . . . . . . L Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
and Travellers The CounC|_I, working W|th_ne|ghbour|ng authorities, will maintain a local assessment of ing (January 2017).
need for pitches for Gypsies and Travellers and plots for Travelling Showpeople. The
outcome of these this assessments will assist the Council in determining planning appli- | The screening in 2017 stated that this policy was subject to SA and this is outlined in
cations. The latest published evidence (Peeember—2081+1+2016) indicates there is & no | the following report: Sustainability Appraisal of the Cambridge Local Plan 2014.
identified need for just-ene pitches or plots in Cambridge between 286432016 and | Volume 1: Final Appraisal for Submission to the Secretary of State (March 2014). The
2031. This local plan therefore makes no specific provision for new sites in Cambridge. | SA found that this policy should result in positive effects on the health and wellbeing
Proposals for permanent, transit and emergency stopping provision for Gypsies and | of gypsies and travellers. The modifications do not change these conclusions as the
Travellers will only be permitted where: provision and the policy is based on the latest data on need and the latest national
policy requirements and the policy is clear regarding what action is needed if a need is
identified. The modifications related to Green Belt are clarifications on how Green Belt
a. the applicant or updated council evidence has adequately demonstrated a clear | should be treated in line with the national Planning policy for travellers sites and
need for the site in the city, and the number, type and tenure of pitches/plots | would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
proposed, which cannot be met by a lawful existing or available allocated site; Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
b. the site is accessible to local shops, services and community facilities by public
transport, on foot or by cycle;
CC-MM122

C. the site has safe and convenient vehicular, pedestrian and cycle access for the
type of vehicles that could reasonably be expected to use or access the site;

d. the site is capable of being provided with essential utilities, including mains water,
electricity, sewerage, drainage and waste disposal;

e. the site will provide an acceptable living environment and the health and safety of
the site’s residents should not be put at risk. Factors to be taken into account in-
clude flood risk, site contamination, air quality and noise;

f. the site will not have an unacceptable adverse impact on the amenity of nearby
residents or the appearance or character of the surrounding area. The site should
respect the scale of the surrounding area and appropriate boundary treatment and
landscaping should be capable of being provided;

g. the site will allow the needs of the residents of the site to be met without putting
undue pressure on local services; and

h. the site provides adequate space for vehicle parking, turning and servicing of large
vehicles, storage, play and residential amenity.
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Should up to date needs assessment indicate there is a need, then opportunities to de-
liver sites for Gypsies and Travellers will be sought as part of significant major develop-
ment sites. The location of site provision will be identified through the masterplanning
and design process. Sites—in-the-Green—Belt-weotHdhot-be-apprepriate,unless—ex

ning—application—stage: Gypsy and Traveller sites are inappropriate develop-
ment in the Green Belt. Any proposals in the Green Belt would also have to
demonstrate compliance with national and local policy regarding development
in the Green Belt. Sites will not be located in identified areas of green separation.
Sites provided will meet the following criterion in addition to the above criteria (a- h):

i sites will be well-related to the major development, enabling good access to the
services and facilities, and providing safe access on foot, cycle and public
transport. Access should not rely on minor residential roads.

CC-MM123

157

Paragraph 6.23

Replace paragraph 6.23 with the following text to read:

The Government’s Planning Policy for Traveller Sites requires that local plan-
ning authorities set targets for the provision of Gypsy and Traveller pitches and
Travelling Showpeople plots which address the likely site accommodation
needs of Travellers in their _area, working collaboratively with neighbouring
local planning authorities. The Government’s policy approach requires Councils
to maintain a five year land supply of Traveller sites, in a similar way to hous-
ing, and identify deliverable sites to meet the needs identified for the first five
vears. This planning guidance was revised in 2015, in_particular revising the
definition of Gypsies and Travellers for the purposes of planning. Applicants
will need to demonstrate that they meet the definitions provided by the Gov-
ernment’s Planning Policy for Traveller Sites.

This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan - Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
ing (January 2017).

The screening in 2017 stated that this is a minor change to supporting text which
would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM124

157

Paragraph 6.24

Split paragraph 6.24 into two paragraphs and amend to read:

These requirements necessitate collaborative working with neighbouring authorities on
both assessment of need and ongoing provision. In informing debate on need, a number
of Cambridgeshire, Norfolk and Suffolk authorities commissioned the Gypsy and Travel-

This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
ing (January 2017).

The screening in 2017 stated that the implications of this have been assessed as part
of Policy 49 (see above).
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Plan

Page Paragraph Proposed Modification
ler Accommodation Needs-Assessment 203412016 (GTAN.A) to cover the period 2011 This is a minor Change to Supporting text which would not Change the Sustainab”ity
2031 2016-2036. This assessment concluded that there was no identified €am- | Performance of the plan.
bridge’s need in Cambridge was—fer—ene—for permanent pitches for Gypsies and | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

Travellers or plots for Travelling Showpeople between 2621+2016 and 26262031.
The Local Plan does not propose any aIIocatlons ?here—was—ne—tdent-iﬁed—need
for—plots® APeE ¥
The assessment acknowledges that it was not Dossible to determine the travel-
ling status of existing households who did not participate in surveys carried out
for the purpose of the assessment. These households may or may not include
individuals who meet the definition provided in the Planning Policy for Traveller
Sites and therefore give rise to some need for pitch provision. However, the
extent of such need (if any) cannot be identified. Any proposals for sites will
be considered according to Policy 49: Provision for Gypsies and Travellers.
Referenece—is—made—in—tThe GTANA refers to need for transit/emergency stopping
place provision, but it was not possible to determine precise demand for such temporary
accommodation in any one local authority area, particularly in light of changes to
the Planning Policy for Traveller Sites potentially leading to more households
travelling. ?he—GHNA—ﬁetes—thabbeyend—Ehe—mmeérate+teed—assessmeﬁts—ef
a need to mon|tor and review the plan as necessary, to take account of up to date evi-
dence.

157 Paragraph 6.25 Amend paragraph 6.25 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
The Government’s Planning Policy for Traveller Sites requires plans to identify specific :Dnrg[zg):ﬁﬂal\:;)clzl(f)lclzat)lons to the Cambridge Local Plan - Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
sites or broad locations, where need will be met within the plan period. The Council con- )
siders that significant major developments provide an opportunity to deliver provision to | The screening in 2017 stated that this is a minor change to supporting text which
meet any longer-term needs. This would allow the delivery of pitches as an integral part | would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
of the development, in sustainable locations close to services and facilities. Given the S nin nclusion: no change to th Its of the SA

CC-MM125 significant education, health and disability-related inequalities experienced by creening conclusion: no change to the results ot the SA.
many Gypsies and Travellers, the provision of pitches within sustainable, major
developments could help to address these issues. Additionally, aAs stated in The
Road Ahead: Final Report of the Independent Task Group on Site Provision and En-
forcement for Gypsies and Travellers, published by the Department for Communities and
Local Government in December 2007, the approach of integrating the provision of ac-
commodation for Gypsies and Travellers as part of new development helps to erode mis-
conceptions and distrust.

158 Insert new par- | Insert new paragraph after paragraph 6.26 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
agraph after .. . - Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
When applications for planning permission or reserved matters approval come | .
paragraph 6.26 . —— . ing (January 2017).

forward for large scale new communities or significant major development

CC-MM126 sites, consideration will be given to whether there is a current need for Gypsy | The screening in 2017 stated that this is a change to the supporting text which would
and Traveller site provision, and the opportunity to deliver appropriately a site | not change the sustainability performance of the plan. The plan already included the
or sites within that phase of the development will be reviewed. requirement to consider whether there is a need to deliver sites for Gypsies and

Travellers as part of significant major development sites (see Policy 49).
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
160 Paragraph 6.30 This is a minor change to the supporting text to aid clarity and would not change the
CC-MM127 Amend paragraph 6.30 to read: sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

8
Where there is sufficient space for living accommodation and the storage of equipment.
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Page Paragraph Proposed Modification

€Ealeulating Considering how much space might be required will be based on bedspac-
es. External amenity space would not include car parking or turning areas. Suitable
arrangements for access to refuse and recycling bins should be made, in order to pre-
vent bins/bags being transported through dwellings.

161 Policy 51: Life- This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
grr]rée L?g?nfz Amend first paragraph and following text of Policy 51 to read: rnrg[z?:ﬁﬂal\:;)dzlgcl:z;t)l.ons to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen
Neighbourhood s The screening in 2017 stated that this policy was subject to SA and this is outlined in

Policy 51: LifetimeHomes-andLifetimeNeighbourheods-Accessible Homes the following report: Sustainability Appraisal of the Cambridge Local Plan 2014.
Volume 1: Final Appraisal for Submission to the Secretary of State (March 2014). The
SA found that Policy 51 is likely to lead to positive effects on health and wellbeing as it
In order to create Lifetime-Homes-and-Neighbeurheeds-accessible homes: requires that all housing development should adopt the Lifetime Homes Standard and
that a percentage of homes should meet the Wheelchair Housing Design Standard
a. all housing development should be of a size, configuration and internal | (para. 4.6.112).
layout to enable the—tifetime—Homes—Standard Building Regulations
requirement M4 (2) ‘accessible and adaptable dwellings’ to be met; | The modifications to Policy 51 do not (in themselves) change these conclusions as the
and policy now requires Building Regulations requirement M4 (2) ‘accessible and adaptable
o . ) dwellings’ requirement M4 (3) ‘wheelchair user dwellings’ to be implemented.
b. 5 per cent’ of the affordable housing component of every housing | However, changes to the supporting text of this policy remove the requirement for 5
sehemes development providing or capabl_e of acceptably providing 20 | per cent of student flats or study-bedrooms to be built to meet the needs of disabled
CC-MM128 or more self-contained affordable homes’ i-nel-ud-l-ng—eefwefﬁens—aﬂd people and also now limits the application of the wheelchair accessible homes
student-heusing; should meet Building Rgitlons requirement M4 | standard to dwellings where the local authority is responsible for allocating or
(3) ‘'wheelchair user dwellings’ to be wheelchair accessible either | ominating a person to live in that dwelling. Both of these changes result from
meet-Wheelehair-Housing-Design-Standards, or be easily adapted e | changes to Government policy and the Government’s requirements for application of
meet-them-for residents who are wheelchair users. Building Regulations (Part M). Student accommodation is not considered under
Volume 1 of Part M, which addresses dwellings, and no optional standard can
therefore be imposed on student accommodation. Furthermore, the National Planning
Compliance with the criteria should be demonstrated in the design and access statement | practice Guidance confirms that councils can only apply the optional standard M4 (3)
submitted with the planning application. to dwellings where the Council has nomination rights or owns the dwelling. The
Council is still seeking to encourage developers to deliver market units to M4 (3)
standard to widen the range of dwellings available to the city’s residents. On balance,
it is still felt that Policy 51 and its supporting text would still have positive effects on
health and wellbeing because the Plan does include encouragement for developers to
build wheelchair accessible market homes and is still seeking to use the optional
accessibility standards.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
161 Paragraph 6.32 Amend paragraph 6.32 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
This plan throughout adopts the principle of inclusive design: “The design of mainstream Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan - Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
. . ing (January 2017).
products and/or services that are accessible to, and usable by, as many people as rea-
sonably possible ... without the need for special adaptation or specialised design" (BSI | The screening in 2017 stated that the implications of this have been assessed as part
2005). This principle applied to housing has resulted in the concept of Lifetime Homes | of Policy 51 (see above).
CC-MM129 and indeed goes wider to the concept of Lifetime Neighbourhoods, which enable an in-
creasingly aging society to get out and about in the areas in which they live - both phys-
ically and virtually - and connect with other people and services in the immediate neigh- | This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
bourhood and beyond. The Lifetime Homes and Wheelchair Housing Design | performance of the plan.
Standards have now been superseded by optional housing standards on acces- . .
sibility introduced by the Government through Part M of Building Regulations in | Scre€ening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
2015.
CC-MM130 161 Paragraph 6.33 Amend paragraph 6.33 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:

Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-

° Rounded up to the nearest whole unit.

10 Part M of the Building Regulations generally does not apply to dwellings resulting from a conversion or a change of use. Additional guidance on the applicable requirements of the Building Regulations (amended 2015) can be found in: Approved Document M Access to and use of buildings Volume 1: Dwellings.
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An_accessible home-tifetime-Hoeme—{seeFigure—6-1) supports changing needs of | ing (January 2017).
residents from raising children through to mobility issues faced in old age or through L - . . .
disability. This essentially allows people to live in their home for as much of their life as The Iilcreetnll;g In 2$h17 statte_d tE_a;_tttms '? a minor C??Rge lto supporting text which
possible. Such homes have design features that have been tailored to foster accessible would not change the sustainabtiity perrormance of the pfan.
living, helping to accommodate old age, injury, disability, pregnancy and pushchairs or | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
enable future adaptation to accommodate this diversity of use.
161 Paragraph 6.34 Amend paragraph 6.34 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
ing (January 2017).
The standards for housing to meet Building Reqgulations requirements M4 (2) and The screening in 2017 stated that the implications of this have been assessed as part
M4 (3)-tifetime-Hemes-and-wheelchairaeccessibility relate primarily to the layout of Policy 51 (see above).
of self-contained homes for permanent occupancy. Meeting Building Regulations
requirements M4 (2) and M4 (3) will normally be controlled through the use of
a planning condition to ensure that the relevant homes are delivered to meet L . . . . s
the standards. The National Planning Practice Guidance states that Local Plan Th'?, IS a mlnorfct?]angle to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
policies for wheelchair accessible homes (M4 (3)) should only be applied to | PEormance ot the pian.
those dwellings where the local authority is responsible for allocating or nomi- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
nating a person to live in that dwelling. In the interest of mixed and balanced
CC-MM131
communities, the Council would also encourage developers to build wheelchair
acce55|ble market homes As—eeeu-pa-nts—ef—st—udent—heuang—wﬂl—enl-y—st—a-y—ier—a
162 Paragraphs 6.35 | Delete paragraphs 6.35 and 6.36 This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
and 6.36 Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
ing (January 2017).
The screening in 2017 stated that the implications of this have been assessed as part
of Policy 51 (see above).
This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.
CC-MM132 Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
162 Figure 6.1 Delete Figure 6.1: Indicative diagram of a Lifetime Home. This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
ing (January 2017).
CC-MM133 Figure-6-1+-Indicative-diagram-of-atifetime- Home{(source: PRP-Arehi-

The screening in 2017 stated that this is a minor change to supporting text which
would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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Bathroom planned
to give side access
to WC and bath
Easy route for a hoist from
bedroom to bathroom
Provision for a future
stair lift
Sockets, controls, etc.
at a convenient height
|dentified space
for future platform lift
to bedroom
Accessible entrance level WC
. ; (opportunity for shower later in
Low windoweii 3 bed or larger homes)
Walls able to take .
adaptations Width of doors and hall
\ o B allow wheelchair access
]l‘gre;l;ir::e(irsapace N, U_._Turning circles for wheelchair
entrancpe Ie\zl bed A in ground-floor living rooms
o ; Accessible threshold
Iém;%s; flzvmélly rann:akthe covered and lit
Parking space
capable of widening
Distance from the car parking to 3300mm
space kept to a minimum .
Level or gently sloping
approach to the Lifetime
Home
163 Paragraph 6.38 Amend paragraph 6.38 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Gardens are an im ortant enwronmental resource and are a vital component of Cam- Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
bridge’s character; P pThe form part changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
9 Y P due to the minor nature of the modifications.
CC-MM134 of an area's development pattern, providing a settmg for buildings, which in turn informs
the prevailing privacy and amenity enjoyed by residents. They provide space for food
production and a semi-natural habitat for local wildlife and corridors for the movement
of wildlife through the urban environment. Collectively, they help to mitigate fluvial and
surface water flooding in otherwise built-up parts of the city.
165 Paragraph 6.43 This is a minor change to the supporting text and would not change the sustainability
Amend paragraph 6.43 to read: performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
Notional parking capacity on streets is defined from the maximum number of spaces
that can be lawfully parked on. This excludes double parking, corner parking, parking on
spaces with yellow line controls, in bus-only lanes and cycle lanes (including outside
CC-MM135 areas of formal enforcement), and in spaces in controlled parking zones blocking drive-

ways and access for emergency vehicles. In order to ascertain whether streets are expe-
riencing parking stress, a survey should be completed for pIann|ng appllcatlons for flat
conversions. Fhe ; i :
el-ud-l-ng—s+de—reads—Park|ng stress is deflned as occurrlng in those streets where sur-
veys show that there is less than 10 per cent free notional parking capacity. This re-
quirement will be relaxed in controlled parking zones where the scheme is car-capped
through the permit system, or where a planning obligation prevents residents applying
for parking permits, or the development is defined as a car-free development.
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165 After Paragraph This is a minor change to the supporting text to provide further guidance and would
6.43 Insert the following paragraphs after Paragraph 6.43 to read: not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
The following quidelines should be followed when undertaking a survey. If
these guidelines are not followed, the Council may not be able to make a full
and proper assessment of the proposed development.
The Council requires a parking survey to cover the area where residents of a
proposed development may want to park. This generally covers a 200m walk
distance around a site. The survey should be undertaken when the highest
number of residents are at home, which is generally late at night during the
CC-MM136 week. A snapshot survey between the hours of 0030-0530 should be under-
taken on two separate weekday nights (Monday to Thursday).
For sites subject to high levels of daytime parking given the proximity of a ma-
jor employer, school, or transport node close to any of the following land uses,
additional survey times may be necessary. In these cases, surveys between
the hours of 1030 -1230.
Surveys should not be undertaken in weeks that include Public Holidays and
school holidays and it is advised that weeks preceding and following holidays
should also be avoided, as should surveys on or close to a date when a local
event is taking place since this may impact the results of the survey.
166 Policy 54: Resi- | Amend criterion g of Policy 54 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 — Addendum to the Cambridge
CC-MM137 dential moor- g. does not impede navigation and/or use of the any footpath Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed

ings, criterion g

changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.

Section Seven: Protecting and enhancing the character of Cambridge

173 Policy 57: De- | Amend criterion h of Policy 57 to read: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
174 signing New h . i includ iat I f the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
- ) . eonsider—how—thebuilding—ecan—support pprop i X . i .
Buildings, crite- feat nd facilities to maintain and _nlnc u el an Ia frg_ |(‘j|_a e ica'netr? this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
rion h eatures a aciiities to maintain and increase evels of biodiversity | €| the Secretary of State. This assessment found the plan would have a positive impact
CC-MM138 built environment - :
on biodiversity.
The modification does not change these conclusions.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
174 Paragraph 7.10 Insert additional sentence at end of paragraph 7.10 to read: This is addressed in the modification above ( CC-MM138)
High quality building design is linked to context, in terms of appropriateness, and to
place making in terms of how the proposed development will be sited. Without imposing
architectural tastes or styles, it is important that a proposed development is consid-
CC-MM139 ered in terms of site location, height, scale, form and proportions, along with materials

and detailing, with the latter two linking directly to the quality and durability of a pro-
posal. Where new buildings are proposed or existing buildings altered or extended, it is
important that any heritage assets and their settings are carefully considered. This
would include the analysis of the special character of that asset and justification of
the approach to the proposed development (this applies equally to Policy 58 on altering
and extending buildings). New developments should have regard for and maxim-
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ise opportunities to incorporate features that support biodiversity (see Appen-
dix J).

176 Policy 60: Tall | Amend first paragraph and following text of Policy 60 to read: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
buildings and Anv proposal for a structure that breaks the existing skyline and/or is signifi- the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
the skyline cantly taller than the surrounding built form - this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to

— . T TN T “."' F' epasals H'at a| e ea||5|d e y Ed the Secretary of State. This assessment found the plan would have a positive effect
AP DA <.+ . | onlandscape, townscape and cultural heritage through contributing to the sustainabil-
e e o b 5 T ity objective of ensuring that the scale of new development is sensitive to the existing
13m-eutsidei will be considered against the following criteria: key landmark buildings and low lying topography of the city.
a. location, setting an_d conFext - appli_cants should d_emonstrate thrOL_Jgh visual as- The modification does not change these conclusions.
sessment or appraisal with supporting accurate visual representations, how the
proposals fit within the existing landscape and townscape; Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
b. histerieal—impact on the historic environment - applicants should demon-
strate and quantify the potential harm impaet of proposals en—reeeghnised to
the significance of heritage assets or other sensitive receptors (view of, back-
drop and setting), assessed on a site-by-site basis but including impact on key
landmarks and viewpoints, as well as from the main streets, bridges and open
spaces in the city centre and from the main historicat approaches, including
road and river, to the historic core. Where—prepoesals—Tall building pro-
posals must ensure that impaet-en—the—histeric—ecore—theyshoetldretain
the character or appearance of Cambridge, as a city of spires and towers
CC-MM140 emerging above the established tree line, remains dominant from relevant
viewpoints as set out in Appendix F;
C. scale, massing and architectural quality - applicants should demonstrate through
the use of scaled drawings, sections, accurate visual representations and models
how the proposals will deliver a high quality addition to the Cambridge skyline and
clearly demonstrate that there is no adverse impact;
d. amenity and microclimate - applicants should demonstrate that there is no ad-
verse impact on neighbouring buildings and open spaces in terms of the diver-
sion of wind, overlooking or overshadowing, and that there is adequate sunlight
and daylight within and around the proposals; and
e. public realm - applicants should show how the space around tall buildings will be
detailed, including how a human scale is created at street level.
reoftep—plant: Further advice on tall buildings and the skyline and the requirements
of the assessment criteria for proposals is set out in Appendix F_and further guid-
ance is contained in the Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning:
3 'The Setting of Heritage Assets’ published by Historic England in March 2015
(or its successor document).
177 After Policy 60, ] ) Please see above.
insert six para- Delete paragraphs 7.16 to 7.19 and insert paragraphs after Policy 60 to read: o ) ) ) _ )
The modification does not change the SA conclusions in relation to Policy 60 and its
graphs to re-| The city is generally free from clustered modern towers and bulky buildings supporting text
place para- | with the notable exception of the hospital buildings at Addenbrooke’s and the
graphs 7.16 to | hangars at Cambridge Airport, which sit in stark contrast to the surrounding, | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
7.19 low lying suburbs. While there has been a move to build a humber of taller
CC-MM141 buildings across the city in recent years, further opportunities to create new

taller buildings in the city must be carefully considered and placed in the right
locations.

In the historic core, ‘background buildings’ tend to rise to between three and
five-storeys tall but occasionally include six-storey modern buildings such as
the Grand Arcade. Floor to floor heights can vary significantly between build-
ings, and are often exacerbated by the service requirements in modern build-

ings. In the suburbs, overall building heights tend to be two storeys, with lim-
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ited areas of three - storey buildings focused principally along the key ap-
proach roads leading into the City. This characteristic leads to the setting of
height thresholds against which will require proposals to be judged in accord-
ance with the criteria of Policy 60.

Due to the large number of designated heritage assets within the historic core,
including a large nhumber of highly graded heritage assets of great national im-
portance, tall building proposals in this area are likely to result in a high level of
harm to significance. For this reason, it is very unlikely that there would be many
instances or _scope for_introducing new tall buildings in or around the historic
core. The potential impact on the setting of heritage assets should be assessed in
accordance with the guidance set out in the Historic Environment Good Practice
Advice in Planning: 3 'The Setting of Heritage Assets’ published by Historic Eng-
land in March 2015 or its successor document.

Trees form an important element of the Cambridge skyline, within both the his-
toric core and surrounding suburbs. Elevated views from the rural hinterland
and from Castle Mound reveal a city of spires and towers emerging above an
established tree line. Buildings therefore work with subtle changes in topogra-
phy and the tree canopy to create a skyline of ‘incidents’, where important
buildings rise above those of a prevailing lower scale.

Cambridge should seek to maintain and, where appropriate, enhance the over-
all character and qualities of its skyline as the city continues to grow and de-
velop into the future. Any proposals for new tall buildings will need to demon-

strate how they have taken account of the prevailing context and more distant
views to enhance the skyline.

In developing any proposals for tall buildings, developers should make reference
reference-shouwld-be-made to Appendix F of the plan, which provides a more detailed
explanation of the required approach, methodology and assessment to developing and
considering tall buildings in Cambridge and the Historic Environment Good Practice
Advice in Planning: 3 ‘The Setting of Heritage Assets’ (Historic England in

March 2015 or its successor document).

CC-MM142

178

Policy 61: Con-
servation and
enhancement of
Cambridge’s
historic envi-
ronment

Amend text of Policy 61 to read:

To ensure the conservation and enhancement of Cambridge’s historic environment,
proposals should:

a. €enserve preserve or enhance the significance of the heritage assets of
the city, their setting and the wider townscape, including views into, with-
in and out of conservation areas;

b. retain buildings and spaces, the loss of which would cause harm to the char-
acter or appearance of the conservation area;

C. contribute to the local distinctiveness, built form and scale of heritage
assets through the use of appropriate design, materials and workmanship;

d. be of an appropriate scale, form, height, massing, alignment and de-

tailed design which respects the area’s character, appearance and its
setting;

de. demonstrate a clear understanding of the significance of the asset and of
the wider context in which the heritage asset sits, alongside assessment of
the potential impact of the development on the heritage asset and its con-
text; and

ef. provide clear justification for any works that would lead to harm or substan-
tial harm to a heritage asset yet be of wider substantial public benefit,
through detailed analysis of the asset and the proposal.

The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
the Secretary of State. This assessment found the plan would have a positive effect
on landscape, townscape and cultural heritage.

The modification does not change these conclusions.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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CC-MM143

178

Paragraph 7.20

Amend paragraph 7.20 to read:

Cambridge’s historic and natural environment defines the character and setting of the
city, and contributes significantly to Cambridge residents’ quality of life. H-is-impertant

backgreund-ef-a-suecessful,—growing-eity: Against the backdrop of a successful,
growing city, it is important to preserve and enhance the historic and natural
environment to ensure that Cambridge remains compact and walkable and that
the connection between the city’s historic core and the wider countryside is
maintained. The city has a varied architectural heritage, from the internationally rec-
ognised grandeur of King’s College Chapel to the more modest vernacular buildings rem-
iniscent of an East Anglian market town. The number of grade I and grade II* listed
buildings is high, with an exceptional concentration of collegiate buildings around the arc
of the River Cam. Green open spaces such as the commons, greens and The Backs are
also key features of the city’s life and layout. In addition, there are a number of regis-
tered parks and gardens of special historic interest, including college grounds, ceme-

teries and the Cambridge University Botanic Garden.

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.

CC-MM144

179

New paragraph
after paragraph
7.22

Insert new paragraph after 7.22 to read:

Given the rich tapestry of Cambridge’s historic and natural environment and
the strategic objectives of this local plan, the strategy for its management is, in
itself, one of a multi-document, multi-layered approach which includes a num-
ber of interrelated initiatives, policies and players. Together, as illustrated in

the diagram below, they represent Cambridge’s historic environment strategy,
the components of which will be added to and updated as necessary and pro-

vide the necessary tools to realise the ongoing management of the city’s herit-
age assets. Planning decisions will be made having regard to the content of
the relevant components of the strategy.

This is a minor change to the supporting text to provide further context and would not
change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM145

179

Insert new Fig-
ure 7.1 after
paragraph 7.22

Insert Figure 7.1 to illustrate the content of the historic environment strategy as
illustrated at the end of this table of proposed modifications.

See new Figure 7.1 overleaf:

This is a minor change to the supporting text to provide further context and would not
change the sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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New Figure 7.1: Cambridge’s Historic Environment Strategy

Cambridge’s Historic Environment Strategy

Local Plan
And Area Action
Plans

Conservation
Plans
eg Parker's Piece

Designated and
undesignated
heritage assets

Cambridgeshire
Historic
Environment
Record
CAMBRIDGE HISTORIC
ENVIRONMENT STRATEGY Historic England

Guidance &
Advice Notes

Suburbs and
Approaches
Studies

Conservation Area
Appraisals

Supplementary
Planning

Targeted Article 4
Directions

National Planning

Planning (Listed Documents
Policy Framework i .g(
£ Buildings and
& National
Planning Practi Conservation
i
i e Areas) Act 1990
Guidance

DELIVERED BY:

South : Cambridge City X : o A
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179 Paragraph 7.23 Amend paragraph 7.23 to read:

The conservation of a designated heritage asset is a material planning consideration and
the higher the significance of the asset, the more weight will be given to its
preservation and/or enhancement. The level of information or investigation
required to support a proposal that could impact on a heritage asset needs to
be proportionate to the work proposed to the asset and to its significance.
Scheduled monuments/archaeological areas, listed buildings, conservation areas and
registered parks and gardens are all designated heritage assets. Listed building descrip-
tions, conservation area appraisals and management plans and suburbs and approaches
studies should be referred to as a material consideration in making and determining
applications. In order to comply with the requirements of the NPPF, it may be
necessary to access other sources of information such as the Historic Environ-
ment Record, and commission further evaluation, in order to properly under-
stand the significance of the asset and to be able to explain the impact that a
proposal may have on that significance.

CC-MM146

This is a minor change to supporting text which clarifies how applicants should
evidence their proposals. The modification would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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CC-MM147

179

Paragraph 7.24

Amend paragraph 7.24 to read:

It is important to identify and assess the impact of the development on the special
character of the heritage asset in the Cambridge context. This could include:

e the effect on views or the setting of buildings and spaces;

e how the proposals will preserve or enhance the character or and appearance
of a conservation area; and

e consideration of how the scale, height, massing, alignment and materials re-
spond to the local context.

This is a minor change to supporting text which clarifies how applicants should
evidence their proposals. The modification would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM148

180

Policy 62: Local
heritage assets

Amend first paragraph and following text of Policy 62 to read:
Fhere-is—a—general-presumptioninfaveur-eof The council will actively seek the

retention of local heritage assets, including buildings, structures, features and gardens
of local interest as detailed in the Council’s local list and as assessed against the criteria
set out in Appendix G of the plan.

Where permission is required, proposals will be permitted where they retain the signifi-
cance, appearance, character or setting of a local heritage asset.

Proposals for any works that would lead to harm or substantial harm to a non-
designated heritage asset should be supported by detailed analysis of the asset

that demonstrates the wider public benefit of the proposal.

This is a minor change to policy which clarifies how applicants should evidence their
proposals. The modification would not change the sustainability performance of the
plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM149

180
181

Policy 63: Works
to a heritage
asset to address
climate change

Amend text of Policy 63 to read:

Proposals to enhance the environmental performance of heritage assets will be support-
ed where a sensitive and hierarchical approach to design and specification ensures that
the significance of the asset is not compromised by inappropriate interventions.

Any works should be undertaken based on a thorough understanding of the building’s
historic evolution, its construction, architectural and historic significance, and
demonstration of the building's environmental performance. Applications should
be accompanied by an assessment of the building’s current fabric and energy perfor-
mance. For majer relevant planning applications, details of post-construction monitor-
ing in the form of a building monitoring and management strategy will be required to be
submitted in order to assess the ongoing impact of the implemented measures on the
asset’s historic fabric. Monitoring requirements will be proportionate to the signif-
icance of the asset and the scale and scope of works undertaken. Where moni-
toring shows that interventions are causing harm to the significance of the asset, appro-
priate remediation works will be required.

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.

CC-MM150

181

Paragraph 7.30

Amend paragraph 7.30 to read:

Due to the nature of construction of historic buildings, it would be difficult to match the
performance of modern structures. However, vernacular design and traditional con-
struction have evolved over time and deal with local conditions. Adaptive re-use of a
building gives significant carbon savings in terms of embodied energy in the fabric of
the building, so the focus will be on enhancing the performance of traditional buildings
as much as practicable without damaging their significance. Minimal-interven-
building's-integrity-or-significanee— Acceptable levels of intervention will vary
dependent upon the impact on the significance of the heritage asset in ques-
tion. Works should not harm the building's integrity or significance.

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring
SA due to the minor nature of the modifications.
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181 Paragraph 7.31 Amend paragraph 7.31 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Applications for works to heritage assets will need to . .. Local Plan 2014_1 Proposed Submiss_i0|_1 Document (July 2013): _S(_:hedule of propg;ed
P I te demonstrate a tho_g—rough understanding of the builldliin"g"liln"qgueasptpiolnlEvaikalatlh|es changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring
e L ) SA due to the minor nature of the modifications.
submission of the following information:
CC-MM151
184 Policy 67: Pro- | Amend text of Policy 67 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
185 tection of Open Development proposals will not be permitted which would harm the character of. or lead Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Space to the Ilz)ss of % :n <pace of envirorl::mental and/or recreational importance unIesIS' changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
1 OP P P ) due to the minor nature of the modifications.
a. the open space uses can be satisfactorily replaced in terms of quality, quantity and
access with an equal or better standard than that which is proposed to be lost; and
CC-MM152 b. the re-provision is located within a short walk (400m) of the original site.
In the case of school, college and university grounds, development may be permitted
where it meets a demonstrable educational need and does not adversely affect playing
fields or other formal sports provision on the site.
Where replacement open space is to be provided in an alternative location, the replace-
ment site/facility must be fully available for use before the area of open space to be lost
can be redeveloped.
185 Paragraph 7.44 Amend paragraph 7.44 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which clarifies how applicants should
186 . . . . evidence their proposals. The modification would not change the sustainability
There is a clear presumption against the loss of open space of environmental or recrea-
. . . performance of the plan.
tional importance. However, there may be circumstances where development proposals
can enhance the character, use and visual amenity of open space, and provide ancillary | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
recreational facilities, such as changing facilities, or materially improve the recreational
or biodiversity value of the site. In the case of school, college and university grounds,
there might be a legitimate educational need that allows the potential for new educa-
tional buildings on parts of the site that are not in playing field or other formal sports
use and could not readily be used as such (e.g. small areas of amenity grassland sepa-
rated from the main playing field). Such proposals will be determined on a case-by-case
CC-MM153 basis on their merits and how they conform to sustainable development. Only proposals

that respect the character of these areas and improve amenity, enhance biodiversity,
improve sports facilities or increase public access will be supported. Further guidance is
included in the Council’s Open Space and Recreation Strategy. Proposals should support
relevant strategies, where possible, such as the Cambridgeshire Green Infrastructure
Strategy. Any proposal involving the loss of open space must include an as-
sessment (using the criteria listed in Appendix I) to determine the important
aspects of the site that should be retained within the new development, in
agreement with the Council. As part of any planning application, applicants will
need to clearly demonstrate how the proposal will minimise its impact on the

site’s intrinsic qualities and where possible enhance the remaining part of the

site. Due regard must also be given any potential impact on the character and
wider setting of the site.
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CC-MM154

186
187

&

Policy 68: Open
space and rec-
reation provision
through new
development

Amend text of Policy 68 to read:

All residential development proposals should contribute to the provision of open space
and recreation sites/facilities on-site. The successful integration of open space into a
proposed development should be considered early in the design process. The precise
type of on-site provision required will depend on the size and location of the proposal
and the existing open space provision in the area. Where there are deficiencies in certain
types of open space provision in the area surrounding a proposed development, the
Council will seek variations in the component elements to be provided by the developer
in order to evereome-them-provide the type of open space most needed.

Requirements will be calculated using the Open Space and Recreations Standards (see
Appendix I) and will have regard to the Council’s adopted Open Space and Recreation
Strategy- . Playing Pitch Strateqy and Indoor Sports Facility Strateqgy.

Alternat|ve prOV|S|on off-5|te of open space may be acceptable ff—t-he—deveieper—has

foIIowmg C|rcumstances

a. if the proposed development site wetdd-be is of insufficient size in itself to make
the appropriate provision (in accordance with Appendix I) feasible within the site;
or,

b. in exceptional circumstances, if taking into account the accessibility/capacity of
existing open space sites/facilities and the circumstances of the surrounding area
the open space needs of the proposed residential development can be met more
appropriately by providing either new or enhanced provision off-site.

Where appropriate, and subject to the Regulations in force at the time, the Council
will seek to enter into a Section 106 agreement with the developer to implement the
above, and for the future management and maintenance of the open space provision,
before granting planning permission.

This is a minor change to policy which clarifies how applicants should evidence their
proposals. The modification would not change the sustainability performance of the
plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM155

188

Paragraph 7.53

Amend paragraph 7.53 to read:

Proposals that require the delivery of open space through new development should ex-
plain how the proposed on-site provision and off-site contributions comply with the Open
Space and Recreation Standards (Appendix 1), Playing Pitch Strateqgy, Indoor Sports
Facility Strategy and the adopted Open Space and Recreation Strategy.

This is a minor change to supporting text would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM156

188

New paragraph
after paragraph
7.55

Insert new paragraph after paragraph 7.55:

Where large windfall sites come forward which have not been accounted for in
the Playing Pitch Strategy and the Indoor Sports Facility Strateqy, applicants
should provide a sports strate also known as a facilities development plan

setting out the details of specific facilities to be developed, the rationale and
need for these. The process will involve consultation with Sport England and
the relevant National Governing Bodies for sport.

This is a minor change to supporting text which clarifies how applicants should
evidence their proposals. The modification would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM157

188
190

Policy 69: Pro-
tection of sites
of local nature
conservation
importance

Amend text of Policy 69 to read:

Policy 69: Protection of sites of teeal-nature—econservation_biodiversity and geodi-
versity importance

In determining any planning application affecting a site of biodiversity or geo-
diversity importance,~dBevelopment will be permitted if it will not have an adverse
impact on, or lead to the loss of, part or all of a site ateecal-naturereserve{(ENR)—a
county—wildlife-site{(EWS);—ora——ecity—widlife-site{EiWS)-identified on the policies
map. Regard must be had to the international, national or local status and des-

The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
the results of the SA have been validated below. This policy was subject to SA and
this is reported from page 455 onwards in the Cambridge Final SA for Submission to
the Secretary of State. This assessment found the plan would have a positive effect
on biodiversity.

The modification does not change these conclusions.
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ignation of the site and the nature and quality of the site’s intrinsic features,
including its rarity.

Where development is permitted, proposals must include measures:

a. to minimise harm;
b. to secure achievable mitigation and/or compensatory measures; and

c. where possible enhance the nature conservation value of the site affected through
habitat creation, linkage and management.

In exceptional circumstances, where the importance of the development outweighs the
need to retain the site, adequate replacement habitat must be provided.

Any replacement habitat must be provided before development commences on any pro-
posed area of habitat to be lost.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM158

189

Insert two addi-
tional para-
graphs prior to
paragraph 7.57

Insert paragraphs prior to paragraph 7.57 to read:

In order to minimise impacts on biodiversity and geodiversity, paragraph 117
of the NPPF states that planning policies should identify and map components
of the local ecological networks, including the hierarchy of international, na-
tional and locally designated sites of importance for biodiversity, wildlife corri-
dors and stepping stones that connect them and areas identified by local part-
nerships for habitat restoration or creation; and aim to prevent harm to geolog-
ical conservation interests.

Starting at the top of the hierarchy of sites of biodiversity and geodiversity im-
portance, Cambridge does not currently have any sites of European importance
for habitats and species. However, in line with paragraph 118 of the NPPF, any
potential Ramsar sites, Special Protection Areas or Special Areas of Conserva-
tion would need to be given the same protection as European sites and permis-
sion would not normally be granted where there would be an adverse effect on
these sites. Plans or projects which may have a likely significant effect on a
European site will require appropriate assessment under the Conservation of

Habitats and Species Requlations 2010 (as amended).

This is addressed in the assessment above.

CC-MM159

189

Paragraph 7.57

Insert sentences at the end of the paragraph 7.57 to read:

Within Cambridge, there are a number of nationally and locally recognised nature con-
servation sites, which form an important element of the character and setting of the city.
These sites include two Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), which are designated
for their national biodiversity or geodiversity value. SSSIs are statutorily protected by
their designation under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and the Natural Environ-
ment and Rural Communities Act 2006. Natural England will be consulted on any
planning application in or adjacent to a SSSI. The Council will not normally
grant permission for any proposal which causes significant harm to a SSSI.

This is addressed in the assessment above.

CC-MM160

189
&190

Paragraph 7.59

Amend paragraph 7.59 to read:

The policy will ensure that development would only be supported where it can be ade-
quately demonstrated that proposals will not have an adverse effect on biodiversity; and
that, where required, suitable mitigation measures are acceptable and deliverable. In
addition, the potential for the enhancement of the site and adjacent habitats should also
be explored. Proposals on or adjacent to a site of local conservation importance should
not be refused granted without proper consideration to ef the potential to enhance the
designated site’s biodiversity through enhanced management, habitat creation or the
formation of new linkages with adjacent habitat areas.

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM161

192
193

&

Policy 71: Trees

Amend text of Policy 71 to read:

Development will not be permitted which awetds_involves felling, significant surgery

This is a minor change to the policy which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.
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(either now or in the foreseeable future) and potential root damage to trees of amenity
or other value, unless there are demonstrable public benefits accruing from the proposal
which clearly outweigh the current and future amenity value of the trees.

Development proposals should:

a. preserve, protect and enhance existing trees and hedges that have amenity val-
ue as perceived from the public realm;

b. provide appropriate replacement planting, where felling is proved neces-
sary; and

C. provide sufficient space for trees and other vegetation to mature.

Particular consideration should be given to veteran or ancient trees, as defined by Natu-
ral England, in order to preserve their historic, ecological and amenity value.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM162

193

New paragraph
before para-
graph 7.69

Proposed modification withdrawn:

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

Section Eight: Services and local facilities

198 Policy 72: De- Amend title of table within Policy 72 to read: This is @ minor change to the policy which would not change the sustainability
Zﬁgonpgn;%r;tuz;rédm Uses suitable at-greund-floeertevel on all floors in centres and those not suitable at performance of the plan.
CC-MM163 district. local ground floor level in centres Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
and neighbour- Amend header row of table in Policy 72 to read:
hood centres . .
Centre uses (uses suitable on all floors at-greund-fleerdevel in centres)
200 Policy 73: Com- | Amend text from Policy 73 to read: This is @ minor change to the policy which would not change the sustainability
201 ;nnl'(ljmt?/e’isursépogf Proposals for new and improved sports and leisure facilities will be supported where they performance of the plan.
cilities third improve the range, quality and access to facilities both within Cambridge and, where | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
! appropriate, in the sub-region, Proposals should have regard to the Playing Pitch
paragraph e - —— -
CC-MM164 Strategy and Indoor Sports Facility Strategy. This policy is relevant to a wide
range of facilities from health clubs that serve parts of the city to leisure and sports pro-
vision that serves the city and sub-region, such as a concert hall, community sports
stadium and sports complex. In securing a suitable location for city-wide or sub-
regional facilities, developers will be expected to demonstrate use of the sequential test
in considering sites for development.
201 Paragraph 8.11 Insert new sentence at end of paragraph 8.11 (moved from the end of paragraph 8.14) | This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
to read: performance of the plan.
Community, sports and leisure facilities/sites perform an important role by stimulating | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM165 and supporting social cohesion and interaction. It is therefore important that new and
replacement facilities support new and existing communities, respectively. These should
also facilitate the growth of the city by providing sufficient capacity to accommodate
community need and demand. Wider sports and leisure facilities should also be
considered in appropriate areas of major change or other locations.
201 Paragraphs 8.13 | Amend paragraphs 8.13 and 8.14 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
CC-MM166 and 8.14 performance of the plan.

As part of plan-making, a A process wilH-alse-be was developed with South Cam-
bridgeshire to jointly assess appropriate sites in both areas;—with-the—aim-ef-identify-

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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ing—an—appropriate—and-deliverable—site for a community stadium within the sub-
region. None was identified. However, subsequently the Councils have also
worked together with Sport England to produce a Playing Pitch Strategy and an
Indoor Sports Facilities Strategy for Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire to
2031 which has not identified any quantitative or qualitative need for a com-
munity stadium.
204 Table 8.1: Defi- | Amend bullet point under section of Table 8.1 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
205 n|t|o!'1 of com- Categories not included in the definition: performance of the plan.
munity facilities Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA
e Any facility on the Community Asset Register that is beyond the definition of a com- 9 ’ 9 !
munity facility. The Community Asset Register is a list of assets subject to communi-
ty ‘right-to-bid’ rules and is a separate process to the planning process
e University teaching accommodation, language schools and tutorial colleges, veteri-
CC-MM167 nary surgeries
e Leisure sports and entertainment facilities, including arts and cultural facilities such
as museums, performance venues and theatres
e Outdoor-sperts—and children’s play areas are addressed by open spaces and recrea-
tion policies in Section Seven
e Specialist housing, including residential care homes and nursing homes are dealt
with in Section Six
208 Policy 75: | Amend text of Policy 75 to read: This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
It—:g:Ithcare facili- New or enhanced healthcare facilities will be permitted if: performance of the plan.
a. the scale, range, quality and accessibility of healthcare facilities would be improved; Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
b. they are located in the area they are expected to serve; and
CC-MM168 c. where possible and appropriate they are co-located with complementary services.
The Council will work with Eeeal-Commissioning-Groups the relevant health organ-
isations to provide high quality and convenient local health services in all parts of Cam-
bridge, but particularly in areas of population growth.
Planning permission will be granted for new primary healthcare facilities in locations
accessible by road, by walking, by cycling and by public transport, where this will meet
an existing deficiency, or support regeneration or new development.
208 Paragraph 8.35 Delete entire paragraph: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge

CC-MM169

Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.
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211 Policy 77: De- | Amend all references of hotel(s) to visitor accommodation throughout policy 77, includ- This is @ minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
CC-MM170 velopment and | ing the policy title, policy text and supporting text to read: performance of the plan.
ﬁ)étpslr;smn of Development and expansion of hetels visitor accommodation Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
211 Policy 77: De- | Amend text of Policy 77 to read: This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
;i::?apnn;i%r;lt arlﬂ Proposals for high quality hetels visitor accommodation will be supported as part of performance of the plan.
hotels, Policy mixed-use schemes at: Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
text paragraphs Old Press/Mill Lane;
1&2
b. key sites around Parker’s Piece;
c. land around Cambridge Station and the proposed new Station serving North East
CC-MM171 . ;
Cambridge (see Section Three); and
d. any large windfall sites that come forward in the City Centre during the plan pe-
riod.
Proposals for smaH; high quality hetels visitor accommodation will also be supported
in other City Centre locations, while larger high quality hotels beyond the City Centre
may come forward in North West Cambridge and at Cambridge Biomedical Campus ane
Addenbrooke’s-hospital (including Addenbrooke’s Hospital)
211 Policy 77: De- | Delete text from Policy 77: This is a minor change to policy which clarifies how apart-hotels will be dealt with.
velopment and The modification would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM172 expansion of . —
hotels, Policy Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
text paragraph 3
211 Policy 77: De- | Amend text from Policy 77 to read: This is @ minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
\éilsapnn;%r;‘t ar:)c'i: New hetels visitor accommodation should be located on the frontages of main roads performance of the plan.
CC-MM173 Hotels Policy or in areas of mixed-use en_or within walking distance of bus route corridors with Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
text paragraph 4 good public transport accessibility.
212 Paragraph 8.49 Amend paragraph 8.49 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
The Cambridge Hotel Futures Study (as amended) identifies the aim of achieving a performance of the plan.
high quality and distinctive hotel offer in Cambridge City Centre in terms of national and | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
international branded 4 star hotels, boutique hotels, good quality 3 star hotels and pos-
CC-MM174 sibly a 5 star hotel - through the upgrading and expansion of existing hotels and the
conversion of suitable properties. Consequently, the policy seeks to ensure that any
proposal is for a hotel of suitably high quality specification to meet the needs identified
in the study. This can help ensure that any new hotels are towards the upper end of the
spectrum of hotels.
212 After paragraph | Insert new paragraphs below paragraph 8.49 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which clarifies how apartments will be dealt
8.49 .. . . . with. The modification would not change the sustainability performance of the plan.
Visitor accommodation now takes many forms, ranging from traditional hotels,
guesthouses and hostels to apart-hotels and serviced apartments. This policy | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
and policy 78 applies to visitor accommodation within any of these (or similar)
formats.
CC-MM175

The accommodation offered at apart-hotels and services apartments can take
various forms. Some accommodation offered at apart-hotels and serviced
apartments display characteristics associated with permanent, self-contained
housing. Some is more akin to hotels, as a result of the type of services they
provide, and, as such, may consequently result in different impacts to perma-
nent housing. Apart-hotels and serviced apartments may therefore fall within
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the C1, C3 Use Classes or be a sui generis use, depending on their characteris-
tics, such as (amongst others):

presence of on-site staff/management

[ ]
o presence of reception, bar and/or restaurant
[ ]
[ ]

provision of cleaning and administrative services
ownership or other tenure of units and/or ability to sell or lease on the open
market

¢ minimum/maximum lease lengths.

Developers will be required to provide full details of the nature of the accom-
modation to be provided and the proposed terms of occupation when submit-

ting a planning application for new apart-hotels and serviced apartments.

Where proposals for apart-hotels or serviced apartments are considered to fall
within C3 use Class proposals or comprise sui generis uses which have the

characteristics of a C3 use, such proposals will be assessed via relevant hous-
ing policies in the Local Plan.

For proposals within the C1 Use Class, or which comprise sui generis uses with
the characteristics of a C1 use, those proposals will be considered against this
policy and other relevant policies of the Plan concerning visitor accommoda-
tion. The Council will take steps to ensure that apart-hotel and serviced apart-
ment units approved for use as visitor accommodation would not be used or
occupied as permanent households, including students, or as permanent dwell-
ings. This may include the imposition of conditions to ensure maximum lengths
of stay (typically 90 days) and a restriction on return visits.

CC-MM176

212

Paragraph 8.50
& 8.51

Delete paragraphs 8.50 & 8.51:

See above

CC-MM177

211

Policy 78: Rede-
velopment or
loss of hotels

Amend all references of hotel(s) and guesthouse(s) to visitor accommodation throughout
policy 78, including the policy title, policy text and supporting text to read:

Redevelopment or loss of hetels visitor accommodation

Development will not be permitted which would result in the loss of existing hetels-and
visitor accommodation (as defined within the su i

guestheuses
QO"C!77.- he-Ci en e-ahdatong-bustrotte
transpert-aceessibility unless the use is no longer viable.

Applications for change of use will need to demonstrate that:

a. all reasonable efforts have been made to preserve the facility but it has been
proven that it would not be economically viable to retain the hetel-er—guest-
heuse visitor accommodation in its current form; and

b. the property or site has been appropriately marketed for at least 12 months in
order to confirm that there is no interest in the property or site for hetel-er
guesthoeuse visitor accommodation use.

This is a minor change to policy which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM178

213

Paragraph 8.52

Amend paragraph 8.52 to read:

While some of the requirement for new hetel-bedreems visitor accommodation in
the City Centre can be met through the repositioning and upgrading of existing City Cen-
tre hetels visitor accommodation, there is likely to be a requirement for further sites

This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

72




Mod Ref.

Local

SA approach

Plan Policy/
Page Paragraph Proposed Modification
or conversion opportunities to fully satisfy the identified market opportunities.
213 Paragraph 8.53 Amend paragraph 8.53 to read: This is a minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
With limited identifiable sites for new-build hetel visitor accommodation development performance of the plan.
in the City Centre, the conversion of suitable properties looks likely to provide the most | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM179 . : . . - . ) .
realistic way to deliver the required new hetels visitor accommodation in the City
Centre.
213 Paragraph 8.54 Amend paragraph 8.54 to read: This is @ minor change to supporting text which would not change the sustainability
However, where the case can be made that the hetel visitor accommodation is not performance of the plan.
CC-MM180 and cannot be made viable with investment, its loss may be acceptable. Evidence would | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

be required, in terms of marketing and viability of existing uses. The preference is for
conversion to residential use.

Section Nine: Providing the infrastructure to support development

219 Paragraph 9.8 Insert sentence at the end of paragraph 9.8 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Developers will be required to ensure the provision of such services from first occupation Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
- - L . ) changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
cC-MM181 of the development for a period of up to five years, where this is a viable option for the | 4o t0the minor nature of the modifications
development in terms of practicality, convenience and cost. In some instances, the '
build out rate of development may be longer than five years with a consequen-
tial need to provide bus services for a longer period of time.
222 Paragraph 9.18 Amend paragraph 9.18 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
New development often brings with it the need for new transport and more pressure on Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
. . o ; changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
CC-MM182 the transport network is a common consequence of this. Any additional strain on the due to the minor nature of the modifications
transport network as a result of new development needs to be appropriately assessed '
by the council and Cambridgeshire County Council as the highways authority
and mitigated.

223 After paragraph | Add new paragraph after paragraph 9.22: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge

9.22 . . . . . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MM183 %’%ﬁﬁ;;gzd;::rz;:::‘g(g;?s:::: ?:é)i:'i:itizasus- changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
g * due to the minor nature of the modifications.

228 Policy 85: Infra- | Amend text of Policy 85 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
structure deliv- . . . . . . - . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
ery, planning The mtroductlgn of C.IL "?_29'1'4 W'”.be accompanied by a review of the CounC|I_s g_wd— changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
obligations ance on pIann_lng obligations, and will ensure that the range and _IeveI_ of contributions due to the minor nature of the modifications.
and the Com- towards local infrastructure needs are kept up to date and maximised in the context of

CC-MM184 munity Infra- emerging CIL practice and guidance. The guidance on planning obligations will be

structure Levy,
final paragraph

adopted alongside a CIL charging schedule and a CIL Requlation 123 list. The-
se documents will clarify what infrastructure types/projects the Council will
seek to fund via CIL and what infrastructure types/projects the Council will
seek to secure via planning obligations.

Appendix A: The development plan for Cambridge
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237 Paragraph A.1 Amend paragraph A.1 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge

On adoption of this plan, the official statutory development plan for Cambridge com-
prises:

e Cambridge Local Plan 2014;

e Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Minerals and Waste LeealbBevelopment
Framewerl—Core Strategy (July 2011); and Site Specific Proposals Plan
(February 2012) Development Plan Documents;

e Cambridge East Area Action Plan (excluding policies CE/3 and CE/35, which
are replaced by Policy 12: Cambridge East); and

e North West Cambridge Area Action Plan.

The Cambridge Local Plan 2006 is deleted in its entirety and no longer forms part of the
development plan.

Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.

Appendix B: Proposals schedule

. . . . The latest assessment of this site is that contained in the report Cambridge and South
241 ﬁppendllx B: Site Address Area (ha) | Capacity Cambridgeshire Local Plans SA Addendum Report Annex 1 Site Assessment Proformas
roposa S. . ] & Summary Results (March 2016).
Schedule:  Site | | GB1 Land north | 784 200 dwellings
GB1: Land north of Worts’ Due to the change in the site area to exclude the County Wildlife Site it is likely that
CC-MM186 of Worts’ Causeway 2.33 45-dph the site could have different sustainability effects than previously so should be re-
Causeway 27 dph assessed.
Screening conclusion: Potential change to the results of the SA which re-
quires re-assessment / reporting.
. . . . . . . The latest assessment of this site is that contained in the report Cambridge and South
241 ﬁppendllx B: {n%'ease;heBs!z; of S'tej GSBthZ ’7C/ll_1de Nsnlzvbury Farm (0.9 hectares). Amend site details Cambridgeshire Local Plans SA Addendum Report Annex 1 Site Assessment Proformas
Srohpc:jsa; S In Appéndix b. Froposals schedule to read: & Summary Results (March 2016). This amended pro-forma added in the land area of
chedule Newbury Farm to the site. However, this pro-forma contains an error in relation to
the distance to primary education. The original had it scored red, as the school is over
) Site Address Area (ha) 800m from the site. The revised proforma said green, assumed provision on site. This
Site GB2: Land change was wrong, as there will not be a primary school on site. There are also
south of Worts changes made in relation to the distance to 'nearest play space for children and
Causeway GB2 Land south of Worts’ Causeway 68-7.7 teenagers.
CC-MM187 Screening conclusion: Potential change to the results of the SA for site GB2
which requires re-assessment / reporting.
241 Appendix B: | Amend dwellings per hectare to reflect change in site area: See CC-MM187
Proposals
Schedule: Site | | Capacity
CC-MM188 GfBZ: La”dv\sloutth, 230 dwellings
0 orts 45-dot
Causeway
34 dph
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241 Appendix B: | Amend provisional issues for both sites GB1 and GB2 to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Proposals Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Schedule: Site changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring
GB1: Land north Consider—en-site—coemmunity—and-—serviece previsionjeintly-with-GB1/GB2 SA due to the minor nature of the modifications.
of Worts’
CC-MM189 Causeway and o Contributions should be made towards improved community facili-
Site GB2: Land | ties and services in this part of the city.
south of Worts’
Causeway
241 Footnotel to | Amend text to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
253 Appendix B: . B . . . I Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Proposals Approximate number b"’fsed on initial assessment in Strategic Housing Lgnd Avallab|_l|ty changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring
Schedule (in Assessment (SHLAA); final number may be greater or smaller depending on detailed SA due to the minor nature of the modifications.
head l d | @assessment and detailed design. For mixed use sites, the uses and figures
CC-MM190 eacer iine an uoted should be regarded as giving a broad indication of the council’s expec-
underneath ta- | 9UOt€d should be regarded as S expec-
ble on page tations.
241)
243 Appendix B: | Amend text to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Proposals AL I . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Schedule © Within Mill Road Opportunity Area changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
o Contamination requires remediation due to the minor nature of the modifications.
Site R10: Mill | © Retain listed library building
Road Depot and | o Open space requirements to reflect location in an area of open space deficiency
adjoining prop- . . S
erties, Mill Road o Potential location for district energy centre
o Site-will-need-ecareftlreview—of-highwayaeeess Vehicular access to be from
CC-MM191 Mill Road only, subject to detailed testing
o Provide room for the Chisholm Trail
o Range of housing typologies to be provided across the site
o The site promoters will be expected to prepare a planning and development
brief for the site demonstrating how development will successfully integrate
with the existing residential area as well as addressing the constraints and op-
portunities of the site. Scale, massing and density considerations in the design
and disposition of new and existing housing will be expected to have regard to
the character of the existing area.
244 Appendix B: | Amend text to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Proposals Contaminati . diati d limit t f housi Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Schedule, Site | © ontamination requires remediation and may limit type ot housing changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
R12 Ridgeons, | o Open space requirements to reflect location in an area of open space deficiency due to the minor nature of the modifications.
75 Cromwell
Road o Primary Aaccess onto Cromwell Road, subject to detailed testing
CC-MM192 o Within the air quality management area

o Range of housing typologies to be provided across the site

o The site promoters will be expected to prepare a planning and development
brief for the site demonstrating how development will successfully inte-

grate with the existing residential area as well as addressing the con-
straints and opportunities of the site. Scale, massing and density considera-

tions in the design and disposition of new and existing housing will be ex-
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pected to have regard to the character of the existing area.
Under planning status, amend reference to Local Plan 2006 allocation. Should read
'5.14' not ‘515~
245 Site R17, Mount | Amend text of Site R17 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:
Pleasant House, Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan - Sustainability Appraisal Screen-
Mount Pleasant, ing (January 2017).
ﬁfoppeonscélé B: | Capacity: The screening in 2017 stated that the latest assessment of this site is that contained
Schedule in the report Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire Local Plans SA Addendum Report
Annex 1 Site Assessment Proformas & Summary Results (March 2016). The site
50-dwellings assessment made the assumption that the site was to be developed for residential
88-dph accommodation. The site’s proposed use has now changed to student accommodation
and a new site assessment proforma has been completed taking this change into
270 student rooms account. This is contained in Appendix 1 of the above report. The assessment has
not changed significantly. The main change is that the distance to play and
educational facilities and employment centres is not applicable for student
CC-MM193 accommodation. This means that the site performs slightly more positively as school
capacity in the area is not sufficient meaning that mitigation would be required if the
site were developed for residential development. The site lies in close proximity to a
number of Colleges of the University of Cambridge. Its potential use for student
accommodation is positive, given the locational benefits for existing Colleges. This
would have less negative effects on the level of use of the local highway network than
residential accommodation and supports an important sector of the local economy.
This allocation assists the Council in meeting other known development needs in the
city.
Screening conclusion: insignificant changes to the site performance due to
the fact that the site use has changed. Please see Appendix 1 of the above
referenced report.
247 Appendix B: | Amend text to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Proposals Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Schedule changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
Capacity: ;786 1,696 dwellings due to the minor nature of the modifications.
CC-MM194 Site R43: NIAB
1 Land between
Huntingdon
Road and Histon
Road
247 Appendix B: | Insert in Capacity column: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
Proposals the results of the SA have been validated below. The latest assessment of this site is
Schedule that contained in the report Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire Local Plans SA
B1 (a) and B1 (b) employment, 156 dwellings, and retail uses Addendum Report Annex 1 Site Assessment Proformas & Summary Results (March
2016). This assessment had already acknowledged employment uses and the area of
CC-MM195 Site R44: Bet- retail is not significant. This also has been tested as part of the SA of policy 20, which

jeman House

allows for retail in this area. Therefore, the modification would not change the
sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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247 Appendix B: | Insert in provisional issues identified column: See above

Proposals

Schedule
¢ Neoetapplicable Development adjacent to Grade II* historic park and garden

at Cambridge University Botanic Gardens needs careful consideration.
jeman House
o Regard should be had to structures on site, which by virtue of their charac-
ter, quality and location, make a positive contribution to the character and
appearance of the conservation area.
. . . The latest assessment of this site is that contained in the report Cambridge and South
249 ﬁfoppeonsdall); B: | Amend Area (ha) to read: 278 2.9 Cambridgeshire Local Plans SA Addendum Report Annex 1 Site Assessment Proformas
& Summary Results (March 2016).

Schedule

Amend Capacity to read: ¥28 78 dwellings 46 60 dph Due to the changes to the site size and uses it is likely that the site could have differ-
ent sustainability effects than previously so should be re-assessed.
CC-MM197 Site R2_1: 315- Screening conclusion: Potential change to the results of the SA which re-

349 Mill Road | Up to 1 hectare employment floorspace (including healthcare) and 0.6 ha for up to | quires re-assessment / reporting.

and Brookfields | 270 student rooms

250 Appendix B: | Remove text from the existing uses column within Appendix B relating to Site M13 West | This is a minor factual modification and would not change the sustainability
proposals Cambridge Site: performance of the plan.
CC-MM198 Schedule Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
Agriewitural; University and research institutes
Site M13: West
Cambridge Site
253 Site Ul OIld | Amend text of Site U1 to read: This modification has already been subject to SA screening as part of RD/CFM/020:

Press/Mill Lane, Proposed Modifications to the Cambridge Local Plan — Sustainability Appraisal Screen-

Appendix B: ing (January 2017).

22%%%115 Capacity: The screening in 2017 stated that The latest assessment of this site is that contained
Yp-to—150-dwelings,—Student accommodation: Indicative capacity of 350 stu- | in the report Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire Local Plans SA Addendum Report
dent rooms* Annex 1 Site Assessment Proformas & Summary Results (March 2016). The site

. assessment made the assumption that the site was to be developed for university
up to 6,000 sqg m commercial use, uses. The site’s proposed use has now changed to student accommodation, and to
up to 75 bedroom hotel and up to 1,000 sq m other uses clarify the commercial use, hotel use and other uses for the site so a new site
L . L. . . . . . assessment proforma has been completed taking this change into account. This is
CC-MM199 * The indicative capacity of this site is subject to detailed testing, including | contained in Appendix 1 of this report. The assessment has not changed significantly.

consideration of the site’s constraints, particularly the historic environment.

The main change is a more positive score for employment as the site will now provide
commercial uses. The site lies in close proximity to a number of Colleges of the
University of Cambridge. Its potential use for student accommodation is positive,
given the locational benefits for existing Colleges. This would have less negative
effects on the level of use of the local highway network than residential
accommodation and supports an important sector of the local economy. This
allocation assists the Council in meeting other known development needs in the city.

Screening conclusion: insignificant changes to the site performance due to
the fact that the site use has changed. Please see Appendix 1 of the above
mentioned report.
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252 Appendix B: | Amend provisional issues identified to read: The modification could potentially cause changes to the results of the SA. Therefore,
Proposals Surf ter flood risk d . ful mitigation: the results of the SA have been validated below. The latest assessment of this site is
Schedule © urface water tiood risk would require caretul mitigation; that contained in the report Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire Local Plans SA Ad-

Site U3; Grange
Farm off Wilber-
force Road

o  Access arrangements would require careful mitigation-;

o Site contains features of biodiversity importance. Development will only
be permitted where it can be adequately demonstrated that proposals will
not have an adverse impact on biodiversity.

dendum Report Annex 1 Site Assessment Proformas & Summary Results (March
2016).

This assessment reported that the site scores amber in relation to the biodiversity
criteria with need for mitigation highlighted. The modification does not change these
conclusions. Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

Appendix C: Designations schedule

257 Appendix C: | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
ggs{;gdr:ﬁ;lons The schedules as listed below are all shown on the Policies Map, except for the sustainability performance of the plan.
List of Protected Public Houses. Other important schedules relevant to plan- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
ning include listed buildings, scheduled monuments, and registered parks and
CC-MM201 gardens. The maintenance of these schedules is not within the council’s re-
sponsibility, but they can be found by contacting Historic England. Not all Parks
and Gardens identified in the Council’s Designation Schedule are included on
the national Register of Parks and Gardens. It should be noted that a number of
Parks and Gardens also fall within the Council’s Protected Open Space desigha-
tion as Parks and Gardens.
272 Appendix C: | Replace P&G22-€Celdham’s-Cemmeon with NAT44 Coldham’s Common This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM202 Designations _ sustainability performance of the plan.
Schedule, Site . .
PRG22 Screening conclusion: no change to the resuilts of the SA.
276 Appendix C: | Delete PHOO9-TFhe-Raneh No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Designations Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Schedule - List changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
CC-MM203 . o
of protected due to the minor nature of the modifications.
public houses
(Policy 76)
276 Appendix C: | Delete PHO19-FheResemary-Branch This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Designations sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM204 Schedule - List Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA
of protected ' '
public houses
(Policy 76)
276 Appendix C: | Delete PHO25-Penny-Ferry This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Designations sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM205 Schedule - List Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA
of protected ' '
public houses
(Policy 76)
277 Appendix C: | Delete PHO66-TFheZebra This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Designations sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM206 Schedule - List Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA
of protected ' ’
public houses

(Policy 76)
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278 Appendix C: | Add PH105 The Pint Shop 10 Peas Hill Market This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Designations sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM207 Schedule - List Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA
of protected ' '
public houses
(Policy 76)
278 Appendix C: | Add PH106 The Old Bicycle Shop 104 Regent Street Peas Hill Market This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Designations sustainability performance of the plan.
Schedule - List . .
CC-MM208 of protected Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
public houses
(Policy 76)

Appendix D: Southern Fringe Area Development Framework

CC-MM209

281

Appendix D:
Southern Fringe
Area Develop-
ment Frame-
work, paragraph
D.1, first para-
graph

Amend text to read:

This appendix is based on the Southern Fringe Area Development Framework (ADF)
document produced by Cambridge City Council in 2006. The wording of this appen-
dix is predominantly based on the 2006 document, but updated slightly where
it is appropriate to do so. It has been included in the local plan to reiterate the
council's support for the Framework's content (as updated) and to ensure its
status is strengthened by virtue of it being included in a local plan. This appen-
dix will help direct the preparation of future planning applications and the planning of
services and infrastructure. The vision for this area is:

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of the modifications.

Appendix F: Tall buildings and the skyline

309 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
'?ﬁ(laldslrllgllsine Ifzd Cambridge has not experienced pressure for exceptionally tall structures as in larger sustainability performance of the plan.
e cities such as London, Birmingham and Manchester. However, it does face pressure for | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
buildings that, at between five and ten residential storeys are taller than the pre-
CC-MM210 va|I|ng bu||t form across the C|ty at—bet—ween—#we—aﬂd—ten—reﬁdent-ra-l—stereys Hew—
309 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
310 '?ﬁ(laldslrllgllsine ;ar;d This guidance is intended to provide clarity over the interpretation of Policy 60: Tall sustainability performance of the plan.
e buildings and the skyline in Cambridge. It provides a robust set of criteria to assist in | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM211 assessing the likely impact of a proposed tall building (or buildings). Overall, this guid-
ance has the purpose of ensuring that the overall character and qualities of the Cam-
bridge skyline should be maintained and, where appropriate, enhanced as the city con-
tinues to grow and develop into the future.
310 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM212 Buildings and The Guidance on Tall Buildings Advice N#note published in 2007-December 2015 by sustainability performance of the plan.

The Skyline, F.8

Eﬂghsh—l-lerft-age—and—eA-B-E—Hlstorlc England states:

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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“"What might be considered a tall building will vary according to the nature of
the local area. A ten-storey building in a mainly two-storey neighbourhood will
be thought of as a tall building by those affected, whereas in the centre of a
large city it may not.”
311 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
{B_;]J:aldlngsSk I?nned An appraisal of the existing characteristics of the Cambridge skyline is set out sustainability performance of the plan.
F.10 YIN® | below. On the basis of that information: Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
i)  Within the historic core, as identified on Figure F.1, building proposals of six
storeys or more (assuming a flat roof with no rooftop plant and a height of 19m
above ground level) would automatically trigger the need to address the criteria set
CC-MM213 out within the guidance. However, dependent on the exact location within the his-
toric core, buildings of four to six storeys may also need to be evaluated against the
assessment criteria herein, due to proximity to heritage assets and potential im-
pacts on key views.
ii)  Within the suburbs, buildings of four storeys and above (assuming a flat roof with
no rooftop plant and a height of 13m above ground level) will automatically trigger
the need to address the criteria set out within the guidance.
313 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
_;E_Sﬁ:aldmgsSky”anned d.  Views from the west: sustainability performance of the plan.
F.20, criterion . Madingley Road (intermittently): Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CcC-MM214 (d) + Red Meadow Hill - open panoramic views of the city are afforded
from Red Meadow Hill within Coton Countryside Reserve; and
» Barton Road, east of the junction 12 of the M11.
+ Coton footpath, and
+ M11 between junction 12 and junction 13
316 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
_;E_S;]JtlaldmgsSkyﬁ'anned Tall buildings have the potential to act as positive landmarks that aid legibility and make sustainability performance of the plan.
F.31 " | it easier for people to orientate themselves around the city. Appropriate ‘conditions’ for a | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM215 ' tall building could, for example, include local nodes, key city street junctions, the ends of
important vistas, and in and around principal transport junctions. However, this ap-
proach would not generally be appropriate within the Historic Core due to the
higher level of sensitivity in this area resulting from the presence of a signifi-
cant number of heritage assets.
317 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM216 .;B.;“eldmgsSkylfnned Criterion 2b: HisteriealHImpact on the historic environment sustainability performance of the plan.
Criterion 2: His: Screening conclusion: no change to the resuilts of the SA.
torical Impact
317 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
{B_ﬁleldmgsSky'?nned Applicants need to refer to the Cambridge Historic Core Appraisal, the various current sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM217 F.34 " | conservation area appraisals and suburbs and approaches studies for Cambridge. These | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

documents provide detailed assessments of the parts of the city in respect of history,
urban form, character, key buildings and views, among others. Any application that re-
sults in potential harm to impaets-en heritage assets needs to be accompanied by a
separate heritage statement or address such issues within the design and access state-
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ment, dependent on the scale of the impact.
317 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
.;B.ﬁgdmgSSk ”anned In summary, tall building proposals which have the potential to impact on the setting sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM218 F.35 YiNe | and significance of heritage assets will need to demonstrate and quantify the impact | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
) on the heritage asset, be it a listed building, scheduled monument, conservation area,
registered historic park and garden and non-designated heritage assets, including but
not limited to buildings of local interest.
318 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Buildings and . . . . . Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
The Skyline, TaII_ buildings should be 9°9d neighbours. C_areful §0n5|derat|o_n must be given to the changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
CC-MM219 F.41 design of any new tall building to ensure neighbouring properties are not adversely af- due to the minor nature of the modifications.
fected due to the loss of aspect, outlook or privacy (overlooking), loss of daylight and
sunlight to adjacent properties, overshadowing of gardens and the public realm, noise,
or any other relevant amenity.
322 Appendix F: Tall | Insert new Figure F.1 to show Cambridge Historic Core Area This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Buildings and . sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM220 The Skyline: See amended Figure F.1 overleaf.

Insert new Fig-
ure F.1

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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New Figure F.1 Cambridge Historic Core Area
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322 Appendix F: Tall | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the

Buildings and
The Skyline:
Figure F.1 Exist-
ing Landmark
Buildings

F.%2 Existing Landmark Buildings

See amended Figure F.2 below.

sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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Figure F.2 Existing Landmark Buildings
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€ King’s College Chapel

© st Mary the Great
e Cambridge University Press Pitt Building

© Trinity College

e Holy Trinity Church
@ st John’s College New Court

0 St John's Chapel
© Al Saints Church
9 Emmanuel United Reformed Church
@ Gonville and Caius College

(B University Arms Hotel
@ Fitzwilliam Museum

@ Varsity Hotel

@ Museum of Technology Chimney

€D St Luke’s Church, Victoria Road

@ Foster Mill, Station area

¢B Mill building at Ditton Walk

@ Cambridge University Library

@ St George’s Church, Chesterton Road

@ Aircraft Hangars at Cambridge Airport
@ Addenbrooke’s Hospital incinerator chimney
¢I) The Belvedere

@ Botanic House

X Cambridge University Chemistry Building
@ Schlumberger Building

€D Carter Cycle Bridge
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323 Appendix F: Tall | Figure F.23 Topography and Strategic Viewpoints This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
{B_;]JtlaldlngsSky”anrg Insert new viewpoints from Coton footpath, and M11 between junction 12 and junction sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM222 Figure F.2 To- 13. Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

pography and
Strategic View-
points

See amended Figure F.3 below.
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Figure F.3 Topography and Strategic Viewpoints
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(@ Castle Hill Mound, Shire Hall

@ Madingley Rise, Madingley Road
@ Redmeadow Hill, Barton

@ Grantchester Road

@ Grantchester Meadow

@ M11/A1309 Elevated Roundabout
@ Little Trees Hill, Magog Downs
Limekiln Road

@ Worts’ Causeway/Shelford Road

Cherry Hinton Road roundabout,
@ overlooking Cambridge Airport

@ Ditton Meadows
@ A14 Junction 33 with A10 and A1309

M) River Cam looking south between the A14

- Land between 70m - 80m AOD
- Land between 60m - 70m AOD
. Land between 50m - 60m AOD
- Land between 40m - 50m AOD
- Land between 30m - 40m AOD

- Land between 20m - 30m AOD

Land between 10m - 20m AOD

Land below 10m AOD

/—4\ Contours and heights in metres

=z Railway line

Main Modification CC-MM221: Amend
text to read Figure F.3 Topography
and Strategic Viewpoints
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Appendix G: Local heritage assets criteria and list

327 Appendix G: | Insert new criterion i after criterion h to read: This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
kZEZLS Hce:if:?i: !) d_esigned landscapes - relating to the interest attached to locally SUStamajb'“ty perforr-nance of the plan.
CC-MM223 and List, G.3, important designed landscapes, parks and gardens. Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
insert new crite-
rion after criteri-
on (h)
328 Appendix G: | Add following sites to list as they have met the criteria for local heritage assets: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
336 Local Heritage « All Souls Lane — Mortuary Chapel of All Souls: Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Assets  Criteria . —— = changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
and List * Buckingham Road - Blackfriars; due to the minor nature of the modifications.
e Chaucer Road - No. 6, Dalberg;
List of Local e Chaucer Road - Former Coach House to No. 6;
Heritage Assets e Cherry Hinton Road — No. 91;
e Eden Street — No. 68;
e Grange Road - Grange Court and Manor Court, Pinehurst;
e Hemingford Road — Romsey Mill;
o« Market Passage - Baroosh Bar;
e Newnham Walk, Principal’s Lodge;
e Northampton Street — The Punter;
o Parkside — Parkside Community College
e St Barnabas Road - No. 61, St Barnabas Church Hall;
e St Barnabas Road — The Old School, Rear of St Barnabas Church;
e Thompson’s Lane — La Mimosa;
e Trumpington Street — Hobson Building, St Catharine’s College;
e Trumpington Street — Woodlark Building, St Catharine’s College.
Amend the names and addresses of the following sites to better reflect the location and k
CC-MM224

Downing College - Baker, and Scott Buildings and Chapel (was listed as Baker Building
Elm Street - Nos. 8a 1 to 8 consecutive (was listed as No. 8a);

Emmanuel Road - Cambridge Unitarian Memorial Church (was listed as Unitarian Ch
St Philip’s Road - No.21, Argyle Villa (was listed as No. 21 only);

Willis Road, No. 25 Sinclair Building, Anglia Ruskin University (was listed as Sinclair B
ty);

Willis Road - Nos. 1 - 23 25 (odd) (was listed as Nos. 1 - 25 (odd)).

Delete following sites from list as they have met the criteria for statutory listing:

|

ri}rr

f

Delete the following sites as the building has been demolished:

+ MiH-Read—Nes172—174+

‘_I al Its.lde I il e SE'atienl
._=|=heda-y—5t-reet——5t—P-h-H+p-sg-u-me-r—seheel-n' H~ i 7
o WestRoad—Noe-5-

Appendix I: Open space and recreation standards
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355 Appendix I: | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
ggf:;asti%ance and Policy 68 requires that all residential developments should contribute to the make sustainability performance of the plan.

Standards, par- provision—fer of open space and recreation sites/sperts—facilities in accordance with | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
agraph I 2’ the Council’s Open Space and Recreation Standards—as—set-eut—-belew:, the Playing
) Pitch Strategy and the Indoor Sports Facility Strategy. The Council’'s Open Space
CC-MM225 and Recreation Strategy provides further detail on the justification for these standards
and includes guidance on accessibility and quality—It-alse-ineludes—further-guidanece
oS D—yY'W e 0o0pPenn—Ssg - - “G-G;‘;;-;‘;“ “-‘;v-“‘ AA"A"IA BN "A~EE AR~
vided-through—ecommuted—payments: Table 1.1 sets out the standards for different
types of open space and recreation provision. They apply to all schemes for new residen-
tial developments and the requirement is based on the net number of residents accom-
modated in the new development.

355 Appendix I: | Insert new paragraph after paragraph 1.2: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the

ggéerr;asti%ance and The Playing Pitch Strategy and Indoor Sports Facility Strategy take into ac- sustainability performance of the plan.
Standards. after count planned growth to 2031. However, there will be instances where large | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
paragraph’I 2 windfall sites come forward which have not been accounted for in the strate-
CC-MM226 ' gies. Where this is the case, applicants should provide a sports strategy (also
known as a facilities development plan) setting out the details of specific facili-
ties to be developed, the rationale and need for these. The process will involve
consultation with Sport England and the relevant National Governing Bodies for
sport.

355 Table I1.1: Open | The definition of informal open space should be amended to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Space and Rec- Inf | . includi ti d ks and tural d Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
reation  Stand- | ;' ormal Provision, including recreation grounds, parks ahé, natural greenspaces_anc, changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
ards in town centres or urban locations, usable, high qualit ublic hard surfaces. due to the minor nature of the modifications.

made:
In addition to deleting the sentence under Table 1.1 with the asterix, the asterix should
CC-MM227 be removed from the fourth column, second and third rows.
+ Subjeett L Lof -t}
delivery-mechanisms-
Indicative, and subject to the adoption of the Community Infrastructure Levy
and associated Reqgulation 123 list
356 Appendix I: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
357 Open Space and | Amend text to read: sustainability performance of the plan.
Recreation B .
Standards, par- | Outdoor sports facilities Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
agraphs 1.3 to
L7 The 1.2 hectares per 1,000 people standard is an amalgamation of standards for
different sports, based on team generation rates and current provision. This comprises:
CC-MM228

o grass outdoor pitches for football, hockey, cricket and rugby: 1.1 hectares per
1,000 people;

e tennis courts /multi-use games areas (MUGAs) / bowling greens: 0.1

hectares per 1,000 people-ef3—tennis—eourts—size—{0-18hectares)
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per-3;000-peepleand
° +bewling-green{0-14-hectares)per11;000-people.

G6rass Outdoor pitches, including Artificial Turf Pitches (ATP)

This standard is based on the findings of the latest Cambridge and South Cam-
bridgeshire Playing Pitch Strategy. The standard is indicative. The de-
livery of on-site outdoor playing pitches should be made with regard to
the most recently adopted Playing Pitch Strategy. Artificial turf pitches
will also meet other needs, including football training. Floodlighting is
essential on public artificial turf pitches, and changing rooms, toilets
and storage should be provided. existing-team—generation—rates—with—an

Tennis courts/MUGAs/Bowling Greens

1.6 The provision of outdoor community tennis courts should be on a multi-court
basis, which helps facilitate the development of clubs. Fhe-standard-of-three

tivity- MUGA sites should vary in form based on local need. Bowling
greens should consider providing ancillary facilities to support play and
competitions. Provision for all types of outdoor sports areas should be well
related in geographical terms to the population is it intended to serve and is best
located in areas which are also the focus for other sports and recreational activi-

ty.

CC-MM229

357

Appendix

I:

Open Space and

Amend text to read:

The main components of formal indoor facilities are swimming pools and sports halls.

No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
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Recreation The standard consists of: changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
Standards, par- : . . due to the minor nature of the modifications.
agraph 1.8 e one swimming pool for every 50,000 people; and

¢ one sports hall for every 13,000 people.

360 Appendix I: | Amend text to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Open Space and Thi flect istin ision. Provision for n llotments should be made in th _ | Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
Recreation [NIS reflects existing provision. Frovision for néw afiotments shou € made In the ex changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
Standards, par- isting built-up area of the city and for urban extensions. Where new residential devel- due to the minor nature of the modifications.

CC-MM230 agraph I 1’0 opment is brought forward in the existing built-up area of the city, it is recognised that it

would be difficult to achieve full provision against the standards in a densely developed
area. In the absence of sufficient land for new allotments, monies should be paid to-
wards the enhancement of existing allotment sites. The council shewtd-may also seek to
identify land which might be brought forward for new allotments in areas of deficiency.

Appendix K: Marketing, local needs assessment and viability appraisal

371 Appendix K: | Criterion d of paragraph K.8 should be amended to read: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 — Addendum to the Cambridge
Marketing, Local I . I di iti ith th il I | bl . thori- Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
CC-MM231 Needs and Via- | U€SS Dreviously agreec in writing wit € council as a local planning authori changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
bility Appraisal ty, the marketing exercise should be sufficiently thorough and use all available forms of due to the minor nature of the modifications
" | advertising media and therefore include as a minimum: )
paragraph K.8
373 Appendix K: | New heading and paragraph to be inserted after the heading "Specific requirements cor- | This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Marketing, Local | responding to site/land use” and before the heading "Community facilities (not public sustainability performance of the plan.
Needs As_ses;— houses/public house sites)” and paragraph K.9: Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
ment and Viabil- - .
ity Appraisal Specialist housing
before para- | The asking price/rental charge should be pre-agreed in writing with the local
graph K.9 planning authority following independent valuation (funded by the developer)
CC-MM232 by a professional Royal Institution of Chartered Surveyors (RICS) valuer with
expertise in the specialist housing sector and who is not engaged to market the
property.
Specialist housing can take different forms as indicated in paragraph 6.16, and
it is important that the marketing exercise is not restricted to only one form of
specialist housing. Consequently, the marketing exercise should be aimed at
potential occupiers being from any one of the forms of development detailed in
paragraph 6.16.
374 Appendix K: | Amend text to read: This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
I\N/I:glé(:t”;gn’d L:)/ic:_l Both freehold and leasehold options should be made available witheut-a—tie~requiring sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM233 bility Appraisal i and-without restrictive covenants that Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
" | would otherwise prevent re-use as a public house such that other pub operators, brew-
paragraph K.13 X . ; S .
eries, local businesses or community groups wishing to take over the premises and trade
it as a pub are not excluded.
376 Appendix K: | Amend text to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM234 m::élitlr;%’d LS/?:_I Applicants should note the following in terms of carrying out community consultation as sustainability performance of the plan.

bility Appraisal,
paragraph K.18

part of an independent local needs assessment. The consultation exercise should:

a. take all reasonable steps to notify all residents, businesses and resideneets’

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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associations (in order to take account of employees who might visit the pub) with-
in @ 400m radius of the public house site about the relevant proposal;

b. gather all the opinions and comments of all consultees on the loss of the existing
or former public house facility. The results of this exercise shall be submitted to
the local planning authority as part of the application submission; and

C. complete the consultation at least six months before any related planning applica-
tion is formally submitted.

All reasonable steps would include local advertisement, provision of a site no-
tice, and a letter drop to all addresses within a 400 metre radius of the site.

Appendix L: Ca

r and cycle

parking requirements

CC-MM235

386

After table L.9,
Appendix L

Amend sub-heading to read:

Residential-Cycle parking standards (for both residential and non-residential)

This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM236

386
387

&

Appendix L,
Prior to and
including Para-
graph L.16

Some of the text below has been moved from other parts of Appendix L. Where this
occurs, the original paragraph number has been quoted in italics and brackets after the
paragraph.

Prior to paragraph L.16, insert the following paragraphs and titles to read:

Cycle parking should:

e avoid being located in the basement unless it can be shown to be convenient
and easy to use, with ramps of a gradient of no more than 1 in 4 on both
sides of any stepped access. Any basement cycle parking must also provide
alternative parking on the ground floor for less able users and those with
non-standard cycles; and

o reference to staff or students should be taken to mean the peak number ex-
pected to be on the site at any one time.

All cycle parking should minimise conflicts between cycles, motor vehicles and
pedestrians. Short-stay cycle parking, e.g. for visitors or shoppers, should be
located as close as possible to the main entrances of buildings (no more than
10 metres) and should be subject to natural surveillance. For larger develop-
ments, covered cycle parking should be considered. (Originally Appendix L: Para-
graph L.18 on page 388)

In—addition—te—the—abeve; sSome flexibility is applied to applications of the
standards, in the following instances:

o where strict adherence to the standards for a mixed-use site is likely to
result in duplication of provision; and

o for the historic core area of the city, where constraints may make appli-
cation of the standards difficult for change of use or refurbishment.
(Originally Appendix L: Paragraph L.19 on page 388)

Vertical or semi-vertical cycle racks are not acceptable.

Residential-Develop A Heeessor-doeuments—Hoewever, but-the use of
high-low and two-tier/deuble—deeker/double stacker racks will be considered
on a case-by-case basis for new non-residential and large student develop-
ments. (Originally these paragraphs were Appendix L: Paragraphs L.20 and L.21 on
page 391) A minimum of 20% of the cycle parking spaces required should be
Sheffield stands for less able users and those with non-standard cycles. (Similar
text was originally included in Appendix L: Paragraph L.25 on page 391)

High-low racks should be a minimum of 400mm between centres at 90 degrees

This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

91




Mod Ref.

Local

SA approach

Plan Policy/
Page Paragraph Proposed Modification
and 500-600mm between centres at 45 degrees. Any such stands must allow
for cycles fitted with baskets and require as little lifting as possible. They must
be of a design that supports the front wheel of cycles and allows the frame of
the cycle to be locked to the rack. (Originally Appendix L: Paragraph L.22 on
page 391)
Two tier/ deuble—deeker/double stacker racks must be designed to allow the
frame of the cycle to be locked to the rack and accommodate cycles with bas-
kets. An aisle width of 2,500mm is required to enable the cycle to be turned
and loaded easily. (Originally Appendix L: Paragraph L.23 on page 391)
As with Sheffield stands, drawings and illustrative dimensions to guide the im-
plementation of high-low and two tier/ double decker/double stacker stands
can be found in the Council’s Cycle Parking Guide for New Residential Devel-
opments (and any successor document). (Originally Appendix L: Paragraph L.24 on
page 391)
In instances where part of a site with a known shortfall in cycle parking is
redeveloped, provision in excess of the standards will be strongly recom-
mended. (Originally last sentence of Appendix L: Paragraph L.19 on page 388)
Residential cycle parking
L.16 As—weH—as—aeeerd-rng—mt-h—t-lﬂs—st-andard—resﬂenHal—eyeie ycle parklng
should accord with haveregard-te : : d
established-in the Council’s Cycle Parklng Gu|de for New ReS|dent|aI Developments It
should:
. be located in a purpose-built area at the front of the house or within a
garage (appropriate garage dimensions are shown in this appendix);
. only be located within a rear garden if locating it at the front of the house
is shown to not be in keeping with the character of the surrounding area, and there is no
garage provision; and
. be at least as convenient as the car parking provided.
387 Appendix L, | Amend table heading to read: This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM237 Table L.10 Residential Dwellings and other residential uses = cycle parking standards sustainability performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
388 Appendix L, | Amend sub-heading to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM238 After table L.10 Non-residential use cycle parking standards sustainability performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
388 Appendix L, Amend paragraph to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Paragraph L.17 A H " ith-this—st ard Cycle parking fer-non-residential de- sustainability performance of the plan.
velopment should: Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
e reflect the design and dimensions for cycle parking established in the Council’s Cycle
Parking Guide for New Residential Developments;
CC-MM239 7

e include parking for employees and students in a convenient,—seeure—and covered
location,_subject to natural surveillance. A proportion of the cycle parking

(minimum of 20%) should be provided within a secure location.

e access to cycle parking should be as close as is practical to staff entrances, and clos-
er than non-disabled staff car parking;
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[ ]
. Delete paragraphs. These paragraphs have been moved to the section relating to both . . . . .
388 Appendix L, residential and non-residential uses prior to paragraph L.16 (see above). This is @ minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM240 Paragraphs L.18 sustainability performance of the plan.
and L.19 Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
389 Appendix L, | Amend table entry under 'Food and drinks’ category to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Table L.11 sustainability performance of the plan.
2 spaces for every 5 members of staff
CC-MM241 1 short stay space for every 10 sq m of dining area in the historic core area Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
1 short stay space for every 15 sq m for the rest of the city
391 Appendix L, | Delete paragraphs L.20 - L.25. These paragraphs have largely been moved to the | This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM242 Paragraphs L.20 | section relating to both residential and non-residential uses prior to paragraph L.16 (see | sustainability performance of the plan.

- L.25

above).

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

Appendix M: Monitoring a

nd implementation

CC-MM243

395-459

Monitoring and
Implementation

Modifications to monitoring appendix to create SMART indicators.

A Clean version of Appendix M and a tracked Changes Version of Appendix M
can be found in section 3 of RD/Strat/530 .

To comment on an indicator please reference the Policy that it applies to in
your response.

This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

Appendix N: Five Year Housing Land Supply

Add a new Appendix N after Appendix M: Monitoring and Implementation.

This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the sustain-

After After Appendix .
page 459 M: Monitoring ability performance of the plan.
CC-MM244 . .
and Implemen- | poror to new appendix at the end of this schedule Screening conclusion: no change to the resuilts of the SA.
tation
Glossary
463 Glossary This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Delete glossary term for Aparthotel and serviced apartments: sustainability performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM245
465 Glossary After definition of Carbon Footprint insert definition of City Centre as: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
CC-MM246 The City Centre is the historic, cultural and retail centre of Cambridge. Two sustainability performance of the plan.

main shopping areas can be found within the City Centre: the Historic Core and

the Fitzroy/Burleigh Street/Grafton area. The boundary of the City Centre is

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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defined on the Policies Map.
465 Glossary After definition of Carbon Footprint insert definition of Chalk hills as: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
Chalk hills occurs to the south and south east of Cambridge extending from the sustainability performance of the plan.
south of Addenbrooke’s eastwards towards Newmarket. The chalk hills form | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
part of the East Anglian Heights and are an extension of the chalklands running
north from the Chiltern Hills. The arrival into Cambridge from the chalk hills to
the south-east, dropping down from the higher land, allows for expansive
views across the city. The hills are gently rounded and rolling, reaching 74 me-
CC-MM247 tres above sea level at Wandlebury. The springs that occur at the junction of
the chalk and clay, such as at Nine Wells are an important habitat, and the dry
valleys of the chalk are important landscape features. The fields are large, en-
closed by generally very closely maintained low thorn hedges with few hedge-
row trees. Shelter belts, often of beech, and hill top copses are an important
feature of this landscape, the latter often acting as reference points. The roads
tend to be straight and towards Cambridge run across the contours, thus com-
manding some excellent panoramic views of the city and its environs.
Glossary Delete glossary term for Code for Sustainable Homes: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
sustainability performance of the plan.
Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
CC-MM248
469 Glossary Description of a heritage asset should be amended to read: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
A building, monument, site, place, area or landscape identified as having a degree of sustainability performance of the plan.
significance meriting consideration in planning decisions because of its heritage interest. | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
Heritage asset is a term that includes designated heritage assets (esg= listed buildings,
CC-MM249 world heritage sites, conservation areas, scheduled monuments, protected
wreck sites, registered parks and gardens and battlefields) and non-designated
assets which are identified by the local planning authority. Non-designated heritage
assets include sites of archaeological interest,{ineludingtocaltisting)-_build-
ings, structures or features of local heritage interest listed by, or fulfilling crite-
ria for listing by the local planning authority.
469 Glossary After definition for high quality hotel, insert definition of historic core as: This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
The historic core of Cambridge is part of the large Central Conservation Area, sustainability performance of the plan.
CC-MM250 which is one of eleven conservation areas in Cambridge. The current bounda- | Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
ries of the historic core can be found in Appendix F of the Local Plan and in the
Council’s Historic Core Conservation Area Appraisal.
470 Glossary Between 'Knowledge based economy’ and 'Landscape scale’, insert: No SA required Submitted as part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 - Addendum to the Cambridge
Landfill sites: Local Plan 2014 Proposed Submission Document (July 2013): Schedule of proposed
- changes following proposed submission consultation and classified as not requiring SA
Landfill sites were originally small, informal and uncontrolled tips used by local | due to the minor nature of the modifications.
CC-MM251 authorities or industry for the disposal of waste. As urban sites became scarc-

er, larger sites were developed towards the edge of towns and cities. The Re-
port of the Working Party on Refuse Disposal (DOE 1971) defined controlled
landfilling as ‘the deposit and compacting of waste on land in shallow layers,
and covering the exposed surfaces with inert material.’

Prior to the 1970s, the majority of landfill sites had little or no engineering con-
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trol of waste beyond that provided by the local topography and geology. How-

ever, the introduction of the Deposit of Poisonous Waste Act 1972 and Control

of Pollution Act 1974 introduced regulation of landfill. Modern landfills are

requlated under the Landfill Directive 1999 and the Landfill Regulations 2010.

CC-MM252

475

Glossary

Insert after Specialist schools:

Starter Homes Exception Sites

The Government’s exception site policy enables applications for development

for Starter Homes on under-used or unviable industrial and commercial land
that has not been currently identified for housing. Suitable sites are likely to
be under-used or no longer viable for commercial or_industrial purposes, but
with remediation and infrastructure costs that are not too great so as to render
Starter Homes financially unviable.

The types and sizes of site suitable for Starter Homes are likely to vary across
the country, and will reflect the pattern of existing and former industrial and
commercial use as well as local market conditions. Land in both public and pri-
vate ownership can be considered.

This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.

CC-MM253

475

Glossary

Amend the definition Student hostel accommodation to read:

Student hestel-accommodation

This is a minor change to supporting information which would not change the
sustainability performance of the plan.

Screening conclusion: no change to the results of the SA.
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Local Plan Policies Map: Proposed modification SA Approach
Mod Ref P
age
This is @ minor change to
Policies Map | Policies Map: Cam- | Increase the size of the current allocation for R40 (see extract from original Policies ﬂgures W:ICh would l;]'(lj't
bridge East (R47) Map, July 2013 shown below) as shown in the Policies Map extract at the end of this change the sustainability
. performance of the plan. The
schedule and rename site R47. modification to the site has
\.\_. been screened as part of
A\ Policy 12.
A\ Screening conclusion: no
K o \ change to the results of
S———— the SA.
—<=_ Cambridge East Area Action Plan
e . J
CC-MM254

The amendments to the map legend include two changes to refer to a proposed exten-

sion to areas of major change and new proposals sites.

See map excerpt overleaf.
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ZL:olicies Map - Proposed Changes: Site R47 (Modification reference: CC-MM253)
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Main Modification CC-MM253: Increase
the size of the current allocation
for R40 (see extract from original
Policies Map, July 2013 shown
below) and rename site R47.

Main Modification CC-MM253:
| Amendments to the map leg-
‘| end include two changes to |
“| refer to a proposed extension
to areas of major change and
new proposals sites.
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CC-MM255

Policies Map

Policies Map: Site GB2

Increase the size of site GB2 (original boundary illustrated below) to include Newbury
Farm (0.9 hectares). See amended site map excerpt from the Cambridge Draft Sub-
mission Policies Map July 2013.

Excerpt of original boundary for GB2 (below).

Excerpt of amended boundary for GB2 (below).

See CC-MM187
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CC-MM256

Policies Map

Policies Map: Site Ul:
Old Press/Mill Lane

This site is currently shown only as an allocation (see extract from original Policies Map,
July 2013 shown below). Orange hatching should also be used to denote the Old
Press/Mill Lane Opportunity Area (Policy 25).

Excerpt of original policies map

No SA required Submitted as
part of: RD/ Sub/C/050 -
Addendum to the Cambridge
Local Plan 2014 Proposed
Submission Document (July
2013): Schedule of proposed
changes following proposed
submission consultation and
classified as not requiring SA
due to the minor nature of
the modifications.
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rpt of amended policies map (below).

See exce




Policies Map | Policies Map: Cam- | Amend the Policies Map to extend the Area of Major Change on the map to include the | See CC-MM044
CC-MM257 bridge Northern Fringe | triangular parcel of land to the south of Chesterton sidings.

East Area of Major
Change See map excerpt overleaf.
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Local Plan Policies Map:

Mod Ref Page

Proposed modification

SA Approach

Policies Map — Proposed Changes:

Railway Station Area of Major Change
(Modification reference: CC-MM 256

Cambridge Northern Fringe East and new
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v (c) Crown copyright and database right 2015. Ordnance Survey Licence number 100019730.
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Minor Modification to Policies Map
Include in the Area of Major Change
and Proposed Area Action Plan
Boundary (to reflect minor proposed
modification to Policy 14 of the
Cambridge Local Plan).

P
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Appendix N (Cambridge Local Plan): Five-Year Housing Land Supply

Five-year housing land supply will be calculated using the Liverpool methodology, which has been
determined as appropriate for Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire and which spreads any short-
fall in supply at the point of calculation over the remainder of the plan period. A 20% buffer is also
included in response to historic levels of delivery.

The methodology for calculating five-year housing land supply is set out in figure N1 below:

Figure N1: Methodology for Calculating Five-Year Supply

(a) Housing require-
ment in the plan peri-
od

Net number of new homes required in the plan period (2011 to 2031) as
set out in Policy S/5 of the South Cambridgeshire Local Plan and Policy 3
of the Cambridge Local Plan.

(b) Completions so far
in the plan period

Net number of new homes completed so far in the plan period, as set out
in the Annual Monitoring Report.

(c ) Number of dwell-
ings left to deliver in
the plan period (= a -
b)

Calculated by subtracting the net number of homes completed so far in the
plan period from the housing requirement.

(d) Number of years
of plan period left

Number of years of the plan period left in which to deliver the housing
requirement.

(e) Annualised aver-
age requirement for
the remainder of the
plan period (= c + d)

Calculated by dividing the number of dwellings left to deliver by the num-
ber of years of the plan period left.

(f) Five year supply
requirement (= e x 5)

The requirement to meet in the next five year period. Calculated by multi-
plying the annualised average requirement by five.

(g) 20% buffer to be
added to the five year
supply requirement (=
fx0.2)

A 20% buffer in addition to the five year supply requirement should be
added in response to historic levels of delivery

(h) Five year supply
requirement with 20%
buffer (= f + g)

Five year supply requirement plus 20% buffer, against which predicted
housing supply is assessed.

(i) Number of dwell-
ings predicted to be
completed in the five

Net number of new homes predicted to be completed in the five year peri-
od, as set out in the housing trajectory published in the Annual Monitoring
Report.

year period
(j) Five year supply Calculated by dividing the number of dwellings predicted to be completed
(=i+hxb) in the five year period by the five year supply requirement with the 20%

buffer, and then multiplying by five.

Figures N2 and N3 below summarise the housing land supply position for South Cambridgeshire
and Cambridge individually and jointly as at November 2017 for the five-year periods 2017-2022
and 2018-2023, as contained in the Annual Monitoring Reports 2017. The Councils both individual-
ly and jointly demonstrate a five year housing land supply using the methodology above. The
Council’s five year supply will be published each year in their Annual Monitoring Reports. These
should be consulted for the most up to date position on housing supply.
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Figure N2: Five-Year Housing Land Supply Position at November 2017 for 2017-2022

Cambridge

South Cambridge-
shire

Cambridge & South
Cambridge-shire

(a) Housing requirement
2011 to 2031

14,000

19,500

33,500

(b) Completions up to 31
March 2017

4,932

3,970

8,902

(c ) Number of dwellings
left to deliver in the plan
period (= a - b)

9,068

15,530

24,598

(d) Number of years of
plan period left

14

14

14

(e) Annualised average
requirement for the re-
mainder of the plan peri-
od(=c+d)

648

1,109

1,757

(f) Five year supply re-
quirement (= e x 5)

3,239

5,546

8,785

(g) 20% buffer to be
added to the five year
supply requirement (= f x
0.2)

648

1,109

1,757

(h) Five year supply re-
quirement with 20%
buffer (= f + g)

3,886

6,656

10,542

(i) Number of dwellings
predicted to be complet-
ed in the five year period
(1 April 2017 to 31 March
2022)

4,201

7,235

11,436

(j) Five year supply (=i
+ hx5)

5.4

5.4

5.4

Source: Cambridge Annual Monitoring Report 2017 and South Cambridgeshire Annual Monitoring

Report 2017

Figure N3: Five-Year Housing Land Supply Position at November 2017 for 2018-2023

Cambridge

South Cambridge-

Cambridge & South

shire Cambridgeshire
(a) Housing requirement
2011 to 2031 14,000 19,500 33,500
(b) Completions up to 31
March 2018 6,267 4,629 10,896
(c ) Number of dwellings
left to deliver in the plan 7,733 14,871 22,604
period (= a -b)
(d) Num.ber of years of 13 13 13
plan period left
(e) Annualised average 595 1,144 1,739
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South Cambridge- Cambridge & South

Cambrid
ambridge shire Cambridgeshire

requirement for the re-
mainder of the plan peri-
od(=c+d)

(f) Five year supply re-

. 2,974 5,720 8,694
quirement (= e x 5)

(g) 20% buffer to be
added to the five year
supply requirement (= f x
0.2)

595 1,144 1,739

(h) Five year supply re-
quirement with 20% 3,569 6,864 10,433
buffer (= f + g)

(i) Number of dwellings
predicted to be complet-
ed in the five year period 3,874 8,197 12,071
(1 April 2018 to 31 March
2023)

(j) Five year supply (=i

= hx5) 5.4 6.0 5.8

Source: Cambridge Annual Monitoring Report 2017 and South Cambridgeshire Annual Monitoring
Report 2017

Figure N4 below shows that it is anticipated that based on the housing trajectory as at November
2017 it is anticipated that there will be a rolling five-year housing land supply continuing for the
remainder of the plan period. The housing supply data will be updated annually and published in
the Annual Monitoring Report.

Figure N4: Rolling Five Year Supply

2017- | 2018- | 2019- | 2020- | 2021- | 2022- | 2023- | 2024- | 2025- | 2026-
2022 | 2023 | 2024 | 2025 | 2026 | 2027 | 2028 | 2029 | 2030 | 2031

Cambridge 5.4 5.4 6.0 6.2 6.2 6.2 5.8 5.3 5.3 5.5
h -

South Cam 54 | 60 | 63 | 63 | 64 | 65 | 69 | 77 | 89 | 114

bridgeshire

Cambridge &

South Cam- 5.4 5.8 6.2 6.3 6.3 6.4 6.5 6.8 7.6 9.1

bridgeshire

Source: Cambridge Annual Monitoring Report 2017 and South Cambridgeshire Annual Monitoring
Report 2017

Figure N5 below shows past and projected completions for Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire
over the plan period (2011/12 to 2030/31). In total, the plans must make provision for a minimum
of 33,500 homes over this period, which is represented in the graph by the black ‘plan’ line (the
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combined annual housing requirement of 1,675 net homes). It also includes a ‘manage’ line, which
shows the outstanding balance of completions relative to cumulative delivery.

Figure N5: Past and Projected completions 2011/12 to 2030/31

3,000
2,500
mmm South Cambridgeshire
2,000 Actual and Predicted
Completions
[ Cambridge Actual and
1,500 Predicted Completions
1,000 =P AN - Combined Annual
Requirement
500
—— MANAGE - Combined
Annual Requirement
Minus Completions
0

Figure N6 below provides a summary of the broad distribution and main sources of supply of the
housing provision set out in the plans.

Figure N6: Distribution and supply of housing provision

2011/12 §?16/1 2021/22 | 2026/27 Post
- - - Totals
2020/2 2031

2015/16 1 / 2025/26 | 2030/31
Actual Completions
Cambridge 3,754 1,178 - - - 4,932
South Cambridgeshire 3,427 543 - - - 3,970
Cambridge Urban Area
Cambridge - existing allocations - 226 304 289 0 819
Cambridge - new allocations - 131 613 579 0 1,323
South Fambrldgeshlre - existing ) 42 105 0 0 147
allocations

Cambridge Fringe Sites
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2016/1

2011/12 2021/22 | 2026/27
- - - - Post Totals
2020/2 2031

2015/16 10 0/ 2025/26 | 2030/31 03
Cambridge - existing allocations - 2,227 2,595 521 0 5,343
Cambridge - new allocations - 190 240 0 0 430
South Fambrldgeshlre - existing ) 894 1,879 1,378 250 4151
allocations
New Settlements
South _Cambrldgeshlre - existing ) 203 1,250 1,250 6,784 | 3,203
allocations
Sputh Cambridgeshire - new alloca- | 0 1,660 2,000 8,840 3,660
tions
Rural Area
South .Cambrldgeshlre - existing ) 522 100 53 0 675
allocations
S_outh Cambridgeshire - new alloca- | 674 1,185 750 935 2,609
tions
Unallocated Sites with Planning Permission or Resolution to Grant Planning Permission
Cambridge - 313 40 0 0 353
South Cambridgeshire - 2,608 613 0 0 3,221
Windfall Allowance
Cambridge - 123 553 618 0 1,294
South Cambridgeshire - 50 900 1,000 0 1,950

7,181 10,424 12,037 8,438 ;6’80 38,080

For more details on the individual sites that comprise the above joint housing trajectory, please
refer to the latest Annual Monitoring Report for each authority.
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Figure 3.3: Amended figure site area, title and legend.

(Modification reference: CC-MM043 & CC-MM044)| h"

Figure 3.3: Illustration of Cambridge Northern
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