
Appendix (A)- Written submissions received from Third Parties 
 
 

1. This Appendix includes a number of submissions relating to Phase 3A, Phase 3B 
and both applications. Paragraph 2 is a submission relating specifically to the Phase 
3B application, with Paragraphs 3 and 4 relating specifically to the Phase 3A 
application. Paragraphs 5-9 are statements regarding both the 3A and 3B 
applications. 
 
 

2. On 11 November 2021, South Cambridgeshire District Council Democratic Services 
received a written submission objecting to 20/02142/OUT (Phase 3B) from Dan. The 
written statement was as follows: 
 

“Quoting a comment from the Planning Officer - "The council's own noise specialists have 

reviewed the information and are satisfied with the data submitted and the assessment of 

the impact carried out which includes the back garden of a property on Grenadier Drive 

which is equally close to the entrance to Phase 3b (and adjacent to the site) as Peppercorn 

Drive and this is considered equally valid as a noise monitoring location." 

 

My concern relates to the increase in traffic noise from the road/roundabout which will serve 

the development. It will increase traffic at the junction as well as disrupt the flow of traffic, 

therefore adding to the noise pollution. 

 

I am concerned about the noise assessment and do not believe that the monitoring 

conducted fairly captures the impact on properties in Phase 1, who are closer to the 

roundabout at the front of 3B. (It is also unlikely that the properties that neighbour the 

roundabout are aware of this planning application as, to knowledge, no letters were issues to 

these addresses with that information nor were there any notices near the properties) 

 

Properties in the hammer head of Peppercorn Drive are ~35 meters from the roundabout 

and the noise monitoring location is on Grenadier Drive is ~135 meters with dense housing 

able to act as a sound barrier. 

 

Therefore simply cannot be a fair comparison or valid assumption that this noise monitoring 

location fairly captures the impact on P1 properties, especially given the roundabout is 

proposed to move closer to the P1 properties as part of this application. I believe more 

consultation is required to assess and overcome the impact of development on noise 

pollution both whilst the development is in progress and once the development is complete.  

 



I also share concerns raised by others that the B1050 is a through road for other villages, 

such as Willingham, and is predicted to push close to capacity. Consideration for a bypass 

around Northstowe to Willingham/Over would prevent further developments in neighbouring 

villages from also putting more pressure on that bottleneck.” 

 

 
 

3. On 12 November 2021, South Cambridgeshire District Council Democratic Services 
received a written submission objecting to 20/02171/OUT (Phase 3A) from Hugh 
Venables, a resident of Northstowe. The written statement was as follows: 

 

“Northstowe Phase 3a Planning submission 

 

Hugh Venables 

 

Northstowe Phase 1 resident (from 2017) 

 

The Phase 1 plans will be good when they are completed, but there seems to have 

been little consideration for the decadal scale nature of the project and the period 

between residents moving in and the completion of the construction. Phase 2 has 

addressed some of these issues, such as early implementation of cycle paths but 

every effort should be made to allow people to safely and easily choose low carbon 

and healthy transport options from the point of residents moving onto site. This is a 

key period where people will develop habits, personally and as a neighbourhood, 

which are likely to persist.  

 

Phase 3 renewable energy and efficiency targets should be ambitious now, but also 

have waypoints to reassess them as technology, costs and priorities change, rather 

than creating an inertia against change through long timescale planning decisions, as 

can be seen in Phase 1. Several residents have already retrofitting solar panels, as 

new houses are built without them. 

 

Many valuable wildlife habitats have formed within the construction area for Phases 

1&2, with Phase 2 becoming something of a temporary nature reserve, with multiple 

schedule 1 and red-listed species breeding, including Avocet. This was in neither the 

prior environmental surveys nor plans for completed development, and was often not 

well monitored by ecologists, with some negative consequences. Again, within-

construction phase thought and effort needs to be improved.  



 

A reassessment point, between developers, planners and ecologists, of seeing what 

nature has done for itself would allow for a greater continuity of species that have 

moved onto the site. In some cases there may be a reduction in costs if natural 

processes have largely achieved the desired effects. In Phase 1 an area of pre-

development fallow land was very rich is invertebrates, especially butterflies and 

grasshoppers, but was completely dug through for wildflower seeding, breaking 

almost every invertebrate lifecycle on site. Leaving some patches undisturbed would 

have been very valuable. Willows were also cut down in April on one side of the lake 

and planted on the other to match plans, to no net gain.  

The draft Biodiversity Supplementary Planning Document from the Greater 

Cambridge Local Plan has two paragraphs about the construction stage, which is far 

short of what is needed for the decadal-scale plans in the area, included Phase 3a.” 

 

4. On 12 November 2021, South Cambridgeshire District Council Democratic Services 
received a written submission objecting to 20/02171/OUT (Phase 3A) from Paul 
Searle, a resident of Oakington, on behalf of himself and fellow Oakington residents 
Patricia Few and Dorothy Hughes. Attachments to the submission were also 
provided; the statement and subsequent attachments were: 

 













5. On 25 January 2022, South Cambridgeshire District Council Democratic Services 
received a written submission objecting to both applications from David Stoughton, a 
resident of Cambridge. The statement was as follows: 
 
“I write in person to raise the major issues around planning permissions and the local 
environment. While fully appreciating the need for new housing, this surely cannot 
come at the expense of further damage to the environment and biodiversity and the 
ensuing reduction in wellbeing for existing residents.  
 
The well documented limitations on water supply in a permanently water stressed 
region must be the primary concern here. The damage caused by existing levels of 
abstraction to the chalk aquifers and Cam is already substantial and all councils 
profess to understand this as a major part of their environmental assessment 
process. Yet flying in the face of this reality, planning permission is regularly granted 
for each successive application with minimal and ineffective water conservation 
conditions. The cumulative effect means that damage to the water courses continues 
to mount. 
 
Water Resources East is proposing plans to address the water stress through 
transporting water from elsewhere and creating new reservoirs. If their plans prove 
viable and receive backing there may, in time, be sufficient water to resume the 
ambitious development plans for the region. Until and unless that happens it must be 
the duty of councils to adopt the precautionary principle and seek to avoid the, in this 
case quite probable, eventuality that irreversible damage is caused to the 
environment reducing the quality of life for all it’s residents and leading as a 
consequence to long term depopulation, rendering such developments redundant. 
 
Please consider the full context in which this decision is to be taken. The immediate 
impact may be small but the cumulative impact of many of granting permission for 
each successive application is disastrous. 
 
Thank you for taking care of our environment. 
 
Yours faithfully, David Stoughton” 
 
 
 
 

6. On 25 January 2022, South Cambridgeshire District Council Democratic Services 
received a written submission objecting to both applications from Fiona Goodwille, a 
resident of Cambridge. The statement was as follows: 
 
“I am writing to express my strong opposition to the granting of planning permission 
for further housing at Northstowe.  
  
Nearly two years ago, the Environment Agency requested that the Council should 
seek the water company's assurance that it can meet the needs of growth without 
causing deterioration of the River Cam. Has this assurance been received?  
  
Cambridge Water already needs to reduce its abstraction from the River Cam by 22 
million litres per day from current levels in order to achieve sustainability for the River 
Cam. So how does it plan to provide sustainable water supplies for further 
development at Northstowe? 
  



Until sustainable water supplies can be assured, no planning permission should be 
granted. 
 
Regards, 
Fiona Goodwille” 
 

 
7. On 25 January 2022, South Cambridgeshire District Council Democratic Services 

received a written submission objecting to both applications from Colleen 
McLaughlin, Professor at the University of Cambridge. The statement was as follows: 
 
“I am writing regarding the water policy of your council and its destruction of the 
environment as well as the avoidance of planning accountability that is being 
engaged in. Specifically the council is approving plans to rebuild that are 
unsustainable in terms of the water extraction from the Cam when the council is not 
even fulfilling its current commitments. Cambridge Water already needs to reduce its 
abstraction by 22 million litres per day from current levels in order to achieve 
sustainability for the Cam and you are thinking of approving further abstraction. This 
really is unacceptable in the current world and in current policy frameworks. 
 
Colleen McLaughlin” 

 

 
8. On 25 January 2022, South Cambridgeshire District Council Democratic Services 

received a written submission objecting to both applications from Ghislaine Holland. 
The statement was as follows: 
 
“I want to protest most strongly against the plans for an additional 5000 houses at 
Northstowe. The River Cam is already over used and over abstracted; the additional 
environmental burden that these planned households will have has not been properly 
researched or accounted for. 
 
Yours sincerely  
 
Ghislaine Holland” 

 
9. On 25 January 2022, South Cambridgeshire District Council Democratic Services 

received a written submission objecting to both applications from Jannie Brightman. 
The statement was as follows: 
 
“South Cambs. District Council knows that the River Cam already loses nearly half its 
annual flow to unsustainable abstraction for drinking water. To serve the proposed 
expansion of 5,000 houses to the Northstowe development, Anglian Water is 
proposing subcontracting abstraction for drinking water to Cambridge Water, knowing 
that according to the Environment Agency, Cambridge Water already needs to 
reduce its abstraction by 22 million litres per day from current levels in order to 
achieve sustainability for the Cam. 
 
Rather than doing anything to address the existing shortfall, the proposed 5,000 new 
dwellings at Northstowe will only further exacerbate the existing over abstraction by 
another 1.32 million litres per day. 
 



In 2020, the Environment Agency requested that 'The council (planning authority) 
should seek the water company’s assurance that it can meet the needs of growth 
without causing deterioration.' However, there is no evidence that the council sought 
or received any such assurance from Cambridge Water. 
 
The entire approach of South Cambridgeshire District Council to the the assessment 
of the environmental impacts of this development is unacceptable. The application 
must not proceed until the council has complied with the requests of the Environment 
Agency and proposed appropriate and enforceable planning conditions to minimise 
unacceptable environmental impacts. 
 
I would like to register my total opposition to the provision of 5,000 more houses 
without proper and enforceable planning conditions. We are living in a climate 
emergency. Start acting like you recognise this. 
 
Jannie Brightman” 
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