
From: the Parish Councils of Duxford, Hinxton, Ickleton, Pampisford, Sawston and Whittlesford

To: Cllr Howard Rolfe, Leader, Uttlesford District Council

28th July 2017

Dear Cllr Rolfe,

We are writing to you as the immediately affected parish councils in South Cambridgeshire, in an
initial response to the Uttlesford District Council's call of 12 th July for consultation on your Draft
Plan 2017. Our concerns relate to the proposed North Uttlesford Garden Community (NUGC).
Our separate villages and parishioners will later, so far as time permits, be submitting more
detailed comments.

We first wish to object to the timing and duration of your consultation. To allow only until 4 th

September, with a proposed consultative meeting on 16th August, at the height of the holiday
season, is a quite unreasonable way of securing a considered and democratic response to a
proposal with massive implications for our communities. 

We also wish to comment on the apparent dearth of evidence as to the Duty to Co-operate
provision of local planning procedures with regard to South Cambs DC and the NUGC. At
present the only publicly disclosed information thereon since the pausing of the local plan
process in November 2016 and the search for additional sites are minutes of two meetings
between South Cambs DC and Uttlesford DC on 13th January and 1st February 2017. This is
clearly insufficient to demonstrate that the Duty to Co-operate has been met. It contrasts
markedly with the extensive discussions between Uttlesford DC, East Herts DC and other
neighbouring authorities which have resulted in a signed statement of common ground and
memorandum of understanding.

We consider the basis on which the site of NUGV has been chosen for your Local Plan to be a
travesty of the planning process. It is a gross neglect of civic responsibility to pick on a site for a
new town which is intended to grow to the size of Saffron Walden, the largest town in Uttlesford,
simply on the basis that the landowners in question wish to sell the land. The fact that the
proposed perimeter of the NUGV is largely defined by the Essex/Cambridgeshire county
boundary underlines the arbitrariness of this decision. Nor does the Local Plan’s attribution of
Garden City status appear to have any validity. There has been no commitment from either the
developers or from Uttlesford DC that the proposed development would be consistent with
accepted Garden City principles and obligations.

We cannot see that the proposal has any merits. It is portrayed to help meet the housing needs
that Uttlesford DC has to deliver, but in practice it will not do so appropriately because, as
outlined by Bidwells at a recent parish council meeting, the majority of the expected new
residents would be employed in South Cambridgeshire rather than in Uttlesford. It will
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overwhelmingly serve as a bedroom community for Cambridgeshire. As such, would not serve
Uttlesford, but it would have a huge impact on South Cambridgeshire.

The implications for South Cambridgeshire of a large new town on this site on the county
boundary would be profoundly damaging. Let us summarise very briefly the key points.

With regard to traffic, the B184 is wholly inadequate to provide access southwards towards
Saffron Walden. There is no proposed access to the east. Access to the north and west and the
northbound M11 would directly impact upon an already over-burdened A505 (and, particularly
during commute hours, the A1301) and substantially increase rat-running through the villages of
Hinxton, Ickleton, Duxford, Whittlesford and beyond.

The large hilltop and hillside site proposed for NUGC is totally out of character for the region. It
would have a serious negative impact on an otherwise attractive rural landscape that dominates
much of South Cambridgeshire (and North Uttlesford, for that matter). It would be entirely
inappropriate to site a new settlement above the main aquifers for our area, which is 97 per cent
dependent on artesian water. As a major part of its watershed, it would alter the water run-off of
the River Cam in unpredictable ways for our villages downstream which are already vulnerable
to flooding. It would also be South Cambridgeshire that would have to deal with the very
substantial sewage disposal and pollution implications of the proposed new town.

We consider that both the procedure and the factual basis on which your consultation is based are
fatally flawed.

Yours,

William Brown (Chair, Hinxton PC)

Terry Sadler (Chair, Ickleton PC)

Peter Dee (Chair, Duxford PC)

Aureole Wragg (Chair, Pampisford PC)

Arthur Greaves (Chair, Whittlesford PC)

David Bard (Chair, Sawston PC)

Tony Orgee (SCDC Councillor for Babraham, Abingdons, Pampisford and Hinxton)
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