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Sent: 13 November 2014 12; 55 ‘
To: - Programme Officer .~

Subject:- .- RerMatter: 2+

Fhank you veryxmuch for allowlng me to present my thoughts

ca back up these thoughts from analy51s of submltted documents that are already in the hbrary sho ld you
so i sh but understand that itis not appropnate to provide these at this late stage. L

In answer to the Inspector's questions ...

I Lvrew of thlS non adherence to the sequentral approach the far less susta:nab!e po!rcy of buudmg anew

community and an extension to a village so far out of Cambridge means that this plan will not deliver

sustainable development. The proposed area has not delivered sustainable development in accordance

with policies in the NPPF for the last 17 years. The recent expansion of 950 homes has madeno™

difference whatsoever to incoming investment, jobs, etc. The developers have been unable to market the

~employment sites. I can identify some of the sustainability policies in the NPPF and demonstrate that
Cambourne does not comply now and there is no evidence that an extra 5,000 homes in the: area will
suddenly make it a more sustainable deveiopment if you wish.

So my view is that the current sequentlal approach is sound but has not been followed and the resuftant
deveiopment propOSa!s thhm the plan are unsustamab[e : SN SRR

clearn ‘&z?‘?a?{ othw etmteg g, a;;ae 15 mwe considered and wihy thea were dismissed? Cah '

The strateglc optlons were consrdered however the assessment was not done onan equal basrs and
rather.ad hoc. In addition to this.the assessment of the smaller sites was flawed because a decision
had.been made before the public consultation to go with the new settlement option. It is therefore
not clear why some sites' were included and some were rejected. One site for instance was rejected
on the basis of no capacity in the local doctors surgery nor the school. A nearby site noted that there
was capacity in the same doctors surgery and another local site showed available capacity in local -
primary schools. "Also on some sites previous decisions by both an Inspector and a Secretary of State
have been totally ignored, whereas in others this has been the prrme reason for reJectron I can
prowde other instances shouid you so wish.

o .s%;‘e he Plans ?s:;z,\snc‘éod o e %"{Bi’}%}%{{ ee “Wﬁ em tence base’




The answer to this is both yes and no. There is a credible evidence base, but the assumption and
.assessment by the Council of some of the sites was flawed and did not follow the evidence due to the
¢ refusal of the Clty to cooperate on releasing Green Belt. ~

'Régards

Cllr Alison Elcox

ClIr Alison Elcox
District Councillor for Bourn Ward




