
Representations must be received by 12 noon 28 September 2012

SSoouutthh CCaammbbrriiddggeesshhiirree LLooccaall PPllaann
Issues and Options Consultation 2012

Response Form

This form has two parts to complete (please use black ink):

PART A – Personal Details
PART B – Your Representation (Please fill in a separate form for each representation) 

Note – you can also reply via our interactive online form on the Council’s website: 
www.scambs.gov.uk/ldf/localplan . (Instructions are provided on how to use it).

Data Protection and Freedom of Information

Information from the forms will be stored on a computer database used solely in connection with the South Cambridgeshire 
Local Plan.  Representations, including names, will be available to view on the District Council’s website to ensure an open 
and transparent process, although addresses and contact details will not be included.  However, representations cannot be 
treated as confidential as they must be made available for public inspection or disclosure under the Freedom of 
Information Act 2000 and Environmental Information Regulations, which will include address details.  
By submitting this response form you are agreeing to these conditions.

PART A – Personal Details

For office use only
Agent number:

Representor number:

Representation number:

Email:

Tel:    Fax:           

Signature: Date:

Name of Individual / Organisation:  

Contact Name: 
(If an organisation)

Address: 

   

Postcode: 

If you have appointed someone to act as your 
agent please give their name and address.  All 
correspondence will be sent to the agent:

Name of Agent: 

Contact Name:
(If an organisation)

Address of Agent: 

Postcode:  

Email:

Tel:    Fax:    
  

http://scambs.jdi-consult.net/ldf/
http://www.scambs.gov.uk/ldf/localplan


PART B  -  Representation Details 
 

QUESTION / SITE OPTION NUMBER  

(Please circle one) SUPPORT  / OBJECT / COMMENT 
 

PLEASE PROVIDE REASONS FOR SUPPORT OR OBJECTION OR COMMENT: 

Please be as precise as possible (continue on separate A4 sheet(s) if necessary) 
 

 

 



PART B  -  Representation Details 
 

QUESTION / SITE OPTION NUMBER 
 

(Please circle one) SUPPORT  / OBJECT / COMMENT 
 

PLEASE PROVIDE REASONS FOR SUPPORT OR OBJECTION OR COMMENT: 

Please be as precise as possible (continue on separate A4 sheet(s) if necessary) 
 

 

SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATION: 

Please summarise the main issues raised in no more than100 words (if your reasons are longer) 
 

 

PLEASE RETURN YOUR FORM BY 12 NOON ON 28 SEPTEMBER 2012 TO: 

EMAIL: Idf@scambs. gov.uk 

POST: Jo Mills, Director of Planning and New Communities, South Cambridgeshire 
Council, Cambourne Business Park, Cambridge, CB23 6EA 

District 

BY HAND: To the above postal address (open 8.30am-5pm on Monday to Friday). 

If you need any further information or assistance in completing this form please 
contact the Planning Policy Team on 01954 713183 or email Idf@scambs.gov.uk. 

Representations must be received by 12 noon 28 September 2012 


	Name of Individual  Organisation: Bassingbourn-cum-Kneesworth PC
	Contact Name: Sally Walmesley
	Address 1: Redwood Lodge
	Address 2: South Street
	Address 3: Litlington
	Address 4: Nr Royston
	Postcode_2: SG8 0QR
	Email:  parishclerk@bassingbourn.org
	Tel: 01763 852137
	Fax: 
	Signature Date: 18 September 2012
	QUESTION  SITE OPTION NUMBER: Question 14
	PLEASE PROVIDE REASONS FOR SUPPORT OR OBJECTION OR COMMENT Please be as precise as possible continue on separate A4 sheets if necessaryRow1: This representation is the fifth of 21 made by Bassingbourn-cum-Kneesworth Parish Council in support of local residents. The Parish Council were asked to set up a public meeting which was held on 27 July 2012 and attended by over 50 residents.  All but two of the residents who spoke at the meeting objected to the proposed sites for housing development in Bassingbourn.  The Parish Council also received e-mail correspondence objecting to the proposed sites.
 
The Parish Council considers that existing numerical limits for housing developments should be retained and objects to any proposal to increase the numerical limits.  In the case of Bassingbourn and similar villages, increasing numerical limits would have the same impact as reclassification of the village to a Better-served Group Village or Minor Rural Centre.
 
Significant housing development is not sustainable in Bassingbourn because of the lack of local employment opportunities.  The initial sustainability appraisals for the Bassingbourn site options appear to be incorrect: each of them indicates that there are two employment areas within 1.6km with 2000+ employees that can be accessed within a 1.6km walk.  The LDF team advises that these employment areas are Royston and Litlington.  The Royston employment area is accessed by a walk of more than 4km.  Litlington a small village and is not thought to have more than 2000 jobs; it is accessed by a walk of more than 2km.  No other employment areas with more than 2000 jobs are known within 1.6km.
 
Most employment opportunities are in Cambridge or London and travel is required.  As a result, significant development in Bassingbourn is not sustainable because it does not reduce the need for travel and does not promote more sustainable transport choices.  Bassingbourn High Street and the A1198 Old North Road in Kneesworth already suffer from peak hour traffic congestion (Cambridgeshire County Council Public Consultation Document : Issues for a New Transport Strategy for Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire : Road links where average vehicle speeds in the peak hour are at least 30% lower than average speeds throughout the day).  Development of the proposed sites in Bassingbourn-cum-Kneesworth would exacerbate existing peak hour traffic congestion.  Some of the sites proposed for development do not have suitable access.
Much of the infrastructure of Bassingbourn-cum-Kneesworth is close to or at capacity and hence not capable of supporting significant additional housing development.  In particular:
- the mains water supply is close to its capacity limit
- the sewerage network is close to its capacity limit
- the WWTW is close to its capacity limit
- whilst the doctors' surgery is accepting new patients now, residents expressed concerns over whether it could cope with additional demand
- the primary school and the Village College are close to capacity
- although there is considerable uncertainty about the future of Bassingbourn Barracks, published plans assume it will be used from 2016 to house part of a multi-role brigade; no account appears to have been taken of the likely impact of this on the infrastructure of the village.
  (continued)
 
	QUESTION  SITE OPTION NUMBER_2: Question 14
	PLEASE PROVIDE REASONS FOR SUPPORT OR OBJECTION OR COMMENT Please be as precise as possible continue on separate A4 sheets if necessaryRow1_2: Bassingbourn and Kneesworth are spring line villages and many of the sites that could potentially be developed are in flood zones.  Houses built in these zones may not be insurable.

The green separation between Bassingbourn-cum-Kneesworth and Royston, between Bassingbourn and Kneesworth, between Bassingbourn and the cluster of houses in North End and between Bassingbourn and Litlington is clearly valued by residents and should be maintained.

Much of the land that could be developed is within and adjacent to the conservation area and close to listed buildings.  Development would have an adverse effect on the landscape character and the rural aspect from listed buildings.  
	SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATION Please summarise the main issues raised in no more than100 words if your reasons are longerRow1: On behalf of residents Bassingbourn-cum-Kneesworth Parish Council proposes that existing numerical limits for housing developments should be retained and objects to any proposal to increase the numerical limits.  In the case of Bassingbourn and similar villages, increasing numerical limits would have the same impact as reclassification of the village to a Better-served Group Village or Minor Rural Centre.  This is based on lack of local employment, traffic congestion, infrastructure at its limits, flood risks, the desire to maintain green separation and the avoidance of adverse effects on landscape character.
	Button3: 
	Text4: M W Hallett (chairman)


