ANDREW LANSLEY CBE MP
(SOUTH CAMBRIDGESHIRE)

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWI1A 0AA

Mr Mike Jocelyn
3 Kemmann Lane
CAMBOURNE
Cambridge

CB36AU
28" March 2003

D Th Dacel

Further to our recent email correspondence | enclose for your information a copy of
my letter dated ,7th Mach 2003 to South Cambridgeshire Didrict Council Panning

Depatment regarding the outline planning application for additiond dwellings and facilities
at Cambourne.

Andrew Lansley

Pleasereply to:
153 ST NEOTSROAD, HARDWICK, CAMBRIDGE, CB37QJ

TEL: 01954 212707 FAX: 01954 211625



Mr David Husl

Panning Director

South Cambridgeshire Didrict Council
South Cambridgeshire Hall

9-11 HillsRoad

CAMBRIDGE

CB2 1PB

27" March 2003

Thank you for providing me with details of the outline planning gpplication from

MCA Developments Ltd for 1,744 additiond dwellings, primary schools, public open space
and associated infrastructure a Cambourne.

| should be grateful if you would record my objection to this application, on the basis

of the following points

0)

(i)
(ii)

)

V)

(Vi)

(vii)

the gpplication isinconsstent with the Master Plan of the Cambourne new

settlement as previoudy approved and with the framework put in place pursuant to

that;

the sarvice levels and infragtructure of Cambourne is consistent with amaximum

of 3,300 dwellings, not an enhanced number;

Cambourneis intended to be a linked network of three villages, with village-gyle

design, layouts and densities. The increased dengfication proposed is incons stent

with this,

subgtantial changesin the design and character of Cambourne will be contrary to

the basis on which hundreds of my congtituents have committed themsdvesto

living in the new settlement and who are making a success of it as acommunity.

Their wishes should be fully respected;

the Deputy Prime Minigter’ s Statement concerning minimum dengties for new
developments clearly cannot be retrospective;

in any case, the purpose of the Deputy Prime Minister’ s Statement is to ensure that

a higher proportion of new development is on brownfield Stes, but the whole
Cambourne steis a greenfield Site, so the policy impetusis not relevant here; and

the issues rdating to the Structure Plan and Cambourne enhancement are not
relevant to this agpplication, because the Inspectors were asked to consder an
extenson of the new settlement onto Bourn Airfidd, including brownfidd land,
and in the context of a mgor public transport infrastructure development (e.g. the
Bedford-Cambridge rail link dong the A428 corridor as included in the London
South Midlands Multi-Modal Study). Neither of these factors gpply in this case.

| believe this adds up to acompelling case for refusd of the application, which iswholly
contrary to Development Plan palicies, in proposing high density urban-style
development in agreenfield context. | should be grateful if these points, or my |etter,
could be made available to the Development Control Committee.

Andrew Landey



