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Our Reference: EPE D3 RD2 260524 
Your Ref: EN010141 

IP No:  

Comments on the Applicant’s D2 Submissions 
 

This document sets out the comments by Cambridgeshire County Council (CCC) on the Applicant’s Deadline 2 (D2) submissions. The table 
below provides the relevant paragraph or reference numbers.  
  
Except where expressly stated otherwise below, the Council reiterates and relies on the comments submitted to the ExA at previous deadlines.  
 
Comments on the Applicant’s D2 Submissions ........................................................................................................................................................................ 1 

Applicant Response to Local Impact Reports [REP2-043] .................................................................................................................................................... 2 

ES Vol 1 Chapter 15: Climate Change [REP2-013] .............................................................................................................................................................. 5 

ES Vol 2 Technical Appendices: Appendix 6-9: Site D Trial Trench Evaluation Final Report [REP2-018] .............................................................................. 5 

Outline Archaeological Mitigation Strategy [REP2-035] ........................................................................................................................................................ 6 

Outline Landscape and Ecological Management Plan [REP2-033] ....................................................................................................................................... 6 

Natural England Letter of No Impediment: Great Crested Newts [REP2-047] ....................................................................................................................... 8 
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Biodiversity - 
hedgerows 

2.3.11 The Council welcomes further clarification regarding the quality of hedgerows being lost, 

largely restricted to poor quality hedgerows. Cambridgeshire County Council considers this 

issue has been resolved. 

 

Biodiversity – bats 
(roosting) 

2.3.13 The Council does not agree with the applicant’s approach for surveying trees for bats. The 

implementation of a sensitive lighting scheme is not considered adequate measures to avoid 

more survey work because at this stage, the location and light spill from these luminaires 

during construction is unknown, and some bat species are very light sensitive and require 

dark corridors (i.e. sensitive lighting will be ineffective, instead, no lighting is required).  

We would expect trees to have been surveyed, unless it can be demonstrated that dark 

corridors of sufficient size (e.g. 10m suggested by Natural England) adjacent to trees with 

roosting potential and connections to foraging / commuting routes.  

 

Spring is the start of the active bat survey period and therefore, provided a good opportunity 

to complete the necessary survey work during the progression of the Examination. 

 

Biodiversity – bats 
(foraging / commuting) 

2.3.14 The Council refers the applicant to the following paragraph 4.1.2 of the outline Construction 

Environment Management Plan [REP2-029] which states that “construction workers would 

typically arrive in the hour prior to the start of construction and leave in the hour after 

construction work ceases. Construction staff would therefore arrive at the Site before 08:00 

and depart after 18:00 during weekdays.” We therefore assume lighting will also be turned 

on during this period (e.g. 7am to 7pm). Please can the applicant confirm if this is the case. 
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Biodiversity – Great 
Crested Newt 

2.3.16-2.3.17 We welcome further clarification regarding lack of surveys for Great Crested Newts.  

We consider this matter to be resolved. 

 

Biodiversity – Water 
Vole 

2.3.18 The Council is still concerned that sub-optimal surveys were completed of the watercourses 

that will be impacted by the scheme. Insufficient survey work / evidence has been provided 

to confirm whether water vole is present or absent. Therefore our position is the same – 

further survey work is required to determine the impact of the scheme on water vole. This 

should include two surveys completed at an appropriate time of year, using appropriate 

methods (e.g. suitable for dense vegetation). 

 

The Council accepts that further water vole survey work is not required for the watercourses 

to be ‘enhanced’ as part of the scheme, where it has been confirmed that no in-channel 

enhancements or ground works to the riparian corridor will occur (works are limited to 

grassland management of banks). 

 

Biodiversity - 
invertebrates 

2.3.19 & 2.3.36 The applicant refers to a literature review by BSG Ecology – a citation should be provided, to 

allow the Council to review this research. 

 

Biodiversity – arable 
flora 

3.2.20 & 3.2.37 The Council welcomes the applicant’s offer to further discuss opportunities for arable flora 

within the landscape masterplan – prior to Deadline 3. 

 

Biodiversity – farmland 
birds 

3.2.22, 3.2.30, 
3.2.34 & 3.2.35 

We refer the applicant to the Council’s Comments on any updated or additional documents 

from the applicant [REP2-049] with regards to the Outline Landscape and Ecological 

Management Plan [REP1-041] and farmland bird mitigation. 

 

Biodiversity - BNG 3.2.23 The Council welcomes the submission of the BNG GIS layer and will provide comments at 

Deadline 3. 

 

Biodiversity – BNG 3.2.29 The Council welcomes confirmation of the enhancements to the River Kym. 

Issue resolved. 
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Public Rights of Way / 
Permissive Paths 

 

Appendix 1 Proposed permissive bridleways shown in green. 

Proposed permissive footpaths shown orange. 

Applicant’s proposed paths to remain (where not coinciding with CCC’s proposals). 

 

 
 

Public Rights of Way / 
Permissive Paths 

 

5.3.45 This is unacceptable.  The threat that a permissive path may be removed presents the risk 

that mitigation for the development could also be removed.  CCC requests measures are in 

place to prevent and proactively manage any instances of antisocial behaviour, rather than 

simply closing the only public access mitigation that is being offered within the County. 
 






