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óWe have strengthened our commitment to the achievement of good design, 
which is indivisible from good planning.ô 

Planning for a Sustainable Future: White Paper, HM Government, May 2007, §1.7 
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1 Summary and Outcomes 

This is the Final Sustainability Appraisal Report for the Cottenham Village Design Statement 
Supplementary Planning Document. 

1.1 Non-technical Summary 

This section gives an overview of the spatial planning concept, the planning policy 
background, and the approach and conclusions of the Sustainability Appraisal. 

The impetus for spatial planning is to ensure the best use of land in the public interest by 
weighing up competing demands. It is a wider, more inclusive, approach than the preceding 
land-use planning regime, although it does renew the wider purposes of planning activity as 
initially conceived in the 1947 Town and Country Planning Act. It is still concerned with the 
physical aspects of location and land use but, by taking account of social, economic, and 
environmental matters, it considers aspects that influence space as well as place. These 
aspects include (as they always have done) location, orientation, bulk, scale, form, massing, 
grain, materials, colour, texture, context, and use of buildings, as well as access and 
movement, but also now embrace quality of life issues such as education, employment, health, 
safety, security, biodiversity and climate change. By bringing together such a wide range of 
factors, spatial planning has become a key delivery mechanism for achieving sustainable 
development. 

Spatial planning is a continuous process, but its latest conclusions are set down from time to 
time in various documents, including national Planning Policy Statements, Regional Spatial 
Strategies and Local Development Frameworks. A Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS) sets out 
the sweep and vision for one of the nine regions in England. A Local Development Framework 
(LDF) is one of a number of folders of documents that focus the broad themes of a Regional 
Spatial Strategy more specifically to part of the region. 

A Local Development Framework, which sets out the spatial plan for an area in the short and 
medium term, comprises Local Development Documents. Some of these are Development 
Plan Documents (DPDs) which together with the Regional Spatial Strategy comprise the 
statutory development plan. Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 
states that óIf regard is to be had to the development plan for the purpose of any determination 
to be made under the planning Acts the determination must be made in accordance with the 
plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.ô This is what is meant by the plan-led 
system of development management. 

Supplementary Planning Documents (SPDs) are Local Development Documents which 
expand policies set out in Development Plan Documents or provide additional detail. 

Policies in Local Development Documents are no longer confined to those whose 
implementation involves the grant or refusal of planning permission, but now extend to include 
policies linked to the achievement of social, economic, or environmental objectives concerning 
the use or development of land. 

The Regional Spatial Strategy for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire, Essex, Hertfordshire, Norfolk 
and Suffolk is laid out in the East of England Plan. The Secretary of State is expected to 
publish the finalised East of England Plan early in 2008. The emerging South Cambridgeshire 
Local Development Framework is the suite of policies in general conformity with the East of 
England Plan that apply to one of the six districts in Cambridgeshire. 
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The Cottenham Village Design Statement is a Supplementary Planning Document in the South 
Cambridgeshire Local Development Framework. It conforms to the Core Strategy and 
Development Control Policies DPDs. Its guidelines refine and elaborate policies in these two 
DPDs, taking relevant policies and adding local emphasis and detail. 

A village design statement sets out design guidance for development and change based on 
distinctive local character. It is drawn up by local people and demonstrates local commitment 
to good design and appropriate development. The aim is better design of buildings which 
respect their surroundings, as well as meeting the needs and aspirations of local communities. 
Local distinctiveness is not confined to what a place looks like but how it feels to be there. 

Often the impression gained of the public reaction to proposed development is that the first 
thing is to stop development happening, the second is to hide it and the third to make it look 
like it has always been there. Village design statements offer a more positive approach. The 
intention is to promote development which is good enough to approve, indeed striving for 
excellence, rather than preventing development which is bad enough to refuse. 

On top of other recommendations that have spatial planning implications, a village design 
statement sets out locally-specific criteria in matters of design and character of development. 
The Local Planning Authority (LPA) and the Planning Inspectorate can take these criteria into 
account in determining planning applications pertaining to that village, ensuring that local 
concerns, characteristics, needs and opportunities are properly considered before planning 
decisions are taken. Proposals for development and change will be assessed against all 
guidelines, not just one or more which appear to offer the óbest fitô. 

Local Planning Authorities must prepare Local Development Documents with a view to 
contributing to the achievement of sustainable development. At the heart of sustainable 
development is the simple idea of maintaining and improving the quality of life for everyone, 
now and for future generations. A widely used definition was drawn up by the World 
Commission on Environment and Development in 1987: sustainable development ómeets the 
needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own 
needsô. 

The four aims for sustainable development in this country are: 

1. social progress which recognises the needs of everyone; 

2. effective protection of the environment; 

3. the prudent use of natural resources; and 

4. maintenance of high and stable levels of economic growth and employment. 

Sustainability appraisal is a requirement of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. 
Section 19 on preparation of Local Development Documents, states (amongst other things): 
óThe local planning authority must also- 

(a) carry out an appraisal of the sustainability of the proposals in each document; 

(b) prepare a report of the findings of the appraisal.ô 

The purpose of sustainability appraisal is to ensure that Local Development Documents are 
prepared with the goal of contributing to the achievement of sustainable development.  

The process of sustainability appraisal involves assessing the social, economic, and 
environmental effects of the policies in Local Development Documents from the outset of their 
preparation. Sustainability appraisal is a systematic and iterative method of ensuring that 
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planning policies accord with sustainable development principles. The feedback from 
sustainability appraisal contributes to the reasoned justification of policies. 

To be effective, sustainability appraisal should be fully integrated into the plan-making process. 
It should be started as soon as a new or revised Local Development Document is first 
considered, and should provide input at each stage when decisions are taken. The process of 
sustainability appraisal is not merely one of assessing the plan against sustainable 
development criteria but of identifying opportunities for furthering sustainable development 
aims through improvements to the plan. 

Sustainability appraisal also leads to making arrangements for monitoring policy 
implementation. Monitoring the outcomes identifies issues requiring action to bring about the 
projected output. Alternatively a Local Development Document may need to be revised or 
replaced. 

1.1.1 Legislative Context 

European Directive 2001/42/EC [SEAD], transposed as the Environmental Assessment of 
Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 [EAPPR] which came into force in the UK on 21st 
July 2004, requires a formal óenvironmental assessment of certain plans and programmes, 
including those in the field of planning and land useô, and lays down instructions as to how this 
is to be carried out and written up in a report. This process is commonly referred to as 
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA). Sustainability appraisal (SA) is broader than 
Strategic Environmental Assessment, in that it extends to social and economic impacts as 
well. In practice, SEA is often not done separately but rather as part of sustainability appraisal, 
and the SEA requirements for the óenvironmental reportô are considered to be met by 
ósignpostingô where they are discharged in the SA report. 

Performing sustainability appraisal of Development Plan Documents meets most of the 
requirements for sustainability appraisal of Supplementary Planning Documents that conform 
to them. However, where the Supplementary Planning Document is taking policies further or 
adding greater detail it is necessary to undertake sustainability appraisal of those matters. This 
includes preparing a scoping report; carrying out sustainability appraisal during preparation of 
the Supplementary Planning Document; and producing a report to accompany the draft 
Supplementary Planning Document at the public participation stage. 

The Barker Review of Land-Use Planning [BRLUP] concluded that óthe case for removing the 
SA stage on Supplementary Planning Documents is particularly strong because these are 
underpinned by policies that have already been appraisedô and recommended óstreamlining of 
Sustainability Assessment [sic] (SA) processes including removing or reducing requirements 
where a related higher tier policy has already been subject to SA and exploring how SA 
requirements can be streamlined for supplementary planning documentsô, as a means of 
óincreasing the speed with which supplementary planning documents can be deliveredô. 

This recommendation has been taken up in the Planning White Paper ([PWP] §8.24): 
óSustainability appraisals are expensive and time consuming and in the interests of reducing 
unnecessary bureaucratic burdens, we propose to seek legislation to remove the requirement 
for a sustainability appraisal for every SPD but we will consult on guidance which makes it 
clear that a sustainability appraisal must be undertaken for SPDs which have significant social, 
environmental or economic effects which have not been covered in the appraisal of the parent 
DPD or where EU law requires a Strategic Environmental Assessment.ô 

One of the concerns lying behind these recommendations and proposals has been that the 
requirement for sustainability appraisal of all Local Development Documents has deterred local 
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community groups from proceeding with preparing village design statements. The preparation 
of at least one village design statement had even been abandoned altogether. 

Paragraph 2.1.3 óDesign in the countrysideô of a report by C-Scaipe and Sheils Flynn 
(Sustainable Design Principles for the Landscape Access and Recreation Division of the 
Countryside Agency May 2006 [DPS]) reads: óVillage Design Statements (VDS) and Town 
Design statements (TDS) are well known and extremely successful, not least because the 
technique has been a superb way of empowering local communities and encouraging them to 
engage in the design process instead of complaining about the outcome. However, there is 
now a major problem with getting VDSs/TDSs adopted as supplementary planning documents 
because of the requirement that all such documents are covered by a sustainability appraisal. 
Local authorities do not have the resources to carry these out and those who have been 
working on VDSs are left without an effective document.ô  

An August 2006 report by David Tyldesley and Associates (Village and Town Design 
Statements: the case for adoption as Supplementary Planning Documents and the undertaking 
of Sustainability Appraisal [CAVDS]), also for the Landscape, Access and Recreation Division 
of the then Countryside Agency, examines three options for countering the discouragement to 
local community groups that the procedural requirements for Supplementary Planning 
Documents impose. These are: 

A. Seek exemption from the requirement to undertake SEA element of VDS appraisal, and 
proceed to adopt as SPD. 

B. Prepare VDS as normal, but do not adopt as SPD.  

C. Undertake SA of the SPD, but seek to streamline the process so as to minimise 
resource demand and complexity.  

The report also questions whether community groups are up to the task of conducting SA 
themselves, and that this break in ownership (caused by getting other people to carry out the 
sustainability appraisal) rather misses the point of the exercise, which is to refine the VDS and 
make it more robust. 

The authors state: óthe process of SA is designed to reveal deficiencies and strengths in the 
potential sustainability performance of emerging plans or programmes. As such it is a tool 
which should help to improve the overall quality of those plans by the time they are fit for 
adoption. Sustainability appraisal therefore should be seen to add value to the plan making 
process, and as such is a valuable asset to the land use planning system. In this context it is 
reasonable to presume that the exercise of SA on an emerging VDS or TDS would result in a 
potentially better balanced and more robust planning document being produced.ô 

Residents of Cottenham originally produced a village design statement that was adopted by 
South Cambridgeshire District Council as Supplementary Planning Guidance in 1994. 
Cottenham was one of the first three villages (the others being Cartmel and Down Ampney) to 
produce a village design statement, following the Yoxall pilot. The document and the 
accompanying video were used by the then Countryside Commission in its national training 
programme for rollout of village design statements. 

Since that time both the village and planning legislation had evolved, with the result that the 
original document had become less relevant than when it was first written. To ensure that the 
Design Statement remained an effective tool for guiding development and change in the 
village the 1994 document had to be thoroughly reviewed and brought up to date. 

After very careful consideration of options including these three (A, B, and C), Cottenham 
Village Design Group resolved that converting the 1994 Supplementary Planning Guidance 
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into a Supplementary Planning Document was the appropriate course, and that screening from 
the more onerous requirements of the SEA Directive would be sought, opening up the 
possibility of applying sustainability appraisal with a lighter touch. 

The Cottenham Village Design Statement does not set a new framework, but rather 
supplements and provides additional guidance to already adopted policies in the Local 
Development Framework for South Cambridgeshire. Furthermore, it has been demonstrated 
that the Cottenham Village Design Statement will not have significant environmental effects. It 
has therefore been determined that a Strategic Environmental Assessment under [SEAD] and 
[EAPPR] is not required for the Cottenham Village Design Statement. 

Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21st May 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats and of 
wild fauna and flora (the Habitats Directive [HD], transposed into UK law as the Conservation 
(Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations 1994 [HR] with amendments [HR2007] which came into 
force on 21st August 2007) requires assessment of the impacts of a land-use plan against the 
conservation objectives of the Natura 2000 network of protected habitats where the plan might 
be likely to have a significant effect on the integrity of one or more of this system of European 
sites of nature conservation importance. While there are no sites in Cottenham that fall within 
the scope of the directive, the Cottenham Village Design Statement might still have effects 
beyond the parish boundary, either on its own or in combination with other projects or plans. 

A Habitats Directive Assessment [VDSHDA] was undertaken by the Cottenham Village Design 
Group on behalf of South Cambridgeshire District Council as the relevant competent authority. 
The first stage involves examining whether any significant effects might arise, in which case a 
more extensive Appropriate Assessment is required. 

The resulting screening report was sent to Natural England for review. In a letter dated 5th 
October 2007 Natural England supported the conclusion that the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement is unlikely to have significant impacts upon the European Sites located within and in 
the vicinity of South Cambridgeshire District and Cambridge City, and that an Appropriate 
Assessment is therefore not required for this Supplementary Planning Document. 

1.1.2 Preparatory Steps in the SA 

In the Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report for the Cottenham Village Design Statement 
SPD [SASRCVDS] the Cottenham Village Design Group set out the scope and level of detail 
of the proposed Sustainability Appraisal. Members of the Cottenham Village Design Group 
possess a wealth of local expertise in planning, conservation and design matters, but with a 
view to building up as complete a picture as possible of the current state of the village other 
sources of local knowledge were tapped, including Cottenham Parish Council, Cottenham 
Village Society, Cottenham Environment Audit Group, Cottenham Wildlife Group and the Fen 
Edge Footpath Group. 

Residents and community groups can provide a level of familiarity with the locality or a level of 
expertise in specialist areas that Local Planning Authority development plan teams may not 
have. Local people can contribute their knowledge and understanding of their neighbourhood, 
such as distinctive and valuable features which might otherwise be overlooked. 

The approach to undertaking sustainability appraisal developed by Huntingdonshire and South 
Cambridgeshire District Councils is cited as a model in government guidance on Sustainability 
Appraisal of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local Development Documents [SAGUIDE]. For 
consistency with the rest of the LDF the SA Framework for the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement SPD therefore used the same sustainability objectives as the SA Framework that 
had been developed for the Core Strategy Development Plan Document [CSDPD] and 
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Development Control Policies Development Plan Document [DCPDPD], as listed in Appendix 
4 of the Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report: South Cambridgeshire [SASRSC]. 

During March and April 2007 a consultation was carried out on [SASRCVDS] with the 
Government Office for the East of England, South Cambridgeshire District Council, the 
Environment Agency, English Heritage and Natural England. No changes to the SA 
Framework arose out of this consultation. 

While there is no formal requirement for consultation on an initial sustainability appraisal report 
during preparation of the draft document for Supplementary Planning Documents, equivalent 
to the consultation required by Regulation 25 of the Town and Country Planning (Local 
Development) (England) Regulations 2004 [TCPLDER] for Development Plan Documents, the 
Cottenham Village Design Group followed recommendations about the value of doing so. 

In May 2007, therefore, a pre-consultation was carried out on the draft Cottenham Village 
Design Statement and draft 0.2 of the Sustainability Appraisal Report with a wider range of 
stakeholders: Cottenham Parish Council, South Cambridgeshire District Council, 
Cambridgeshire County Council, the Government Office for the East of England, 
Cambridgeshire Horizons, the Environment Agency, English Heritage, Natural England, 
Cottenham Village Society, Fen Edge Community Association, and representatives of the 
Traveller community at Smithy Fen. 

Supportive acknowledgements, without suggestions for modification, were received from the 
Chairman of Cottenham Parish Council, the Director for Sustainable Communities at 
Cambridgeshire Horizons, and the South Cambridgeshire District Council executive member 
with responsibility for Development Management and Conservation. The response from 
Cambridgeshire County Council prompted the inclusion of a section on drainage into the 
Design Statement text. The Ormiston Children and Families Trust requested a couple of minor 
changes in the wording of references to Gypsies and Travellers. The Planning Policy team at 
South Cambridgeshire District Council made a few helpful suggestions for additions to the 
non-technical summary. All these amendments have been incorporated into this report. 

The Companion Guide to PPS12 [PPS12GUIDE] envisages that óAuthorities should lead the 
appraisal process, although they may not have all the appropriate skills and resources 
in-house. They should consider drawing upon the resources of ... amenity or voluntary groups.ô 
Sustainability appraisal is often carried out by personnel of the Local Planning Authority 
different from those preparing Local Development Documents, or by external consultants. 
Many benefits of sustainability appraisal may be lost, however, if it is carried out as a 
completely separate workstream or by people other than those drafting the actual policies and 
supporting text. On the other hand, it may also be helpful to involve people who can give a 
detached and independent view. 

As far as possible, the guidelines of the emerging Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 
were initially assessed by those members of the Village Design Group committee charged with 
reviewing the relevant sections of the draft Design Statement and linking them to parent 
policies in Development Plan Documents. As with the evolving text, however, the entire 
Sustainability Appraisal process and results have been discussed collectively by the 
committee as a whole, and all committee members have contributed in some way to the 
Sustainability Appraisal reports. This combination of self-assessment and peer review is 
considered to have yielded balance and consistency in the Sustainability Appraisal exercise. 

A sustainability appraisal need not be done in any more detail than is useful for its purpose. It 
should focus on significant effects and confine its application to alternatives that take into 
account the objectives and geographical reach of the document. There is no requirement for 
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consideration of preferred options in the preparation of a Supplementary Planning Document, 
and therefore no need for sustainability appraisal of multiple variations of its guidelines. 

Instead, sustainability appraisal of a Supplementary Planning Document generally involves 
predicting and evaluating the likely effects of the SPD over and above those of the parent 
Development Plan Documents. The process is commonly understood in shorthand terms as 
comparing ówith planô and óno planô options respectively. 

1.1.3 Assessing the Options 

The óno planô scenario is represented by the summary assessments of the Core Strategy and 
Development Control Policies against the sustainability objectives. These are listed in §1.3.1 of 
this report and are taken from the South Cambridgeshire DPDs SA Report [SASCFINAL]. 

Here are the ówith planô summaries of the additional effects of the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement Supplementary Planning Document. To all intents and purposes these can be 
regarded as the ófindingsô of the SA of the Cottenham Village Design Statement: 

¶ Minimise irreversible loss of agricultural land: Supplementary Planning Documents 
cannot allocate land for a specific purpose. Nevertheless, the value placed on orchards 
and community woodlands would tend to protect against further encroachment. 

¶ Reduce use of non-renewable resources. Guidelines seek to bring places where people 
live, work, shop and play closer together, ideally within walking and cycling distance. 
Energy conservation and appropriate micro-generation are supported. 

¶ Conserve water resources. None. 

¶ Avoid damage to designated sites. There are no designated sites in Cottenham. 
Protected species are respected by the Cottenham Village Design Statement. 

¶ Maintain and enhance habitats and species. This is one of the strongest themes 
running through the SPD. 

¶ Improve access to wildlife sites. The ability to improve such opportunities is limited. 

¶ Avoid damage to heritage assets. This is a central aim of any village design statement. 

¶ Maintain landscape and townscape. All but six guidelines (out of thirty-seven) had 
something positive to add in furtherance of this objective. 

¶ Create good spaces and places. All parts of the objective will be fulfilled more 
successfully with the plan in place. 

¶ Reduce emissions and development impacts. Unlikely to make much difference to 
reducing emissions. 

¶ Waste reduction and improved recycling. None. 

¶ Reduce vulnerability to climate change. None. 

¶ Human health. Apart from encouraging walking, cycling, formal and informal recreation, 
no direct effect. 

¶ Reduce crime and fear of it. Well-planned layouts can balance out any potentially 
negative impact of minimal lighting. 

¶ Improve public open space. Greater attention to detailed landscape design may 
improve quality but, in the absence of major development, opportunities for greater 
quantity of provision are limited. 
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¶ Quality, range & accessibility of services. The SPD encourages provision of more and 
better services and facilities and improved transport links. 

¶ Redress inequalities. Better access to public transport benefits the less mobile, and 
improved walking or cycle access provides better access for those without cars, but 
persons with a cultural tradition of nomadism or living in a caravan, as well as others 
who may choose to live in mobile homes - such as those in retirement or those seeking 
affordable housing, for example - may be limited in the choice of accommodation 
available to them. 

¶ Access to appropriate, affordable housing. No significant effects. 

¶ Increased community involvement. No significant effects. 

¶ Access to appropriate work. The SPD retains and develops Cottenham's character as a 
working village. 

¶ Appropriate infrastructure investment. No significant effects. 

¶ Improve the local economy. No significant effects. 

The overall effects of the Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning 
Document forming part of the South Cambridgeshire Local Development Framework consist of 
the above effects superimposed on the effects of the Core Strategy and Development Control 
Policies Development Plan Documents. 

1.1.4 Assessing Cumulative, Secondary, and Synergistic Impacts 

Many sustainability problems result from the accumulation of multiple, small and often indirect 
effects rather than a few large obvious ones. The SEA Directive requires an assessment of 
cumulative, secondary, and synergistic effects. 

The historic environment is particularly sensitive to cumulative effects. This is especially the 
case with the character and appearance of a village, where it tends not to be any single 
development or alteration that results in dramatic deterioration, but the steady drip-drip 
accumulation of one inappropriate or insensitive intrusion after another. Indeed, the main 
thrust of a village design statement is to stop this from happening. 

Secondary or indirect effects are not a direct result, but occur away from the original effect or 
as a result of a complex pathway. Again, village design statements tend to work in this way (in 
a positive direction), because every additional contribution to preserving or enhancing the 
natural and built environment reinforces the encouragement of others to do the same. 

Synergistic effects occur where effects interact to produce a total effect greater than the sum 
of the individual effects. Synergistic effects often happen as habitats, resources or human 
communities get close to capacity. Numerous examples are now recognised of synergistic 
effects among different drivers of climate change, and synergistic effects are often observed in 
ecological studies. For example, the steady attrition of a particular area of habitat may end up 
causing a reduction in the population of a particular species, even though on its own any one 
of the losses would not reduce the population - a cumulative effect - but after a certain point is 
reached further losses result in the loss of that and several other dependent species from the 
site altogether, because a critical threshold has been reached where the habitat has become 
too small to support all the typical species. Another form of synergistic effect would be the 
combination of different pollutants, for example from traffic, combining in ways that eliminated 
plants tolerant of each pollutant on its own but not all of them together. 
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Analysis of the assessments of the guidelines against the sustainability objectives identified 
the following: 

¶ Positive/Synergistic  no significant effects. 

¶ Negative/Cumulative no significant effects.  

1.1.5 Mitigation 

At no time during the Sustainability Appraisal has any significant negative impact been 
identified. Only two potentially negative effects were picked up: 

1. Low levels of street lighting could perhaps heighten the fear of crime in dimly lit areas at 
night, but this could be minimised by making sure that failed lamps are replaced quickly. 

2. The adverse impact of mobile homes on surrounding amenity might be construed as 
inimical to Travellers, of whom there are many living in Cottenham, as well as others 
who may choose to live in mobile homes - such as those in retirement or those seeking 
affordable housing, for example. Mitigation of this effect is outside the scope of the 
Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning Document, but is being 
addressed in the emerging Gypsy and Traveller Development Plan Document 
[GTDPD]. 

1.1.6 Monitoring 

The emphasis on sustainability appraisal and policy outputs underlines the adage óIf you donôt 
measure it, you canôt manage itô. The Village Design Group scrutinises all planning 
applications that relate to Cottenham (and some just outside the parish boundary) which are 
submitted to South Cambridgeshire District Council or Cambridgeshire County Council, and 
analyses the extent to which its comments (if any) are taken into account in the determination. 
Further revisions of the Cottenham Village Design Statement in years to come are expected to 
be undertaken in the light of continuing feedback. 

South Cambridgeshire District Council prepares an Annual Monitoring Report, and the 
Cottenham Village Design Group proposes that a watching brief on this Supplementary 
Planning Document be added to it. (This is only a proposal because the Village Design Group 
is not empowered to commit the District Council to the associated time and cost. However, 
many of the indicators already form part of the monitoring for the parent DPDs, which means 
on the whole no additional burden. In any case, most of the chosen indicators are district-wide 
so may have limited ability to judge direct effects of this SPD.) 

1.1.7 Conclusion 

The Sustainability Appraisal concludes that the Cottenham Village Design Statement has a 
strong correlation with the principles of sustainable development. The predicted effects confirm 
that the Supplementary Planning Document is expected to achieve its aims. The character and 
appearance of historic buildings and their settings are well protected, and sense of place 
scores highly. Preservation of biodiversity and enhancement of habitats is another strong 
theme. 

We believe that it is fundamental to sustainable development and the quality of life that local 
needs are met locally and all new development is well designed and fits and enhances its 
context; it should be locally distinctive, it should be environmentally efficient in its use of 
resources, and it should be valued by the community as a beneficial addition to the 
environment. 
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1.2 Public Participation 

South Cambridgeshire District Council has not yet prepared a Statement of Community 
Involvement. In the meantime, the minimum requirements of the Town and Country Planning 
(Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004 [TCPLDER] apply. In accordance with 
Regulation 17 the consultation draft of the Cottenham Village Design Statement and the 
accompanying Sustainability Appraisal Report CVDG-REP-1002-1.0 (11th July 2007) 
[VDSSAR] were published for public participation during a six-week period running from noon 
on 20th July to noon on 31st August 2007, providing the opportunity for individuals and 
organisations to consider the draft Supplementary Planning Document and its effects. 

The following documents were published on the Cottenham Village Design Groupôs website 
www.cvdg.org and South Cambridgeshire District Councilôs website www.scambs.gov.uk/ldf:  

¶ Consultation draft of the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

¶ A marked-up copy of the draft Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD highlighting 
the changes from the original Cottenham Village Design Statement that was adopted as 
Supplementary Planning Guidance by South Cambridgeshire District Council in 1994 

¶ Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report for the Cottenham Village Design Statement 
SPD 

¶ Sustainability Appraisal Report for the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

¶ SEA Screening Statement for the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

¶ Statement of Matters for the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

¶ Consultation Statement for the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

All the above documents could also be inspected at the following locations: 

¶ Cottenham Library, Margett Street, whose opening hours are: 
Monday and Tuesday  2pm ï 7.30pm  
Thursday   10am ï 12pm and 2pm ï 7.30pm 
Saturday   10am ï 12.30pm 

¶ South Cambridgeshire District Councilôs offices at South Cambridgeshire Hall, 
Cambourne Business Park, Cambourne, Cambridge, CB23 6EA, during normal office 
hours (8.30am ï 5pm). 

Copies of the consultation draft of the Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary 
Planning Document were delivered to all households and businesses in Cottenham by the end 
of July 2007. Copies could also be obtained from Cottenham Library and the South 
Cambridgeshire District Council offices until the end of August 2007. 

Presentations about the draft SPD were given at public meetings in Cottenham Village College 
at 7.30pm on 24th July and 9th August, and there were opportunities at both events to ask 
questions and discuss issues with those involved in preparing the revised version. 

Representations could be submitted by email to ldf@scambs.gov.uk. Alternatively, 
representations could be made in writing and submitted via the Cottenham Library, the 
Cottenham branch of the Cambridge Building Society, or to: 

Corporate Manager (Planning and Sustainable Communities), 
South Cambridgeshire District Council, 
South Cambridgeshire Hall, Cambourne Business Park, Cambourne, Cambridge, CB23 6EA 

http://www.cvdg.org/
http://www.scambs.gov.uk/ldf
mailto:ldf@scambs.gov.uk
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1.3 Sustainability Statement Accompanying Adoption 

Unlike Development Plan Documents there is no requirement for an independent examination 
of Supplementary Planning Documents; it is up to the Local Planning Authority to certify 
compliance with statutory procedures. However, the Secretary of State can direct authorities 
not to adopt Supplementary Planning Documents and can require them to be modified. 

Following circulation of the pre-adoption draft of the Cottenham Village Design Statement, 
incorporating modifications arising from consideration of representations received during the 
public consultation, Cottenham Parish Council resolved unanimously at its meeting on 6th 
November 2007 to support adoption by South Cambridgeshire District Council of the 
Cottenham Village Design Statement as a Supplementary Planning Document. 

Under the Constitution of South Cambridgeshire District Council, in Table 2B of Executive 
Functions, approval of Supplementary Planning Documents affecting only one parish is a 
matter for decision by portfolio holders. The Conservation Area and Design Officer took a 
report covering the proposed changes and their impact on sustainability to the Growth and 
Sustainable Communities / Planning Services Portfolio Holders Joint Meeting on 14th 
November 2007. The meeting was open to the public. After some discussion the Planning 
Services Portfolio Holder took the decision to adopt the Cottenham Village Design Statement 
as a Supplementary Planning Document. The decision was published in the weekly bulletin the 
same day. There were no requests for call-in during the ensuing five working days. 

Following adoption by South Cambridgeshire District Council of the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement as a Supplementary Planning Document these documents have been published: 

¶ an Adoption Statement; 

¶ the adopted Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning Document 
[VDSSPD]; 

¶ the report [VDSPPR] explaining how representations have been dealt with; and 

¶ the Final Sustainability Appraisal Report, including assessments of the guidelines in 
their final form in the adopted Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary 
Planning Document against the sustainability objectives, and incorporating a statement 
summarising how sustainability issues have been integrated into the document, how the 
Sustainability Appraisal and consultation have been taken into account, and the 
reasons for choosing the document as adopted in light of other reasonable alternatives. 

1.3.1 How Sustainability Issues have been Integrated into the Document 

There could hardly be an instrument more dedicated to giving effect to the principles of 
sustainable development than village design statements. The Sustainability Appraisal yielded 
no significant effects of the guidelines in the Cottenham Village Design Statement beyond the 
predicted effects of the parent policies. Nevertheless, taking each of the sustainability 
objectives in turn, the guidelines supporting the objectives are listed below. Those with 
potentially significant beneficial impacts are indicated in bold. One or two guidelines 
which suggested possible conflict with the objective and might result in adverse impact are 
underlined. (Mitigation is discussed elsewhere in the Sustainability Appraisal Reports.) 

1. Land and water resources 

1.1. Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped land and productive agricultural holdings. 
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L/1 Cambridgeshire Landscape Guidelines, L/2 Fen Edge landscape character, L/7 
protected vistas, S/1 settlement patterns, S/3 views out of the village, O/3 accessibility and 
appearance of existing open spaces, H/2 reduction of through traffic. 

1.2. Reduce the use of non-renewable resources including energy sources. 

E/1 working village, E/2 number and variety of shops and trades, B/2 sympathetic 
maintenance, B/9 micro-renewables, H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/2 
reduction of through traffic, H/3 improvement of cycle ways, F/1 street furniture and 
lighting. 

1.3. Limit water consumption to levels supportable by natural processes and storage 
systems. 

None. 

2. Biodiversity 

2.1. Avoid damage to designated sites and protected species. 

L/2 Fen Edge landscape character, L/4 advice on planting and other features, L/6 
respect for protected species, S/2 integration of new developments, S/3 views out of the 
village, O/2 open space landscape design advice. 

2.2. Maintain and enhance the range and viability of characteristic habitats and species. 

L/2 Fen Edge landscape character, L/3 open/built-up transition, L/4 advice on planting 
and other features, L/6 respect for protected species, S/3 views out of the village, O/1 
extent and variety of public open spaces, O/2 open space landscape design advice, O/3 
accessibility and appearance of existing open spaces, O/4 additional open spaces, F/1 
street furniture and lighting. 

2.3. Improve opportunities for people to access and appreciate wildlife and wild places. 

L/7 protected vistas, S/2 integration of new developments, S/3 views out of the village, O/1 
extent and variety of public open spaces, O/2 open space landscape design advice, O/3 
accessibility and appearance of existing open spaces, O/4 additional open spaces, O/5 
footpath network, H/3 improvement of cycle ways. 

3. Landscape, townscape and archaeology 

3.1. Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for their historic interest, and protect their 
settings. 

L/5 Cambridgeshire Archaeology Planning and Countryside Advice, L/7 protected 
vistas, S/1 settlement patterns, S/2 integration of new developments, S/3 views out of the 
village, O/2 open space landscape design advice, B/2 sympathetic maintenance, B/3 
relationships between buildings, B/4 sensitive extensions, B/7 architects and specialists, 
H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/2 reduction of through traffic, H/4 street 
design and engineering, H/5 road surface colour and markings, F/1 street furniture and 
lighting. 

3.2. Maintain and enhance the diversity and distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 
character. 

E/1 working village, E/2 number and variety of shops and trades, E/3 harmony of 
commercial and residential developments, E/4 visual appearance of commercial premises, 
E/5 commercial architecture and setting, L/1 Cambridgeshire Landscape Guidelines, L/2 
Fen Edge landscape character, L/3 open/built-up transition, L/4 advice on planting and 
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other features, L/7 protected vistas, S/1 settlement patterns, S/2 integration of new 
developments, S/3 views out of the village, O/1 extent and variety of public open spaces, 
O/2 open space landscape design advice, O/3 accessibility and appearance of existing 
open spaces, O/4 additional open spaces, B/1 contemporary architecture, B/2 
sympathetic maintenance, B/3 relationships between buildings, B/4 sensitive extensions, 
B/6 layout, context, form and materials for new buildings, B/7 architects and specialists, 
H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/2 reduction of through traffic, H/3 
improvement of cycle ways, H/4 street design and engineering, H/5 road surface colour 
and markings, F/1 street furniture and lighting. 

3.3. Create places, spaces and buildings that work well, wear well and look good. 

E/3 harmony of commercial and residential developments, E/5 commercial architecture and 
setting, L/2 Fen Edge landscape character, L/7 protected vistas, S/1 settlement patterns, 
S/2 integration of new developments, S/3 views out of the village, O/1 extent and variety of 
public open spaces, O/2 open space landscape design advice, O/4 additional open spaces, 
B/1 contemporary architecture, B/3 relationships between buildings, B/4 sensitive 
extensions, B/6 layout, context, form and materials for new buildings, B/7 architects and 
specialists, H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/2 reduction of through traffic, 
H/3 improvement of cycle ways, H/4 street design and engineering, H/5 road surface colour 
and markings, F/1 street furniture and lighting. 

4. Climate change and pollution 

4.1. Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and other pollutants (including air, water, 
soil, noise, vibration and light). 

L/3 open/built-up transition, O/3 accessibility and appearance of existing open spaces, O/5 
footpath network, H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/2 reduction of through 
traffic, H/3 improvement of cycle ways, F/1 street furniture and lighting. 

4.2. Minimise waste production and support the recycling of waste products. 

None. 

4.3. Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of climate change (including flooding). 

S/1 settlement patterns. 

5. Healthy communities 

5.1. Maintain and enhance human health. 

E/2 number and variety of shops and trades, S/1 settlement patterns, S/2 integration of 
new developments, O/1 extent and variety of public open spaces, O/2 open space 
landscape design advice, O/4 additional open spaces, O/5 footpath network, B/3 
relationships between buildings, H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/3 
improvement of cycle ways, H/4 street design and engineering. 

5.2. Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear of crime. 

B/3 relationships between buildings, F/1 street furniture and lighting. 

5.3. Improve the quantity and quality of publicly accessible open space. 

O/1 extent and variety of public open spaces, O/2 open space landscape design advice, 
O/3 accessibility and appearance of existing open spaces, O/4 additional open spaces, O/5 
footpath network, B/3 relationships between buildings, H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable 
road users first, H/3 improvement of cycle ways. 
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6. Inclusive communities 

6.1. Improve the quality, range and accessibility of services and facilities (e.g. health, 
transport, education, training, leisure opportunities). 

E/1 working village, E/2 number and variety of shops and trades, O/2 open space 
landscape design advice, O/4 additional open spaces, O/5 footpath network, H/1 
pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/2 reduction of through traffic, H/3 
improvement of cycle ways. 

6.2. Redress inequalities related to age, gender, disability, race, faith, location and income. 

B/6 layout, context, form and materials for new buildings, B/8 mobile homes, H/2 reduction 
of through traffic, H/3 improvement of cycle ways. 

6.3. Ensure all groups have access to decent, appropriate and affordable housing. 

B/6 layout, context, form and materials for new buildings, B/8 mobile homes. 

6.4. Encourage and enable the active involvement of local people in community activities. 

C/1 views of the community, C/2 local advice concerning facilities, S/2 integration of new 
developments, O/1 extent and variety of public open spaces, O/3 accessibility and 
appearance of existing open spaces. 

7. Economic activity 

7.1. Help people gain access to satisfying work appropriate to their skills, potential and 
place of residence. 

E/1 working village, E/2 number and variety of shops and trades, S/1 settlement patterns, 
H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/2 reduction of through traffic, H/3 
improvement of cycle ways. 

7.2. Support appropriate investment in people, places, communications and other 
infrastructure. 

C/2 local advice concerning facilities, O/3 accessibility and appearance of existing open 
spaces, O/4 additional open spaces. 

7.3. Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality and adaptability of the local economy. 

E/1 working village, E/2 number and variety of shops and trades, S/2 integration of new 
developments, H/1 pedestrian and vulnerable road users first, H/2 reduction of through 
traffic, H/3 improvement of cycle ways. 

1.3.2 How the SA and Consultation have been Taken into Account 

All comments on the consultation draft Cottenham Village Design Statement have been 
rigorously assessed and many suggestions have been taken on board in drafting the final 
version for adoption. While there were no representations about the accompanying 
Sustainability Appraisal Report, proposed changes to the guidelines in the Cottenham Village 
Design Statement itself have been measured against the sustainability objectives, and 
potential impacts of suggested changes have been compared with the Sustainability Appraisal 
assessments of the guidelines in the consultation draft. The whole point of updating the 
document in response to the public consultation has been to make it more sustainable. 

This process is fully described in the Public Participation Report for the Cottenham Village 
Design Statement Supplementary Planning Document [VDSPPR], which summarises all the 
representations received and explains how they have been addressed. 
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Each comment has been reviewed and discussed, measured against the sustainability criteria 
and an assessment made of how best to respond to the comment. The resulting assessment 
is recorded in the fourth column of the Table of Representations, Assessment and Approach 
(which forms Section 5 of [VDSPPR]) and where a change to the Design Statement forms part 
of this assessment the proposed change is recorded in column five. Changes to guidelines 
have each been assessed for any impact on the sustainability criteria and, where necessary, 
sustainability assessments updated. This is summarised in column six. 

The operation of screening for likely significant effects on Natura 2000 sites was undertaken 
during the period of public participation on the consultation draft of the Cottenham Village 
Design Statement, and served to accentuate awareness of biodiversity and ecology issues in 
subsequently refining the Supplementary Planning Document for adoption. 

The Cottenham Village Design Group has taken the Sustainability Appraisal exercise to heart 
in a way that belies suggestions that it is an unwelcome chore or merely a hurdle to be 
crossed. Sustainability Appraisal was a core activity and continued right up to the end.  

1.3.3 Reasons for Choosing the Document as Adopted in Light of Other 
Reasonable Alternatives 

As explored in §3.3 of the Sustainability Appraisal Reports the only reasonable alternatives 
were óbusiness as usualô and óno planô, which for all practical purposes amounted to the same 
thing. The reason for rejection given in the Record of Executive / Chief Officer Decision is that 
óThe new Cottenham VDS has been subject to full public consultation and due consideration 
has been made to all comments received and appropriate amendments incorporated. The 
intention of adopting the new Cottenham VDS as SPD was set out in the LDS.ô 

1.3.4 Statement on the Difference the Process has Made 

Sustainability Appraisal has contributed deeply to refinement of the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement. A degree of internal challenge resulted in minor modifications to the guidelines 
prior to public consultation, and external scrutiny during and after public consultation 
strengthened the contents and assured widespread ownership of the final document. 

Sustainability considerations have been at the forefront throughout contemplation of different 
forms that guidelines could take, as well as in choosing to drop existing guidelines or introduce 
new ones. For example, contradictory evidence for and against the crime prevention 
implications of culs-de-sac was weighed carefully, and one guideline on domestic wind 
turbines for micro-generation of electricity was changed following closer investigation of the 
benefits and drawbacks. 
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2 Background 

The Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning Document is one of the 
Local Development Documents for South Cambridgeshire which set out policies and proposals 
to guide future development of the district. 

Documents studied in the course of preparing this report include: 

¶ Effective Practice in Spatial Planning [EPISP]; 

¶ Environmental Quality in Spatial Planning [EQSP] 
and the accompanying Supplementary Files [EQSPSUP]; 

¶ Parish Plans and the Planning System [CA123]; 

¶ Planning Policy Statement 12: Local Development Frameworks [PPS12]; 

¶ Creating Local Development Frameworks: A Companion Guide to PPS12 
[PPS12GUIDE]; 

¶ Policies for Spatial Plans [PFSP]; 

¶ Sustainability Appraisal of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local Development 
Documents [SAGUIDE]; 

¶ Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report: South Cambridgeshire [SASRSC] 
and South Cambridgeshire Local Development Framework: Core Strategy, 
Development Control Policies, Site Specific Policies Development Plan Documents: 
Final Environmental/Sustainability Report [SASCFINAL].  

2.1 Sustainability Appraisal and the Sustainability Appraisal Report 

The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 [PCPA] §39(2) states that plan-making 
bodies must exercise their spatial planning function with the objective of contributing to the 
achievement of sustainable development. In furtherance of this objective, §19(5) establishes 
the obligation to undertake sustainability appraisal of all emerging Local Development 
Documents including DPDs and SPDs. 

Sustainability appraisal is central to document preparation as a means of assessing their 
policiesô potential social, economic, and environmental effects. As such, it is a positive tool for 
developing policies to ensure they reflect sustainable development principles. It helps ensure 
documents are soundly based as well as providing transparency in the preparation process. 
The results of sustainability appraisal also contribute to the reasoned justification of policies. 

SA is an ongoing process undertaken throughout the preparation of a plan or strategy. Its role 
is to assess the extent to which the emerging policies will help achieve social, economic, and 
environmental objectives. Sustainability appraisal is an integral part of Local Development 
Framework production. In line with the emphasis on front-loading in terms of early involvement 
of communities and stakeholders, SA should be started at an early stage and maintained 
throughout Local Development Document preparation. 

The SA Report is a key output of the process and should reflect and support the draft plan on 
which formal consultation is to be carried out. [VDSSAR] was compiled alongside the 
consultation draft of the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD for this purpose, to 
demonstrate that sustainability considerations had been incorporated into the preparation of 
the SPD, and to provide a formal statement and audit trail of the assessment. 
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2.2 Relationship to Strategic Environmental Assessment 

2.2.1 Strategic Environmental Assessment 

In addition to the requirement to undertake SA, European Directive 2001/42/EC [SEAD], which 
came into force in the UK on 21st July 2004, requires an óenvironmental assessmentô of plans 
that are likely to have a significant effect upon the environment. This process is commonly 
referred to as Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA). The SA Report must show that the 
SEA Directiveôs requirements have been met. Where a full SEA is required this should be 
achieved through ósignpostingô the places in the SA Report where the information required by 
the Directive is provided. 

2.2.2 SEA Screening 

Exemptions from SEA are possible for an SPD which covers a small area at local level or 
which makes only minor modifications to existing policy, if it has been determined that the 
document is unlikely to have significant environmental effects. The criteria in Article 3.3 of the 
Directive often apply to SPDs in the form of design guides that supplement DPD policies.  

It is for the LPA to decide whether to treat a plan as being in one of these categories (óminor 
modificationsô or ósmall areas at a local levelô). Where the LPA does so, Article 3.4 of the 
Directive requires the LPA to follow a screening procedure by consulting the authorities which, 
by reason of their specific environmental responsibilities, are likely to be concerned by the 
environmental effects of implementing plans and programmes, and making a determination on 
whether or not there are likely to be significant environmental effects. In England these are 
now the three consultation bodies, namely the Environment Agency, Natural England (formed 
from English Nature and the Countryside Agency) and English Heritage. The screening 
procedure involves examining the criteria set out in Annex II of the Directive and Schedule I of 
the Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 [EAPPR]. Where 
the LPA determines that there are unlikely to be any significant environmental effects, the LPA 
is advised to include the determination and statement of reasons as part of the SA Report 
during the consultation period of the draft SPD. 

2.2.3 Summary of Screening Statement 

Each of the three statutory consultation bodies was consulted on the question of SEA 
screening. The responses received were: 

¶ Environment Agency ï none 

¶ English Heritage  ï none 

¶ Natural England  ï none pertaining to SEA  
(but recommendations were provided regarding the content of the SPD itself). 

The area of land and size of population potentially affected is relatively small. The SPD 
provides guidance on the integration of environmental considerations in new developments in 
Cottenham village, helping to promote sustainable development. The SPD does not influence 
other plans or programmes, including those higher up the chain of conformity. 

The SPD does not set a new framework for projects and other activities, either with regard to 
the location, nature, size and operating conditions or by allocating resources; rather it 
supplements existing planning policy in the LDF for South Cambridgeshire. The SPD 
elaborates and adds further detail to Core Strategy and Development Control Policies. The 
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additional guidance provided by the SPD will serve as a mechanism through which to shape 
future development, reinforce local distinctiveness and provide a benchmark for future physical 
changes in the village. 

The SPD is intended to be implemented through new developments, and therefore the 
probability of effects occurring depends upon the level of new development. Any effects are 
likely to be positive and ongoing. There may be some negative effects (but not arising directly 
out of the SPD) associated with major construction projects but these would be more 
appropriately addressed in Environmental Impact Assessments of individual development 
proposals. The effects of the SPD are expected to be cumulative to the extent that the more 
that new developments follow its guidelines the stronger the incentive for later developments 
to continue the same theme. 

In conclusion the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD has been subject to the SEA 
screening procedure and its effects are determined as unlikely to be significant. Hence, this 
report is not subject to the requirements of [SEAD]. Exemption from SEA is desirable because 
it removes a potential basis for subsequent objections (and obviates the need for ósignpostingô, 
which could be discouraging for some of the intended audience). 

The full text of the SEA Screening Statement is available at www.scambs.gov.uk. 

2.2.4 Implications for the Content of this Report 

The Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD is relevant only within a small area at local 
level, specifically within Cottenham Parish. Its impact on the level of development within this 
area is likely to be very minor; the focus of the SPD is on the details within development 
proposals and on ensuring that design and materials are locally appropriate. As such, this SPD 
is unlikely to have any significant social, economic, or environmental effects beyond those 
already appraised in relation to its parent DPDs, [CSDPD] and [DCPDPD]. 

The Act [PCPA] requires a Local Planning Authority to produce an SA Report for all LDDs, 
including SPDs. Where the authority has made a determination that the plan is unlikely to have 
any significant environmental effects, it must consider whether there are likely to be any 
significant economic or social effects. Where the LPA considers that the plan has no significant 
effects, it should make this clear and base the SA Report on material in the SA Report of the 
relevant DPDs. This is the approach adopted here. 

2.3 The Requirement for Habitats Directive Assessment 

Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21st May 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats and of 
wild fauna and flora (the Habitats Directive [HD]) was transposed into UK law as the 
Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations 1994 [HR] with amendments [HR2007] which 
came into force on 21st August 2007. [HD] sets out the requirement for assessment of plans or 
projects affecting Natura 2000, a network of European sites of international importance for 
nature conservation. 

Article 6(3) establishes the requirement for Habitats Directive Assessment (HDA) and states: 

Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the 
site but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in combination 
with other plans and projects, shall be subject to Appropriate Assessment of its 
implications for the site in view of the siteôs conservation objectives. In the light of the 
conclusions of the assessment of the implications for the site and subject to the 
provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national authorities shall agree to the plan or 

http://www.scambs.gov.uk/


CVDG-REP-1002-2.0 Page 21 of 122 

project only after having ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the 
site concerned and, if appropriate, after having obtained the opinion of the general 
public. 

Article 6(4) goes on to discuss alternative solutions and compensatory measures. It states: 

If, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for the site and in the absence 
of alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried out for imperative 
reasons of overriding public interest, including those of social or economic nature, the 
Member State shall take all compensatory measures necessary to ensure that the 
overall coherence of Natura 2000 is protected. It shall inform the Commission of the 
compensatory measures adopted. 

Where the site concerned hosts a priority natural habitat type and/or a priority species, 
the only considerations which may be raised are those relating to human health or 
public safety, to beneficial consequences of primary importance for the environment or, 
further to an opinion from the Commission, to other imperative reasons of overriding 
public interest. 

Natura 2000 sites include Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) and candidate Special Areas 
of Conservation (cSAC), which are designated under [HD], and Special Protection Areas 
(SPA) classified under the óBirds Directiveô (79/409/EEC) [BD]. 

In line with guidance in [PPS9] §6, assessment extends to Ramsar sites although these are 
not strictly part of Natura 2000. These sites support internationally important wetland habitats 
and are listed under the 1971 Convention on Wetlands of International Importance especially 
as Waterfowl Habitat (Ramsar Convention [RAMSAR]). 

There are four stages to the HDA process set out in the European Commission guidance 
(Assessment of plans and projects significantly affecting Natura 2000 sites: Methodological 
guidance on the provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC 
[HDGUIDE]). Article 6(3) of [HD] relates to Stages 1 to 3 and Article 6(4) to Stage 4. 

The first stage involves screening, a process which identifies the likely impacts on Natura 2000 
of a project or plan, either alone or in combination with other projects or plans, and considers 
whether these impacts are likely to be significant. If it is concluded at the screening stage that 
there will be no significant impacts there is no need to proceed to subsequent stages. 

The East of England Plan was subject to an initial Habitats Directive Assessment 
[RSS14HDA], which concluded that the plan would not have a likely significant effect on 
Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites, and hence Appropriate Assessment was not required for any 
of the policies in the RSS. The initial HDA states that the reasons for this include:  

¶ That the policies will not result in any development; 

¶ The policies make provision for development, but the exact location is to be selected 
following the consideration of options in lower tier plans (i.e. by local development 
plans, programmes and strategies); 

¶ The policy concentrates the development in urban areas away from Natura 2000 and 
Ramsar sites; 

¶ That the policies specifically state that development should avoid any adverse effects 
on the integrity of Natura 2000 or Ramsar sites; 
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¶ Policy ENV3 states that local planning authorities should óensure that ... development 
does not have adverse effects on the integrity of sites of European or international 
importanceô; and 

¶ Generic provisions have been made within the policies in the RSS (e.g. Policy ENV3) 
supported by more specific provisions to ensure that the integrity of Natura 2000 and 
Ramsar sites are not adversely affected by development (Policies SS9, E7, C2, and 
WAT2). 

In the light of objections raised that challenged the findings of the HDA, the Government Office 
for the East of England commissioned a new HDA of the RSS [RSS14HDA2] which was 
published on 23rd October 2007, together with further proposed changes principally to avoid 
giving rise to a likely effect on sites of European or international importance for wildlife, or to 
avoid and/or mitigate any possible adverse effect on such sites. [RSS14HDA2] does proceed 
to Appropriate Assessment of a number of RSS policies. 

The South Cambridgeshire Core Strategy and Development Control Policies DPDs were also 
subject to Habitats Directive Assessments, [CSHDA] and [DCPHDA] respectively, but neither 
of them was deemed necessary to proceed to Appropriate Assessment. Even though none of 
its parent policies was considered likely to result in any significant effect on a Natura 2000 or 
Ramsar site, the Cottenham Village Design Statement was still required to undergo HDA. 

Cottenham Village Design Group undertook the Habitats Directive Assessment on behalf of 
South Cambridgeshire District Council as the relevant competent authority. [VDSHDA] follows 
a precautionary approach in accordance with the Habitats Directive and: 

¶ provides details of the plan and its proposals; 

¶ identifies Natura 2000 sites and Ramsar sites (in accordance with [PPS9] §6) within and 
outside the plan area that could potentially be affected by the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement; 

¶ identifies the characteristics of these sites and their conservation objectives; and 

¶ screens the plan, in combination with other relevant projects or plans, to identify any 
likely significant effects on the sites. 

The Habitats Directive Assessment for Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary 
Planning Document [VDSHDA] addresses the first stage only of the HDA process. In a letter 
dated 5th October 2007 Natural England supported the conclusion that the Cottenham Village 
Design Statement is unlikely to have significant impacts upon the European Sites located 
within and in the vicinity of South Cambridgeshire District and Cambridge City, and that an 
Appropriate Assessment is therefore not required for this Supplementary Planning Document. 

2.4 The place of the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD in the LDF 

All the matters covered in Supplementary Planning Documents must relate to policies in a 
Development Plan Document. They must therefore conform to the relevant Development Plan 
Document and thereby be consistent with national planning policy and be in general conformity 
with the Regional Spatial Strategy. 

Village design statements are part of a nationwide initiative by the former Countryside 
Commission. The original version of the Cottenham Village Design Statement [VDS1994] was 
prepared by the Cottenham Village Design Group (CVDG) and approved as Supplementary 
Planning Guidance in 1994 by South Cambridgeshire District Council. It describes Cottenham 
as it was at the time that the document was written, and highlights the qualities valued by its 
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population. The statement was written by Cottenham residents to preserve the sense of place, 
so that local knowledge, views and ideas might contribute to the growth and prosperity of the 
village, and to the high quality of its environment. 

Supplementary planning guidance prepared before commencement of the Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 [PCPA] cannot automatically become a Supplementary 
Planning Document in the Local Development Framework. Such guidance may, however, be 
used as the basis for the preparation of new Supplementary Planning Documents, provided 
the requirements are met of the Town and Country Planning (Local Development) (England) 
Regulations 2004 [TCPLDER], made pursuant to [PCPA]. 

The South Cambridgeshire Local Development Scheme March 2007 [LDS], which sets out 
how the Council will complete the move from the previous system of Local Plans to the new 
Local Development Framework system, lists [VDS1994] in the schedule of óSupplementary 
Planning Guidance that relate to a ñsavedò policy in the Local Plan ... and will continue to exist 
as non-statutory guidance whilst the relevant policies are in place ... to remain as a material 
consideration ... to provide design context for planning decisions within villages.ô 

The Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD also appears, with the brief description 
óamplification on policy for control of development within Cottenham by providing guidance on 
the local building styles, characteristics and qualities that are valuedô under the heading óA 
range of conservation supplementary planning documents are proposed, covering issues of 
built environment, landscape and biodiversity,ô along with district-wide SPDs on Development 
in Conservation Areas, Works on Listed Buildings, Church Extensions, and Biodiversity 
Strategy. 

In accordance with this Local Development Scheme, through 2007 the Cottenham Village 
Design Statement has been updated by the CVDG based on local experience gained with the 
1994 version and reflecting changes within the village over the intervening decade. Additional 
modifications have been incorporated to support its adoption on 14th November 2007 as an 
SPD within the LDF for South Cambridgeshire. 

Guidelines within the SPD are presented under eight headings: 

2. Community 

3. Economy 

4. Landscape & Wildlife 

5. Settlement 

6. Open Spaces 

7. Buildings 

8. Highways 

9. Street Furniture 

These guidelines elaborate and refine policies in [CSDPD] and [DCPDPD]. Both [CSDPD] and 
[DCPDPD] have completed all the stages of their preparation and have been adopted by 
South Cambridgeshire District Council, on 25th January 2007 and 19th July 2007 respectively. 
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3 Approach 

In November 2005 the Government issued [SAGUIDE]. The guidance sets out a five stage 
approach to SA for SPDs. These stages are illustrated below together with their relationship to 
the SPD process: 

Evidence Gathering

Preparation

of draft SPD

Public Participation on 

draft SPD

SPD Process SA Process

Representations and 

finalise SPD

Adoption

Implementation, 

monitoring and review

Stage A: Setting the context, establishing 
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This is the general approach that the CVDG have followed in the SA of the Cottenham Village 
Design Statement SPD. 

3.1 Purpose of the SA Report 

The SA Report [VDSSAR] accompanying the consultation draft of the Cottenham Village 
Design Statement SPD formed Stage C of the process ([SAGUIDE] §4.4). The general 
intention of an SA Report is to map the development of the options and the supporting policies 
by reference to their significant effects or their mitigation of any adverse effects. As the SPD is 
refined, the key sustainability issues (including environmental problems as required by the 
SEA Directive) should be documented in the SA Report, with recommendations for improving 
the options. Reasons for eliminating options should also be documented. 

South Cambridgeshire District Council has determined that the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement has no significant effects. The SA Reports for the consultation draft and the 
adopted Supplementary Planning Document are therefore based on relevant material in the 
SA Reports of the relevant DPDs [SASC] and [SASCFINAL]. 

[VDSSAR] details further work on Stage A since the Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report 
for the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD [SASRCVDS] was completed, and describes 
the procedure and outcomes of Stage B, that is to say it presents the findings of the 
assessment of the effects of the draft SPD on which formal public consultation was carried out. 
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This Final Sustainability Appraisal Report contains most of the material in [VDSSAR] but also 
explains how sustainability considerations have been taken into account in treating 
representations on the consultation draft of the Cottenham Village Design Statement and goes 
on to present the findings of the assessment of the effects of the final guidelines in the adopted 
Supplementary Planning Document. 

3.2 Scope of Sustainability Appraisal 

3.2.1 Preparatory Steps in the SA/SEA for the South Cambridgeshire LDF 

The initial stage of SA/SEA, which involves collecting a base of evidence to determine current 
environmental, economic, and social conditions in the District, and to identify any problems or 
key issues which must be addressed, was undertaken between autumn 2003 and summer 
2004. It was undertaken by South Cambridgeshire District Council in partnership with 
Cambridgeshire County Council and the other Local Planning Authorities in the county. The 
material was adapted to provide specific information about conditions in the District, and the 
key issues it faces, and documented in a Scoping Report as required by SA/SEA guidance. 
This Report was presented for consultation to the nominated environmental bodies (the 
Countryside Agency, Environment Agency, English Heritage and English Nature) in June 
2004. A revised Scoping Report, taking account the views of those bodies, was presented to a 
broad range of public bodies and private sector stakeholders, including the nominated 
environmental bodies, in October/November 2004, and provides a base of information, 
evidence, and an SA/SEA assessment framework for the LDF as a whole. The Council intends 
to review and update the Scoping Report periodically to reflect new policy, changing 
conditions, and to ensure future SA/SEA is based on up to date information. 

The initial research included the review of more than 80 documents ranging from the EU 
Directive on conserving key natural habitats, national and regional planning guidance and 
strategies, to the Cambridgeshire Structure Plan and a range of District plans and strategies 
on housing needs, economic development, community safety, etc. The review identified a 
number of pre-requisites (including targets), which policies in the DPDs must reflect in the light 
of local circumstances. A second programme of research was undertaken to assemble a 
baseline dataset which quantifies local conditions on 40 parameters, including river water 
quality, air quality, loss of high quality agricultural land, the area and condition of important 
wildlife habitats, housing completion rate and the achievement of energy efficiency ratings in 
new dwellings, levels and patterns of commuting and travel to school, availability of shops and 
other amenities in the District's villages, unemployment levels, educational achievement rates, 
etc. Data on conditions in adjacent local authority areas, in the East of England, or nationally, 
was used to determine whether environmental, economic, and social conditions in the District 
were favourable, average or typical of the surrounding region, or unsatisfactory and in need of 
specific corrective policy. 

From the initial evidence a set of key issues was identified which are to be addressed by all 
the policies in the LDF. These are grouped under seven headings shown in the following table, 
together with examples of some of the key issues identified. 

 

Land and water 
resources 

Loss of agricultural land; the effect of new development on water 
consumption and resources 
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Biodiversity Deterioration of important and characteristic vegetation features (e.g. 
hedgerows); the need to protect nationally important wildlife assets. 

Landscape, 
townscape & 
archaeology 

Protecting the character and setting of Cambridge, communities within 
the District, and its wider landscape; development design and materials 
that conform to local traditions; and the need to protect open space. 

Climate change 
and pollution 

High levels of car usage due to separation of homes and jobs; the 
constraints imposed by flood risk especially in the north of the District; 
and the need for effective energy conservation. 

Healthy 
communities 

Need to encourage healthier lifestyles and travel choices; the effect of 
the growing retired community, and their concerns about crime. 

Inclusive 
communities 

Increasing disparity between house prices and incomes which affect 
the public sector in particular; the need to retain a basic range of 
amenity in rural communities; the need to provide good access to all 
services for the whole population; and the need to cater to the needs of 
the travelling community. 

Economic activity Need to balance employment growth in the sub-region's key strengths 
with a range of opportunities across all skill levels and sectors; need to 
encourage appropriate farm diversification to prevent rural stagnation; 
and to maintain services in spite of the local dominance of Cambridge. 

 
An SA Framework was prepared based on these issues. It comprises a set of 22 objectives for 
Council policy which will result in environmental, economic and social protection and/or 
improvement, and which address the issues listed above. These objectives formed the 
structure for the subsequent phases of SA/SEA. 

3.2.2 Further Work on Stage A for the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD 

3.2.2.1 Task A1: Review of Relevant Plans, Programmes and Policies  

[SASRSC] identifies the plans, programmes and policies that interact with the parent DPDs. 
Paragraph 4.1 states: 

The production of the South Cambridgeshire Local Development Framework needs to 
take into account a wide range of other plans and programmes. These may contain 
policy objectives or specific requirements that need to be addressed through the new 
plan. Identifying and reviewing these documents is an important element of the 
sustainability appraisal (and SEA) process, as it can help to shape the objectives 
against which emerging policies should be appraised, as well as pointing to particular 
issues and problems that need to be tackled. 

Following the guidance in [SAGUIDE] §4.2.5, the list of plans and programmes in [SASRSC] 
Appendix 1 is also appropriate to the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD. 

[PCPA] requires Local Development Documents to have óparticular regard to the Community 
Strategy and also consider other relevant local strategies and initiativesô, of which the 
Cottenham Parish Plan [CPP] is obviously a very important one with respect to the Cottenham 
Village Design Statement SPD, given that [CPP] was produced as a result of a recent survey 
(2003) with possibly the deepest reach into the village. 
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Community-led parish plans are comprehensive in their scope and address a range of issues 
and opportunities in rural communities, including those with a land-use planning dimension. 
There is considerable value and benefit in joining them up effectively with the statutory 
planning system. In this way they help to deliver and guide sustainable development that 
addresses local need, respects local circumstances and encourages greater community 
involvement. 

Parish plans set out the social, economic, and environmental qualities and needs of their place 
and focus on action which helps them to shape and influence their own destinies, especially in 
aspects of ócommunity infrastructureô. The integration of the spatial planning elements of parish 
plans into Local Development Frameworks helps ensure that local characteristics and future 
aspirations of rural communities are a more formal part of the statutory planning process. 

In some ways the Cottenham Village Design Statement is a spatial expression of the 
Cottenham Parish Plan (without taking it out of conformity with [CSDPD] and [DCPDPD]), in 
the same way that Development Plan Documents, and in particular the Core Strategy, are 
expected to be the spatial expression of a Sustainable Community Strategy. 

The South Cambridgeshire Community Strategy and the Cottenham Parish Plan were both 
studied in detail in order to identify any matters with spatial planning and sustainable 
development implications for Cottenham that could be referenced in the Village Design 
Statement, and whether any of the Parish Planôs recommendations could be incorporated in 
the Design Statementôs guidelines. The results of this mapping are reproduced in §7. 

A preliminary draft of the Cottenham Conservation Area Appraisal [CCAA] has also been 
studied. No conflict between the Village Design Statement and the Conservation Area 
Appraisal was apparent. The Village Design Statement will have the effect of giving 
Supplementary Planning Document status to some of the Conservation Area Appraisalôs 
recommendations, especially those relating to street furniture, use of materials and shop 
fronts. 

3.2.2.2 Task A2: Baseline Information  

[SAGUIDE] §4.2.8 states that much baseline information will be generic to the authorityôs area 
rather than specific to the particular SPD on which an SA is being carried out. Indicators and 
associated baseline data covering the whole of South Cambridgeshire have already been 
collected in [SASRSC] Appendix 6, and are generally applicable to this SPD. Some additional 
baseline information local to Cottenham was collated in [SASRCVDS]. 

With regard to the evidence base, the initial activity associated with creating the original 
version of the Village Design Statement had involved extensive survey work and subsequent 
analysis. An archive of hundreds of photographs of buildings and other features in Cottenham 
had been established. Thirteen years of experience have been gained subsequently in judging 
the merits or otherwise of planning applications in relation to the Supplementary Planning 
Guidance, and comments have been collated from those affected (many favourable, some 
critical). The views of local practitioners in architecture and architectural history have also been 
taken into account. 

There are limitations in quantifying the effects of any kind of design guidance in any case, 
given the subjective nature of concepts such as character and distinctiveness. (Local 
distinctiveness is not confined to what a place looks like but how it feels to be there.) 
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3.2.2.3 Task A3: Sustainability Problems and Issues  

The identification of sustainability issues is an opportunity to define key issues for the SPD and 
to develop sustainable objectives and options. [SASRSC] Part C discusses the sustainability 
appraisal topics derived from the baseline assessment, the review of plans and programmes, 
and the results of extensive public consultation, with respect to the district as a whole. 

[CPP] presents the results of a survey conducted in 2003 to which more than half the 
households in the village responded. This identified several sustainability issues of particular 
concern to residents. Additional problems and issues were recorded in [VDS1994] and 
Cambridgeshire Horizonôs Green Infrastructure Strategy [CHGIS].  

Key issues and problems Source 

Social  

1. The enlarged size of the traveller site at Smithy Fen has been a 
persistent source of strong feeling in recent years. The main concerns 
are anti-social behaviour and expansion of the community through 
contravention of planning laws. The large number of unauthorised 
developments has resulted in unpredictable fluctuations in demand on 
education and health services. 

[CPP] 

2. Facilities for the youth of the village are limited, especially for the 17-25 
age group. 

[CPP] 

3. High house prices force younger residents to leave the village to get on 
the property ladder. The current property prices in Cottenham reflect the 
demand that exists for housing within easy access of Cambridge. 

[CPP] and 
Land 
Registry 

Environment  

4. During the 1990s two major new housing estates were constructed within 
the village (at Tenison Manor and Brenda Gautrey Way). Further 
development, as may be required due to the pressure for housing within 
the district, would threaten the villageôs identity. 

[CPP] and 
[VDS1994] 

5. Intensive agriculture and lack of management had destroyed hedgerows 
and other habitats in the surrounding landscape. Wildlife has also been 
affected by the loss of open space within the village. 

[VDS1994] 

6. Cottenham has a deficiency of district-scale green infrastructure (sites 
over 20 hectares), and is not connected to any strategic rights of way. 

[CHGIS] 
and 
[VDS1994] 

7. Footpaths and bridleways giving access to the countryside are extremely 
limited in number, with few connecting with neighbouring villages. 

[VDS1994] 

8. Large regions of land just outside the currently built-up area lie within the 
flood plain, and hence are liable to flood if the Cottenham Lode is 
breached (designed for 1% chance of happening each year). 

Environment 
Agency 
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Key issues and problems Source 

Economic  

9. Despite traffic calming measures introduced into the High Street in 1993 
there are major ódanger spotsô on Cottenhamôs roads that are 
accentuated by persistent speeding traffic. 

[CPP] 

10. Although there are some good local amenities, residents would like to 
see these extended to include a coffee shop, banking facilities, and more 
food outlets. 

[CPP] 

11. Cottenham is becoming a dormitory area for people who work in 
Cambridge. 

[VDS1994] 

3.2.2.4 Task A4: Developing the SA Framework  

[SASRSC] §1.6 states: 

The analysis and appraisal framework contained in this Scoping Report will also provide 
the first stage of any sustainability appraisals required for Supplementary Planning 
Documents (whose purpose is to elaborate upon policies and proposals contained in 
the Core Strategy and Development Control Policies Development Plan Documents). 

The SA Framework for the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD therefore uses the same 
sustainability objectives as the SA Framework that had been developed for [CSDPD] and 
[DCPDPD], as listed in [SASRSC] Appendix 4. It is considered that the use of these 
sustainability objectives ensures consistency with the rest of the LDF. Here they are, listed by 
topic. 

1. Land and water resources 

1.1. Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped land and productive agricultural holdings. 

1.2. Reduce the use of non-renewable resources including energy sources. 

1.3. Limit water consumption to levels supportable by natural processes and storage 
systems. 

2. Biodiversity 

2.1. Avoid damage to designated sites and protected species. 

2.2. Maintain and enhance the range and viability of characteristic habitats and species. 

2.3. Improve opportunities for people to access and appreciate wildlife and wild places. 

3. Landscape, townscape and archaeology 

3.1. Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for their historic interest, and protect their 
settings. 

3.2. Maintain and enhance the diversity and distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 
character. 

3.3. Create places, spaces and buildings that work well, wear well and look good. 

4. Climate change and pollution 

4.1. Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and other pollutants (including air, water, 
soil, noise, vibration and light). 
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4.2. Minimise waste production and support the recycling of waste products. 

4.3. Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of climate change (including flooding). 

5. Healthy communities 

5.1. Maintain and enhance human health. 

5.2. Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear of crime. 

5.3. Improve the quantity and quality of publicly accessible open space. 

6. Inclusive communities 

6.1. Improve the quality, range and accessibility of services and facilities (e.g. health, 
transport, education, training, leisure opportunities). 

6.2. Redress inequalities related to age, gender, disability, race, faith, location and income. 

6.3. Ensure all groups have access to decent, appropriate and affordable housing. 

6.4. Encourage and enable the active involvement of local people in community activities. 

7. Economic activity 

7.1. Help people gain access to satisfying work appropriate to their skills, potential and 
place of residence. 

7.2. Support appropriate investment in people, places, communications and other 
infrastructure. 

7.3. Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality and adaptability of the local economy. 

3.2.2.5 Task A5: Consulting on the Scope of the SA  

During March and April 2007 a consultation was carried out on [SASRCVDS] with the 
Government Office for the East of England, South Cambridgeshire District Council, the 
Environment Agency, English Heritage and Natural England. No changes to the SA 
Framework arose out of this consultation. 

3.3 Scale of Sustainability Appraisal 

The whole point of spatial planning is to contribute to sustainable development, so it is 
essential for every planning document to set out to improve on the situation which would exist 
without it. In the case of the Cottenham Village Design Statement there is also a third option of 
leaving the 1994 version unchanged. These two scenarios are often termed óno planô and 
óbusiness as usualô respectively. It is important to be aware that the status quo would be 
expected to change over time under the óno planô and the óbusiness as usualô options, as well 
as under a new Supplementary Planning Document. 

In this case there would be very little difference between the óno planô and the óbusiness as 
usualô options because, while the 1994 Village Design Statement would remain a material 
consideration for development management in and around Cottenham, the weight accorded to 
it would likely diminish as it became increasingly out of date. Having been prepared as 
Supplementary Planning Guidance it might also be missing out on the additional dimensions 
that the concept of spatial planning could potentially bring to a Supplementary Planning 
Document, which can include policies that go beyond those whose implementation depends 
on development control or enforcement. 
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Furthermore, the inclusion of Supplementary Planning Documents in LDFs indicates the 
additional weight likely to be accorded to them over existing non-statutory supplementary 
planning guidance in determining planning applications and appeals, owing to their more 
formal preparation procedures. 

For these reasons the only alternative considered was that of óno planô, though every 
opportunity has been taken, in the light of the Sustainability Appraisal exercise, to improve the 
guidelines with a view to enhancing the social, economic, and environmental benefits of the 
Core Strategy and Development Control Policies that they supplement. 
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4 SA Stage B: 
Developing and Refining Options and Assessing Effects 

This section summarises the tasks in Stage B of the SA process, which is undertaken during 
the pre-production stage of the SPD as described in [SAGUIDE] §4.3. Following the 
determination contained in the SEA Screening Statement, this can be a much lighter-weight 
process than for the parent DPDs. 

4.1 Task B1: Testing the SPD Objectives against the SA Framework 

While they may in some cases overlap with them, sustainability objectives are distinct from the 
objectives of the plan, which encapsulate what it is aiming to achieve in spatial planning terms 
and set the context for selecting and refining options for the SPD. They provide a way of 
checking whether the plan objectives are the best possible ones for sustainability, and can be 
seen as a methodological yardstick against which the social, economic, and environmental 
effects of a plan can be tested. Where there is apparent conflict between plan objectives and 
sustainability objectives the LPA has a choice whether to modify the plan objectives or reach a 
decision on priorities ï though many commentators claim that the ideal for all spatial planning 
ought to be a win-win-win situation for social, economic, and environmental considerations. 

The plan objective of the Cottenham Village Design Statement could be summed up along the 
following lines: 

To ensure that the areaôs built and natural heritage is protected and that new 
development identifies and protects cherished townscape assets of local urban design 
and conservation importance. 

This happens to be one of the plan objectives originally identified by South Cambridgeshire 
District Council for its LDF as a whole. In work documented in [SASRSC] twenty-two 
sustainability objectives were raised, against which policies in its Development Plan 
Documents were to be assessed. It follows, therefore, that the SA Framework for the DPDs is 
equally applicable to this SPD, even if not all the sustainability objectives are equally relevant. 
More to the point, perhaps, there were unlikely to be any sustainability objectives other than 
those in the SA Framework for the South Cambridgeshire DPDs against which the guidelines 
in the Cottenham Village Design Statement could productively be assessed. 

Furthermore, based on the work done in the course of the sustainability appraisal of the DPDs, 
it could be taken that the sustainability objectives against which the parent policies were 
assessed had been tested for compatibility with each other (see [SASRSC] Appendix 3), and 
also that there were no incompatibilities between the sustainability objectives and the 
Cottenham Village Design Statement objectives. 

4.2 Task B2: Developing the SPD Options 

The SPD is an update to [VDS1994], not something prepared from scratch. Not only has the 
text of [VDS1994] been the starting point, but continuity has also been provided by the active 
participation of some of those involved in creating the original edition. [VDS1994] grew out of 
extensive consultation, and went through many versions in its evolution. 

The SPD has been prepared by a small community group (rather than by the LPA) and is of 
interest to a more limited number of stakeholders than the DPDs. Changes to guidelines have 
been restricted to: i) learning from experience of using the existing text, ii) update based on 
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changes within the village and its context over the last thirteen years, and iii) changes 
necessary to comply with legislation for adoption as an SPD. 

The óno planô scenario is the only alternative exhibited in the Task B3 matrices, but this doesnôt 
mean that the sustainability appraisal process has not contributed to polishing the text. 
Sustainability considerations have been at the forefront throughout contemplation of different 
forms that guidelines could take, as well as in choosing to drop existing guidelines or introduce 
new ones. Two examples suffice to illustrate the attendant thought processes: 

1. There is intense debate in the literature about culs-de-sac and crime prevention, with 
opinions held by the Space Syntax Laboratory seemingly incompatible with those 
expressed in ñSecured by Designò. In ñThe Social Logic of Spaceò, Cambridge 
University Press 1984, Bill Hillier argues that crime is most likely to occur where places 
are less connected and quieter, and that many places that suffer higher crime rates are 
often poorly connected and segregate different land uses. On the other hand, 
Armitageôs (very recently-completed but as yet provisional) in-depth re-investigation of 
ñSecured by Designò and environmental risk factors in West Yorkshire also suggests 
that culs-de-sac are at lower risk of victimisation, unless they are óleakyô, i.e. with a 
footpath exit. Footpaths leading to shops, or to a maze of other footpaths, are 
particularly strong risk factors. But there is another complication: once targeted by 
offenders, culs-de-sac have a higher risk of repeat victimisation. The interpretation is 
that distance from through routes is more likely to protect from burglary because such 
homes are less likely to be scanned in passing by burglary target seekers. However, 
once the first offence has safely been committed, these same factors cease to apply 
and distance from scrutiny becomes an advantage. 

One of Hillierôs colleagues, Chih-Feng Shu, claimed in 2000 that óPositive features that 
make spaces safer include integrated through roads with front entrances on both sides, 
more visible neighbours on the streets, good visual relations to the public realm rather 
than seclusion, more linear integrated spaces and visual continuity between spacesô. In 
ñCan streets be made safe?ò, in Urban Design International Volume 9 No1, April 2004, 
Bill Hillier ventures that óit is difficult to argue that cul-de-sacs are more or less safe than 
other streets ï it is the way they are designed that affects the security of those who live 
there.ô 

ñManual for Streetsò 2007 [MFS], an antidote to Radburn layouts and DB32, is generally 
in favour of connectedness, though it does say óthe desire for connectivity should not 
compromise the ability of householders to exert ownership over private or communal 
ódefensible spaceôô and that óCul-de-sacs can also be useful in keeping motor traffic 
levels low in a particular area, but any through connections for pedestrians and cyclists 
should be well overlooked with active frontages.ô 

2. Mindful of climate change, householders are increasingly attracted to devices such as 
solar panels and wind turbines as a means of reducing reliance on fossil fuels. All such 
equipment, however, can have a detrimental effect on the appearance of a building to 
which it is attached. It could be argued that solar panels look very much like roof lights, 
and domestic wind turbines rank alongside television aerials and satellite dishes. 
Research revealed, however, that where electricity generation was the main factor a 
micro-generation turbine should be sited somewhere that the annual average wind 
speed is 6 metres per second or more, and in the centre of Cottenham this is achieved 
45 metres above the ground. The guideline was therefore changed from encouraging 
wind turbines to not recommending them until the technology could deliver greater 
efficiency. 
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4.3 Task B3: Predicting the Effects of the Draft SPD 

What amount to the findings of the sustainability appraisal, namely an overall summary of the 
effect of all the analysed guidelines under the three categories of social, economic, and 
environmental impacts, are derived from the Task B3 tables of predicted effects. These are 
described in terms of their geographic scale (do effects apply to the entire area covered or just 
a part of it? Alternatively, is there any risk of displacement of sustainability problems to areas 
outside that covered by the plan?) Indications are also given as to the magnitude of any effects 
(major or minor), the time period over which they occur (short, medium, and long-term), 
whether they are temporary or permanent, reversible or irreversible, positive or negative, 
probable or improbable, frequent or rare, and whether there are cumulative, secondary, and/or 
synergistic effects (because many sustainability problems result from the accumulation of 
multiple, small and often indirect effects rather than a few large obvious ones). 

The assessment tables in [SASC], the Sustainability Appraisal Report accompanying the 
June/July 2005 pre-submission consultation on the Core Strategy, Development Control 
Policies and Site Specific Policies Development Plan Documents, have been drawn upon as 
the basis for assessing the social, economic, and environmental impacts of the Cottenham 
Village Design Statement guidelines over and above those of the parent policies. 

With regard to the missing assessments in [SASC] of a couple of DPD policies against the 
sustainability objectives, the Local Planning Authority states: 

ST/8 (Employment Provision) was a new policy inserted into the Core Strategy to reflect 
the strategy described in this document and the other submitted DPDs. The policy drew 
together principles already examined in the South Cambridgeshire DPDs sustainability 
appraisal, including the development of Northstowe and the Urban Extensions to 
Cambridge. In particular, it was in line with the principles appraised in the employment 
section of the Development Control Policies DPD and was therefore considered to have 
thereby satisfied sustainability appraisal appropriate for South Cambridgeshire. 

CH/9 (Shop Fronts) is a policy where it was felt that there were no strategic alternatives, 
and it was not put forward as having alternative options at that stage so was not 
assessed in the initial South Cambridgeshire sustainability appraisal. The impact of the 
final policy is acknowledged as being negligible without undergoing formal sustainability 
appraisal. 

In fact, assessments of both these policies do appear in [SASCFINAL] and it is these which 
have been incorporated into the tables for guidelines E/1 and E/4. 

It was considered that one guideline, O/5, was more precisely a direct elaboration of policy T9 
in the latest manifestation of the East of England Plan. Where the Regional Spatial Strategy 
has been through an Examination in Public, and the proposed changes have been published, 
considerable weight may be attached to that document because of the strong possibility that it 
will be published in that form by the Secretary of State ([PPS12] §4.19). 

For this reason the sustainability appraisal assessment of policy T9 has been reinterpreted 
against the South Cambridgeshire sustainability objectives. There are sixty-eight sustainability 
objectives in the sustainability appraisal of the Regional Spatial Strategy. For the purpose of 
facilitating comparison with the tables for the other guidelines, as well as convenience and 
consistency of presentation, the assessments of T9 against these sixty-eight in the context of 
the East of England have been óre-mixedô in terms of their likely effects in Cottenham against 
the twenty-two in the sustainability appraisal of the South Cambridgeshire Core Strategy, 
Development Control Policies and Site Specific Policies. Any additional social, economic, and 
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environmental impacts of guideline O/5 have been explored with reference to this adapted 
assessment of T9. 

There is limited Cottenham-specific data on trends, and detailed quantitative measures are 
impossible to gauge, but the predictions presented in the tables in §5 of this report were made 
by people with an intimate knowledge of Cottenham and its history, long experience of 
changes that have happened in the past, and intuitive understanding of the interplay of 
agencies in moulding the future. 

4.4 Task B4: Evaluating the Effects of the Draft SPD 

The significance of any effects identified in Task B3 depends on the probability, duration, 
frequency and reversibility of the effects - including cumulative, secondary, and synergistic 
effects - as well as their magnitude, geographical extent and size of the population likely to be 
affected. The evaluation forms the basis of Task B4. This enables inconsistencies between the 
objectives of the SPD and its policies to be highlighted, and amendments made where 
possible to reduce conflicts. 

The following material is drawn from óAssessing the effectiveness of the planô in [SASCFINAL]. 

In the absence of well-defined quantifiable significant impacts it was necessary to evaluate 
how well the draft plan policies were meeting the objectives in the SA Framework. The points 
below summarise the assessment in each case; some of the objective descriptions (italicised) 
are paraphrased. 

¶ Minimise irreversible loss of agricultural land. A strong theme through the DPDs with the 
settlement hierarchy, generic policies on housing and employment directing 
development towards urban brownfield sites, and specific policies seeking increased 
housing densities to make good use of developable land. These policies are supported 
by controls on development in the countryside, while housing allocations are based on 
infilling within village frameworks.  

¶ Reduce use of non-renewable resources. The DPDs are limited in what it can achieve 
given the growth envisaged for the District over the lifetime of the LDF. Major growth at 
Northstowe and Cambridge East will add to demand, though their impacts are offset by 
requirements for developments to incorporate energy conservation measures. There 
may be scope to increase the level of energy conservation required in all new 
development. However the Council considers its policy addresses need for technology 
without penalising developers financially.  

¶ Conserve water resources. Another objective where the scope of the DPDs are limited 
by its needs to meets growth targets set by government, the Structure Plan, and its 
adopted Local Plan. Impacts are offset by the requirement for a 25% reduction in water 
consumption in new technology, and that development should be designed so that its 
impact on local drainage is neutral.  

¶ Avoid damage to designated sites. The DPDs offer a protective group of policies that 
prevent harmful development and that is consistent with UK obligations under the EU 
Habitats and Birds Directives.  

¶ Maintain and enhance habitats and species. Again, the LDF's role is primarily in 
conservation, and policies specifically preclude development that will destroy individual 
features (e.g. hedgerows). Policies in the sections on overall Strategy, Green Belt, 
Services & Facilities and Natural Environment provide a range of protective measures 
as well as policies seeking biodiversity improvements.  
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¶ Improve access to wildlife sites. Again supportive, with generic policies for providing 
infrastructure to improve access, particularly from villages into the surrounding Green 
Belt or countryside, and a policy to designate tranquil areas.  

¶ Avoid damage to heritage assets. Generic policies provide controls affecting 
archaeological sites/monuments and listed buildings. Some site-specific housing 
policies may create problems integrating new development into long-established 
villages, and should be addressed through individual site development briefs.  

¶ Maintain landscape and townscape. Well-served by the DPDs with an extensive range 
of policies that are prospective (encouraging good design, providing for adequate levels 
of open space) and others that protect the District's valued landscapes and built 
heritage. Again there are some housing and employment allocations that will require 
mitigation measures to reduce their local impact.  

¶ Create good spaces and places. Similar to the preceding objective. Nevertheless the 
DPDs offer policies, consistent with government policy on sustainable communities, that 
integrates housing and employment development with access and which encourages 
the provision of other services and amenities where the are readily accessible. 
Complementary policies address design codes for new development and sustainable 
transport solutions to reduce traffic congestion (as well as attendant air quality and 
noise) problems, all of which contribute to achieving this objective.  

¶ Reduce emissions and development impacts. Benefit will come from controls on 
development ï e.g. well-managed construction practices - to minimise its impact given 
the scale of housing and employment growth required by the whole LDF, and envisaged 
by policies to encourage clustering of new business activities. An extensive suite of 
sustainable transport policies tackles the issue of vehicle emissions, though other action 
may be needed to change ingrained commuting patterns. Again, a few housing 
allocations suggest transport problems due to the lack of public transport and local 
employment, while those at Longstanton and Oakington may have a cumulative impact 
with traffic generated by the new town of Northstowe.  

¶ Waste reduction and improved recycling. Waste is primarily the responsibility of the 
County Council, though the generic policy on sustainable development principles and 
design requires the incorporation of recycling facilities into new development. As with 
energy and water, there is an overall negative impact from the growth in housing, and 
this is particularly important because much of it occurs in the period when government 
targets require a step-increase in recycling levels and a corresponding reduction in the 
landfilling of household wastes.  

¶ Reduce vulnerability to climate change. Addressed in part through policies requiring 
basic energy conservation in design and the installation of technology such as solar 
panels in a proportion of all new development. There is a concern this will affect 
construction cost, knocking on to the funding of affordable housing. Otherwise the plan 
incorporates policies preventing development in flood risk areas and designing it so that 
natural drainage is not altered, adding to risks.  

¶ Human health. Any plan impacts depend largely on changes in human behaviour, which 
it cannot enforce. The principal beneficial impacts are delivered through sustainable 
transport and design policies which increase or improve cycling and pedestrian 
infrastructure, while improving access between home, work, shops, etc., and better 
availability of public transport. They are supported by policies to improve the quality of 
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recreational and other open space within and around communities, and by providing 
easier non-car based access.  

¶ Reduce crime and fear of it. Design policies encourage better lighting, overlooked play 
areas, secure cycle parking, etc. The District has low crime levels and the DPDs have 
limited opportunity to affect this issue.  

¶ Improve public open space. Largely addressed through those policies benefiting human 
health. Additionally, policy ensures adequate open space and recreational facilities for 
new development to address known shortages in the District, and will seek developer 
contributions to fund improvements in established communities.  

¶ Quality, range & accessibility of services. The DPDs have greater impact on 
accessibility through the integration of land use and sustainable transport policy so that 
all forms of new development are closely located (where feasible) or well connected. 
The settlement hierarchy aims to reinforce the sustainability of the District's larger 
communities, focusing new development there to maintain a critical mass of demand 
which supports these local services, and which maintains a service core offering a 
range of facilities that can be visited on a single trip. The hierarchy limits service 
provision in small settlements, but there is a safety net to prevent the loss of key village 
services unless this is completely unavoidable.  

¶ Redress inequalities. The Plan does not address this issue directly, but it has indirect 
effects by providing for easy access to services and around the District which lay equal 
weight on the needs of motorists and those without cars. Some of the specified 
inequalities (race; faith; etc.) cannot be addressed directly. Others are addressed 
through policy on housing and employment strategy.  

¶ Access to appropriate, affordable housing. Property price acceleration in recent years, 
and a chronic lack of smaller homes mean that the DPDs addresses this issue head-on 
with ambitious levels of affordable housing provision that surpass government targets. 
Development at Northstowe and Cambridge East, together with the allocations in the 
DPD will clear the outstanding shortfall in affordable housing and provide for seven 
years' growth (although the larger developments will deliver some of this over a longer 
timescale). The motivation for affordable housing addresses income inequalities and 
contributes to the previous objective.  

¶ Increased community involvement. Addressed indirectly by policies on provision of 
community facilities and by other policies helping to foster social infrastructure and 
cohesion.  

¶ Access to appropriate work. Physical access is addressed by sustainable transport 
policy and that on integrated land use. The DPDs have policies that will facilitate growth 
in employment in the region's acknowledged strengths (R&D, high-tech, etc.) but 
provides for a wider range of development in retailing and other B1 uses to provide 
opportunities for a wide range of skills.  

¶ Appropriate infrastructure investment. Infrastructure investment is addressed 
extensively by a set of the policies, with the exception of education as this lies outside 
the scope of the LDF.  

¶ Improve the local economy. The District economy continues to grow rapidly so 
achieving this objective needs to be balanced against its impact on housing demand 
and infrastructure. Several policies aim to facilitate land use to support key economic 
sectors (see above), although the main priority is making sure housing and 
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infrastructure can cope with recent growth and are available to meet demand over the 
life of the DPDs.  

Assessing cumulative, synergistic and secondary impacts 

Cumulative effects occur where two insignificant impact combine to form a significant impact. 
Therefore it is not possible to identify such effects at this stage in the development of the 
DPDs because virtually all the policies have no spatial expression at present. However several 
policies can work together to achieve what may be more accurate to call a 'collective impact' 
and several positive (synergistic) and negative (cumulative) examples were identified. 

Positive/Synergistic 

¶ Green Belt and other protective measures on landscape quality (though this is primarily 
a conservation effect rather than enhancement). 

¶ Effect of good design and spatial policy linking services and ways of accessing them will 
improve the feel of new development over time. 

Negative/Cumulative 

¶ The one clear negative impact is the effect of development on water and energy supply, 
and on waste. Design policies will stunt this impact by requiring conservation measures 
but this represents a cumulative net impact on the supply of these resources). 

¶ The extensive range of control policies gives a feel of a restrictive level of control even if 
this is warranted by development pressure and key local issues such as housing supply 
imbalance.  

It should also be stressed that the extensive range of mitigating measures contained in the 
Development Control policies reduces the scope for cumulative adverse impacts. 

The above paragraphs therefore represent the óno planô scenario so far as whether or not to 
adopt the Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning Document is 
concerned. And below are the ówith planô summaries of the additional effects of the Cottenham 
Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning Document, which have been derived by 
ósummingô the predicted effects of all the guidelines against each sustainability objective. 

¶ Minimise irreversible loss of agricultural land: Supplementary Planning Documents 
cannot allocate land for a specific purpose. Nevertheless, the value placed on orchards 
and community woodlands would tend to protect against further encroachment. 

¶ Reduce use of non-renewable resources. Guidelines seek to bring places where people 
live, work, shop and play closer together, ideally within walking and cycling distance. 
Energy conservation and appropriate micro-generation are supported. 

¶ Conserve water resources. None. 

¶ Avoid damage to designated sites. There are no designated sites in Cottenham. 
Protected species are respected by the Cottenham Village Design Statement. 

¶ Maintain and enhance habitats and species. This is one of the strongest themes 
running through the SPD. 

¶ Improve access to wildlife sites. The ability to improve such opportunities is limited. 

¶ Avoid damage to heritage assets. This is a central aim of any village design statement. 

¶ Maintain landscape and townscape. All but six guidelines (out of thirty-seven) had 
something positive to add in furtherance of this objective. 
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¶ Create good spaces and places. All parts of the objective will be fulfilled more 
successfully with the plan in place. 

¶ Reduce emissions and development impacts. Unlikely to make much difference to 
reducing emissions. 

¶ Waste reduction and improved recycling. None. 

¶ Reduce vulnerability to climate change. None. 

¶ Human health. Apart from encouraging walking, cycling, formal and informal recreation, 
no direct effect. 

¶ Reduce crime and fear of it. Well-planned layouts can balance out any potentially 
negative impact of minimal lighting. 

¶ Improve public open space. Greater attention to detailed landscape design may 
improve quality but, in the absence of major development, opportunities for greater 
quantity of provision are limited. 

¶ Quality, range & accessibility of services. The SPD encourages provision of more and 
better services and facilities and improved transport links. 

¶ Redress inequalities. Better access to public transport benefits the less mobile, and 
improved walking or cycle access provides better access for those without cars, but 
persons with a cultural tradition of nomadism or living in a caravan, as well as others 
who may choose to live in mobile homes - such as those in retirement or those seeking 
affordable housing, for example - may be limited in the choice of accommodation 
available to them. 

¶ Access to appropriate, affordable housing. No significant effects. 

¶ Increased community involvement. No significant effects. 

¶ Access to appropriate work. The SPD retains and develops Cottenham's character as a 
working village. 

¶ Appropriate infrastructure investment. No significant effects. 

¶ Improve the local economy. No significant effects. 

No significant cumulative, secondary, or synergistic effects were detected, although village 
design statements are generally expected to be cumulative to the extent that the more that 
new developments follow their guidelines the stronger the incentive for later developments to 
continue the same theme. 

The overall effects of the Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning 
Document forming part of the South Cambridgeshire Local Development Framework consist of 
the above effects superimposed on the effects of the Core Strategy and Development Control 
Policies Development Plan Documents quoted at the beginning of this section. 

The Sustainability Appraisal concludes that the Cottenham Village Design Statement has a 
strong correlation with the principles of sustainable development, and the SPD itself has no 
significant social, economic, or environmental effects beyond those already appraised in 
relation to the parent DPDs. The predicted effects confirm that the Cottenham Village Design 
Statement is expected to achieve its aims. The character and appearance of historic buildings 
and their settings are well protected, and sense of place scores highly. Preservation of 
biodiversity and enhancement of habitats is another strong theme. 
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4.5 Task B5: Possible Mitigation Measures 

After predicting the effects of the SPD on the sustainability objectives and evaluating their 
significance, consideration is given to mitigating adverse effects and maximising beneficial 
effects. At no time during this Sustainability Appraisal has any significant negative impact been 
identified. Only two potentially negative effects were picked up: 

1. Low levels of street lighting could perhaps heighten the fear of crime in dimly lit areas at 
night ï but this could be minimised by making sure that failed lamps are replaced 
quickly. ñManual for Streetsò [MFS] says that óAdequate lighting helps reduce crime and 
the fear of crime, and can encourage increased pedestrian activityô. However, ócare 
should be taken not to over-light, which can contribute unnecessarily to light pollution, 
neighbourhood nuisance and energy consumptionô. 

2. The adverse impact of mobile homes on surrounding amenity might be construed as 
inimical to Travellers, of whom there are many living in Cottenham, as well as others 
who may choose to live in mobile homes - such as those in retirement or those seeking 
affordable housing, for example. Mitigation of this effect is outside the scope of the 
Cottenham Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning Document, but is being 
addressed in the emerging Gypsy and Traveller Development Plan Document 
[GTDPD]. 

4.6 Task B6: Monitoring the Significant Effects of the SPD 

Local Planning Authorities are required to produce an Annual Monitoring Report to assess: 

¶ progress with the rolling programme of preparation and revision of LDDs; and 

¶ progress with implementation, that is the extent to which policies in LDDs are being 
achieved. 

In the absence of any detected significant effects there would appear to be little to be gained in 
terms of flagging up failures or signalling opportunities for future revision of the Cottenham 
Village Design Statement SPD by augmenting the raft of Core Output, Local, Contextual and 
Significant Effect indicators in the South Cambridgeshire Annual Monitoring Report with any 
additional indicators out of [SASRCVDS]. However this is a proposal only as responsibility for 
monitoring rests with the Council, and there will be savings in time and cost of combining 
locally-specific measures with the annual monitoring of the LDF which the Council is obliged to 
undertake. 

The most effective method of implementation for the Supplementary Planning Document will 
be to make sure that all planning applications are determined with reference to it. The Village 
Design Group will continue to scrutinise all planning applications that relate to Cottenham (and 
some just outside the parish boundary) which are submitted to South Cambridgeshire District 
Council or Cambridgeshire County Council, and analyse the extent to which its comments (if 
any) are taken into account in the determination. 

Officers and members, as well as planning inspectors, will themselves need to be aware of the 
Village Design Statement in the course of making determinations on planning applications to 
which it relates, as well as receiving comments from the Village Design Group. It is suggested 
that in addition to paraphrasing comments from the Village Design Group (along with 
representations from other interested parties), guidelines relevant to the application should be 
cited under the óplanning policyô heading in reports to Planning Committee meetings, so that 
everyone involved in reaching decisions on planning applications can be fully cognisant of the 
place of the Supplementary Planning Document in the Local Development Framework. 
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Linked to the Annual Monitoring Report, revisions may be required as a result of analysis of 
the use (or lack of use) of policies for development control and other purposes. The 
Cottenham Village Design Group intends to review the Cottenham Village Design Statement 
every five years, or each time the Core Strategy DPD or Development Control Policies DPD is 
changed, whichever is the earlier. This does not necessarily mean that a completely new 
document will need to be prepared. The online version can be readily updated, and for the 
time being a flyer listing subsequent amendments can be inserted into hard copies for 
distribution. Given that the SPD is intended to be implemented through new developments, a 
thorough overhaul is unlikely to be required until another major expansion of the village occurs. 
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5 Detailed Guideline Assessments 

The following tables present the assessments of the final versions of the guidelines. The SA 
Task B3 matrices of earlier drafts of guidelines, whose revision has been informed by the 
Sustainability Appraisal, are omitted. Those for the guidelines contained in the consultation 
draft of the Cottenham Village Design Statement can be found in [VDSSAR]. 

óRef policyô means a policy in a Development Plan Document (as numbered at the submission 
draft stage, January 2006) which the Village Design Statement is amplifying or elaborating. 

óSA policyô means the nearest equivalent policy or policies from which the final DPD policy was 
derived, whose assessments against the sustainability objectives were taken as a baseline 
over and above which the additional effects of the Cottenham Village Design Statement have 
been assessed. (The SA Report [SASC] for the DPDs that was referenced during the process 
of preparing the Cottenham Village Design Statement SPD was the one accompanying the 
pre-submission DPDs. Any differences in the SA Report [SASCFINAL] accompanying the 
January 2006 submission DPDs are relatively minor and do not substantially affect the 
outcome of our own assessments. The earlier parts of this SA Report for the SPD incorporate 
material from [SASCFINAL].) 

The nine central columns are headed by the parent policies as described above, and contain 
the assessments against the sustainability objectives for those policies as prepared by Scott 
Wilson in [SASC], except for ST/8 in E/1 and CH/9 in E/4 which come from [SASCFINAL], and 
T9 in O/5 which is adapted from the sustainability appraisal by ERM of the Proposed Changes 
to the draft East of England Plan (which can be found on pages 169 ï 174 of Sustainability 
Appraisal of the Proposed Changes RSS Annexes December 2006 [SAPCRSSA]). 

The column headed VDS SPD gives the assessment of the marginal predicted effects of the 
Village Design Statement guideline relative to those assessments of the parent policies. 

In the absence of exactly quantifiable measures, a looser set of indicators is used, as follows: 

Symbol Predicted effect against the sustainability objective 

+++ Strong and significant beneficial impact  

++ Potentially significant beneficial impact  

+ Policy supports this objective although it may have only a minor beneficial impact  

~ 1. Policy has no impact 

2. Effect is neutral insofar as the benefits and drawbacks appear equal and neither 
is considered significant  

? Uncertain or insufficient information on which to determine or base the assessment 
at this stage  

- Policy appears to conflict with the objective and may result in adverse impact  

-- Potentially significant adverse impact  

--- Strong and significant adverse impact 

 
(In addition, the South Cambridgeshire SA uses brackets to indicate some form of 
conditionality.) 



CVDG-REP-1002-2.0 Page 43 of 122 

Questions to clarify how the guidelines should be assessed against the sustainability 
objectives are given in Appendix 4 of [SASRSC]. 

In addition to comments relating to its assessment against each sustainability objective, for 
each guideline a sentence or two has been written summarising the assessment across all of 
the sustainability objectives; any mitigation measures are outlined; and an impression of 
possible cumulative, secondary, and synergistic effects is given. 

The guidelines in the Cottenham Village Design Statement supplement the following policies in 
the adopted Core Strategy and Development Control Policies Development Plan Documents 
for South Cambridgeshire, as well as the East of England Plan ï Regional Spatial Strategy for 
the East of England ï at the Secretary of State's Proposed Changes and Further Proposed 
Changes to the Draft Revision stage, published 23rd October 2007. 

Core Strategy 

ST/2 Housing Provision 
ST/3 Re-Using Previously Developed Land and Buildings 
ST/5 Minor Rural Centres 
ST/8 Employment Provision 
ST/9 Retail Hierarchy 

Development Control Policies 

Development Principles 

DP/1 Sustainable Development 
DP/2 Design of New Development 
DP/3 Development Criteria 
DP/4 Infrastructure and New Developments 
DP/5 Cumulative Development 
DP/6 Construction Methods 
DP/7 Development Frameworks 

Green Belt 

GB/3 Mitigating the Impact of Development Adjoining the Green Belt 

Housing 

HG/8 Conversion of Buildings in the Countryside for Residential Use 

Economy and Tourism 

ET/4 (Ref policy ET/5) New Employment Development in Villages 
ET/6 (Ref policy ET/7) Loss of Rural Employment to Non-Employment Uses 

Services and Facilities 

SF/1 Protection of Village Services and Facilities 
SF/9 Protection of Existing Recreation Areas 
SF/10 Outdoor Playspace, Informal Open Space and New Developments 

Natural Environment 

NE/2 Renewable Energy 
NE/3 Renewable Energy Technologies in New Development 
NE/4 Landscape Character Areas 
NE/6 Biodiversity 
NE/14 (Ref policy NE/15) Lighting Proposals 
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Cultural Heritage 

CH/2 Archaeological Sites 
CH/3 Listed Buildings 
CH/4 Development Within the Curtilage or Setting of a Listed Building 
CH/5 Conservation Areas 
CH/8 Advertisements 
CH/9 Shop Fronts 

Travel 

TR/1 Planning for More Sustainable Travel 
TR/3 Mitigating Travel Impact 
TR/4 Non-Motorised Modes 

East of England Plan 

T9 Walking, Cycling and other Non-Motorised Transport 
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2

SA policy DP/2

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ++ ~

Medium ++ ~

Long ++ ~

Short +++ ~

Medium +++ ~

Long +++ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short + ~

Medium + ~

Long + ~

Short ++ ~

Medium ++ ~

Long ++ ~

Short ++ ~

Medium ++ ~

Long ++ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ++ ++

Medium ++ ++

Long ++ ++

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

C/1: Developers and planners should consult the Village Design Statement, which reflects the views of the community.

Sustainable - the key point here is that as the VDS was originally prepared with significant community involvement and is now being updated by local residents with 

further local consultation, this guideline directly enables Cottenham residents to influence the development of their community. It is considered that this guideline will 

have no direct impact on the other sustainability objectives; any such impact will be via other VDS guidelines which are assessed elsewhere.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

None.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

Strengthens the involvement of Cottenham residents in the 

shaping of their community.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy ST/9 DP/1 DP/3 DP/4 SF/1 SF/9

SA policy SF/2 DP/1 DP/3 DP/4 SF/1 SF/11

Short ~ (+++) + (-) ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ (+++) + (--) ~ ~ ~

Long ~ (+++) + (--) ~ ~ ~

Short ~ (+++) ~ (-) ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ (+++) ~ (--) ~ ~ ~

Long ~ (+++) ~ (--) ~ ~ ~

Short ~ (+++) + (-) ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ (+++) + (--) ~ ~ ~

Long ~ (+++) + (--) ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ++ + ? ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ++ + ? ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ++ + ? ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ + ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ + ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ + ~

Short ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ + ~ + ++ ~

Medium (+) ~ + ~ + ++ ~

Long (+) ~ + ~ + ++ ~

Short ++ ~ (+) + (+) +++ ~

Medium ++ ~ (+) + (+) +++ ~

Long ++ ~ (+) + (+) +++ ~

Short + ++ + ~ ~ (+) ~

Medium +(+) ++ + ~ ~ (+) ~

Long ++ ++ + ~ ~ (+) ~

Short - ? + ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium - ? + ~ ~ ~ ~

Long - ? + ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + + ~ ~ ~ ~

Short + (+) ~ + ~ +++ ~

Medium + (+) ~ + ~ +++ ~

Long + (+) ~ + ~ +++ ~

Short ~ ~ + ~ ~ ? ~

Medium ~ ~ + ~ ~ ? ~

Long ~ ~ + ~ ~ ? ~

Short ~ ~ + + ~ +++ ~

Medium ~ ~ + + ~ +++ ~

Long ~ ~ + + ~ +++ ~

Short +++ + + + +++ + ~

Medium +++ + + + +++ + ~

Long +++ + + + +++ + ~

Short + (+) (+) (+) ++ + ~

Medium + (+) (+) (+) ++ + ~

Long + (+) (+) (+) ++ + ~

Short ~ ~ + ++ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ + ++ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ + ++ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ + + (+) +

Medium ~ + ~ + + (+) +

Long ~ + ~ + + (+) +

Short (+) ~ ~ + + ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ + + ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ + + ~ ~

Short + + (+) +++ ? ~ +

Medium + + (+) +++ ? ~ +

Long + + (+) +++ ? ~ +

Short ++ ? ~ + ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ? ~ + ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ? ~ + ++ ~ ~

C/2: Developers, planners and public authorities should take relevant local advice concerning facilities (including education, sport, culture and entertainment) to be 

provided as a result of new development.

Å Refer to South Cambridgeshire District Councilôs Development Control Policies for guidance on provision of infrastructure for new developments (policy DP/4) and 

retention of existing services and facilities (policies SF/1 and SF/9).

Sustainable - achieves enhanced involvement of Cottenham residents in influencing the facilities that may be developed or retained within their community, and therefore 

may help better target public services and infrastructure. No other significant impact either positively or negatively.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

None.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

Strengthens the active involvement of Cottenham residents by 

giving them a voice in deciding on appropriate facilities for their 

community.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

By taking relevant local advice, such investment is likely to be 

better focussed and more appropriate.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy ST/8 ET/7 SF/1

SA policy - ET/7 SF/1

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ +

Medium ~ ~ ~ +

Long ~ ~ ~ +

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) + + +

Medium (+) + + +

Long (+) + + +

Short ++ + (+) ~

Medium ++ + (+) ~

Long ++ + (+) ~

Short + (+) ~ ~

Medium +(+) (+) ~ ~

Long ++ (+) ~ ~

Short - ~ ~ ~

Medium - ~ ~ ~

Long - ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short + ~ ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~ ~

Long + ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short +++ ~ +++ +

Medium +++ ~ +++ +

Long +++ ~ +++ +

Short + + ++ ~

Medium + + ++ ~

Long + + ++ ~

Short ~ ? ~ ~

Medium ~ ? ~ ~

Long ~ ? ~ ~

Short ~ ~ + ~

Medium ~ ~ + ~

Long ~ ~ + ~

Short (+) + + ++

Medium (+) + + ++

Long (+) + + ++

Short + ~ ? ~

Medium + ~ ? ~

Long + ~ ? ~

Short ++ + ++ +

Medium ++ + ++ +

Long ++ + ++ +

E/1: It is important to retain and develop Cottenhamôs character as a working village offering a variety of employment.

Clearly sustainable - retention and development of local employment opportunities will give people better access to a range of jobs, will help the local economy, will lead 

to improved local facilities/services and will reduce energy use.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

Increased local employment opportunities will reduce the need to 

travel and hence reduce energy use.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Provision of employment opportunities within the village will 

increase the scope for maintaining a diverse townscape.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

Local employment opportunities will often be linked to the 

provision of a local facility or service.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

An extended range of local employment opportunities will directly 

support this objective.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

An extended range of local employment opportunities will directly 

support this objective.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy ST/9 DP/1 ET/5 SF/1

SA policy SF/2 DP/1 ET/5 SF/1

Short ~ (+++) ++ ~ ~

Medium ~ (+++) ++ ~ ~

Long ~ (+++) ++ ~ ~

Short ~ (+++) ? ~ +

Medium ~ (+++) ? ~ +

Long ~ (+++) ? ~ +

Short ~ (+++) ? ~ ~

Medium ~ (+++) ? ~ ~

Long ~ (+++) ? ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ++ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ++ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ++ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ? + +

Medium (+) ~ ? + +

Long (+) ~ ? + +

Short ++ ~ ~ (+) ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ (+) ~

Long ++ ~ ~ (+) ~

Short + ++ ? ~ ~

Medium +(+) ++ ? ~ ~

Long ++ ++ ? ~ ~

Short - ? - ~ ~

Medium - ? - ~ ~

Long - ? - ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short + (+) ~ ~ +

Medium + (+) ~ ~ +

Long + (+) ~ ~ +

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short +++ + ~ +++ +

Medium +++ + ~ +++ +

Long +++ + ~ +++ +

Short + (+) + ++ ~

Medium + (+) + ++ ~

Long + (+) + ++ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~ + ~

Short (+) ~ ++ + +

Medium (+) ~ ++ + +

Long (+) ~ ++ + +

Short + + ~ ? ~

Medium + + ~ ? ~

Long + + ~ ? ~

Short ++ ? ++ ++ +

Medium ++ ? ++ ++ +

Long ++ ? ++ ++ +

E/2: An increase in the number and variety of shops and trades is to be encouraged.

Å Small-scale enterprises will be welcomed within the village, especially those based on promotion of local produce.

Å Establish further shops and amenities in a cluster to create a more cohesive shopping area.

Å Create a pedestrian-friendly environment, particularly in the retail centre and around the Village Green, Village College, Pound and Parish Church, giving pedestrians 

priority where necessary.

Å Improve cycle parking adjacent to retail outlets and community buildings.

Å Increase the number of short-stay parking spaces close to retail outlets.

Å Barns and yards provide scope to locate businesses within the village: planning policies should encourage applications for their conversion to sympathetic business 

use.

Å Residential developments could extend the local tradition of adjacent working and living quarters by incorporating office or small-scale workshop premises, and by 
Clearly sustainable - an increase in the number and variety of shops and trades will deliver improved local facilities/services, will provide employment opportunities, will 

help the local economy and will reduce energy use.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

Although improving short-stay parking has the potential to increase the frequency of short car journeys within the village, by increasing the accessibility and viability of 

local services it will also help to discourage longer journeys to alternative outlets and so overall is likely to be neutral or positive.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

An increase in the number of local shops and trades people will reduce the 

need to travel and hence reduce energy use. Promotion of local produce 

will also save energy through fewer food miles.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Provision of shops and trades within the village will increase the 

scope for maintaining a diverse townscape.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

Giving pedestrians priority over vehicles where necessary and 

improving cycle parking should encourage healthy lifestyles, 

including travel choices.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

Shops and trades will often provide a local facility or service.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

An extended range of local shops and trades will directly support 

this objective.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

Shops and trades will all provide some level of employment 

opportunity closer to home.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 DP/3 CH/5

SA policy DP/2 DP/3 CH/5

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ (-) ~

Medium ~ ~ (-) ~

Long ~ ~ (-) ~

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short (+) + ~ ~

Medium (+) + ~ ~

Long (+) + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) + ++ ~

Medium (+) + ++ ~

Long (+) + ++ ~

Short ++ + ++ +

Medium ++ + ++ +

Long ++ + ++ +

Short +++ (+) ++ +

Medium +++ (+) ++ +

Long +++ (+) ++ +

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short + + + ~

Medium + + + ~

Long + + + ~

Short ++ + ~ ~

Medium ++ + ~ ~

Long ++ + ~ ~

Short ++ (+) ~ ~

Medium ++ (+) ~ ~

Long ++ (+) ~ ~

Short (+) + ~ ~

Medium (+) + ~ ~

Long (+) + ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~

Short ~ (+) ~ ~

Medium ~ (+) ~ ~

Long ~ (+) ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~

E/3: Commercial developments or conversions should be designed to harmonise with the predominantly residential setting.

Sustainable - harmonisation of commercial developments within the residential setting will enhance the townscape character and will help ensure developments function 

well and look good.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Harmonisation of commercial developments with the residential 

setting will enhance the townscape character.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Harmonisation of commercial developments with the residential 

setting will help to ensure developments function well and look 

good.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy NE/15 CH/5 CH/8 CH/9

SA policy NE/17 CH/5 CH/8 CH/9

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ? (-) ~ ~ ~

Medium ? (-) ~ ~ ~

Long ? (-) ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short + ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~ ~ ~

Long + ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ++ ~ (+) ~

Medium ~ ++ ~ (+) ~

Long ~ ++ ~ (+) ~

Short (+) ++ + +(+) +

Medium (+) ++ + +(+) +

Long (+) ++ + +(+) +

Short (+) ++ (+) + ~

Medium (+) ++ (+) + ~

Long (+) ++ (+) + ~

Short + ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium +(+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ ~ + ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

E/4: Shops and business premises have a major visual impact.

Å Keep frontages in sympathy with upper storeys and with neighbouring facades.

Å Minimise the size of plate glass windows on the street front.

Å Use traditional non-illuminated non-reflective hand-painted signs in quieter colours fixed flush to buildings.

Å Traditional shop frontage features such as stall risers would enhance the character of the area. Avoid canopies.

Å Restrict the brightness of external and internal lighting to minimise light pollution and glare. Just as we value the 'green belt' by day, we should preserve the 'dark belt' 

by night.

Å Reduce the visual impact of business parking by planting.

Sustainable - maintaining shop fronts in sympathy with upper storeys and with neighbouring facades will help to maintain the townscape character of Cottenham.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Keeping shop fronts in sympathy with upper storeys and with 

neighbouring facades will help to maintain the townscape 

character of Cottenham.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2

SA policy DP/2

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ++ +

Medium ++ +

Long ++ +

Short +++ +

Medium +++ +

Long +++ +

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short + ~

Medium + ~

Long + ~

Short ++ ~

Medium ++ ~

Long ++ ~

Short ++ ~

Medium ++ ~

Long ++ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ++ ~

Medium ++ ~

Long ++ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

E/5: Commercial and industrial developments should be designed to high architectural standards.

Å Building design, materials and site layout should be compatible with the surrounding area and, where appropriate, reflect their Cottenham context.

Å Reduce the visual impact of new and existing sites by planting native broadleaf species and hedgerow shrubs.

Sustainable - commercial and industrial developments, when designed to high architectural standards, can add to the distinctiveness of townscape character and can 

function well and look good.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Commercial and industrial developments - when designed to 

high architectural standards - can add to the distinctiveness of 

townscape character.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Commercial and industrial developments - when designed to 

high architectural standards - can function well and also look 

good.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 NE/4

SA policy DP/2 NE/4

Short ~ + +

Medium ~ + +

Long ~ + +

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) + ~

Medium (+) + ~

Long (+) + ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) + ~

Medium (+) + ~

Long (+) + ~

Short ++ +++ ++

Medium ++ +++ ++

Long ++ +++ ++

Short +++ ++ ~

Medium +++ ++ ~

Long +++ ++ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short + ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~

Long + ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Explicit attention to landscape design criteria and a professional design 

scheme, where appropriate, should contribute to achieving the objective in 

the planning phase.  Resources to maintain it should do the same for the 

maintenance phase.  Fits well with DP/2, NE/4

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

The professional design scheme should help those who read 

and understand these things to create places, spaces and 

buildings that work well, wear well and look good

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

L/1: 'Landscape design criteria should form a key aspect in the layout, form and urban design qualities of new developments'

Cambridgeshire Landscape Guidelines (Cambridgeshire County Council).

Å In the case of significant landscape developments or changes, a professional design scheme should be prepared for consultation.

Å New landscapes should be endowed with sufficient management resources for securing long-term care.

The general guideline is motherhood and apple pie, and to that extent long-term sustainable, though, because so general, difficult to apply to specifics.  The professional 

design scheme requirement may only be feasible for larger developments.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

None.

None.

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

This guideline refers to landscape design, the parent policies to whether 

landscape change occurs at all.  While not specifically addressed in this 

objective, resources for long-term care would support its spirit.   The 

guidelines do fit well with DP/2 and NE/4

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 NE/4

SA policy DP/2 NE/4

Short ~ + ++

Medium ~ + ++

Long ~ + ++

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ +

Medium ~ ~ +

Long ~ ~ +

Short (+) + ++

Medium (+) + ++

Long (+) + ++

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) + ~

Medium (+) + ~

Long (+) + ~

Short ++ +++ ++

Medium ++ +++ ++

Long ++ +++ ++

Short +++ ++ +

Medium +++ ++ +

Long +++ ++ +

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short + ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~

Long + ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

L/2: Essential elements of the parishôs distinctive Fen Edge landscape character should be protected.

Å New developments should minimise the impact on existing landscape qualities and features.

Å New developments should contribute positively to the quality of the landscape and enjoyment of the environment.

Å There is considerable room for the improvement of wildlife habitat and protection.  This creates opportunities for developers to address these aspects within their 

schemes and enhance the assets of the village. 

Overall the guideline supports and in some cases enhances the objectives by making Cottenham-specific recommendations.  The guideline should be sustainable.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

The guideline weakly supports this objective but does not 

enhance it.  In line with DP/2, NE/4 and CH/2.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

Guideline enhances this objective.  Also in line with spirit of DP/2 

and NE/4.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Supports the objective, with reference to Cottenham specific 

landscape.  In line with DP/2 and NE/4.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Marginally supports in that maintaining village character should 

have this effect.  DP/2 and NE/4 are more concerned about local 

distinctiveness.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

The guideline applies this objective to maintaining Fen Edge 

landscape specifically and the third bullet bullet to enhancement.  

In line with DP/2 and NE/4.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 NE/4 NE/15

SA policy DP/2 NE/4 NE/17

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ? ~

Medium ~ ~ ? ~

Long ~ ~ ? ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) + + +

Medium (+) + + +

Long (+) + + +

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) + ~ ~

Medium (+) + ~ ~

Long (+) + ~ ~

Short ++ +++ (+) +

Medium ++ +++ (+) +

Long ++ +++ (+) +

Short +++ ++ (+) ~

Medium +++ ++ (+) ~

Long +++ ++ (+) ~

Short ~ ~ + +

Medium ~ ~ +(+) +

Long ~ ~ ++ +

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ++ ~

Medium ~ ~ ++ ~

Long ~ ~ ++ ~

Short + ~ ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~ ~

Long + ~ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~

L/3: New developments on the village edge should give high priority to landscape design and management of light pollution, to protect and enhance the external view of 

the village.

Å Do not form a stark edge to the village, or spoil the outside view by neglecting the backs of gardens or buildings.

Å Shelter and contain the edge using appropriate native broadleaf species.

Å Achieve well-designed compositions using hedge and woodland screens.

Å Maintain dark skies in the countryside at night by minimising light spillage from new development.

This guideline does not conflict with any of the objectives.  Where there is relevance it supports them ï though the purpose is different.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

Guideline is about design, not land use. It applies policies DP/2, 

NE/4 specifically to the village edge but not in the terms given.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Protecting the external views/landscape fits in with the tenor of 

DP/2 and NE/4.  The bullet points add locally appropriate detail.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

Maintaining dark skies in the countryside around the village edge 

will limit light pollution.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

Guideline is in line with the objective of maintaining characteristic habitats 

and species, but is specifically about village edge design - though the same 

applies to the parent policies.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy NE/4

SA policy NE/4

Short + ~

Medium + ~

Long + ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ++

Medium ~ ++

Long ~ ++

Short + ++

Medium + ++

Long + ++

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short + ~

Medium + ~

Long + ~

Short +++ ++

Medium +++ ++

Long +++ ++

Short ++ ~

Medium ++ ~

Long ++ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

L/4: Action by landowners, community groups and individuals.

Å Plant native and/or locally typical species to retain landscape character and to benefit wildlife within the village. 

Å Orchards are part of the village heritage and should be retained. If not commercially viable, a form of community-led management may be required.

Å This is a landscape of wide views and open spaces.  Efforts should be made to minimise impact of developments on the character of this landscape.

ÅÅ Consider the impact when designing details such as bridges, signs, gates and stiles. 

ÅÅ When planting, relatively small groups of trees may be most appropriate. 

Overall the guideline complies with the spirit of all the relevant objectives, and in most cases gives them Cottenham-specific interpretation.  The guideline is sustainable.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

Although not specific to designated sites, these guidelines are in 

line with this objective.  They comply well with the spirit of NE/4.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

Retaining orchards applies this objective to Cottenham. The other parts of 

the guideline support it more generally.  The guideline is in line with the 

'preserving local distinctiveness' of NE/4.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

All parts of the guideline contribute to this objective, and apply it 

locally.  Complete accord with NE/4.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Places and spaces designed according to this guideline should 

meet this objective.  No relevance to NE/4.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

Planting native species to benefit wildlife applies this objective.  

Orchards provide characteristic habitats.  All parts of the 

guideline apply NE/4 to Cottenham.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

Opportunities for access are not specifically addressed (except indirectly 

through community-led management of orchards), though wildlife and wild 

places are.  NE/4 does not address access.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

Though not specifically about accessibility, this guideline will 

contribute to the quality of that which is accessible.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

Community-led management of orchards offers one such 

opportunity.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy CH/2

SA policy CH/2

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short +++ ++

Medium +++ ++

Long +++ ++

Short (+) ~

Medium (+) ~

Long (+) ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

L/5: Developers and landowners should be aware of the possible archaeological importance of their sites and contact the Cambridgeshire Archaeology Planning and 

Countryside Advice team (CAPCA) where appropriate.

Å The preservation and protection of ancient monuments needs to be improved.

Å Local access, interpretation and educational use should be provided and encouraged, subject to archaeological advice.

This guideline protects sites designated for their historic interest and has no adverse effects.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

The guideline supports and enhances this objective, and points readers in 

the direction of CH/2 where strong measures are set out, including 

circumstances in which planning permission can be refused.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

None.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

Accessibility to archaeological sites is weakly in line with this 

objective

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

The guideline supports the objectives of education and access 

with reference to local history.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 CH/2

SA policy DP/2 CH/2

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ++

Medium ~ ~ ++

Long ~ ~ ++

Short (+) ~ ++

Medium (+) ~ ++

Long (+) ~ ++

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) +++ ~

Medium (+) +++ ~

Long (+) +++ ~

Short ++ (+) ~

Medium ++ (+) ~

Long ++ (+) ~

Short +++ ~ ~

Medium +++ ~ ~

Long +++ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short + ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~

Long + ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

None.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

None.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

Guideline fits in with overall objective and makes it Cottenham 

specific.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

Guideline fits in with overall objective and makes it Cottenham 

specific.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

None.

None.

L/6: Developments such as barn conversions, re-roofing projects, work in the vicinity of ponds or the Moat etc should fully take into account responsibilities with respect 

to protected species including bats and great crested newts.

The guideline is specific to the kind of development and the kind of species appropriate to Cottenham but fits in with the spirit of the objectives.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 GB/3 NE/4

SA policy DP/2 GB/3 GB/4 NE/4

Short ~ ~ ~ + +

Medium ~ ~ ~ + +

Long ~ ~ ~ + +

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ + ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ + ~

Long (+) ~ ~ + ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ +

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ +

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ +

Short (+) ? ? + ++

Medium (+) ? ? + ++

Long (+) ? ? + ++

Short ++ +++ +++ +++ ++

Medium ++ +++ +++ +++ ++

Long ++ +++ +++ +++ ++

Short +++ ++ ++ ++ +

Medium +++ ++ ++ ++ +

Long +++ ++ ++ ++ +

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short + ? ~ ~ ~

Medium + ? ~ ~ ~

Long + ? ~ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Short (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

Long (+) ~ ~ ~ ~

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

Maintains rather than improves both the quantity and quality of 

open space.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

Explicitly protects the settings of landmark features, such as the 

tower of All Saints Church.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Maintains important views and vistas which are an important part 

of the landscape character.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

As for 3.2.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

Maintains open views, and hence open space.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

Developments on previously undeveloped land, other than infill 

within the village framework, are likely to block or impose on 

views so are discouraged by this guideline.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

None.

Clear synergies with L/2 and L/3; all these guidelines have positive effects on the appearance of the village edge.

L/7: Protect vistas that contribute to the character and attractiveness of Cottenham.

Å The following vistas are designated as meriting special protection:

ÅÅ the west flank of the village between the Parish Church and the Water Tower along the Cottenham Lode footpath from Rampton to Broad Lane, especially after passing 

beneath the electricity transmission lines

ÅÅ towards Haddenham hill from the same place

ÅÅ from Fen End Farm, looking back at the village

ÅÅ the far reaches of Smithy Fen, looking out towards the Old West River

ÅÅ the approaches to the Parish Church from the north of Long Drove and Church Lane

ÅÅ the east flank of the village from the middle of Beach Road

Å Design should respond to the qualities of affected views with sensitivity and imagination, bearing in mind that scenery changes with weather and lighting conditions 

(such as length of shadow or phase of the moon), and seasonal changes in the natural and cultivated environment.

Å Prevent undue damage to the view either by blocking, or unacceptably imposing on, a landmark or by creating an intrusive element in the viewôs foreground or middle 

ground.

Å Protect backgrounds that give a context to landmarks. Opportunities exist for sculpting the skyline, but other tall structures should not detract from the prominence of 

existing structures.

Supports the objective of respecting landscape character by protecting appropriate views and vistas.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 DP/3

SA policy DP/2 DP/3

Short ~ + +

Medium ~ + +

Long ~ + +

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short + + ~

Medium + + ~

Long + + ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short + + +

Medium + + +

Long + + +

Short ++ + ++

Medium ++ + ++

Long ++ + ++

Short +++ + +

Medium +++ + +

Long +++ + +

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + +

Long ~ + +

Short + ~ +

Medium + ~ +

Long + ~ +

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short + + ~

Medium + + ~

Long + + ~

Short ++ + ~

Medium ++ + ~

Long ++ + ~

Short ++ + ~

Medium ++ + ~

Long ++ + ~

Short + + ~

Medium + + ~

Long + + ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short + ~ +

Medium + ~ +

Long + ~ +

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short + ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~

Long + ~ ~

S/1: Settlement patterns are a key to the distinctive nature of the village. Developers should recognise this and respect the characteristic layout.

Å Create streets with a purposeful line: settlement should follow the street and should not be random. In general avoid closes and culs-de-sac.

Å The settlement pattern is characteristically rectilinear not winding.

Å Refer to the two patterns of house density. One is informal with houses built cheek-by-jowl; the other is in a regular linear pattern.

These guideleines will encourage developers to adopt the characteristic lay-out. This will help to create fairly high-density development within the village framework and 

prevent sprawl. It will help to enable walking to shops, facilities and work.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

It will help prevent sprawling random development.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

Houses in Cottenham are generally built on higher ground and, by adopting 

these guidelenes for lay-out, this will be continued and reduce the risk of 

flooding in this low-lying Fenland lanscape (arising from climate change).

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

By giving regularity to the settlement pattern, it will avoid 

encroaching.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

It will help retain the special Cottenham settlement pattern.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

New development will fit the special Cottenham context.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

By giving regularity to the settlement pattern, it will avoid 

sprawling development and reduce the need for car transport for 

access to local facilities.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

It will be easier to walk to local work opportunities.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 DP/3 TR/1

SA policy DP/2 DP/3 TR/1

Short ~ + + ~

Medium ~ + +(+) ~

Long ~ + ++ ~

Short ~ ~ + ~

Medium ~ ~ +(+) ~

Long ~ ~ ++ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ +

Medium ~ + ~ +

Long ~ + ~ +

Short + + ~ ~

Medium + + ~ ~

Long + + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ (-) +

Medium ~ ~ (-) +

Long ~ ~ (-) +

Short + + ? +

Medium + + ? +

Long + + ? +

Short ++ + (+) +

Medium ++ + + +

Long ++ + +(+) ++

Short +++ + (+) +

Medium +++ + + +

Long +++ + +(+) +

Short ~ + + ~

Medium ~ + +(+) ~

Long ~ + ++ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~

Short + ~ + +

Medium + ~ +(+) +

Long + ~ ++ +

Short ~ + + ~

Medium ~ + + ~

Long ~ + + ~

Short + + ~ ~

Medium + + ~ ~

Long + + ~ ~

Short ++ + ++ ~

Medium ++ + ++(+) ~

Long ++ + +++ ~

Short ++ + + ~

Medium ++ + +(+) ~

Long ++ + ++ ~

Short + + ? ~

Medium + + ? ~

Long + + ? ~

Short ++ ~ ~ +

Medium ++ ~ ~ +

Long ++ ~ ~ +

Short + ~ ++ ~

Medium + ~ ++ ~

Long + ~ ++ ~

Short ~ + (+) ~

Medium ~ + (+) ~

Long ~ + (+) ~

Short + ~ + +

Medium + ~ +(+) +

Long + ~ +(+) +

S/2: New developments need to be integrated with the village and form part of a linked overall pattern.

Å Build up a network of routes between homes, schools and shops, particularly for pedestrians and cyclists.

Å Protect existing views within the village, and into the countryside.

Å Create vistas into and within the newly developed areas.

Å New infrastructure should not detract from the appearance of the village or surrounding area.

This guideline helps to continue the oneness and attractiveness of this village and allows it to retain or improve shops and facilities by making access easy.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

By retaining the views and access, this helps preserve major 

features since people are aware and would notice their potential 

loss.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

By retaining the views and access, this helps preserve major 

features since people are aware and would notice their potential 

loss.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Helps to retain the physical appearance of Cottenham.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Emphasises the importance of spaces.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

None.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

Routes for pedestrians and cyclists would be 

maintained/enhanced.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

Encourages walking and cycling.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

Allows pedestrian access to local shops.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

Will allow easier access to the Village College which functions 

as the village hall.  

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy ST/2 ST/5 DP/2 DP/3 NE/4

SA policy ST/1 ST/4 DP/2 DP/3 NE/4

Short + ~ ~ + + +

Medium ++ ~ ~ + + +

Long +++ ~ ~ + + +

Short - ? ~ ~ ~ ~

Medium -- ? ~ ~ ~ ~

Long --- ? ~ ~ ~ ~

Short - - ~ + ~ ~

Medium -- - ~ + ~ ~

Long --- - ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ + ~ +

Medium ~ ~ ~ + ~ +

Long ~ ~ ~ + ~ +

Short ~ ~ + + + +

Medium ~ ~ + + + +

Long ~ ~ + + + +

Short ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ +

Medium ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ +

Long ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ +

Short ~ ~ + + + +

Medium + ~ + + + +

Long ++ ~ + + + +

Short ~ + ++ + +++ +

Medium ~ ++ ++ + +++ +

Long ~ ++ ++ + +++ +

Short + + +++ + ++ +

Medium ++ ++ +++ + ++ +

Long +++ ++ +++ + ++ +

Short - + ~ + ~ ~

Medium - + ~ + ~ ~

Long -- + ~ + ~ ~

Short - - ~ + ~ ~

Medium -- - ~ + ~ ~

Long --- - ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ~ + ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~ + ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ + + ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ + + ~ ~

Long ~ ~ + + ~ ~

Short ~ + ++ + ~ ~

Medium ~ + ++ + ~ ~

Long ~ + ++ + ~ ~

Short + ? ++ + ~ ~

Medium ++ ? ++ + ~ ~

Long ++ ? ++ + ~ ~

Short + ? + + ~ ~

Medium ++ ? + + ~ ~

Long +++ ? + + ~ ~

Short ~ ~ ++ ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ++ ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ++ ~ ~ ~

Short ? ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ? ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ? ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short + ~ ~ + ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~ + ~ ~

Long +++ ~ ~ + ~ ~

Short + + + ~ ~ ~

Medium ++ + + ~ ~ ~

Long +++ + + ~ ~ ~

S/3: Infill development or lateral extensions to existing buildings should maintain gaps which provide views out of the village.

Retaining gaps/views will maintain and enhance the diversity and distinctivenes of landscape and townscape character.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

Views will help appreciation and preservation.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

Views of agriculture will help appreciation and avoid loss.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

By retaining the views and access, this helps preserve major 

features since people are aware and would notice their potential 

loss.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Views out of Cottenham are a distinct feature and the village 

would lose some of its attractiveness as a place to live and work 

without these.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Emphasises the importance of spaces.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

Helps appreciation and thus preservation.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

Protects access in the sense of viewing.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

None.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.

 



CVDG-REP-1002-2.0 Page 62 of 122 

Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 DP/3 DP/4 SF/9

SA policy DP/2 DP/3 DP/4 SF/11

Short ~ + (-) ~ ~

Medium ~ + (--) ~ ~

Long ~ + (--) ~ ~

Short ~ ~ (-) ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ (--) ~ ~

Long ~ ~ (--) ~ ~

Short ~ + (-) ~ ~

Medium ~ + (--) ~ ~

Long ~ + (--) ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short + + ? ~ +

Medium + + ? ~ +

Long + + ? ~ +

Short ~ ~ ~ + +

Medium ~ ~ ~ + +

Long ~ ~ ~ + +

Short + + ~ ~ ~

Medium + + ~ ~ ~

Long + + ~ ~ ~

Short ++ + ~ ++ +

Medium ++ + ~ ++ +

Long ++ + ~ ++ +

Short +++ + + +++ +

Medium +++ + + +++ +

Long +++ + + +++ +

Short ~ + ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~ + ~

Short ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ + ~ ~ ~

Long ~ + ~ ~ ~

Short + ~ + +++ +

Medium + ~ + +++ +

Long + ~ + +++ +

Short ~ + ~ ? ~

Medium ~ + ~ ? ~

Long ~ + ~ ? ~

Short + + + +++ +

Medium + + + +++ +

Long + + + +++ +

Short ++ + + + ~

Medium ++ + + + ~

Long ++ + + + ~

Short ++ + (+) + ~

Medium ++ + (+) + ~

Long ++ + (+) + ~

Short + + ++ ~ ~

Medium + + ++ ~ ~

Long + + ++ ~ ~

Short ++ ~ + + +

Medium ++ ~ + + +

Long ++ ~ + + +

Short + ~ + ~ ~

Medium + ~ + ~ ~

Long + ~ + ~ ~

Short ~ + +++ ~ ~

Medium ~ + +++ ~ ~

Long ~ + +++ ~ ~

Short + ~ + ~ ~

Medium + ~ + ~ ~

Long + ~ + ~ ~

O/1: A coherent overall strategy is needed to increase the extent and variety of public spaces suitable for informal recreation.

This strategy and its delivery would improve the continuing viability of Cottenham as a pleasant village environment.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None needed.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

There is no strategy now and this is an area that could enhance 

the village.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Will improve satisfaction with the village.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

Habitat etc would be a factor in the strategy.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

Informal leisure would be a factor in the strategy.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

Having a strategy to create more space for informal recreation 

will be a major factor in the creation of these facilities which are 

critical to health and well-being.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

A strategy for open space for Cottenham goes beyong the policies and 

could allow a plan to be developed and delivered for Cottenham where 

there is insufficient at the moment.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

Drawing up a strategy and facilitating its delivery would enhance 

community involvement in the design of the village.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy DP/2 DP/3

SA policy DP/2 DP/3

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short ~ ~ ~

Medium ~ ~ ~

Long ~ ~ ~

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short ~ + +

Medium ~ + +

Long ~ + +

Short + + +

Medium + + +

Long + + +

Short ~ ~ +

Medium ~ ~ +

Long ~ ~ +

Short + + +

Medium + + +

Long + + +

Short ++ + +

Medium ++ + +

Long ++ + +

Short +++ + +

Medium +++ + +

Long +++ + +

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short + ~ +

Medium + ~ +

Long + ~ +

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short + + +

Medium + + +

Long + + +

Short ++ + +

Medium ++ + +

Long ++ + +

Short ++ + ~

Medium ++ + ~

Long ++ + ~

Short + + ~

Medium + + ~

Long + + ~

Short ++ ~ ~

Medium ++ ~ ~

Long ++ ~ ~

Short + ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~

Long + ~ ~

Short ~ + ~

Medium ~ + ~

Long ~ + ~

Short + ~ ~

Medium + ~ ~

Long + ~ ~

O/2: Landscape design advice should be obtained for the planning of open spaces.

Good design is the very essence of the Cottenham Village Design Statement. Landscape design is as important as building/settlement design and the two should go hand 

in hand to enhance the feel and sustainability of the village.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

Good landscape design should help protect Cottenham's 

populations of protected species such as great crested newts.

None necessary.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

None.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

This objective would be integrated into the planning of open 

spaces.

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Good landscape design should help guarantee Cottenham's 

landscape character for future generations.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Good landscape design contributes towards creating places, 

spaces and buildings that work well, wear well and look good.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

Good landscape design should help protect and enhance Cottenham's flora 

and fauna. Advice is available from Cottenham Environment Audit Group's 

hedgerow survey (see CVDG website).

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

This objective would be integrated into the planning of open 

spaces.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

Good landscape design should help protect the health of 

Cottenham's population by offering a variety of leisure 

opportunities.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

Good landscape design should improve the quality of 

Cottenham's open space.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

This objective would be integrated into the planning of open 

spaces.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

None.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

None.
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Guideline

Summary of assessment

Summary of mitigation proposals

Secondary, cumulative or synergistic 

effects

Ref policy NE/6

SA policy NE/6

Short ~ +

Medium ~ +

Long ~ ++

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short +++ ~

Medium +++ ~

Long +++ ~

Short +++ +

Medium +++ +

Long +++ +

Short ~ +

Medium ~ +

Long ~ +

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short + +

Medium + +

Long + +

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short (+) +

Medium (+) +

Long (+) +

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ +

Medium ~ +

Long ~ +

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ +

Long ~ +

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

Short ~ +

Medium ~ +

Long ~ +

Short ~ ~

Medium ~ ~

Long ~ ~

O/3: Improve the accessibility and appearance of existing spaces.

Å Plant incidental open spaces.

Å Extend community woods and create community orchards.

Open space attractiveness and access in Cottenham could be enhanced by this guideline. There are widespread educational and health benefits.

2.1 Avoid damage to designated sites and protected 

species

None.

None.

None.

Sustainability appraisal objectives

Assessment

Comments / Proposed mitigation

VDS 

SPD

3.2 Maintain and enhance the diversity and 

distinctiveness of landscape and townscape 

character

Could enhance Cottenham's tradition of fruit growing.

2.3 Improve opportunities for people to access and 

appreciate wildlife and wild places

Cottenham is in need of more open space with trees to 

encourage recreation and (educational) knowledge.

1.1 Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped 

land and productive agricultural holdings

Could preserve Cottenham's tradition of fruit growing.

1.2 Reduce the use of non-renewable resources 

including energy sources

None.

1.3 Limit water consumption to levels supportable by 

natural processes and storage systems

None.

5.2 Reduce and prevent crime, and reduce the fear 

of crime

None.

2.2 Maintain and enhance the range and viability of 

characteristic habitats and species

Could enhance Cottenham's tradition of fruit growing - some 

apple tree varieties still bear the name "Cottenham" but are no 

longer to be found growing in Cottenham.

3.3 Create places, spaces and buildings that work 

well, wear well and look good

Could enhance Cottenham's environment with the planting of more native 

trees and shrubs - see CEAG's hedgerow survey on CVDG website - as 

well as offsetting emissions.

4.1 Reduce emissions of greenhouse gasses and 

other pollutants (including air, water, soil, noise, 

vibration and light)

None.

3.1 Avoid damage to areas and sites designated for 

their historic interest, and protect their settings.

None.

4.2 Minimise waste production and support the 

recycling of waste products

None.

4.3 Limit or reduce vulnerability to the effects of 

climate change (including flooding)

None.

5.1 Maintain and enhance human health

None.

7.3 Improve the efficiency, competitiveness, vitality 

and adaptability of the local economy

None.

6.2 Redress inequalities related to age, gender, 

disability, race, faith, location and income

None.

6.3 Ensure all groups have access to decent, 

appropriate and affordable housing

None.

6.4 Encourage and enable the active involvement of 

local people in community activities

Could enhance Cottenham's social cohesion with an involvement 

in the tradition of fruit growing.

7.1 Help people gain access to satisfying work 

appropriate to their skills, potential and place of 

residence

None.

7.2 Support appropriate investment in people, 

places, communications and other infrastructure

Could enhance Cottenham's tradition of fruit growing and allow investment 

in some worthwhile planting which, when repeated globally, will address the 

carbon release issue which may be the cause of global warming.

5.3 Improve the quantity and quality of publicly 

accessible open space

Could enhance Cottenham's tradition of fruit growing and/or 

allow more tree planting in a village where trees are now fewer 

because of the loss of many orchards.

6.1 Improve the quality, range and accessibility of 

services and facilities (e.g. health, transport, 

education, training, leisure opportunities)

None.
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