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South Cambs District Council planning
decision quashed by High Court over
unlawful public consultation
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The High Court has ruled SCDC have been unlawful. Picture: Archant - Credit: Archant

A community action group has prevailed in the first of two judicial review claims
involving the conduct of South Cambridgeshire District Council.

The High Court has issued an order quashing a 2019 planning decision of the
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Consultee Details

Name: Dr Jon Finney

Address: Cambridgeshire County Council, Shire Hall, Castle Street Cambridge, Cambridgeshire
CB3 0AP

Email: Not Available

On Behalf Of: Local Highways Authority

Comments

While the vast majority of the proposed works fall outside the existing or proposed adopted public
highway the scheme as a whole is welcomed as providing a route though the construction site to
the development itself and from Waterbeach village to the Cambridges Research Park, which
hopefully will encourage residents of Waterbeach village who work at the Park to cycle or walk
rather than use the private motor car.

The proposed western route does include for a 2m wide grass verge for equestrian use. This is the
minimum width that is acceptable within the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges and suitable
signing informing equestrians to ride in single file will need to be installed.

However, Condition 28 does not explicitly state that these routes are to be temporary. While the
route to the west of the site adjacent to the A10 is a permanent route, the one through the site is of
a temporary nature. Given the potential for this route to be removed and or amended as part of the
development process, the Highway Authority seeks the following condition:

If the proposed pedestrian/cycle route through the development site as shown on drawing
numbers 30509/2038/101 P11, 102 P11 and 103 P11 is closed, removed adjusted or amended in
any way then an equally commodious route for pedestrians and cycles must be approved by the
Planning Authority, installed and be open for use before the proposed route is changed. If any
amended route is itself subject to alteration, then an equally commodious route for pedestrians
and cycles must be approved by the Planning Authority, installed and be open for use before the
amended route is change.



16 November - Delegation meeting
29 November - Final decision made
16 December - Minutes of delegation meeting finally released

19 December - Wrote to vice-chair of planning committee and Cllr Bearpark
requesting further information. No response received.

21 December - Follow-up to council’'s solicitor. Same day response, but council
withholds response until after close of business before Christmas.

6 January - Evidence of 6 Nov meeting finally provided minutes before meeting
/ January (Friday) - no further information provided

10 January (today) - no further information provided



What information is still missing?

Reasons for decision?

Officer’s report?

Assessment to comply with Public Sector Equality Duty?
Status of s. 278 agreement(s)?

Status of Temporary Traffic Regulation Order(s)?

Status of “safety audit” mentioned by Clir Bearpark at Dec. meeting?



Why Is information still missing?

Because the local district councillors and county councillors did not
advocate for the information to be released.



