
## ## 
## Hinton Road 

Fulbourn 
Cambridge 

CB21 ### 
 

19 February 2017 

Application S/0202/17/OL 

Land Teversham Road Fulbourn 

Objections: 

Provision for 110 cars. Although fewer houses this level of increase is still not guaranteed at this 
level and will continue to have an impact on the current road network of the village which has seen 
no improvements since the previous application and is already severely compromised with the 
through traffic from the A11/Balsham, Wilbraham and the villages of Shelford and Sawston to name 
a few that use the village as a cut through and bypass for the more congested routes into and 
around Cambridge and which may well show an increase should further traffic measures be 
implemented in Cambridge. 
 
There is only one access point for the estate and that is on Teversham Road, this is already a busy 
road at peak times leading to frustrated drivers taking chances at its junction with Hinton Road. 
 
The road between Teversham Road and Cambridge Road is also busy at peak times with a tight bend 
outside the Steiner School and the road width is currently not suitable for the increase. 
 
The junction of Hinton Road and Cambridge Road is already seeing an increase in the number of 
accidents. 
 
Although the development on the Ida Darwin site is said to have a traffic flow no greater than that 
already seen by the workers on that site there is no guarantee that this will continue to be the case 
and again the infrastructure of the road system hasn’t been improved thus adding more congestion. 
 
I believe the location and assessment of flood risk is flawed. This is a wetland area and as such is 
subject to flooding, ask a farmer who farms the land around the site. Should this be proved to cause 
flooding any remedial work will fall to the village and tax payer for whom the developers care little 
about.  
 
The plan to slow release the storm water from storage tanks is not an ideal solution, the area around 
Poor Well is a natural wet area and there is currently a good balance between water and 
vegetation/wildlife, this may be compromised if there is an increase/decrease to the water table. 
 
The assessment says there will be no increase of the risk of flooding elsewhere, this has only been 
tested on a model, are we assured of future proofing as we adjust to climate change, I think not. The 
current water table is only about 25 foot below the surface. 
  



The habitat of wildlife will still be adversely affected as we have now seen just by the introduction of 
the new street lighting in Fulbourn. Blackbirds are now singing through the night and this will no 
doubt impact on their numbers. 
 
Bats and other wildlife are using the area drains as a corridor which will be interrupted. 
 
It is noted that the wildlife surveys that were carried out are still outdated and until we know the 
current situation it would be wrong to approve the plans. 
 
The original plan was for a cut through boardwalk through Poor Well. This would lead to the area 
being more accessible and open to abuse in the form of litter and general rubbish but if the area is 
flooded as per other years maybe the odd drowning of the drunk and incapable won’t go amiss! 
 
A plan for a walkway next to the old pumping station would render that area of wildlife habitat 
useless and would come out onto a road with no pathway installed and there seems to be no 
provision for one, this road is dangerous to pedestrians. 
 
The village road network, especially around the High Street cannot accommodate the extra vehicles 
and it is proven that most families prefer to use a car instead of walking. 
 
The development doesn’t seem to include any housing for local people. 
 
There seems to be no assessment of whether GP and other health services could cope. 
 
Notes on Water Conservation Strategy: 
 
This is a 2014 publication produced by a private organisation on behalf of the developers!! 
 
Background. 
 
1.4 Why are we building on in area with insufficient water resources? 
1.5 Environment Agency defined as an area of serious water stress!! 
 
Policy. 
 
1.8/ 1.10 Maximum internal water usage, who monitors this and what are the penalties for excessive 
use? 
 
Water Efficiency Proposals. 
 
2.1/2.2 Who enforces the use of efficient water fittings when they need replacing? 
 
Water Conservation. 
 
2.3 How is this to be enforced? 
2.4 Why is this not proposed given 1.4/1.5? 
2.5 Who will encourage the occupants and for how long? 
 
Conclusion and recommendation. 
 

3.1 How is this sustainable? 


