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Table 1-1: National Policy Statement for Waste Water
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3.2.21
(Environmental
impact
assessment)

All proposals for projects that are subject to the
European Environmental Impact Assessment Directive
must be accompanied by an Environmental Statement
(ES) describing the aspects of the environment likely to
be significantly affected by the project. The Directive
specifically refers to effects on human beings, fauna and
flora, soil, water, air, climate, the landscape, material
assets and cultural heritage, and the interaction between
them. The Directive requires a description of the likely
significant effects of the proposed project on the
environment, covering the direct effects and any indirect,
secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long-term,
permanent and temporary, positive and negative effects
of the project, and also of the measures envisaged for
avoiding or mitigating significant adverse effects.Fe
considerthe potentialeffectsincluding benefitsof
considering a proposal-ferapreject, the examining
authority and the decision maker wil-fire-t-helpfulifthe

applicantalso-setsoutinformation-ontheshould ensure
that likely significant sesisland nemi ﬁﬁeete fih

leb dued = mgﬁed;effects at

all stages of the project have been adequately assessed,
and should request further information where necessary
Fhicintormationcontdinehidemattorecuchac
em:p*e#a w\‘-, %ﬁ,‘, MM..ni:-e’. h ian nd weall
being.

ﬁeﬁh” éﬁe@ﬁ“' i

and-economiceffectsAn Environmental Impact Assessment
has been undertaken in respect of the Proposed

Development;. The
L I nirmisesianifi .

effects:

Environmental Statement (ES) reports Fthe assessments

considereoff Ag-ehn = i

Feelldizand potential impacts arising from the project and
is found at Volume 5 of this DCO application.

Chapters 6-20 of the ES assess the likely significant effects
arising from the Proposed Development in relation to the

key environmental topics listed in paragraph 3.2.1 of the
NPSWW, and Chapter 21 of the ES (App-Application

document reference-Bee—Ref 5.2.21) assesses the
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cumulative impact of the effects resulting from impacts of
the Proposed

Development acting together with an impact or impacts
Development acting together with an

impact or impacts associated with other proposed
development

schemes on a single receptor.

An EIA Scoping Opinion Request was submitted by the
Applicant to the Planning Inspectorate (the Inspectorate)

on 19* October 2021. Subsequently, the Inspectorate
published its Scoping Opinion on 29" November 2021. This

set out its opinion on the methodologies and scope of the

NPSWW
Paragraph

Number

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

Project Compliance with the NPSWW
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assessments to be undertaken in the EIA. The Applicant has

taken into account the opinion provided by the
Inspectorate when undertaking the EIA in order to ensure
that all likely significant effects have been adequately
assessed.

w
N
N

To consider the potential effects, including benefits of a

proposal for a project, the examining authority and the
decision maker will find it helpful if the applicant also
sets out information on the likely significant social and
economic effects of the development, and shows how
any likely significant negative effects would be avoided
or mitigated. This information could include matters
such as employment, equality, community cohesion
and well-being.

eperatien—theChapters 11 (Community) (Application
document reference 5.2.11) and 12 (Health) of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.12) set out the
potential social and economic effects arisingfremof the
Proposed Development, wilretbeand presents the
mitigation measures proposed to avoid and minimise

significant negative effects.

The Applicant-has-alsoprepared-a-tandscape,Ecological
1o . v Plan (LERMP) | ¢
he P " hich i the deli ¢
i ing logi
. . ional s forlocal

communities-assessment considers effects on factors

including employment, equality, community cohesion and
wellbeing, having been informed by guidance from

[ Inserted Cells
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National Highways’ Design Manual for Roads and Bridges
DMRB), Public Health England’s Health Impact Assessmen
in spatial planning — ‘A guide for local authority public
health and planning teams’, the Institute of Environmental

t

Management and Assessment’s (IEMA) ‘Health in
Environmental Impact Assessment; A Primer for a
Proportionate Approach’, South Cambridgeshire
Supplementary Planning Document for Health Impact
Assessment (South Cambridgeshire District Council, 2011
and The Mental Wellbeing Impact Assessment: A Toolkit.

NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)
Number

Project Compliance with the NPSWW
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A separate Equalities Impact Assessment (EqlA)
(Application document reference 7.12) assesses the
proposed development in respect of the Applicant’s
obligation under UK equality legislation, including the
Equality Act 2010, and in particular the Public Sector
Equality Duty (PSED), which encourages organisations
delivering public functions, such as the Applicant, to

understand how different people will be affected by their
activities.

jcat i ienThe assessments
conclude that during construction and operation, the
effects arising from the Proposed Development will not be
significant.




Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

anglianwater;

love evexy) dvop O

anglian

3.2.3-3.24

When considering cumulative effects, the ES should
provide information on how the effects of the
applicant’s proposal would combine and interact with
the effects of other development (including projects for
which consent has been sought or granted, as well as
those already in existence). The examining authority
and the decision maker may also have other evidence
before it, for example from appraisals of sustainability
of relevant NPSs or development plans, on such effects
and potential interactions. Any such information may
assist the decision maker in reaching decisions on
proposals and in assessing the mitigation measures that

; " o ,

T " hosi -

Chapter 21 Cumulative Effects of the ES (App-Application
document reference-Bee—Ref 5.2.21) presents the
Applicant’s assessment of cumulative effects arising from
the

Proposed Development. It considers the combined effects
from the assessments set out in Chapter 6-20 of the ES.

The assessment considers the effects from impacts of the
Proposed Development acting together with an impact or
impacts associated with other Proposed Development
schemes on a single receptor. This can be two similar
impacts acting on a single receptor (such as increases in
noise levels as a result of the Proposed Development and
another development), or two different impacts acting ena
. E ) . . ¢

S . L . o ¢

\_The Appl . |

i ¢ .
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354

Fhe-Proposedon a single receptor (such as an increase in noise levels from the Scheme and an
increase in air quallty emissions from another Bdevelopment). The Applicant has also
considered the demolition of structures and site
reparation of the existing Cambridge WWTP as part of the cumulative effects assessment. It
also assesses the future decommissioning activities at the existing WWTP that will be required
to the extent that they are reasonably foreseeable to facilitate any future development that

will be subject to a separate planning permission.

The assessment concludes that in considering the potential for cumulative effects from other

developments within 2km of the Order Limits, in combination with the Proposed
Development, no significant cumulative effects have been identified. The exception to this is

the beneficial multiplier socio-economic effects assouated with the relocation of the existing
Cambridge WWTP 2

where—they da-—nat_that
thaoc rmpv\v\g £
desiga——-—are—fully

explainedhave been

proposed by the
applicant- ror considered

ing——applicatiens  the

examination.

The examining authority
and the decision maker

leeat—ren—s&e—seaJe—aqd—eenst-Fuet-ren—of the Proposed Development

It concludes that there would be no significant inter-related effects during either construction
or operation of the Proposed Development.FHaeStat +ofReguirements{App-—DocRef
F3sise-fermedanimportantoartinthoontion tsout

o e Thic ¢l s and
FREP
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the ultimate purpose-of process-and

satisfyconsider how the
accumulation of, and

interrelationship
between, effects might
affect the environment,

economy or community
as a whole, even though

they may be acceptable
when considered on an
individual basis with
mitigation measures in

place.




Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

Paragraph Waste Water(NPSWW)

Number
:.—H.‘.I:.—peeﬂ.,i-:n&‘mai-lﬂ li | +:v\l:\w
FaeDAS{Anplication-DocumentRef7 Gl-describesth

o] nel .—\:d.—i-:n




9- love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

a wunt ~f b p,; ;t"“"“p&&tﬁ £ olivaat ehéﬁgé I‘\..I:M .a+:.a.-lﬂ ot Lot I v\g el Ebeﬁ

medeHlinghash naucted—Themitisationsidentified
e gatmitisationsthat o




Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Q

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

angHanwater—

325

To help the examining authority and the decision
maker consider thoroughly the potential effects of a
roposed project in cases where the EIA Directive does

not apply, and an ES is not therefore required, the
applicant should instead provide information
proportionate to the scale of the project on the likely
significant environmental, social and economic effects.
References to an ES in this NPS should be taken as
including a statement which provides this information
even if the EIA Directive does not apply. In this NPS, the

terms ‘effects’, ‘impacts’ or ‘benefits’ should be
understood to mean likely significant effects, impacts

or benefits.

The Applicant has undertaken EIA Screening which
confirms that an EIA is required in respect of the Proposed
Development and therefore this policy is hot applicable.

(O8]

2.
Flexibility in
project
proposals)

[o)]

In some instances it may not be possible at the time of
the application for development consent for all aspects

The design of the Proposed Development included within
the DCO application submission is a ‘preliminary design’

of the proposal to have been settled in precise detail.
Where this is the case, the applicant should explain in

its application which elements of the proposal have yet
to be finalised, and the reasons why this is the case.

which therefore may be subject to some design refinement
following approval of the DCO, subject to the

Requirements which are set out in Schedule 2 of the draft
DCO.

The Applicant recognises that it is standard for NSIPs
particularly of this nature, to need to ensure that there is a
reasonable degree of flexibility to make minor design
changes as the design of the Proposed Development
progresses. The draft DCO provides the limits of deviation,

both laterally and vertically. These limits allow for flexibility
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW

| it : itigation{suc .
. ’ I L4 il tal
throughout-the-operationalifetimein the proposals where
necessary, yet ensuring these would be proportionate
changes which can be made in order to facilitate the design
and construction of the Proposed Development-and-which
will-take-elimate-change-into-aceeunt. In considering the
need to include flexibility in the design proposals, the
technical reports and
assessments undertaken have been taken into
consideration.

Chapter 5 EIA Methodology of the ES (App-Application
document reference-Bee—Ref 5.2.5) sets out the
methodology used in order to undertake the EIA. This
chapter sets out the parameters for which the EIA covers in
relation to what has been assessed within the scope of the

EIA. The limits of deviation will not extend beyond the areas
included within the EIA assessment.
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rerthe-ostimateddifetimeofthenewinfrastructure:
Shaydd BOAAL + ~Af LI Clin~ o+ Dy J. tinnc kb P2
approximately-60-yearsofthe-operationatlifetimesfChapter
5 EIA Methodology of the ES (Application document
considerwhethertheoy e-toreguestfurtherinformation | reference 5.2.5) sets out how the Applicant has applied the
fremthe-appheantWhere some details are still to be Rochdale Envelope to the Proposed
finalised the ES should set out, to the best of the applicant’s | Development:,_in line with the Inspectorate’s Advice Note
knowledge, what the maximum extent of the proposed Nine: Rochdale Envelope. This has been used to inform the
development may be in terms of site and plant technical assessments and therefore the maximum design
specifications, and assess, on that basis, the effects which parameters included within the draft DCO. FheThis provides
the project could have to ensure that the impacts of the confidence that the EIA process robustly considers the likely

worst-case impact of the Proposed Development eurrenthy
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assessed.
technical assessments set out in Chapters 620 of the ES,
whilst also taking account of the need to

NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)
Number

andupgradesto-eguipmentandsp s-gre-expected:

Seme-ofthesesetivitiesareincluded-asmitigationstothe
futureimpaetscofcimatechange:
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determine to grant development consent for an
application where details are still to be finalised, it will

need to reflect this in appropriate development consent
requirements. Clearly, if development consent is

granted for a proposal and at a later stage the
developer wishes for technical or commercial reasons

The si

future-climatechangeseenaries-Applicant recognises that it

is standard for NSIPs particularly of this nature, to need to

ensure that there is a reasonable degree of flexibility in the
to make minor design changes as the design of the
Proposed Development progresses, particularly where in
respect of proposals such as this, construction of certain
elements may be several years after the DCO application
has been granted.

As such, the draft DCO provides the limits of deviation,
both laterally and vertically. The limits included allow for
flexibility in the scheme where necessary, yet ensuring

these would be proportionate changes can be made in
order to facilitate the design and construction of the

to construct it in such a way that its extent will be
greater than has been provided for in the terms of the

Proposed Development in the future. Therefore, there
should not be the need to apply for a change to be made to

consent, it may be necessary to apply for a change to be
made to the development consent, and the application
to change the consent may need to be accompanied by
further environmental information to supplement the
orizingl 8. ErvirenmentAgencyand-thatnecessany
action-can-be

the development consent where further supplementary
environmental information would be required.

Chapter 5 EIA Methodology of the ES (App-Application

document reference-Bee—Ref 5.2.5) sets out the

methodology used in order to undertake the EIA. Fhere-are
| : thi |

il ‘4l il of whic
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beThis chapter sets out the parameters for which the EIA
covers in relation to what has been assessed within the

scope of the EIA. The limits of-deviation-inrcluded-withinthe
Bco-
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Paragraph
Number

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for

Waste Water (NPSWW)
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW

deviation will not extend beyond the areas included within
the EIA assessment.

(Habitats
regulations
assessment)

availableandPrior to granting a development consent
order, the decision maker must, under the Habitats and
Species Regulations, consider whether the project may
have a significant effect on a European site, or on any
site to which the same protection is applied as a matter
of policy, either alone or in combinsuftation with the
appropriate-statutory-consultees-other plans or
projects. Further information on the requirements of
the Habitats Regulations can be found in a

Ad . . I
. heti : .
Rocessarandansresriatetedesar

Government Circular. Applicants should also refer to
section 4.5 on biodiversity and geological conservation.
The applicant should seek the advice of Natural England
and/or the Countryside Council for Wales, and provide

the examining authority with such information as it
may reasonably require to determine whether an

The . . . " .
Chapter9-ClimateResilience{App-Applicant has prepared a

Habitats Regulations
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Assessment (HRA) Report in respect of the Proposed
Development which is found at Appendix 5.4.8.16 of the ES

Appendices (Application document reference 5.4.8.16).
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appropriate assessment is required . \AHere-an-appHecant
has-identified-adaptationmeasuresn ztoodlood This assessment concludes that with the mitigation

¥
with-the-mpactofclmatechangeandthosemeasures | | 0
wewld-have-an-adverse-effecton-otheraspecisofthe assessment concludes that with the mitigation measures
N proposed, including regulatory requirements, the
BE \he dasision sl saruionnnide: construction and operational activities associated with the
event that appropriate assessment is requiringed, the Proposed Development will not have any significant
applicant te-ensurethattho-adantation-measur we | adverse effects on the overall integrity of the European
betmplementedchouldtheneedaricerathorthanat sites and their features either alone or in-combination with
theeutsetofthedevelonmentle s roservinglandfer | other plans, policies or projects.
future-extensi "‘,;"‘Ef “"?h@iﬁ"‘" ‘@dﬁiﬁ#&ﬁ

GLHERgRew, wathmust provide such information

as may reasonably be required to enable the examining
authority to conduct the appropriate assessment. This
should include information on any mitigation measures

that are proposed to minimise or avoid likely effects.

34.3 The Environmental Statement (ES) should include an The Proposed Development has undergone an extensive ‘/Inserted Cells
(Alternatives) outline of the main alternatives studied by the applicant | optioneering process to establish the preferred option to Inserted Cells

and an indication of the main reasons for the take forward through the DCO application submission.

‘\ Inserted Cells

NPSWW Reaui £ the National Policv.s ¢ Project C " th-the NRSWW
Paragraph Waste Water (NRPSWW)
Murber
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applicant’s choice, taking into account the
environmental, social and economic effects.

Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document

reference 5.2.3) sets out the main alternatives considered
by Fthe Applicant and how the preferred option was

determined through considering the environmental,
planning, construction and operational impacts and, in the
final stages, economic and programme criteria, in addition
to looking at reasonable alternatives relating to design,
technology, location, size, scale and construction.

The Statement of Requirements (App-Application

document reference-Bee—Ref 7.2), Site Selection Non-

Technical Summary (App-Application document reference

Boee—Ref7.3) and the Design & Access Statement

(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref 7.6) provide

édded detail on the alternatives.
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3.5.2 (Criteria
for “good
design” for
waste water

infrastructure)

The decision maker needs to be satisfied that waste
water infrastructure developments are sustainable and,

Chapter 2 Project Description (App-Application document
reference-Bee-Ref 5.2.2) describes the design, mitigation

having regard to regulatory and other constraints, are
as attractive, durable and adaptable (including taking

account of natural hazards such as flooding) as they can
be. In so doing, the decision maker should satisfy itself

measures and enhancement measures proposed in respect
of the Proposed Development.

The Design & Access Statement (App-Application document

that the applicant has taken into account both
aesthetics and functionality (including fitness for
purpose).

Applicants and the examining authority should consider
taking independent professional advice on the design

reference-Bee—Ref 7.6) describes how the Proposed
Development has been subject to an extensive design
development process, which has taken into consideration
regulatory and environmental constraints. It explains how

the design of the pProposed CWWTP has been developed
to meet the required functionality of infrastructure

development of this

NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Waste

Paragraph Water (NPSWW)
Number

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

‘\ Deleted Cells

‘\ Deleted Cells

‘\ Deleted Cells
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il be
included Environmental-Rermitappheationln particular

Design Council CABE can be asked to provide design review for
nationally significant schemes and applicants are encouraged
to use this service.

nature. It describes the aspirational approach taken to
the design of the proposed WWTP which exemplifies the
scheme as an NSIP, incorporating novel technologies
which help reduce the footprint of the proposed WWTP
to 22ha34ha, about half the size of the existing WWTP.
This leaves the remainder of the site for landscapes
areas, environmental mitigation and enhancements to
screen the proposed WWTP and, for recreation, to
produce a scheme which is innovative and which

promotes a high level of sustainability within the context
of the NPSWW.

Ref:Chapter 15 Landscape and Visual Amenity
(Application document reference 5.2.15) sets out
proposed mitigation measures based on the assessment
and analysis of landscape and visual constraints. Z34}-sets
outthe otherpermits;consents - Heencesand-agreements

redtol ined he Apoli .
respeetChapter 20 Water Resources (Application
document reference 5.2.20) contains the proposed
mitigation measures in relation to the water
environment and a Flood Risk Assessment (Application
document reference 5.4.20.1) has also been undertaken
to demonstrate how the design of the Proposed

Development separately-to-the-DCO-does not have any

adverse significant effects in respect of flood risk.
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The DCO deliverables set out above provide evidence to
the Inspectorate and Secretary of State that the Proposed
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\ Deleted Cells

‘ Deleted Cells

[ Deleted Cells
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Development has been designed so far as reasonabl

racticable to firstly avoid, and in the second instance, to
minimise any negative effects on the environment and

community.

3.5.3 The development should, by the use of good The Applicant has developed the design of the Proposed
architecture and appropriate landscaping, be as visually | Development to be functional in its purpose, whilst also
attractive as possible. While the applicant may have incorporating appropriate landscape and good architecture
no, or very limited choice in the physical appearance of | to ensure that it is as attractive as far as infrastructure of
some waste water infrastructure, there may be this nature can be considered.
opportunities for the applicant to demonstrate good
design in terms of siting relative to existing and The Design and Access Statement {BAS}H(Application

currently planned landscape character, landform and Bdocument Rref 7.6) describes the project objectives
vegetation. Furthermore, the design and sensitive use design principles and considerations that have informed

of materials in any associated development such as the design and appearance of the Proposed Development.
control rooms and pumping stations will assist in It provides details of the design that are proposed to be
ensuring that such development contributes to the reserved by the DCO requirements including the design and
guality of the area. external appearance of plant and buildings, materials and

landscape planting. lllustrative material is included in the
document to help articulate what may be built, in terms of

visual appearance, scale and massive, noting that the
precise details may vary at the point that approval is

requested to discharge the relevant DCO requirements.
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Applicants should set out the main alternatives to the
design that they have considered and the reasons why
the favoured choice has been selected, demonstrating

The Proposed Development has considered the guidance
set out in the NPSWW and the Proposed Development has
undergone an extensive optioneering process to establish
the preferred option to take forward through the DCO
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that all proposed and alternative infrastructure meets

application submission. Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES

the relevant EU or UK technical standard for design,
construction, installation and maintenance, where such

(Application document reference 5.2.3) sets out the main
alternatives considered by the Applicant and portrays how

standards exist; and where they do not, that these
components of design are fully explained by the
applicant. In considering applications the examining
authority and the decision maker should take into
account the ultimate purpose of the infrastructure and

the preferred option was determined through considering
the environmental, planning, construction and operational
impacts and, in the final stages, economic and programme
criteria, in addition to looking at reasonable alternatives
relating to design, technology, location, size, scale and

bear in mind the operational, safety and security
requirements which the design has to satisfy.

construction.

The Statement of Requirements (App-Application
document reference-Bee—Ref: 7.3) also formed an

important part in the optioneering process. This document
sets out Anglian Water’s requirements for a new waste
water treatment plant from a technical, process and
operational perspective to inform the site selection
process.

The BASDesign and Access Statement (Application
Bdocument Rref 7.6) describes the project objectives
design principles and considerations that have informed
the design and appearance of the Proposed Development.

3.6.6 (Climate
Change
Adaptation)

New infrastructure will typically be long-term
investments which will need to remain operational over
many decades, in the face of a changing climate.
Consequently applicants must consider the impacts of
climate change when planning the location, design,

As a principle, the Applicant is committed to delivering a
modern, low carbon waste water treatment plant which
forms part of Anglian Water’s commitment to reach net
zero carbon emissions by 2030.
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build, operation and, where appropriate,
decommissioning of new waste water infrastructure.
The ES should set out how the proposal will take

account of the projected impacts of climate change.
While not required by the EIA Directive, this

information will be needed by the examining authority
and the decision maker.
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Chapter 9 Climate Resilienee-and Chapter 10 Carbon of the

ES

(App-Application document references-Bee—Refs 5.2.9 and
5.2.10) set out Fthe Applicant’s assessment of the potential

impacts of the Proposed Development in relation to

climate change and carbon during construction, operation
and decommissioning phases of the project.

The climate impact assessment included in Chapter 9
Climate Resilience{App-(Application document reference
Doee—Ref: 5.2.9) considers the effects and impacts of
climate change into the 2090s (2080-2099), which is the
furthest time period for which climate modelling has been
conducted. The mitigations identified and residual risks
take into account mitigations that are embedded into the

Proposed Development, as well as additional future
mitigation (such as ongoing maintenance, renewals and

upgrades) that will take place throughout the operational
lifetime of the Proposed Development and which will take
climate change into account.
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3.6.7 Applicants should use the latest set of UK Climate The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in
Projections to ensure they have identified appropriate | Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (App-Application document
adaptation measures. Applicants should apply as a reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate
minimum, the emissions scenario that the projections

Independent Committee on Climate Change suggests (UKCP18) to inform it, considering RCP8.5 highest
the world is currently most closely following — and the | emissions scenario for the East of England. It has

considered the 50% value for average climate variables

10%, 50% and 90% estimate ranges. These results (such as increase change in average temperature) as well
should be considered alongside relevant research as the 10% and 90% values to show the range of projected
which is based on the climate change projections. change.
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3.6.8

The decision maker should be satisfied that the
roposals have taken into account the potential
impacts of climate change using the latest UK Climate

Projections available at the time the ES was prepared
and have identified appropriate mitigation or
adaptation measures. This should cover the estimated
lifetime of the new infrastructure. Should a new set of
UK Climate Projections become available after the
preparation of the ES, the examining authority should

consider whether they need to request further
information from the applicant.

The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in
Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (App-Application document
reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate

projections (UKCP18), considering RCP8.5 highest
emissions scenario for the East of England. Impacts of
climate change to the 2090s (2080-2099) are the furthest
future time period for which climate projections are
available and which are expected to cover the first

approximately 60 vears of the operational lifetime of the
Proposed Development. The Proposed Development

currently has no specified end-oflife and is therefore
expected to continue to operate into the 2090s and
beyond. During this time routine maintenance, renewals
and upgrades to equipment and processes are expected.
Some of these activities are included as mitigations to the
future impacts of climate change.

The Statement of Requirement (App-Application

Document Reference-Bee—Ref: 7.2) includes requirements
for the review of new UK Climate Projections as they
become available during the operation phase and at
appropriate occasions such as when renewing the

specifications for equipment renewal or upgrade. Schedule
2 of the draft DCO
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(Application Document reference 2.1) includes

requirements for the review of climate change risks and

identification of additional mitigation measures required

as appropriate to ensure that the WWTP continues to

operate safely and effectively.

The decision maker should be satisfied that there are

The site of the Proposed WWTP is considered appropriate

not critical features of the design of new waste water
infrastructure which may be seriously affected by more
radical changes to the climate beyond that projected in
the latest set of UK climate projections, taking account
of the latest credible scientific evidence on, for example,
sea level rise (e.g. by referring to additional maximum
credible scenarios —i.e. from the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change or the Environment Agency)
and that necessary action can be taken to ensure the
operation of the infrastructure over its estimated
lifetime.

for the long-term (to beyond 2080) under a spectrum of
future climate change scenarios. There are areas allowed
for within the earth bank proposed to facilitate
enhancements of these assets, all of which would be within
the limits of deviation included within the DCO.
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3.6.11-3.6.13

Any adaptation measures should be based on the latest

The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in

set of UK Climate Projections, the Government’s latest

Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (Application document ref

national Climate Change Risk Assessment, when
available and in consultation with the appropriate
statutory consultees.

Adaptation measures can be required to be
implemented at the time of construction where

5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections (UKCP18
considering RCP8.5 highest emissions scenario for the East
of England. It has also been informed by the findings of the
second UK Climate Change Risk Assessment published by

the Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs in
2017. The scope of the assessment was agreed with The




— — {-oue—euerl-ampeca)

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

love evexy) dvop

anghanwatero anglianwater ¢

necessary and appropriate to do so.

Where an applicant has identified adaptation measures

Inspectorate, and has since been informed by statutory and
non-statutory consultees. Although there were no specific
climate resilience-related Technical Working Groups

necessary to deal with the impact of climate change,
and those measures would have an adverse effect on

other aspects of the project and/or surrounding
environment (e.g. coastal processes), the decision
maker may consider requiring the applicant to ensure
that the adaptation measures could be implemented
should the need arise, rather than at the outset of the
development (e.g. reserving land for future extension
increasing height of existing, or requiring new, sea

wall).

(TWGs) conducted, the impacts of climate change on
future storm flows and discharge to the River Cam was
discussed as part of bilateral consultation and technical
working groups conducted as part of the water resources

assessment, as outlined in Chapter 20: Water Resources
(App-Application document-Bee: Rref: 5.2.20).

Adaptation measures have been allowed for through
allowing flexibility and capacity within the design of the
Proposed Development. The flexibility allows for potential
changes within the treatment process of the pProposed
WWTP to deal with future influent flow rates under future
heavy rain gall and drought conditions. The flexibility also
includes capacity for adaptation and change within the
Proposed Development, allowing the design to be modified
in the future to provide additional climate resilience in
response to higher temperatures, changing storm flows or
drought conditions that require additional treatment to

meet the Environmental Permit required to secure these
measures.

A Drainage Strategy (App-Application Document Reference
DocRef:

5.4.20.12) has also been prepared in respect of the
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Proposed Development, which dictates that all surface
water drainage design is to be based on a 1:100-year storm
event +40% allowance for climate change. This climate
change allowance is in line with Environment Agency
guidance.

Further details on adaptation measures are set out in

Chapter 9 Climate Resilience of the ES (App-Application
document-Bee: Rref: 5.2.9).

3.7.5 (Pollution

control and
other
environmental
consenting
regimes)

Applicants should consult the Marine Management
Organisation (MMO) on nationally significant projects

The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as

which would affect, or would be likely to affect, any

relevant marine areas as defined in the Planning Act
2008 (as amended by s.23 of the Marine and Coastal

amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
2009) and therefore consultation with the MMO was not

required in accordance with Section 12(1)(aa) of the PA

Access Act 2009). The decision maker’s consent may

include a deemed marine licence and the MMO will

advise on what conditions should apply to the deemed
marine licence. The examining authority and MMO

should cooperate closely to ensure that nationally
significant infrastructure projects are licensed in

accordance with environmental legislation, including
European directives. 376

2008.
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3.7.6

The projects covered by this NPS may be subject to the

The Consents and other permits register (Application

Environmental Permitting (EP) regime, which also
incorporates operational waste management
requirements for certain activities. When a developer

document ref 7.1) sets out the other permits, consents,
licences and agreements required to be attained by the

applies for an Environmental Permit, the relevant
regulator (usually the Environment Agency, but
sometimes the local authority) requires that the
application demonstrates that processes are in place
to meet all relevant EP requirements. In considering
the impacts of the project as part of their examination,
the examining authority may wish to consider with the

regulator any management plans that would be
included in an Environmental Permit application.

Applicant in respect of the Proposed Development
separately to the DCO.
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Applicants are advised to make early contact with
relevant regulators, including the Environment Agency
and the MMO, to discuss their requirements for
environmental permits and other consents. This will

The Applicant has engaged with the Environment Agenc
throughout the preparation of the DCO application on a

number of matters, including the requirement of any
environmental permits. Details of additional consent

help ensure that applications take account of all
relevant environmental considerations and that the

requirements for the Proposed Development are included
in the Consents and other permits register (Application

relevant regulators are able to provide timely advice
and assurance to the examining authority. Wherever

possible, applicants are encouraged to submit
applications for Environmental Permits and other
necessary consents at the same time as applying to the
examining authority for development consent.

(68)

0o

document ref 7.1).

The examining authority and decision maker should be
satisfied that development consent can be granted

taking full account of environmental impacts. This will
require close cooperation with the Environment Agency

Regular liaison has been undertaken by ¥the Applicant with
the relevant statutory bodies, notably the Environment

Agency, Natural England and the Internal Drainage Board.
Discharges to the receiving water environment from this

(EA) and/or the pollution control authority, and other

type of project are regulated by the Environment Agency as
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relevant bodies, such as the MMO, Natural England,

is the operation of both the existing and the proposed

Drainage Boards, and water and sewerage undertakers,
to ensure that in the case of potentially polluting

developments:

* the relevant pollution control authority is
satisfied that potential releases can be

adequately regulated under the pollution control
framework

» the effects of existing sources of pollution in and
around the site are not such that the cumulative
effects of pollution when the proposed
development is added would make that
development unacceptable, particularly in
relation to statutory environmental quality

WWTP.

The design of the Proposed Development has been guided
by the consultation with relevant bodies to ensure that it is
acceptable in terms of adhering to statutory environmental
uality limits, when considering the existing sources of
pollution in-combination with the development proposals.

responsible for enforcing a range of health and safety
legislation applying to the construction, operation and
decommissioning of waste water infrastructure. The
decision maker will need to be satisfied that there is no
reason to expect that the project will not comply.

Some waste water infrastructure may be subject to the

limits.
3.8.1-3.8.2 Applicants should consult with the Health and Safety The Applicant has consulted with the Health and Safety
(Safety) Executive (HSE) on matters relating to safety. HSE is Executive (HSE) in respect of the a

lication and will
continue to consult with the HSE on the construction
operation and decommissioning of the pProposed WWTP in
relation to health and safety matters.

The Proposed Development does not meet criteria for a
COMAH site and it should be noted that the Proposed
Development does not fall within the scope of EU

Control of Major Accident Hazards (COMAH)

Regulations 1999. These are enforced by HSE and the

legislation 2012/18/EU (control of major-accident hazards
involving dangerous substances).
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The Applicant will, however, continue to consult with the

principles apply here as for those set out in the previous

HSE on its proposed construction, operation and

section on Pollution Control and other Environmental

decommissioning activities.

Permitting Regimes.

39.1-39.3

(Hazardous
substances)

All establishments wishing to hold stocks of certain
hazardous substances, above a threshold quantity need
hazardous substances consent. Applicants should
consult the HSE at preapplication stage if the project is

likely to need hazardous substances consent. Where

hazardous substances consent is applied for, the
decision maker will consider whether to make an order

directing that hazardous substances consent shall be
deemed to be granted alongside making an order

granting development consent. The decision maker
should consult HSE about this.

HSE sets a consultation distance around every site with
hazardous substances consent and notifies the relevant
local planning authorities. Whenever a waste water

development is proposed within any consultation
distance, the applicant should consult the HSE for its

The predicted hazardous substances volumes are below
threshold levels and therefore the Applicant has not been
required to consult with the HSE at the pre-application
stage of the project in relation to obtaining a hazardous
substances consent in respect of the Proposed
Development.
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advice on locating the particular development
thisthere.
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3.10.1-3.10.5 Waste water management has the potential to affect An assessment of the effects of the Proposed Development

(Health) the health and well-being of the population. Adequate | on health and well-being has been undertaken, the
provision of waste water infrastructure is clearly conclusions of which are contained in Chapter 12 Health of
beneficial to society and to our health as a whole. the ES (Application Bdocument Rref 5.2.12). The

assessment
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However, the possibility of some adverse effects cannot
be discounted. The direct impacts on health may
include increased traffic, air pollution, dust, pollutin
water (toxicity and disease risks), hazardous waste and

substances, noise, and increases in pests. New waste
water infrastructure may also have indirect health
impacts, for example if it in some positive or negative
way affects access to key public services, employment,
transport or use of open space and water for recreation
and physical activity.

These impacts may affect people simultaneously, so the
applicant, the examining authority and the decision

maker should consider the cumulative impact on
health. The applicant should identify any significant

adverse health impacts in the ES, and identify
measures to avoid, reduce or compensate for these
impacts as appropriate.

considers the potential impacts and the health outcomes
resulting from impacts related to matters including those
listed below:

- Air quality
- Community

- Land quality
- Landscape and visual amenity

- Material resources and waste
- Noise and vibration

- Odour

- Traffic and transport

- Water

The Applicant has applied guidance set out in the institute
of Environmental Management and Assessment (IEMA)
‘Health in Environmental Impact Assessment; A Primer for
a Proportionate Approach’ to the assessment

methodology included in Chapter 12 Health of the ES
(App-Application document-Bee: Rref: 5.2.12).

The effects of the Proposed Development on health during
construction, operation and decommissioning would vary
from neutral to slight adverse prior to mitigation, which is
not significant. These include:
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- Slight adverse effects in relation to changes to how
local people feel about their community, in
particular their sense of place and wellbeing.

- Slight beneficial effects in relation to changes in
access to recreational areas impacting rates of

physical activity and the ability to live active
lifestyles within the area included in the scope of

the assessment.
Further details including mitigation measures proposed
are set out in Chapter 12 Health of the ES (Application
document ref 5.2.12).
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3.11.2-3.11.3

It is very important that, at the application stage of an

The Applicant has prepared a Statutory Nuisance

(Common law

NSIP, possible sources of nuisance under section 79(1)

Statement (Application document ref 7.13) in respect of

nuisance and

of the 1990 Act and how they may be mitigated or

statutory
nuisance)

limited are set out by the applicant and considered by

the Proposed Development. It considers the embedded
and essential mitigation measures proposed in the

the examining authority so that appropriate
requirements can be included in any subsequent order

application in relation to ‘statutory nuisances’ which
include:

granting development consent.
The decision maker should note that the defence of

statutory authority is subject to any contrary provision

made by the decision maker in any particular case in a
development consent order (section 158(3)). Therefore,

subject to paragraph 3.11.1, the decision maker can
disapply the defence of statutory authority, in whole or

-___Emissions (including air quality and odour)
- Artificial lighting

- Noise

- Insect infestation

The assessment concludes that construction, operation,

in part, in any particular case, but in doing so should

use and maintenance of the Proposed Development would

have regard to whether any particular nuisance is an

not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute

inevitable consequence of the development.

a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.
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Considerations)

designed into new infrastructure projects at an early

3.12.2-3.12.3 Government policy is to ensure that, where possible, No national security implications have been identified for
(Security proportionate protective security measures are the Proposed Development, as the Proposed Development

is not a water supply installation and is not, therefore, the

stage in the project development. Where applications

most vulnerable infrastructure.. However, the design of the

for development consent for infrastructure covered by
this NPS relate to potentially ‘critical’ infrastructure,

Proposed Development incorporates appropriate fencing,
security and surveillance requirements. The design also

there may be national security considerations.

Defra should be notified by the developer at
preapplication stage about likely future applications for
nationally significant infrastructure projects, so that any
national security implications can be identified. Where

national security implications have been identified, the
applicant should consult with relevant security experts
from CPNI and Defra to ensure that physical, procedural
and personnel security measures have been adequately
considered in the design process and that adequate
consideration has been given to the management of
security risks. If CPNI and Defra are satisfied security
issues have been adequately addressed in the project

when the application is submitted, they will provide
confirmation of this to the

includes appropriate information and communications
technology (ICT) security. This is set out in more detail in
the DAS (Application document reference 7.6).
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examining authority and they should then not need to
give any further consideration to the details of the

security measures in its examination.

3.12.4-3.12.5

The applicant should only include sufficient information
in the application as is necessary to enable the
examining authority to examine the development

consent issues and for the decision maker to make a

No national security implications have been identified for
the Proposed Development. However, the design of the
Proposed Development incorporates appropriate fencing,
security and surveillance requirements. The design also

properly informed decision on the application.

In exceptional cases, where examination of an
application would involve public disclosure of
information about defence or national security which
would not be in the national interest, the Secretary of
State can intervene and examine a part or the whole of
the application. In that case, the Secretary of State may
appoint an examiner to consider evidence in closed
session.

includes appropriate information and communications
technology (ICT) security.
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422-4.2.3 Where the project is likely to have effects on the water | Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (App-
(Water Quality | environment, the applicant should undertake an Bee-Application document Rref: 5.2.20) sets out the
and resources) | assessment of the existing status of, and impacts of the | Applicant’s assessment on the potential effects of the

proposed project on water quality, water resources and

Proposed Development on the water environment. It

physical characteristics of the water environment as
part of the Environmental Statement (ES) or equivalent.

resents the findings of an assessment into the quality and
characteristics of the existing watercourses and

waterbodies (surface and
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groundwater) within the scope of the assessment and

The ES should describe: identifies any potential effects as a result of the

o the existing quality of waters affected by the construction, operation and decommissioning of the
proposed project and the impacts of the proposed Proposed Development.

project on water quality, noting any relevant existing A

discharges, proposed new discharges and proposed A Water Framework Directive (WFD) Assessment has been
changes to discharges; prepared in respect of the Proposed Development and the
. existing water resources affected by the findings are contained in the WFD Report (App—Bee:
proposed project and the impacts of the proposed RefApplication Document reference 5.4.20.3). The

project on water resources, noting any relevant existing | assessment follows the three-stage screening/scoping and
abstraction rates, proposed new abstraction rates and detailed assessment approach outlined in the
proposed changes to abstraction rates (including any Inspectorate’s Advice Note Eighteen: The Water

impact on or use of mains supplies and reference to Framework Directive.

Catchment Abstraction Management Strategies);

e existing physical characteristics of the water Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (Application
environment (including guantity and dynamics of document ref 5.2.20) identifies the main surface water
flow) affected by the proposed project and an features as the River Cam which is an Environment Agency
impact of physical modifications to these main river and WFD waterbody, Black Ditch and Quy Water
characteristics; and Bottisham Lode, also an Environment Agency main

° =-any impacts of the proposed project on water river and WFD waterbody.

bodies or protected areas under the Water Framework
Directive and source protection zones (SPZs) around The main groundwater features include:

potable groundwater abstractions; and ¢ any The West Melbury Marly Chalk Formation, The Woburn
cumulative effects. Sands Formation and Superficial deposits, mainly

associated with the River Cam and other watercourses.
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An assessment of cumulative effects for water resources
has been completed and is reported in Chapter 21 of the ES
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.21). For
water resources, there are no residual cumulative effects.
Furthermore, there are no residual inter-related effects for
water resources.

o
o
~

The applicant should assess the impact of the proposal
on existing abstractions that currently benefit from

Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (App-Application
document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.20) sets out the

informal and indirect effluent re-use. The developer
should also assess the potential water resources

benefits that could arise from changes to effluent
discharges as a result of the proposal.

Applicant’s assessment on the potential effects of the
Proposed Development on the water environment.

The assessment identifies that there are potential

beneficial effects of effluent discharge on water resources
in the River Cam.
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425 If the Environment Agency has concerns about the

proposal on the grounds of impacts on water
uality/resources, the applicant should discuss these

concerns with the Environment Agency and take all

reasonable steps to agree ways in which the proposal
might be amended, or additional information provided,

which would satisfy the Environment Agency’s
concerns.

The Applicant has been actively engaging with the
Environment Agency throughout the various stages of the

DCO process. This included discussions on consents and

permits to be obtained outside the DCO, agreement on
methodology and impacts on water quality/resources.

Further details in relation to consents and permits to be
obtained outside the DCO are set out in the Consents and
Other Permits Register (Application document ref 7.1).
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4.2.8

The decision maker should be satisfied that a proposal

The Stage 1 — WFD screening identified the following water

has regard to the River Basin Management Plans and
meets the requirements of the Water Framework

Directive (including Article 4.7) and its daughter
directives, including those on priority substances and
groundwater. The specific objectives for particular river
basins are set out in River Basin Management Plans. The
decision maker should also consider the interactions of

the proposed project with other plans such as Water
Resources Management Plans and Shoreline/Estuary

Management Plans.

bodies as requiring further assessment:
- Cam (Surface water body; river);
- Cam and Ely Ouse Chalk (Groundwater body); and
- Cam and Ely Ouse Woburn Sands (Groundwater

body).

The WFD Assessment report considers operational WFD
compliance risks to these water bodies, as it was agreed

with the EA that temporary impacts could be excluded
from the assessment.

For all three water bodies, the assessment considers there

to be no potential adverse WFD effects as a result of the
Proposed Development and therefore no further WFD

assessment is required. The Proposed Development is
therefore considered to meet the requirements of the
WEFD. Further details can be found in the three summary

tables set out in section 5 of the WFD Assessment Report
(Application document reference 5.4.20.3).

The present relevant River Basin Management Plan covers

the period from 2015 to 2021 (Cycle 2). The Cycle 3
(20222027) draft River Basin Management Plan was issued

for consultation in 2021, and at the time of writing is still
due
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to be finalised, which may bring about changes in the
baseline status and objectives for water bodies.
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4.2.9

The examining authority and the decision maker should

Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (App-Application

consider proposals to mitigate adverse effects on the

water environment put forward by the applicant and
whether appropriate requirements should be attached
to any development consent and/or development
consent obligations entered into.

document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.20) sets out the

Applicant’s assessment of the potential effects of the
Proposed Development on the water environment.

The findings of the assessment are that there are no
significant effects on the water environment as a result of
the Proposed Development during construction taking into
account the implementation of proposed the mitigation
measures for surface water and ground water protection

outlined in the Code of Construction Practice
(App-Application document references-Bee—Refs 5.4.2.1

and 5.4.2.2), with the exception of a few impacts identified

in paragraph 5.1.17 of Chapter 20 Water Resources of the

ES (App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.20).
It is considered that these would have temporary adverse

effects.

During operation, there would be impacts resulting from
changes in final effluent and stormwater discharges which
could have a significant beneficial effect on water quality in
the River Cam.
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Mitigation measures are set out in Table 5-2 of Chapter 20
Water Resources of the ES (App-Application document
reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.20).

Schedule 2 of the dDCO sets out the requirements relating
to the Proposed Development. This secures mitigation

measures such as the CEMP, which will contain

management plans including those which relate to the
water environment, such as a construction water quality

management plan. Further details are set out in the dDCO
(App-Application document-Bee: Rref: 2.1).

an appropriate odour impact assessment submitted as
part of an Environmental Statement. The applicant

4.2.10 The decision maker should consider whether the Mitigation measures in respect of the Proposed
mitigation measures put forward by the applicant which | Development’s impacts on the water environment are set
are needed for operational, construction and out in Table 5-2 of Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES
decommissioning phases (and which are over and above | (App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.20).
any which may form part of the project application) are
acceptable. A construction management plan may help | A Code of Construction Practice (App-Application document
codify mitigation at that stage. references-Dee—Refs 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) has been

submitted as part of this DCO application and sets out
mitigation measures for construction impacts.

4.3.5-4.3.9 All waste water treatment infrastructure projects Chapter 18 Odour of the ES (App—Bee—Ref-Application

(Odour) considered by the examining authority will be subject to | document reference 5.2.18) sets out the Applicant’s

assessment of potential effects in relation to odour as a
result of the
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Proposed Development being constructed, operated and
decommissioned.
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should assess the potential for odour to have a
detrimental impact on amenity.

The assessment provided by the applicant should
include:

o a description of the component plant and
processes of the development which will give rise to
odour; e nature of the odour emissions from the
identified sources;

o consideration of the prevailing wind conditions;
e premises or locations that may be affected by the
emissions;

o effects of the odour on identified premises or
locations; and

o measures to be employed to prevent or mitigate

odorous emissions.

These factors should be examined and assessed by
means of a thorough and objective source receptor

pathway risk assessment of potential odour impacts.

Odour impacts should be assessed using appropriate
odour impact standards that reflect whether the odour
source is highly offensive, moderately offensive or less
offensive.

The assessment methodology takes into consideration the
comments made by the Inspectorate in its Scoping Opinion

ublished on 29*" November 2021, in addition to the
guidance set out in the NPSWW.

The conclusions of the Odour Impact Assessment are that
the likely odour effects at sensitive receptors are negligible
and not significant.

H%&*F&d*eﬁg_a-ﬁggﬂr&ﬁ%a%e%ﬂ




— — {-oue—euerl-ampeca)

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

anglianwater

love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

The odour impact assessment should also include
consideration of:

o ancillary activities associated with the project, for
example, transport of sludge; and
o the effects of abnormal operations (e.g. a major

plant failure) and emergencies such as loss of sludge
disposal route.

~
%)
N
o

The applicant is advised to consult the local planning
authority and, where appropriate, the Environment

Agency about the scope and methodology of the
assessment.

The Applicant has undertaken engagement with South
Cambridgeshire District Council and Cambridge City Council
as the host authorities in respect of the Proposed
Development, as well as the Environment Agency. This is in

respect of the discussing the scope and methodology of the
various environmental assessments which are contained in
the ES. Details of engagement are included in the

Consultation Report (App-Application document reference
Doc—Ref. 6.1).
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4.3.16

Mitigation measures may include one of more of the
following:

e |ocating the main odour sources away from sensitive
developments (such as housing, schools and hospitals,

The means by which potential odour impacts have been
mitigated through design and management are described

fully in Chapter 18 Odour of the ES (App-Application
document reference-BeeRef: 5.2.18).

and other sensitive land uses including recreational
facilities, commercial premises and open spaces); e

selection of “low odour” process technologies; e
containment or enclosure of the most odorous
sources on the site;

o where processes are enclosed, ventilation should

be provided and vented, at high enough extraction rates
to control fugitive leaks, to suitable odour abatement
equipment; and

. an Odour Management Plan (OMP) documenting

the measures to be employed by the site operator to
anticipate the formation of odours and to control their
release from the site. This should include provision and
obligations for suitable monitoring and testing regimes
to ensure that controls are properly maintained
throughout the life of the development.




— — {-oue—euerl-ampeca)

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

love evexy) dvop Q
anghanwater anglianwater o

Zones 2 and 3 in England should be accompanied by a

4,44-445 Applications for projects of 1 hectare or greater in Flood | A Flood Risk Assessment has been carried out in respect of
(Flood Risk) Zone 175, and all proposals for projects located in Flood | the Proposed Development, in accordance with paragraph

4.4.4 and 4.4.5 of the NPSWW. This assesses the risk to the

flood risk assessment (FRA). An FRA will also be required

Proposed Development from all sources of flooding and

where a project less than 1 hectare may be subject to
sources of flooding other than rivers and the sea (e.g.

considers the effects of the Proposed Development to
flood risk elsewhere.

surface water), or where the Environment Agency,

Internal Drainage Board or other body has indicated

The pProposed WWTP is located entirely within Flood Zone

that there may be drainage problems. This should
identify and assess the risks of all forms of flooding to

1 (at lowest risk of flooding). ‘Water compatible’

infrastructure (outfall, pipes and tunnel) falls within Flood

and from the project and demonstrate how these flood
risks will be managed, taking climate change into

account.
The minimum requirements for FRAs are that they
should:

Zones 2 and 3 and are not considered to be at high risk
from fluvial flooding with the implementation of best

practice construction methodology which is captured in the
Code of Construction Practice (Application document
reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).
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o be proportionate to the risk and appropriate to
the scale, nature and location of the project;

o consider the risk of flooding arising from the
project in addition to the risk of flooding to the project;

e take the impacts of climate change into account clearly
stating the development lifetime over which the

assessment has been made;
o be undertaken by competent people, as early as

possible in the process of preparing the proposal; e
consider both the potential adverse and beneficial
effects of flood risk management infrastructure including
raised defences, flow channels, flood storage areas and

other artificial features together with the consequences
of their failure;

o consider the vulnerability of those using the site,

including arrangements for safe access;
o consider and guantify the different types of
flooding (whether from natural and human sources and

including joint and cumulative effects) and identify flood

risk reduction measures, so that assessments are fit for
the purpose of the decisions being made;

o consider the effects of a range of flooding events
including extreme events on people, property, the
natural and historic environment and river and coastal
processes;

The methodology for the Flood Risk Assessment follows
relevant planning policy guidance including the NPSWW
and relevant legislation applied is set out in Chapter 20

Water Resources (App-Application document reference
BeeRef: 5.2.20).

Flood risk vulnerability and flood zone compatibility is
shown in Table 13 of Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.20) and
highlights cells indicating elements of the Proposed
Development.

The proposed WWTP is considered ‘Less Vulnerable’ in
terms of flood risk vulnerability and is sequentially located

within Flood Zone 1 and therefore passes the Sequential
Test.

Other water compatible elements of the Proposed

Development are deemed appropriate development within
Flood Zones 1, 2 and 3a. Additionally, below ground

pipelines and tunnel elements of the Proposed
Development located in Flood Zone 3b would remain
operational during flood conditions and would have a

negligible impact on floodplain storage, surface water
flows or flood risk elsewhere. It is considered that these
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elements in Flood Zone 3b are also considered appropriate
development.
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o include the assessment of the remaining (known

as ‘residual’) risk after risk reduction measures have

been taken into account and demonstrate that this is

acceptable for the particular project;

o consider how the ability of water to soak into the
ground may change with development, along with how
the proposed layout of the project may affect drainage
systems;

o consider if there is a need to be safe and remain
operational during a worst case flood event over the

development’s lifetime; and
o be supported by appropriate data and

information, including historical information on previous
events.
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4.4.7-4.4.8

Applicants for projects which may be affected by, or

The Applicant has engaged with the following consultees in

may add to, flood risk should arrange pre-application
discussions with the Environment Agency, and, where

respect of flood risk and the Proposed Development:

relevant, other bodies such as Internal Drainage Boards,
sewerage undertakers, navigation authorities, highways
authorities and reservoir owners and operators. Such
discussions should identify the likelihood and possible
extent and nature of the flood risk, to help scope the
FRA, and identify the information that will be required
by the decision maker to reach a decision on the
application once it has been submitted and examined.

- Environment Agency

- South Cambridgeshire District Council and
Cambridge City Council as the host authorities

- Lead Local Flood Authority

- Waterbeach Level Internal Drainage Board
- _The Canal and River Trust

Engagement was taken with particular reference to scoping
the methodology and provisions of the FRA and details of
engagement are set out in the Consultation Report (App-
Dec—Ref:Application document reference 6.1). The
Consultation

If the Environment Agency has concerns about the
proposal on flood risk grounds, the applicant should

Report also sets out how the Applicant has had due regard
to comments raised during statutory consultation.

discuss these concerns with the Environment Agency

and take all reasonable steps to agree ways in which the
proposal might be amended, or additional information

provided, which would satisfy the Environment Agency’s
concerns.
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4.4.10

In determining an application for development consent
the decision maker should be satisfied that, where
relevant:

. the application is supported by an appropriate

FRA; e the Sequential Test has been applied as part of
site selection;

o the proposal s in line with any relevant national
and local flood risk management strategy;

o a sequential approach has been applied at the
site level to minimise risk by directing the most
vulnerable uses to areas of lowest flood risk;

o priority has been given to the use of sustainable
drainage systems (SuDS), and the requirements set out
in the next paragraph on National Standards have been

met; and
o in flood risk areas, the project is appropriately

flood resilient and resistant, including safe access and

escape routes where required, and that any residual risk
can be safely managed over the lifetime of the

development.

See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 —4.4.5 above.

A Drainage Strategy (App-Application document reference
Do Pef

5.4.20.12) has been prepared in respect of the Proposed
Development. The report sets out details of the drainage
requirements for the permanent works associated with the
scheme. It also sets out the SuDS hierarchy that will be
applied where appropriate to the proposed WWTP. {eue

eue#&d;epg_&ﬁgﬁf&ﬁ%a‘eeﬂ%ﬁ
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4.4.11 For construction work which has drainage implications,

approval for the project’s drainage system will form part
of the development consent issued by the decision

maker. The decision maker will therefore need to be

A Drainage Strategy (App-Application document reference
DocRef:

5.4.20.12) has been prepared in respect of the Proposed
Development. The report sets out details of the drainage

satisfied that the proposed drainage system complies
with any National Standards published by Ministers

under Paragraph 5(1) of Schedule 3 to the Flood and
Water Management Act 201078. In addition, the

development consent order, or any associated
development consent obligations, will need to make
provision for the adoption and maintenance of any
SuDS, including any necessary access rights to property.
The decision maker should be satisfied that the most
appropriate body is being given the responsibility for
maintaining any SuDS, taking into account the nature
and security of the infrastructure on the proposed site.
The responsible body could include, for example, the

applicant, the landowner, the relevant local authority
or another body such as the Internal Drainage Board.

~

w

requirements for the permanent works associated with the
scheme and identified that the Proposed Development’s

drainage has been designed in accordance withto_national
standards for SuDS. This includes applying industry

standard guidance such as the CIRIA SuDS Manual.

The Drainage Strategy has been prepared in compliance
with the national standards published by the Ministers
under Paragraph 5(1) of Schedule 3 to the Flood and Water

Management Act 2010.
Anglian Water will be responsible for the maintenance and

inspection of all drainage infrastructure in respect of the
Proposed Development.

The decision maker should not consent development in
Flood Zone 2 unless it is satisfied that the Sequential
Test requirements have been met. In relation to waste

water infrastructure, it should not consent development
in Flood Zone 3a unless it is for water treatment works

which do not need to remain operational during times
of flood, or sewage treatment works (if adequate

See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 —4.4.5 above.
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measures to control pollution and manage sewage
during flooding events are in place). It should not

consent development in Flood Zone 3b unless it is
satisfied that the Sequential and Exception Test
requirements have been met (see below). However,
when seeking development consent on a site allocated
in a development plan through the application of the
Sequential Test, informed by a strategic flood risk
assessment (SFRA), applicants need not apply the
Sequential Test, but should apply the sequential
approach to locating development within the site.
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4.4.14

Preference should be given to locating projects in Flood

The Proposed Development has undergone an extensive

Zone 1. If there is no reasonably available site in Flood

Zone 1, then projects can be located in Flood Zone 2. If
there is no reasonably available site in Flood Zones 1 or

site selection process which is outlined in Chapter 3 Site
Selectionand-Alternatives of the ES (App-Application

document reference-Dec—Ref:

2, then essential infrastructure (including nationally

significant infrastructure) projects can be located in

Flood Zone 3 subject to the Exception Test.

5.2.3) sets out the main alternatives considered by the
Applicant. The preferred location for the pProposed WWTP

is on land which is in Flood Zones 1 (at lowest risk of
flooding).

‘Water compatible’ infrastructure (outfall, pipes and

tunnel) falls within Flood Zones 2 and 3 and are not

considered to be at high risk from fluvial flooding with the
implementation of best practice construction methodology
which is captured in the Code of Construction Practice
(Application document references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).
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4.4.15-4.4.17

If, following application of the Sequential Test, it is not
ossible, consistent with wider sustainability objectives
for the project to be located in zones of lower

probability of flooding than Flood Zone 3, the Exception
Test can be applied. The test provides a method of

managing flood risk while still allowing necessary
development to occur.

The Exception Test is only appropriate for use where the

Sequential Test alone cannot deliver an acceptable site,
taking into account the need for essential infrastructure
to remain operational during floods. It may also be
appropriate to use it where, as a result of the alternative
site(s) at lower risk of flooding being subject to national
designations such as landscape, heritage and nature
conservation designations, for example, Areas of
QOutstanding Natural Beauty (AONBs), Sites of Special

Scientific Interest (SSSls) and World Heritage Sites

WHS), it would not be appropriate to require the

development to be located on the alternative site(s).

All the three elements of the test will have to be passed

for development to be consented. For the Exception
Test to be passed: a) it must be demonstrated that the

project provides wider sustainability benefits to the
community that outweigh flood risk; b) the project

See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 —4.4.5 above.
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should be on developable previously-developed land80
or, if it is not on previously developed land, that there

are no reasonable alternative sites on developable
previously developed land; and c) a FRA must
demonstrate that the project will be safe, without

increasing flood risk elsewhere, and, where possible
will reduce flood risk overall.
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4.4.18

To satisfactorily manage flood risk, arrangements are
required to manage surface water and the impact of the

Mitigation measures to manage flood risk during
construction are set out in the Code of Construction

natural water cycle on people and property.

Practice (CoCP) (App-Application Document reference-Bee-
Ref: 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) and will be implemented through a
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).
The CoCP outlines that all construction activities will be

undertaken to avoid any significant increase of flood risk.

The CEMP will require that procedures are put in place to
deal with potential flood events, as is relevant to the flood

risk at each working area.

Operational flood risk within the proposed WWTP from
surface water and groundwater sources will be managed
by the drainage strategy, which will in turn be informed by

continuous monitoring of groundwater levels. The
drainage strategy further allows for future expansion of

attenuation storage capacity if required. The drainage
strategy is therefore considered to be the most vital
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element of flood risk management within the proposed
WWTP and, in combination with flood warning and
evacuation measures outlined in the FRA (Application
Bdocument Rref 5.4.20.1), in effect performs the role of an

operational flood risk management strategy.

Further details on surface water drainage arrangements
during construction and operation are set out in Chapter 2
Project Description of the ES (App-Application document
reference-Dee—Ref: 5.2.2).

N
~
-
o

In this document the term Sustainable Drainage Systems
(SuDS) refers to the whole range of sustainable
approaches to surface water drainage management
including where appropriate: ¢ source control measures
including rainwater recycling and drainage; e infiltration
devices to allow water to soak into the ground that can
include individual soakaways and communal facilities; ®
filter strips and swales, which are vegetated features
that hold and drain water downhill mimicking natural

drainage patterns; e filter drains and porous pavements
to allow rainwater and run-off to infiltrate into
permeable material below ground and provide storage

if needed; e basins, ponds and tanks to hold excess
water after rain and allow controlled discharge that

avoids flooding; and e flood routes to carry and direct

Please see response to paragraph 4.4.11 above.
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excess water through developments to minimise the
impact of severe rainfall flooding.
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4.4.20-22

Site layout and surface water drainage systems should
cope with events that exceed the design capacity of the

The Drainage Strategy (Application document reference
5.4.20.12) sets out how the drainage design allows for

system, so that excess water can be safely stored on or
conveved from the site without adverse impacts.

The surface water drainage arrangements for any
project should be such that the volumes and peak flow
rates of surface water leaving the site are no greater
than the rates prior to the proposed project, unless
specific off-site arrangements are made and result in
the same net effect. It may be necessary to provide
surface water storage and infiltration to limit and
reduce both the peak rate of discharge from the site
and the total volume discharged from the site. There

may be circumstances where it is appropriate for
infiltration facilities or attenuation storage to be

provided outside the project site, if necessary through
the use of a planning obligation.

The sequential approach should be applied to the layout

and design of the project. More vulnerable uses should
be located on parts of the site at lower probability and

residual risk of flooding. Applicants should seek

future expansion of attenuation storage capacity if
required.

Furthermore, all drainage design has been developed to be
based on a 1:100-year storm event with +40% allowance

for climate change.

Drainage features which have been incorporated in the
design of the Proposed Development during construction
and operation include soakaways with rain/surface water

recycling systems, swales/lagoon, seasonal ponds and land
art. These are shown on the Landscape Master Plan

included and described in the Design & Access Statement
(Application document reference 7.6) and the LERMP
Application document reference 5.4.8.14).

The Drainage Strategy identifies that the drainage has been
designed in accordance with best practice national SuDS

guidance and policy.

(—eH&eHeF&ddﬁe&g_a-H-ggﬂr&Hﬁa—'Ee%ﬁ




9- love evexy dop Q

anglianwater ¢

angHianwater—

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

opportunities to use open space for multiple purposes
such as amenity, wildlife habitat and flood storage uses.
Opportunities should be taken to lower flood risk by

reducing the built footprint of previously-developed sites
and using SuDS.

4.4.23 Essential waste water infrastructure which has to be The proposed WWTP is located in Flood Zone 1 which is at
located in flood risk areas should:  where the lowest risk of flooding. Nonetheless, the Proposed
development is for water treatment works, remain Development has been designed to manage flood risks in
operational when floods occur; e where the the future and all drainage design has been developed to
development is for sewage treatment works, be be based on a 1:100-year storm event with +40%
designed to be resilient to the effects of flooding (e-g- allowance for climate change. This allows for the
adequate measures to control pollution and manage pProposed
sewage during flooding events are in place). WWTP to remain operational once if at risk of any flooding.
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4.4.24

The receipt of and response to warnings of floods is an

essential element in the management of the residual
risk of flooding. Flood warning and evacuation plans

The proposed WWTP is located in Flood Zone 1 and safe
refuge will be available on site in a flood event.

should be in place for those areas at an identified risk of
flooding. The applicant should take advice from the
emergency services when producing an evacuation plan
for the project as part of the FRA. Any emergency
planning documents, flood warning and evacuation

procedures that are required should be identified in the
FRA.

Should staff and visitors leave the safe refuge of the

roposed WWTP during a flood event, flooding may have
already occurred in adjacent watercourses such as the
River Cam or Quy Water. If flooding has commenced and
flood depths along roads or public footpaths/bridleways
exceed 25cm, staff and visitors are advised to remain on
site, or seek refuge within adjacent Flood Zone 1 areas,
until flood waters recede.

The CoCP Part A and B (Application Document Ref 5.4.2.1 &
2) requires that the Principal Contractor(s) consult with the

Environment Agency, Lead Local Flood Authority and any
other relevant risk management authorities (such as the

emergency services) in respect of the flood risks in the

preparation of the Emergency Preparedness Plan for
construction work in areas at risk of flooding.
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below, development should aim to avoid significant

harm to biodiversity and geological conservation
interests, including through mitigation and

consideration of reasonable alternatives85 where

453 Where the development is subject to EIA the applicant Chapter 8 Biodiversity of the ES (App-Application document
(Biodiversity should ensure that the ES clearly sets out any effects on | reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.8) sets out the Applicant’s
and geological | internationally, nationally and locally designated sites of | assessment of potential effects of the Proposed
conservation) ecological or geological conservation importance, on Development on internationally, nationally and locally
protected species, and on habitats and other species designated sites of ecological or geological conservation
identified as being of principal importance for the importance.
conservation of biodiversity. The applicant should
provide environmental information proportionate to the | This concludes that during operation, the Proposed
infrastructure where EIA is not required. The applicant Development will have some impact on biodiversity
should show how the project has taken advantage of receptors during construction and operation. These are
opportunities to conserve and enhance biodiversity and | detailed in Chapter 8 Biodiversity of the ES
geological conservation interests. (App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.8).
However, once the mitigation measures required by the
CoCP have been implemented, these impacts are not
considered likely to be significant.
4.5.6 As a general principle, and subject to the specific policies | The Proposed Development has sought to avoid significant

harm to features of biodiversity interest, both during the
consideration of alternatives and during the EIA process.
The findings and conclusions set out in Chapter 8,
Biodiversity of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.8) demonstrate how where the Proposed
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significant harm cannot be avoided, then appropriate

Development may give rise to significant effects, the

compensation measures should be sought.

mitigation hierarchy has been applied. This identifies that
the Proposed Development has sought to avoid harm in
the first instance, mitigate harm where it cannot be
avoided and compensate harm where it has not been
ossible to adequately mitigate or avoid such effects.

Mitigation measures have been incorporated in the design
of the Proposed Development in order to mitigate any
adverse effects on features of biodiversity and geological
importance. These measures have ensured that effects of
the Proposed Development are not significant and include
the following:

- Implementation of early planting and management
to promote landscaping vegetation establishing
quickly and successfully

- Retention of existing treelines and hedgerow lines

- Habitat reinstatements, restoration and creation
measures

- Translocation of rare floral species to suitable
locations

- Compensation bat roost provision

Additionally, the following beneficial effects are identified:
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- reptile species through creation of habitat suitable

for use including hibernacula and refuge areas; and
- habitats within the proposed WWTP through
creation of more diverse grassland, woodland
scrub and seasonal ponds along with additional
ecological features such as bat and bird boxes and
bee banks. This additional habitat provision will

support the local Nature Recovery Network.
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4.5.10

Where a proposed development on land within or

outside a SSSl is likely to have an adverse effect on an
SSSI (either individually or in combination with other

There are no SSSIs within the Order Limits of the Proposed

Development. Chapter 8 Biodiversity (App-Application
document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.8) sets out how the

developments), development consent should not

normally be granted. Where an adverse effect on the
site’s notified special interest features is likely, an

exception should only be made where the benefits
(including need) of the development, at this site, clearly

outweigh both the impacts that it is likely to have on the
features of the site that make it of special scientific

interest and any broader impacts on the national
network of SSSIs. The decision maker should ensure that

the applicant’s proposals to mitigate the harmful aspects
of the development and, where possible, to ensure the

conservation and enhancement of the site’s biodiversity
or geological interest, are acceptable.
Where necessary, requirements and/or development

Proposed
Development will not have any adverse effects on a SSSI.

consent obligations should be used to ensure these
proposals are delivered.
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Marine Conservation Zones (MCZs) (Marine Protected
Areas in Scotland), introduced under the Marine and

The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as

Coastal Access Act 2009, are areas that have been

designated for the purpose of conserving marine flora or
fauna, marine habitats or types of marine habitat or
features of geological or gecomorphological interest. The
protected feature or features and the conservation
objectives for the MCZ are stated in the designation
order for the MCZ, which provides statutory protection
for these areas. Measures to restrict damaging activities
will be implemented by the MMO and other relevant
organisations. As a public authority, the decision maker

is bound by the duties in relation to MCZs imposed by
sections 125 and 126 of the Marine and Coastal Access

Act 2009.

amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the

Proposed Development.

~

w

Ancient woodland is a valuable biodiversity resource

The Proposed Development will not impact any pockets of

both for its diversity of species and for its longevity as
woodland. Once lost it cannot be recreated. The

decision maker should not grant development consent
for any development that would result in its loss or
deterioration unless the benefits (including need) of the

development, in that location, outweigh the loss of the
woodland habitat. Aged or ‘veteran’ trees found outside

ancient woodland are also particularly valuable for

ancient woodland and Chapter 8 Biodiversity
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.8) sets

out how there are no records of ancient woodland within
the scope of the biodiversity assessment.
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biodiversity and their loss should be avoided. Where
such trees would be affected by development

proposals, the applicant should set out proposals for
their conservation or, where their loss is unavoidable
the reasons why.

~
1
N
o)

Other species and habitats have been identified as being
of principal importance for the conservation of

biodiversity in England and Wales and thereby requiring
conservation action. The decision maker should ensure
that applicants have taken measures to ensure these
species and habitats are protected from the adverse
effects of development. Where appropriate,

requirements or planning agreements may be used in
order to deliver this protection. The decision maker

should refuse consent where harm to the habitats or
species and their habitats would result unless the
benefits (including need) of the development clearl
outweigh that harm.

The biodiversity assessment reported in Chapter 8,
Biodiversity of the ES (App-Application document reference
DBoe—Ref: 5.2.8) considers potential impacts on species and
habitats and sets out mitigation measures taken to ensure
that species and habitats are protected from any potential
adverse effects of the Proposed Development.

With mitigation, no significant adverse effects are
identified in respect of the Proposed Development.
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4.5.17

The applicant should include appropriate mitigation
measures as an integral part of the proposed
development. In particular, the applicant should
demonstrate that: e during construction, they will seek

to ensure that activities will be confined to the minimum

areas required for the works; e during construction and
operation, best practice will be followed to ensure that
risk of disturbance or damage to

The Code of Construction Practice (Application document
reference 5.2.4.1 and 5.2.4.2) sets out mitigation measures
roposed during the construction period of the Proposed
Development. A range of landscaping, ecological, drainage

measures have been embedded into the design of the
Proposed Development to mitigate, compensate and
enhance habitats and features of biodiversity value and
importance. Details are set out in Chapter 8 Biodiversity

species or habitats is minimised, including as a
consequence of transport access arrangements; ¢

habitats will, where practicable, be restored after
construction works have finished; and ¢ opportunities

will be taken to enhance existing habitats and, where
practicable, to create new habitats of value within the
site landscaping proposals.

4.6.6 (Coastal
Change)

(Application document reference 5.2.8), Chapter 2 Project
Description (App-Application document reference -Bee:

Ref:5.2.2) and the Code of Construction Practice
(App-Application document reference -Bee—Ref5.2.4.1 and

5.24.2).

Where relevant, applicants should undertake coastal
geomorphological and sediment transfer modelling to
predict and understand impacts and help identify

relevant mitigating or compensatory measures.

The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as

amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the
Proposed Development.
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4.6.7

The ES (see Section A) should include an assessment of

The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant

the effects on the coast, distinguishing between the
construction, operation and decommissioning project

marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as

amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act

stages as appropriate. In particular, applicants should
assess: ® the impact of the proposed project on coastal
processes and geomorphology, including by taking
account of potential impacts from climate change. If the
development will have an impact on coastal processes

the applicant must demonstrate how the impacts will be
managed to minimise adverse impacts on other parts of

the coast; e the implications of the proposed project on
strategies for managing the coast as set out in Shoreline
Management Plans, any relevant Marine Plans, River
Basin Management Plans and capital programmes for

2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the
Proposed Development.

maintaining flood and coastal defences; e the effects of

the proposed project on marine ecology, biodiversity
and protected sites; ¢ the effects of the proposed
project on maintaining coastal recreation sites and
features; and e the vulnerability of the proposed
development to coastal change, taking account of

climate change, during the project’s operational life and
any decommissioning period.
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4.6.8 For any projects involving dredging or disposal into the | The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
sea, the applicant should consult the Marine marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
Management Organisation (MMO) at an early stage. The | amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
applicant should also consult the MMO on projects 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the

which could impact on coastal change, since the MMO Proposed Development.
may also be involved in considering other projects

which may have related coastal impacts. The applicant
should examine the broader context of coastal

protection around the proposed site, and the influence
in both directions, i.e.; coast on site, and site on coast.

469 The applicant should be particularly careful to identify The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
any effects of physical changes on the integrity and marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
special features of Marine Conservation Zones, amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act

candidate marine Special Areas of Conservation (SACs), | 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the

coastal SACs and candidate coastal SACs, coastal Special Proposed Development. %%%34%_@
Protection Areas (SPAs) and potential coastal SPAs, .
&HQJ-F&HWﬂ{(}FQJ

Ramsar sites, Sites of Community Importance (SCls) and
potential SCIs and Sites of Special Scientific Interest.
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4.6.10-4.6.13

The decision maker should be satisfied that the

proposed development will be resilient to coastal
erosion and deposition, taking account of climate

change, during the project’s operational life and any

The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant

marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as

amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the

decommissioning period.
The decision maker should not normally consent new

development in areas of dynamic shorelines where the
proposal could inhibit sediment flow or have an adverse
impact on coastal processes at other locations. Impacts
on coastal processes must be managed to minimise
adverse impacts on other parts of the coast. Where such
proposals are brought forward, consent should only be

granted where the decision maker is satisfied that the
benefits (including need) of the development outweigh
the adverse impacts.

The decision maker should ensure that applicants have
restoration plans for areas of foreshore disturbed by
direct works and will undertake pre- and
postconstruction coastal monitoring arrangements with
defined triggers for intervention and restoration. In
addition to this NPS the decision maker must have
regard to the appropriate marine policy documents, as
provided for in the Marine and Coastal Access Act

2009. The decision maker may also have regard to any
relevant Shoreline Management Plans. Substantial

weight should be attached to the risks of flooding and

Proposed Development.
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full account has been taken of the policy on assessment
and mitigation in Section 3.6 of this NPS, taking account

of the potential effects of climate change on these risks
as discussed above.
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Applicants should propose appropriate mitigation

measures to address adverse physical changes to the
coast in consultation with the MMO, the Environment

The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant

marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as

amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act

Agency, Local Planning Authorities, other statutory
consultees, Coastal Partnerships and other coastal
groups, as it considers appropriate. The decision maker

should consider whether the mitigation requirements
put forward by an applicant are acceptable and whether

requirements should be attached to any grant of
development consent in order to secure their delivery.

2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the
Proposed Development.
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4.7.2-4.7.4

The applicant should carry out a landscape and visual

A landscape and visual impact assessment (LVIA) has

(Landscape and
Visual Impacts)

assessment and report it in the ES. A number of guides

have been produced to assist in addressing landscape
issues93. The landscape and visual assessment should

been undertaken in respect of the Proposed
Development. The findings and conclusions of this

assessment and potential effects on landscape character

include reference to any landscape character
assessment and associated studies, as a means of

assessing landscape impacts relevant to the proposed
project. The applicant’s assessment should also take

account of any relevant policies based on these
assessments in local development documents in England

and visual amenity are reported in Chapter 15 Landscape
and Visual Amenity of the ES (App-Application document
reference 5.2.15-BeeRef5:2:15). The assessment

considers landscape character assessments and

associated studies within the scope of the defined study
area. The assessment has considered |ocal and national

and local development plans in Wales. 4.7.3

guidance to ensure that all relevant assessments/studies
are included in the assessment in
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The applicant’s assessment should include the effects
during construction of the project and the effects of the
completed development and its operation on landscape
components and landscape character. 4.7.4 The

assessment should include the visibility and
conspicuousness of the project during construction and
of the presence and operation of the project and
potential impacts on views and visual amenity. This
should include any light pollution effects including on
local amenity and nature conservation.

respect of the Proposed Development. As such, the
assessment takes into account the Greater Cambridge
Landscape Character Assessment and relevant local
planning policies.

Chapter 15 Landscape and Visual Amenity of the ES
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref; 5.2.15) also

includes a gualitative assessment of the effects of lighting

which was informed by the quantitative Lighting
Assessment (App-Application document reference-Bee:

Ref: 5.4.15.3) having regard to the proposed Lightin
Design Strategy (App-Application document reference-Bee:
Ref: 5.4.2.5).




— — {-oue—euerl-ampeca)

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

anglianwater

love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

4.7.6

Landscape effects depend on the existing character of

The LVIA methodology set out in Chapter 15 Landscape and

the local landscape, its current quality, how highly it is
valued and its capacity to accommodate change. All of

Visual (App-Application document reference—Bee—Ref:
5.2.15) sets out the

these factors need to be considered in judging the

impact of a project on landscape. Projects need to be
designed carefully, taking account of the potential

impact on the landscape. Having regard to siting,
operational and other relevant constraints, the aim

criteria for assessing the landscape value, ability to

accommodate change and sensitivity of the existing
landscape setting of the Proposed Development. A site

selection process was followed to identify the location
of the Proposed Development (as outlined in Chapter 3:

should be to minimise harm to the
landscape, providing reasonable mitigation where

Site-Selectionand-Alternatives (App-Application
document reference 5.2.3-Bee-Ref5:2:3)). Preliminary

possible and appropriate.

design development focussed on reducing landscape
impacts and ensuring the Proposed

Development could be adequately mitigated. The

landscape masterplan referred to which is contained within

the LERMP (App-Application document reference 5.4.22

DoeRef5:4-8.-14) illustrates the proposed landscape
mitigation.
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4.7.7

National Parks, the Broads and Areas of Qutstandin
Natural Beauty (AONB), have been confirmed by the

The Scheme is not located in an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty or a National Park therefore this policy is

Government as having the highest status of protection

in relation to landscape and scenic beauty. Each of these
designated areas has specific statutory purposes which
help ensure their continued protection and which the
decision maker has a statutory duty to have regard to in
its decisions94. The conservation of the natural beauty
of the landscape and countryside should be given

substantial weight by the decision maker in deciding on
applications for development consent in these areas.

~
~
[o%]

not applicable in respect of the Proposed Development.

Nevertheless, the decision maker may grant
development consent in these areas in exceptional
circumstances. The development should be
demonstrated to be in the public interest and
consideration of such applications should include an
assessment of: (i) the need for the development,
including in terms of any national considerations95, and
the impact of consenting, or not consenting it, upon the
local economy; (ii) the cost of, and scope for, developin
elsewhere outside the designated area, or meeting the

need for it in some other way96; and (iii) Any

detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape

The Scheme is not located in an Area of Outstanding

Natural Beauty or a National Park therefore this policy is
not applicable in respect of the Proposed Development.
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and recreational opportunities, and the extent to which
that could be moderated.
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Where consent is given in these areas, the decision

maker should make sure that the applicant has ensured
that the project will be carried out to high
environmental standards, and, where necessary should

consider the application of appropriate requirements to
ensure these standards are delivered.

4.7.10-4.7.11

The Scheme is not located in an Area of Outstanding

Natural Beauty or a National Park therefore this policy is
not applicable in respect of the Proposed Development.

The duty to have regard to the purposes of nationally
designated areas also applies when considering

applications for projects outside the boundaries of these

The Scheme is not located in an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty or a National Park, nor will it impact upon

such nationally designated areas as confirmed by the LVIA

areas which may have impacts within them. The aim
should be to avoid compromising the purposes of

designation and such projects should be designed
sensitively given the various siting, operational, and

contained in Chapter 15 Landscape and Visual
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.15),

therefore this policy is not applicable in respect of the
Proposed Development.

other relevant constraints. This should include projects
in England which may have impacts on National Scenic

Areas in Scotland.
The fact that a proposed project will be visible from

within a designated area should not in itself be a reason
for refusing consent.
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4.7.12-4.7.15

Outside nationally designated areas, there are local

landscapes that may be highly valued locally and
protected by local designation. Where a local

development document in England or a local

development plan in Wales has policies based on

Chapter 3 in the of the ES (App. Doc. Ref. 5.2.3) sets out
the site selection process to identify the location of the
Proposed Development and its suitability. Particular

attention has been given to the design of the Proposed

Development — it has been meticulously developed as a
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landscape character assessment, these should be paid

landscape and visually-led scheme to minimise the scale of

particular attention. However, local landscape
designations should not be used in themselves as
reasons to refuse consent, as this may unduly restrict

the project. The development of the design was informed
by the Greater Cambridge Landscape Character
Assessment (Greater Cambridge Partnership, 2021) and

acceptable development.
The decision maker should consider whether the project

will help mitigate any landscape and visual effects whilst
taking into account the minimum functional requirements

has been designed carefully, taking account of
environmental effects on the landscape and siting,
operational and other relevant constraints, to minimise

to ensure the effective operation of the Proposed
Development. Particular attention has been given to
delivering landscape enhancement, visual screening,

harm to the landscape, including by reasonable
mitigation.

The decision maker will have to judge whether the
visual effects on sensitive receptors, such as local
residents, and other receptors, such as visitors to the

ecological habitat creation, recreational opportunities for
local communities, and providing mitigation for potential
environmental impacts, for example, on landscape
character and visual amenity. The Design and Access
Statement (App. Doc. Ref. 7.6) sets out the overarching

local area, outweigh the benefits of the development.

design principles of the Proposed Development, which

Coastal areas are particularly vulnerable to visual
intrusion because of the potential high visibility of
development on the foreshore, on the skyline and
affecting views along stretches of undeveloped coast. It
may be helpful for applicants to draw attention, in the
supporting evidence to their applications, to any
examples of existing permitted infrastructure they are
aware of with a similar magnitude of impact on
sensitive receptors. This may assist the decision maker
in judging the weight it should give to the assessed
visual impacts of the proposed development.

includes respecting the site’s location and landscape
setting, as well as incorporating good environmental
practice and mitigation, and where possible, enhancement.
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4.7.16-4.6.18

Reducing the scale of a project can help to mitigate the

The Design and Access Statement (App. Doc. Ref. 7.6)

sic

visual and landscape effects of a proposed project.
However, reducing the scale or otherwise amending

explains how the design has evolved to minimise landscape
and visual impacts. For example by shielding the Proposed

the design of development may result in a significant

Development within a sculpted earth bank in the centre of

operational constraint and reduction in function. There

the site, and locating the tallest structures as far away as

may, however, be exceptional circumstances, where

possible from nearby villages and heritage assets with

mitigation could have a very significant benefit and
warrant a small reduction in function. In these
circumstances, the decision maker may decide that the

consideration of topography and providing new woodland,
trees, hedgerows and meadows around the Proposed
Development. In terms of materials, a natural palette will

benefits of the mitigation to reduce the landscape
effects outweigh the marginal loss of function. Within a

be sought to ensure the scheme has a landscape-led
approach to design. Planting is planned outside the site of

defined site, adverse landscape and visual effects may

the Proposed Development and will be implemented

be minimised through appropriate siting of
infrastructure within that site, design including colours

during the construction period. It comprises new trees to
be planted in gaps in the existing line of trees along the

and materials, and landscaping schemes, depending on

eastern side of Horningsea Road and the replacement of

the size and type of proposed project. Materials and

failed planting in an existing shelter belt east of Horningsea

designs of buildings should always be given careful
consideration.

Depending on the topography of the surrounding
terrain and areas of population it may be appropriate to

undertake landscaping off site. For example, filling in
gaps in existing tree and hedge lines would mitigate the
impact when viewed from a more distant vista.

Road. A programme of maintenance of the existing
planting in the shelter belt will improve growth rates.

4.8.5 (Land use

including open
space, green

The ES should identify existing and proposed land-uses

near the project, any effects of replacing an existing
development or use of the site with the proposed

Chapter 6 Agricultural Land and Soil Resources of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.6) provides an
assessment of the effects of the Proposed Development on
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agricultural land, which is the primary land use within the
Order Limits.

also assess any effects of precluding a new development

or use proposed in the development plan.

The Proposed Development will unlock land for housing
development which will help bring forward the wider
planning objectives of the host authorities, arising from
population growth and urbanisation in Cambridge, and in
Waterbeach. Not granting development consent would
preclude a new development opportunity on land where
the existing WWTP is located, which has been long
identified by the host authorities.
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4.8.6

Applicants will need to consult the local community on

This project does not propose building on existing open

their proposals to build on open space, sports or
recreational buildings and land. Taking account of the

space, sports or recreational buildings and land. The
Applicant has undertaken public consultation and given

consultations, applicants should consider providing new

regard to the consultation responses, including considering

or additional open space, including green infrastructure,
sport or recreation facilities, to substitute for any losses

the comments raised about the land required for the
Proposed Development.

as a result of their proposal. Applicants should use any
up-to-date local authority assessment or, if there is
none, provide an independent assessment to show
whether the existing open space, sports and
recreational buildings and land is surplus to
requirements.

Notwithstanding, the recreational connectivity has formed

a central part of the design of the Proposed Development.
The Applicant recognises that Cambridgeshire has one of

the lowest levels of natural green space available for public
access in the UK, and therefore has taken the opportunity
to provide new connections to existing PROW as part of the
design.

Section 4.8 of this Planning Statement sets out further

details. The design responds to feedback provided by
stakeholders who identified a gap in the PRoW network and
lack of connectivity in the area.
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4.8.8

Applicants should seek to minimise impacts on the best
and most versatile agricultural land (defined as land in

The Applicant has undertaken an extensive site selection
process in order to identify the preferred site. This is

grades 1, 2 and 3a of the Agricultural Land
Classification), and preferably use land in areas of

poorer guality (grades 3b, 4 and 5) except where this

would be inconsistent with other sustainability

considerations. Applicants should also identify any
effects and seek to minimise impacts on soil quality

taking into account any mitigation measures proposed.
For developments on previously developed land,

applicants should ensure that they have considered the
risk posed by land contamination.

summarised in the Site Selection Report (NTS)
(App-Application document reference-BeeRef: 7.3).

As such, the proposed WWTP was fixed in terms of general

location, which removed any opportunity to deliver the
pProposed WWTP on land that was not almost entirely

agricultural in nature. Therefore, the use of agricultural
land, 85% of which is grade 2 and grade 3a agricultural land,
deemed best and most versatile (BMV), is unavoidable to
successfully deliver the Proposed Development.

Notwithstanding, the Applicant has made every effort as far
as reasonably practicable to mitigate the effects on BMV
agricultural land. An outline Soil Management Plan
(App-Application document reference 5.4.6.3—Bee:
Ref5:4-6-3) will govern the reinstatement of land required

for construction purposes, including agricultural land, to its
revious use.

Landscaping mitigation measures outlined in the CoCP
(App-Application document reference 5.4.2.1—DPee:
Ref5:421) set out proposals to integrate re-use of all

surplus soil resources and measures
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to offset as much as possible the effects of the Proposed
Development. This primarily will take the form of an
earthwork bank, which provides a multi-purpose mitigation

measure, forming part of the landscaping proposals to
screen visual effects of the Proposed Development.

The Applicant has also assessed all land within the Order
Limits for sources of contamination, the details of which are
set outin Chapter 14 Land Quality of the ES (App-Application
document reference-Bee—Ref:_5.2.14). Primary mitigation
measures will ensure that the design of the operational site
includes appropriate bunding of tanks and use of
hardstanding to break any significant pathways for
contamination.

S
[V}

Applicants should safeguard any mineral resources on
the proposed site as far as possible, taking into account
the long-term potential of the land use after any future

decommissioning has taken place.

The land quality assessment contained in Chapter 14 Land
Quality of the ES (App-Application document reference-Bee:
Ref: 5.2.14) sets out that two Mineral Safeguarding Areas
(MSA) are present within the study area related to the River
Terrace Deposits and Chalk. The assessment concludes that
there are no potential significant effects identified as a
result of the Proposed Development.
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4.8.10

The general policies controlling development in the
countryside apply with equal force in Green Belts but

As described in the response to paragraph 4.8.8, The

Applicant has undertaken an extensive site selection

there is, in addition, a general presumption against
inappropriate development within them. Such

development should not be approved except in very

process in order to identify the preferred site. This is

summarised in the Site Selection Report (NTS)
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 7.3).
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special circumstances. Applicants should therefore

determine whether their proposal, or any part of it, is As such, the proposed WWTP was fixed in terms of general
within an established Green Belt and, if it is, whether location, which removed any opportunity to deliver the
their proposal may be inappropriate development pProposed WWTP on land that was not almost entirel
within the meaning of Green Belt policy (as set out agricultural in nature and incidentally, land within the
below). Green Belt.

Section 4.8 of this Planning Statement sets out an
assessment of the Proposed Development against the

NPSWW and NPPF policies in relation to development in
the Green Belt.

Chapter 6 of this Planning Statement sets out the overall
assessment of the application proposals and the basis on
which the Secretary of State can conclude that the very
special circumstances needed to justify a grant of
development consent have been demonstrated.

Please refer to these two sections of the Planning
Statement for a full assessment of compliance with the
NPSWW and other relevant national and local planning

policy.
4.8.13 The decision maker should not grant consent for This project does not propose building on existing open
development on existing open space, sports and space, sports or recreational buildings and land. Please

recreational buildings and land unless an assessment refer to the Applicant’s response to paragraph 4.8.6 above.
has been undertaken either by the local authority or
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independently, which has clearly shown the open space
or the buildings and land to be surplus to requirements
or the decision maker determines that the benefits of
the project (including need) outweigh the potential loss
of such facilities, taking into account any positive
proposals made by the applicant to provide new,
improved or compensatory land or facilities. The loss of
playing fields should only be allowed where applicants
can demonstrate that they will be replaced with facilities
of equivalent or better quantity or quality in a suitable

location.
4.8.15 Where networks of green infrastructure have been Please see response to paragraph 4.8.6 above.

identified in development plans, they should normally
be protected from development, and, where possible,

strengthened by or integrated within it.
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4.8.17 In considering the impact on maintaining coastal The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
recreation sites and features the decision maker should | marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
expect applicants to have taken advantage of amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
opportunities to maintain and enhance access to the 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the

coast. In doing so the decision maker should consider Proposed Development.
the implications for development of the creation of a

continuous signed and managed route around the coast
as provided for in the Marine and Coastal Access Act

2009.
4.8.18 When located in the Green Belt, waste water Section 4.8 of this Planning Statement sets out an
infrastructure projects may comprise ‘inappropriate assessment of the Proposed Development against the

development’103. Inappropriate development is by NPSWW and NPPF policies in relation to development in the
definition harmful to the Green Belt and there is a Green Belt.

presumption against it. The decision maker will need to
assess whether there are very special circumstances to | Chapter 6 of this Planning Statement sets out the overall

justify inappropriate development. Very special assessment of the application proposals and stipulates the
circumstances will not exist unless the harm by reason | Very Special Circumstances for development in the Green
of inappropriateness, and any other harm, is clearly Belt.

outweighed by other considerations. In view of the Please refer to these two sections of the Planning
presumption against inappropriate development, the Statement for a full assessment of compliance with the
decision maker will attach substantial weight to the NPSWW and other relevant national and local planning
harm to the Green Belt when considering any policy.

application for such development.




Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

=,

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

angHianwater—

to land (e.g.; open access land) are important

recreational facilities e.g.; for walkers, cyclists and horse
riders. The decision maker should expect applicants to

4.8.22 Where a proposed development has an impact upon a Please see response to paragraph 4.8.9 above.
Mineral Safeguarding Area (MSA), the decision maker
should ensure that the applicant has put forward
appropriate mitigation measures to safeguard mineral
resources.
4.8.24 Rights of way, National Trails, and other rights of access | The Proposed Development will not affect the use of

National Trails or Open Access Land. The Proposed

Development, more specifically the proposed Waterbeach
pipeline route, would cross seven existing PRoW; one of

take appropriate mitigation measures to address
adverse effects on coastal access, National Trails and

which would not be affected, and it is not proposed to
close any of the other six PROW but instead to provide safe

other rights of way. The decision maker should consider
whether the mitigation measures put forward by an

priority crossings and/or temporary diversions. Safe access

will be maintained.

applicant are acceptable and whether requirements in
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respect of these measures might be attached to any

Additionally, the Proposed Development’s paths will be

grant of development consent.

connected to the wider network of public rights of wa
and a new bridleway will improve access to Quy Fen and

Anglesey Abbey.

Further details are set out in Chapter 2 Project Description
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.2) and
the Rights of Way Plans (App-Application document
reference-Dee—Ref:- 4.6).

4.9.4-4.9.5

(Noise and
Vibration)

Where noise impacts are likely to arise from the
proposed development, the applicant should include
the following in the noise assessment:  a description of
the noise generating aspects of the development
proposal leading to noise impacts, including the
identification of any distinctive tonal, impulsive or low
frequency characteristics of the noise; e identification of
noise sensitive premises and noise sensitive areas that
may be affected; e the characteristics of the existing
noise environment;

e a prediction of how the noise environment will change
with the proposed development: —in the shorter term
such as during the construction period; —in the longer
term during the operating life of the infrastructure; and
— at particular times of the day, evening and night as
appropriate; ¢ an assessment of the effect of predicted
changes in the noise environment on any noise sensitive

The Applicant has undertaken a noise and vibration
assessment which is contained in Chapter 17 Noise and

Vibration of the ES (App-Application document reference
DoecRef:

5.2.17). This assessment identifies the likely effects of the
Proposed Development on noise and vibration receptors. It
includes and considers the following:

- adescription of the noise and vibration sources;

- information regarding identified noise and
vibration sensitive receptors;

- adescription of the characteristics of the existing
ambient noise environment, including the results of
a baseline survey;

- Details of how the Proposed Development will
impact the noise environment, including in relation

to changes in traffic noise levels due to various
factors such as the time of day;
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premises and noise sensitive areas; and ® measures

to be employed in mitigating the effects of noise. The
nature and extent of the noise assessment should be

proportionate to the likely noise impact.
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- __An assessment of the noise impact as a result of
construction, operation and decommissioning and
whether these effects are significant; and

- Mitigation measures proposed and an explanation
of how the measures have been incorporated in the
design (for instance the use of noise barriers where
necessary).

The proposed WWTP location and design aims to avoid
significant adverse effects and minimise adverse noise and
vibration impacts.

Additionally, the noise mitigation measures are included at
Chapter 2 Project Description of the ES (App-Application

document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.2), Chapter 17 Noise and
Vibration (Application document reference 5.2.17) and the

CoCP (Application Document reference 5.4.2.1 and

54.2.2).




— — {-oue—euerl-ampeca)

Planning Statement -

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

anglianwater

love evexy) drop Q

anglianwate

4.9.6

The noise impact of ancillary activities associated with

Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (App-Application

the development, such as increased road and rail traffic
movements, or other forms of transportation, should be

document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.17) conclude that with

the implementation of mitigation measures during

considered.

construction, there will be no significant effects in respect
of the Proposed Development. During operation, there
would also be no significant effects in respect of noise and
vibration.
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4.9.7

Operational noise, with respect to human receptors,

Please see response to paragraphs 4.9.4-4.9.5 above.

should be assessed using the principles of the relevant
British Standards and other guidance. For the

prediction, assessment and management of
construction noise, reference should be made to any
relevant British Standards and other guidance which
also give examples of mitigation strategies. The
applicant should consult the Environment Agency and
Natural England as necessary and in particular with
regard to assessment of noise on protected species or
other wildlife. The results of any noise surveys and
predictions may inform the ecological assessment. The
seasonality of potentially affected species in nearby
sites may also need to be taken into account.

The assessment contained in Chapter 17 Noise and
Vibration of the ES (App-Application document reference
Bee—Ref: 5.2.17) considers the following British standards
and guidance:

- British Standard (BS) 8233, 2014 ‘Guidance on
sound insulation and noise reduction for buildings’
(British Standards Institution, 2014);

- British Standard (BS) 4142:2014+A1:2019 ‘Methods
for rating and assessing industrial and commercial
sound’ (British Standards Institution, 2019);

- British Standard (BS) 5228:2009+A1:2014 ‘Code of
practice for noise and vibration control on
construction and open sites — Part 1: Noise’ (British
Standards Institution, 2014);

- British Standard (BS) 5228:2009+A1:2014 ‘Code of
practice for noise and vibration control on
construction and open sites — Part 2: Vibration’
(British Standards Institution, 2014);

- British Standard (BS) 7385-2 ‘Evaluation and
measurement for vibration in buildings. Guide to
damage levels from ground borne vibration (British

Standards Institution, 1993);
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Further details on the guidance and standards which have
informed the noise and vibration assessment are contained
within Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.17).

The Applicant has engaged with the Environment Agency
throughout the pre-application process on a number of

matters including the noise and vibration assessment.
Details of engagement are included in the Consultation

Report (App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 6.1).

The biodiversity assessment contained within Chapter 8
Biodiversity of the ES (App-Application document reference
Doe—Ref: 5.2.8) has considered the impacts of noise on

sensitive ecological receptors such as bats. Please refer to
this assessment and conclusions for further details. Noise

control measures are set out in the CoCP (App-Application
Document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).

4.9.8 The project should demonstrate good design through The Proposed Development has been carefully developed
selection of the quietest cost effective plant available; to embed noise and vibration mitigation measures in the
containment of noise within buildings wherever design to avoid and minimise effects on noise and vibration

possible; optimisation of plant layout to minimise noise | receptors as far as reasonably practicable, in addition to

emissions; and, where possible, the use of landscaping, | the proposed measures set out in the CoCP
bunds or noise barriers to reduce noise transmission. (App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.4.2.1 and
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5.4.2.2). These embedded mitigation measures ensure that
the Proposed

Development complies with the NPSWW and demonstrates
good design through the following ways:
- _the use of low noise generating plant and
equipment
- noise reduction measures (e.g.; acoustic enclosures
for plant)
- considerate siting and orientation of plant and

equipment to maximise distances and screening
effects

- acoustic attenuation from earthwork bank
integrated into the landscape masterplan
Further details are set out in Chapter 17 Noise and
Vibration of the ES (App-Application document reference
Dee—Ref: 5.2.17).
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4.9.9

The decision maker should not grant development
consent unless it is satisfied that the proposals will meet
the following aims: ¢ avoid significant adverse impacts
on health and quality of life from noise; ¢ mitigate and
minimise adverse impacts on health and quality of life
from noise; and e where possible, contribute to

improvements to health and quality of life through the
effective management and control of noise.

~
[t}
N
w

Please see responses to paragraphs 4.9.4-4.9.5 and 4.9.8
above.

Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (App-Application
document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.17) concludes that there

are no significant effects arising from the construction or
operation of the Proposed Development.

In certain situations, and only when all other forms of
noise mitigation have been exhausted, the applicant
may consider it appropriate to provide noise mitigation
through improved sound insulation to dwellings, or, in

Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no
significant effects arising from the construction or

extreme cases, through compulsory purchase of

affected properties in order to gain consent for what
might otherwise be unacceptable development.

operation of the Proposed Development, therefore, there
is no requirement to undertake such forms of mitigation.
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4.10.7 (Historic | As part of the ES the applicant should provide a
Environment) description of the significance of the heritage assets
affected by the proposed development and the
contribution of their setting to that significance. The

Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (Application
Document reference 5.2.13) presents the Applicant’s
assessment of the potential effects on the historic
environment as a result of the Proposed Development.

level of detail should be proportionate to the
importance of the heritage assets and no more than is

The assessment includes a description of the heritage

impact.

sufficient to understand the potential impact of the
proposal on the significance of the heritage asset. As a
minimum the applicant should have consulted the
relevant Historic Environment Record109 and assessed
the heritage assets themselves using expertise where
necessary according to the proposed development’s

value (significance) of all assets within the defined study

area. The use of heritage value versus significance is

included within this assessment and a description of the
methodology used to assess this.

Assets with greater potential to be impacted have been

described and assessed in greater detail. A setting
assessment, to gauge its contribution to the heritage value
of an asset, has also been undertaken for all relevant
assets

~
N
o
(o]

Where a development site includes, or the available
evidence suggests it has the potential to include,
heritage assets with an archaeological interest, the

applicant should carry out appropriate desk-based
assessment and, where such desk based research is

insufficient to properly assess the interest, a field

Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (App-Bee-

Ref-Application Document reference 5.2.13) presents the

Applicant’s assessment of the potential effects on the
historic environment as a result of the Proposed

Development.
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evaluation. Where proposed development will affect the | Desk-based research has been undertaken to inform the
setting of a heritage asset, representative visualisations assessment of effects on the historic environment,

may be necessary to explain the impact. including the technical appendix, Geophysical and trial

trenching surveys (App-Application Document reference
DoecRef: 5.4.13.5).

A programme of evaluation, initially including geophysical

survey and trial trenching, was agreed with
Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Team (CHET).

Geophysical surveys were undertaken in March 2021 and

September 2021. Trial trenching was undertaken between
November 2021 and February 2022.

4.10.9 The applicant should ensure that the extent of the Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (App-Application
impact of the proposed development on the significance | Document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.13) presents the
of any heritage assets affected can be adequately Applicant’s assessment of the potential effects on the
understood from the application and supporting historic environment as a result of the Proposed
documents Development.

Section 4.10 of this Planning Statement considers the
extent of impact of the Proposed Development on the
significance of the setting of the identified designated

assets within the Order Limits.
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4.10.13

There should be a presumption in favour of the
conservation of designated heritage assets and the
more significant the designated heritage asset, the
greater the presumption in favour of its conservation

In the design of the Proposed Development, the Applicant
has given meticulous consideration to the desirability of
sustaining, and where appropriate, enhancing the
significance of heritage assets and their setting.
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should be. Once lost, heritage assets cannot be replaced
and their loss has a cultural, environmental, economic Section 4.10 of this Planning Statement considers the

and social impact. Significance can be harmed or lost extent of impact of the Proposed Development on the
through alteration or destruction of the heritage asset significance of the setting of the identified designated

or development within its setting. Loss affecting any assets within the Order Limits. It provides a full assessment
designated heritage asset should require clear and of the Proposed Development’s compliance with the

convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of a | NPSWW.

grade |l listed building, park or garden should be
exceptional. Substantial harm to or loss of designated The planning balance in respect of the Proposed

assets of the highest significance, including Scheduled Development’s impact on the historic environment set out

Monuments, registered battlefields, grade | and I1I* in section 4.10 of this Planning Statement concludes that the
listed buildings, grade | and II* registered parks and Proposed Development will not cause ‘substantial harm’ to
gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly any heritage asset as it is not physically impacting an asset
exceptional. itself or causing ‘total loss’ of any asset. In the case of a

change to the setting of a heritage asset, the impact of the
Proposed Development equates to ‘less than substantial

harm’.

It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
accords with the NPSWW paragraph 4.10.14.

4.10.14 Any harmful impact on the significance of a designated | The planning balance in respect of the Proposed
heritage asset should be weighed against the public Development’s impact on the historic environment set out
benefit of development, recognising that the greater the | in section 4.10 of this Planning Statement concludes that the
harm to the significance of the heritage asset the Proposed Development will not cause ‘substantial harm’ to
greater the justification will be needed for any loss. any heritage asset as it is not physically impacting an asset




. =,

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project

Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

Where the application will lead to substantial harm to or

love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

angHianwater—

itself or causing ‘total loss’ of any asset. In the case of a

total loss of significance of a designated heritage asset
the decision maker should refuse consent unless it can

be demonstrated that the substantial harm to or loss of
significance is necessary in order to deliver substantial
public benefits that outweigh that loss or harm.

change to the setting of a heritage asset, the impact of the
Proposed Development equates to ‘less than substantial
harm’. In particular, there will be less than substantial harm
caused to Baits Bite Lock, Horningsea and Fen Ditton

Conservation Areas, and the Grade Il Listed Poplar Hall and
Grade II* Listed Biggin Abbey. With the application of the
primary, secondary and tertiary mitigation described in this
chapter, it is predicted that the level of harm on these
heritage assets will be at the lower end of less than
substantial harm.

It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
accords with the NPSWW paragraph 4.10.14.
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Chapter 3 Site-Selectionand-Alternatives of the ES

(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.3) sets
out how the preferred option for the proposed WWTP
takes into account environmental impacts as part of the
site selection process. This includes taking into
consideration the potential impacts on the historic
environment in the extensive site selection process which
informed the selection of the preferred site, to try to avoid
impacting assets as far as reasonably practicable, taking
into consideration other factors which were taken into
account in the site selection process.

4.10.18 Applicants should aim to design the proposal to avoid
unnecessary damage but also ensure that any
unavoidable losses are recorded.

4.11.2-4.11.3 Where the project is likely to have adverse effects on air

Air Quality and | guality the applicant should undertake an assessment of

Emissions)

A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as
part of the EIA, the outcomes of which are reported in
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the impacts of the proposed project as part of the Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document
Environmental Statement (ES). reference 5.2.7).

The ES should describe: ¢ any significant air emissions
their mitigation and any residual effects distinguishing A baseline assessment has been undertaken and

between the project stages, and taking account of any presented within Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES
significant emissions from any road traffic generated by | (App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.7)

the project; e the predicted absolute emission levels which provides a summary of existing air quality

from the proposed project, after mitigation methods conditions. The future year baseline is also presented to
have been applied; and e existing air quality levels and provide predicted future air quality conditions without the
the relative change in air quality from existing levels. Proposed Development in place. The Chapter reports the
changes in modelled concentrations in line with relevant
guidance.

Air quality impacts have been assessed qualitatively for
construction dust, construction plant and the emergency
use of vents, known as ‘Whessoe Valves’ during operation,
and quantitively for on road construction vehicle
movements, on road operational vehicle movements and
operational energy plant.

Both the guantitative and qualitative approaches consider
the maximum design envelope parameters and primary,
secondary and tertiary mitigation measures adopted as
part of the Proposed Development.
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No significant effects have been identified; however,
where required, further mitigation measures are
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presented in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.7). In

the case of dust, mitigation measures as recommended
within the Institute of Air Quality Management (IAQM)
guidance will be applied and are included within the CoCP
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.4.2.1 and

5.4.2.2).
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4.11.4-4.11.5

The decision maker should generally give air quality

considerations substantial weight where a project
would lead to a deterioration in air quality in an area, or

Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.7) concludes that there will be no significant
effects in relation to air quality as a result of the Proposed

leads to a new area, where the air quality breaches any

Development during the construction, operation and

national air quality limits. However, air quality
considerations will also be important where substantial

changes in air quality are expected, even if this does not
lead to any breaches of any national air quality limits.

decommissioning.

It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
would not lead to any breach in the air quality thresholds

In all cases the decision maker must take account of
relevant statutory air quality limits. Where a project is
likely to lead to a breach of such limits applicants should
work with the relevant authorities to secure appropriate
mitigation measures to allow the proposal to proceed.
In the event that a project will lead to non-compliance
with a statutory limit the decision maker should refuse
consent.

set out in the NPSWW.

4.11.6-4.11.8

The decision maker should consider whether mitigation

measures put forward by the applicant or considered at

A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as
part of the EIA, the outcomes of which are reported in
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examination of a project, and which are needed both for
operational and construction emissions, are acceptable.
A construction management plan may help codif

mitigation at this stage.
In doing so the decision maker may refer to the
conditions and advice in the Air Quality Strategy or any

successor to it.
The mitigations identified in the section on transport

Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (App-Application document
reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.7).

The assessment has identified that construction effects

would be temporary and proposed mitigation measures
are set out within the CoCP (App-Application document

reference-Bee—Ref: 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) and the

Construction Traffic Management Plan (Application

impacts will help mitigate the effects of air emissions
from transport.

document reference 5.4.19.7).

Emissions from vehicle movements generated by
construction activities have been assessed as not

significant.

Operational effects as a result of the Proposed
Development are assessed as not significant. Any
mitigation measures incorporated into the design

proposals are set out in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES
(App-Application document reference-BeeRef: 5.2.7).

An assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed

Development on air quality has been carried out and is
reported in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (App-—Poe:

4.12.4-4.12.6 The applicant should assess the potential for insect
(Dust, artificial | infestation and emissions of dust, steam, smoke and
light, smoke, artificial light to have a detrimental impact on amenity,
steam and as part of the Environmental Statement.

insect

infestation)

RefApplication document reference 5.2.7). The air quality

assessment
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In particular, the assessment provided by the applicant
should describe: e the type, quantity and timing of
emissions; ® aspects of the development which ma
give rise to emissions; ® premises or locations that may
be affected by the emissions; e effects of the emission
on identified premises or locations; and ® measures to
be employed in preventing or mitigating the emissions.

The applicant is advised to consult the relevant local
planning authority and, where appropriate, the
Environment Agency (EA) about the scope and
methodology of the assessment.

considers the likely significant effects on amenity from all
types of emissions in respect of the Proposed

Development.

Chapter 15, Landscape and Visual of the ES
(App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.15)

considers artificial light in the assessment of landscape and
visual impacts.

Further, the Applicant has prepared a Statutory Nuisance

Statement (App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref:
7.13) in respect of the Proposed Development. It considers
the embedded and essential mitigation measures proposed

in the application in relation to ‘statutory nuisances” which
include:

- Emissions (including air guality and odour)
- Artificial lighting

- Noise

- Insect infestation

The assessment concludes that construction, operation,
use and maintenance of the Proposed Development would
not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute

a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.
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Both the Environment Agency and the host authorities

have been consulted throughout the pre-application
process on matters including the scope and methodology
of the ES assessments where appropriate. Details are set
out in the Consultation Report (App-Application document

reference-Bee—Ref: 6.1) and Chapter 4 Consultation of the
ES (App-Application document reference-Bee—Ref 5.2.4).
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4.12.13

Mitigation measures may include one or more of the

The assessment concludes that construction, operation,

following:  engineering: prevention of a specific
emission at the point of generation; control,

containment and abatement of emissions if generated;

use and maintenance of the Proposed Development would
not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute
a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental

e lay-out: adequate distance between source and
sensitive receptors; reduced transport or handling of

materials; ® administrative: limiting operating times;
restricting activities allowed on the site; implementing

Protection Act 1990.

Notwithstanding, the mitigation measures in respect of
the Proposed Development in relation to dust, artificial

management plans.
Applicants should consider the need for such a scheme

light, smoke, steam and insect infestation are included
within the following documents:

to reduce any loss to amenity which might arise during
the construction, operation and decommissioning of the

development. A construction management plan may
help codify mitigation at that stage.

- Chapter 3 Site Selectionand-Alternatives of the ES
(App-Application document reference-BeeRef:
5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the
proposed WWTP takes into account environmental
impacts as part of the site selection process.

- Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (App-Application
document reference-Bee—Ref: 5.2.7) sets out the
findings and conclusions of the air quality
assessment which also
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rovides details of the embedded design, essential
mitigation and enhancement measures proposed to
minimise the effects of the Proposed Development
on air quality.

- Chapter 15, Landscape and Visual of the ES
(App-Application document reference-BeeRef:
5.2.15) considers artificial light in the assessment of
landscape and visual impact and sets out the
proposed embedded design, essential mitigation
and enhancement measures proposed to minimise
the effects of the Proposed Development.

- The CoCP (App-Application document references
Pee—Refs5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) details the mitigation

measures that will be implemented by the Principal

Contractor during the construction of the Proposed
Development which include measures that are

specifically proposed to manage control and
reduction of dust, artificial light, smoke, steam and
insect infestation. The CoCP also includes several
management plans which assist with ensuring that

good practice is followed in relation to particular
elements of the construction of the Proposed

Development.

4.13.3 (Traffic
and Transport

Impacts)

If a project is likely to have significant transport
implications, the applicant’s ES should include a
transport assessment, using the NATA/WebTAG

The Applicant has included a Transport Assessment as part
of the ES (Application document reference 5.4.19.3). This
forms part of appendices to Chapter 19 Traffic and
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methodology stipulated in Department for Transport Transport of the ES (Application document reference
guidance, or any successor to such methodology. 5.2.19). The assessment has been informed by guidance set
Applicants should consult the Highways Agency and/or | out by the Department for Transport and further

the relevant highway authority, as appropriate, on the information is set out in the documents listed above. The
assessment and on mitigation measures. The Transport Assessment follows the Department for
assessment should distinguish between the Transport (DfT’s) Transport Assessment Guidance and uses

construction, operation and decommissioning project WebTAG.
stages as appropriate.
The Applicant has undertaken engagement with National
Highways and the Highways team at Cambridgeshire

County Council throughout the pre-application process. A
Transport Assessment (TA) Scoping Report was provided to
these two consultees to inform the scope of the TA and the

discussions.

4.13.4 Where appropriate, the applicant should prepare a As the CWWTPR project meets the criteria for requiring a
travel plan including demand management measures to | Transport Assessment, an Operational Workers Travel Plan
mitigate transport impacts. The applicant should also has been prepared (Application Document reference
provide details of proposed measures to improve access | 5.4.19.8) and includes demand management measures to
by public transport, walking and cycling, to reduce the mitigate transport impacts and reduce the need for
need for parking associated with the proposal and to parking.
mitigate transport impacts.

4,13.5 If additional transport infrastructure is proposed, No additional transport infrastructure is proposed which
applicants should discuss with network providers the would require co-funding by Government for any thirdparty
possibility of co-funding by Government for any benefits.
thirdparty benefits. Guidance has been issued in
England114
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Waste Water Project Compliance with the NPSWW
Paragraph (NPSWW)
Number
which explains the circumstances where this may be possible, Inserted Cells
although the Government cannot guarantee in advance that Inserted Cells
funding will be available for any given uncommitted scheme at
Inserted Cells

any specified time.
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waterWhere mitigation is needed, possible demand
management measures must be considered and, if feasible and

operationally reasonable, required, before considering
requirements for the provision of new inland transport

infrastructure to deal with remaining transport impacts.

The decision maker willneed-to-besatisfied-that thereisne
reason-to-expectthatthe projectwillnotcomply-should have
regard to the costeffectiveness of demand management
measures compared to new transport infrastructure, as well as
the aim to secure more sustainable patterns of transport
development when considering mitigation measures
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substanees)on severance, pedestrian delay,
driver delay, fear and intimidation, accidents and
road safety, and hazardous and abnormal loads
during construction have been determined to
vary from neutral to slight and are not significant

owing to the measures secured through the
Construction Traffic Management Plan

(Application document reference 5.4.19.7) and
CoCP (Application document reference 5.4.2.1
and 5.4.2.2).
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These measures are set out to be able to identify
if there are likely to be any cumulative effects and
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the DCO Order Limits and plans identify how it
would occur and how it would be dealt with.
These mitigation measures would be expected to
combine with the measure required as part of

any other development to manage traffic
demand.

Further details in relation to mitigation measures
are set out in Chapter 2 Project Description
(Application Document reference

5.2.2) and Chapter 19 Traffic and Transport
(Application Document reference 5.2.19).
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4.13.10-4.13.11

Water-borne or rail transport is preferred over road

The Construction Traffic Management Plan (App—DBee:

transport at all stages of the project, where
costeffective. Where there is likely to be substantial

Ref-Application document reference 5.4.19.7) and the
CoCP (App—Bec—RefsApplication document references

HGV traffic, applicants should look to: e control
numbers of HGV movements to and from the site in a

specified period during its construction and possibly on
the routing of such movements; e make sufficient
provision for HGV parking, either on the site or at
dedicated facilities elsewhere, to avoid ‘overspill’
parking on public roads, prolonged queuing on approach
roads and uncontrolled on-street HGV parking in normal
operating conditions; and ¢ ensure satisfactory
arrangements for reasonably foreseeable abnormal
disruption, in consultation with network providers and
the responsible police force.

The decision maker may consider attaching
requirements to any development consent in order to
ensure such arrangements are delivered.

If an applicant suggests that the costs of meeting any
obligations or requirements would make the proposal
economically unviable this should not in itself justify the
relaxation by the decision maker of any obligations or
requirements needed to secure the mitigation.

5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) set out mitigation measures to manage
and control construction traffic movements to and from
the site (including HGVs).

4.14.5 (Waste

The applicant should set out the arrangements that are

The Applicant has prepared a CoCP (Application document

Management)

proposed for managing any waste produced and

references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) which includes at section
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Paragraph
Number

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

prepare a Site Waste Management Plan.keatth The

arrangements described and the Management Plan
should include information on the proposed waste
recovery and disposal system for all waste generated by
the development, and an assessment of the impact of
the waste arising from development on the capacity of
waste management facilities to deal with other waste
arising in the area for at least five years of operation.
The applicant should identifyany-significantadverse
b ) Es, dentif
seek to minimise the volume of waste produced and the
volume of waste sent for disposal unless it can be
demonstrated that this is the best overall
environmental outcome.measures-to-aveoid,reduce-or

corsencataforthesedmensis oo oransnie -
applicant must demonstrate that all waste produced by
the facility will be managed in accordance with the
waste hierarchy and that during construction, excavated
soils and subsoils will, where possible, be re-used on site

e.g.; for the balancing of cut and fill.

love evexy) dvop
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW

FhreApplicanth ppHed-guidan foutintheinstityte
efEnvirenmental-ManagementandA sppent-HEMAY
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7
BeeRef5212)

6.10 a Waste Management and Resource Use Plan which
requires that materials being imported or removed comply
with all necessary legislative requirements, and that
resource efficiency is maximised throughout the
construction process in line with the principles of the waste
hierarchy.

Fhe-effectsThe Applicant has sought to minimise the
volume of waste produced and the volume of waste sent
for disposal and the design of the Proposed Development
en-healthhas in fact identified the reuse of more than 90%
of the site-won material during the construction,-eperation
T : | ol

| . itigation which nifi bhase
of the proposed WWTP. Fhese-inehuele:-Additionally, it has
been identified that during the construction of the
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proposed WWTP, 100% of the site won materials during
the construction of the Waterbeach transfer pipeline, thus
reducing the impact on the depletion of non-renewable
resources.

5§£ ggagfgia Egggis nrol H nt

a toreck atianal o """‘"p@@ﬂﬁg + £

The CoCP Part A (Application document reference 5.4.2.1)
requires the appointed contractor(s) to prepare a Site
Waste Management Plan (SWMP) to implement
management measures higher up the waste hierarchy.

{Commonlaw
rrisares
and4.15.2-

e : ot . ”
NSIR. A £ i ion79(1) of
the 1990 -Actand-how theymay-be-mitigatedor

the project is likely to have socio-economic impacts at

4.15.3
(Socioeconomic)

local or regional levels, the applicant should undertake
and include in their application an

The Applicant has prepared-a-Statutery-Nuisance
assessed the likely socio-economic impactsStatement{App-

DecRef713}inrespect of the Proposed
Development: as part of the ES. leconsidersthe-embedded

and-essential
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

assessment of these impacts during the construction,

operation and decommissioning phases.

lieni | i {This
assessment could considered-by the examining
TR | A . |

inel ’ I I )
development-eonsentfollowing impacts;, however;
these suggestions are not exhaustive and other
socio-economic impacts should be assessed if
appropriate for the proposed development: e
Regional and local socio-economic impacts
associated with new waste water infrastructure may
include the creation of jobs and training

opportunities.
The application should have taken into account the

location of public rights of way, including footpaths,
bridleways and byways and minimised hindrance to

them where possible. Fae-decisica-makershould-net

love evexy o{rop Q

anglianwate

angHianwater—

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

mitigation-measuresproposed-nrChapter 11 Community
of the aES (Application in+elation-to-statutorynuisances
which-include:
Document reference_5.2.11) sets out an assessment of
the potential impacts arising from the Proposed
Development on population, employment and economic
activity, training opportunities, private property and
housing, businesses, community facilities and open
space and recreational impacts.

Emissi G I' . P }

Artificiallicht]

Noi

inf .

Chapter 12 Health of the ES (Application Document
Reference 5.2.12) assesses the effects of the Proposed
development on human health during construction and

operation.Fhe—assessment |t concludes that during
construction; and operatlon use—and—ma-n%eﬁanee-ef—t-he
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love evexy o{rop
anglianwats

inevitable-consegquence-of-thee The changing influx
of workers during the different construction,

operation and decommissioning phases of the waste
water infrastructure may alter the demand for
services and facilities in the areas surrounding the
proposed development.

—+
>
(0]

effects would not be significant.

Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES
(Application document ref

5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the
proposed WWTP took into account a number of
contributing factors including the potential impact on
PRoW, cycleways and bridleways in order to avoid and
minimise impacts as far as reasonably practicable.

, Fite-pew terast ittt projectsatan-sarky
stage-intheprojectdevelopment—Wher
aﬁp&@ﬂ'nc.—pl..lpm at n nt far

forthe-Proposed-DevelopmentasThe Applicant has
prepared an Equalities Impact Assessment (Application
document reference 7.11) in respect of the Proposed
Development is-reta-watersupply-instatationandis
not-thereforethe-mostvilnerable
infrastructure~which assesses how different people will
be affected by-Hewever-the-design-of the Proposed
Development-ineerperatesaboresriatefensing sacuriny
apd-sreeitlanseroguitorenis Fhodesiznalsednshades
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Applicants should describe the existing socio- appropriate-informationand-communications

economic conditions in the areas surrounding the -
proposed development and could also refer to how the DAS{App-DocRef 7.6}
the development’s socio-economic impacts correlate
with local planning policies.

Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other
Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other
Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other
Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other
Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other
Socio-economic impacts may be

linked to other impacts, for example the visual impact
of a development is

NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Waste Water (NPSWW) Project Compliance with
Paragraph the NPSWW

Number
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7

the-SecretanrofState-caninterveneand-examinea-partorthewheleofthe
sppleatien-considered in (section 4.7) but may also have an impact on tourism and local
businesses.ta-thateasetheSeeretary-of State-may

: . ]
identifiedforThe
assessment considers the
potential impacts on
people with protected
characteristics as a result
of changes to socio-
economic factors
attributed to the Proposed
Development. Hewever;

the design-of

The existing socio-
economic conditions in the
areas surrounding the
Proposed Development
resrseratesasprestate
fencingsecurity-and
surveillance
reguirements-are also set
out in the report. This
includes demographic
profile of the area, along

with maps to illustrate
areas with
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disproportionate
representation of people
with protected
characteristics to inform

the impact assessment.

The Proposed
Development would result

in a beneficial impact on
the economy during

construction through the
provision of employment

opportunities via both new
and existing construction
contracts.

Tt . . |
iateinf .

.
technology-{icH
seeurityThe effects of the
Proposed Development on
community receptors
during operation are slight
beneficial, as a result of the
effect of formalising
recreational opportunities

provided as part of the
Proposed Development (as
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set out in the LERMP.
(Application document
reference 5.4.8.14), and
through the provision of
the Discovery Centre,
which will provide a unigue
education experience for
users.
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Waste Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Paragraph Water (NPSWW)

Number

. appeirtan-examinertoconsiderevidencein-closed N \ Deleted Cells
sestions

\\ Deleted Cells

4 SENERICIMPACES | Deleted Cells
A2 D) A2 2 Whaora +h Brod + 1o il Ihs + hays ££ nth AAL Chantar 20 \Watar Racaiie £+ EC (Ann D Rof
Brej y = ater B

AMIator Ceapmaoanele N ﬁu OAAEDY A mentlkba b%
\ T

pﬁep.—altnu : +-FHA nup dNavalanmmant ond £

55

#&ﬁd’% ¥ niaimad 1o b S \AJEN Dot (A o ImY Rof
Ld \ l"p

20 2) kL meant falloas ¥
54 = £ theth tage
nin H Heod ment annran
ser glscopmegand-deta tapproach
uklinad in H\ [P ; torata’c A NP E:g,«- e Th

M/Uator Crarmaaianele N t'“e

CatchmentAbstractionManagementStrategies)—e Further details in respect of measures to control any
existingphysiealeh osiediae s fab oo ] £ | effects in relation to socio-economic impacts linked to

temporary land use change (agricultural land and soils
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air quality, health, landscape and visual changes, noise
odour, traffic and transport and water quality are detailed
within

Chapter 6: Agricultural Land and Soils (Application
document reference 5.2.6), Chapter 7: Air

Quality
(Application document reference 5.2.7), Chapter 12:

Health (Application document reference 5.2.12), Chapter
17:

Noise and Vibration (Application document reference
5.2.17), Chapter 18: Odour (Application document
reference 5.2.18) and Chapter 20: Water Resources

(Application document reference 5.2.20) respectively.

5.2.20) identii . :
RiverC ieh ican Envi : e |

(Application document reference 5.2.20) respectively. \WED

veeterbedy Black Ditehane QA aterand Botticharm
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4.15.6-4.15.9

The applicant should undertake and include in their

application an equalities impact assessment for the
construction, operation and decommissioning phases.

This will require an Initial Equalities Impact Assessment

(EqlA) to identify potential adverse, differential or positive

impact on equalities groups, and whether these are direct

Please refer to the Applicant’s response to paragraphs

4.15.4-4.15.5 above.

The EqlA concludes that no adverse equality effects are
expected as a result of the construction phase of the
Proposed Development. During operation, there will be

or indirect. If significant impacts are identified

at the screening stage, a full Equalities Impact Assessment
should be undertaken.

The applicant should identify which impacts have an
adverse, differential or positive impact on particular

equalities groups.

beneficial equality effects on PRoW as a result of
improvements to the network. There will also be a

beneficial effect on personal safety and security due to
increased CCTV and lighting provision, differentially

benefitting older people, disabled people, ethnic minority
groups, men, women and LGBT+ groups. Finally, the
inclusion of a discovery centre as part of the operational

\\ Inserted Cells

\\ Inserted Cells

‘ Inserted Cells




Cambrid

AL

ALt

love evexy) dvop
anglianwa

bed:,-.-:.—i.;tnl.-

...,.d e tho \A/otay

Erapna

PN

weaeke N fivia and catirea + ﬁnn-. nec

PETZ-eT Y 31V ££ to

nel

Lad o1 an v ieranaant Aoan

7

waterbody

IThe mainorarndiaatar £ s HZoN |

T Chall € inn—Th \AL
v ErRation: brren

< dec E H A Sy £ioia] A E alys
L 1 7

2 a + A...M Diviar Comn ond Atbhor ot ar s

Ao mmant of oo ot #eeté‘ PRVIEY PN Lrcoc
h@#b pl&-»l P2 B taod in Ch p+ 21 ;H\ EC

%@ ImY Raof L 2 291\ Cavrnintar » s oy r n
T 7
H HWS ££ Foivil
residuateumulative ts—Furthermere—therearen
HA | Lint ot d ££, EC A +




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

mfarmaal ond o i oot £ﬂ.. it

4 SH-. e pe@* Chantor 20 \A/otor D e :Ehe ES(QQP BSE Ref
=

ch ..ld alc Eh%p fantial wiatar racaie watar anviranmaant

P ffliant

b n C:H—\& wld avica frana
discharg resgitofthopy

=

H« Enviranmaant Ageﬁe’.ln




Combridge Waste Water Freatment Relocation Rroject toueeue\@dropQ
e FNRSWMlAccordanceTable anglianwater ¢

42 8 Iheaod icion-maalar ch """b&ﬁ:&i ficnd +hat ;\w I: | Ik Cﬁg 1 WED e n:w\g HA| "‘"iﬁ@d&ﬂ‘ £all ...:n%

Caprn (Crirf
\

wintor b d#ﬁﬁﬁ)?
Cara and Elvy Oy Challe (Craiin raataor
Y ¢ €h bedyland

Car ad Bl Oy \AL Caond ([Craindiwatar
y burn £

b—. e ara cat ok i Divar Docin |\/|—\v\—\g + Dlance Th

decisionmalkershould-al asidertheintoractigneaf Tha \ACOL A B FIPRUR X P .
B perationaAMED

5 d o H H H - M H Y
< terb —as-it greed

Corall b wiatar bhad: H\ mant neidar Eh@ﬁe
¥e=b " p tantial —\du rca \ANED off tsasar cld Im
Dy p dDaoval pM i and Hn rofore-n ‘“&h@%&

accaccraant ic e q..:.- d _Tho Dy pssedn ol pmgﬁ¥ ‘IS
&uﬁ.— n:du’l+m++kvq..:umm-&e&hg




love evexy) dvop

Planning Satement —NESWM Acordance Tole anglianwater ¢
e e
4
argtianwater—o

RSV —  tho National Policrs : Proroct Commn e tho NS

Paragraph Waste-Water-{NRSWW)

Number




Cambrid

AL

Wator T

love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

the RiverCam-

%H npaeaciirac ara cat ot :nT—.bl L2 afChantardn
L

Wiataor D s :-a- £C (A ImY Raf £ 2 2N\
P f

sek dula D -th P inYalal E&eﬁi“‘ ‘. q..:.. ments+ | Ekﬁg
¥e=t}‘ Dy p A Naoval :M nt Thi i Mmﬁ{deﬁ
mmeaciir r..eh%*ﬂn {‘EI\III'), arhich il "E’iﬁ

aan g mant pl Bne o I“diﬁ#b ..h&d-..— ot & -Eh:e
waterenviten = sgch-as-a-constry E@ﬁ%ﬁ%&q&%
man g mant pl n t"EEL‘ r el E” v + "“"‘Eh@d&@@
tApp—beeRef21)

L . . - "
Mitigat pectofth B
Dovualanmaont’c jon o nith AAL £ pAAEaSBRA-an. £

B + B ES + + + +

b i Toahla 0 9 ~AFf Ol o

%pﬁn Raf L 2 2N\
7




love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

AT Ivllul TVVUATOT Q}




Carmbridaa .

30 \Alat

love evexy o{rop
anglianvv:

All vazact watertreatm nt infe

tructureprojects

Py adeseﬁ'pti anaof th

:pﬁ:@n-ﬁ haorld

coc I\‘FH\I\A valan

mpenentplantand

+aarhich vagill gi\:f\ rica +

Chantar 19 Nl
L

£th

ES (Ann D Ref C 2 10)
xai=ac setsout

ment-ofpotentialeffectsin—relation
=

4y Dy A Naovalanmant H

fotth = = being

tod and A raraiccianoel

mmentsm £l L..,,-H—.

cint neidaratian tha

ﬁ#lb“’l" dan 20t pl

54

ues mature of the odour ermi

:n&w‘;-h

£ dr Hrcac:
7

neidor H n-aof th p-— AL ZI:.—\S WVHZ: | »\A:Ebﬁ#

» offectspftheod

£+ r\d ..ulmp + A rmant o Eba:t

££

s

oF con :Ei\. ‘. niare ara nacli




love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

AT Ivllul TVVUATOT Q}

L 13 130200
\ . A “A [ S

SEe—tarwater—

= the-effects-of-abnermal




love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

velop i i L L

respecteofthediscussingthe %d . gﬂ eéthe
meaitbhadala

ﬁﬁi 4t PRV .,..@| . l

ﬁ" £C ng:ln £ on - e SeRtaRes




love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

AT Iyllul TVVUATOT Q}

gqq qu A@pﬁﬂ £ p J ts £1 L t3 g + Cl é ALl A Dicle A + b I d e B + ~Ff
M Zone17LC nal Sl e acale £ B H Eﬁe@i@d H | é a-. Dy 2 d Davalanmaant 1o relan u.":th:paﬁgﬁﬁh
7 Lt o 7 L 7
Z o] a2 1 E l dchal L H A4 A a4 4L £ NNDCAANAL _Thi 1
" " th the

=

Heachrisks

meont (ERAY An CDA 1.
A}

A Doy

| ;M .—\4-& ol i

ts-efthe-Pro
p

Rz

££,

Fsviranmnaant A Bey s
&

Y7

e

’“"‘ﬁe
theseflosd

D ge-Board therbody-hasindicated
%haﬁh o A .,,b Aerain g&p@' A Thi hald
identifirand-assesstherisksofallf s-offl
p.-j + nd,-.l aan Er o by

asiders th




love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

AT Ivllul TVVUATOT Q}




£+ &)
love evexy) dvop Q

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation-Rroject anglianwater o

tage-waste-watertreatment +Foject

PlearingStatement—

b & 'H" il "“dmﬁﬂﬁﬁ#@ﬂﬁ“"" + Ik A H\ dAal g.’,-ﬁ rth £l A DRicle A mantfalloas
i i rantplanningpoliepsuidanceincluding the NPSWAN
Loy + | o. lati ,..p*i@d i + + 1 Cch p-n- 20

W/atar D i (A D Raof C 2 20\
A} pr" 7

which-the Fleedrislowiner L\:IH-.,, ad-flood - AP tibiligo |

shown-inTable13-of Chanter 20 Watar Dacaureac of th
g

mpetentpesple-aseatlyas | ESHApp—DeocRei5b220)end-highlightscelisindicating
&ﬁﬁ‘.—wprl- I""""%&f:thn"p An..lpM.,.q.

h-the pnotential aduarca and ho £ioial
fl g ek L fy ger" s Ik :u— r-—: c d ANAITD :c o Fd rod ‘1 Nasln o bl i
clise 5 g . o T coc oo £ £ £ d S e | L\'I'+,, d & H II.,I ﬁi@é
. "‘d e )":H:'E( TS . %}‘ s Mih;h Cl d'l no 1 andthorafa, :—\ th C : rontial

asequencesoftheirfailure; Fest

ot p +ilhl | %@&k D p ol

alanmaant ora o .

Oth
#;ﬂ\' £l d‘l 1[‘)
Bip

IH ’JEU | ol

ralanoa "‘"Iﬁ" A i Ll A Zona 2h vuanld rapma i

£ Ldiiring flasd it o 14
g =2

ﬁe@iﬁ&bl :Mp—\+.—.ﬂ:eed:plin+.-g,..é waiatar




i love evexy) dvop
. anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project tOUe e_'UQ'YM drop
Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table angllan‘-fv ater ¢

NRSWAN Requirementof the National-Rolicy Statementfor Project Compliance-with-the NRSWW
Poragezsh
Number




Cambhbrid Wacta Watar T. + + Ral +i Praiact
SRR Hage-Waste-Wwater+reatent +Foject

ol HY

4 4 ¥ 4 4 S AP@%@H@&Q" J. g...l‘\: h o .’,I« ffoctad b.];l v Ik I\p:ph'ﬁuu-k Agg 2 ...:H\ thao fall ‘.,:ng Q.

v\d+L\ In] B dn..lpm at-.

d' H “.'EIA +h Enagi + I\g \ = dl weh Cosiemmmacmt A vy
T £ Y
relevant-otherbodiessuch-astnternal-DrainageBoards; 5 c . hire District Counei
ge-yndertal ~Aavigat thoritieshishways CambridgeCity-Council the hact autharis
sthoritiecandrocorveir oywnersand-asoraters Such Lead toealr ,d Antharity
= i heould-identifythe licellhoodandnoscible \Waterbeach-teveHnternalDrainageBoard

ot and nod £ Aricle +o b I#S&@ﬁﬁh@
ext thefisedrisk; The Canalane River Trust

/ 110 ol 'V’Q
T ootC—CotCTtTo

drep—
afrgianwater—y




love evexy) dvo

Q)
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

e
g
IM:M A w\d al, r ,J;J":Ei nal infarma ot

S

e £+l

“'i=t=h=paﬁ‘ slar roforan +
H ERA an%“r £

e

il o
..4-:»\&- Concit H

ImY Rof £ 1)\ Tho Cancil H
i 3

AReporttAps:

(o ¥ non

A AL by

=5

to-paragraphsd-Ad

A Draina Cterat n
& gy-tAnn

Raf C 420 12\ Lo
} been

prepared-inrespectofth

ronork

Dranac Doy
pesed

| mant Th
P

o P .——\bl iy + ‘.

Py M,’L\’\ N ng‘el nt th e

H ‘,, +am. (C..hc), nd=ﬂn ’ q..:u A AE + At
inthenextparagranh-onNational Standardshave boen
mmet—and

B g i dgeil £HA A g q..:u A AE\C rih
permanentworks ciatedwith-the-scheme-ltalsesets

A wbhor

CDC hioraralhy, wvH || (H
outth y=that beapp

1 B AMNAATD
sppropristetothepres




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

{ 33 L. -0
oo eae

&ﬁg%ﬁ%ﬁ%@##

Waste-Water{NASWN

1

in-floed-riskareas the-pro]

=TT

HH + d .ﬁ",- |d'°

£

R

a-be

&

the life

routeswherereguir d@ﬁﬁé”""" SR ichy
fibho de

+

5




love evexy) drop Q

anglianwate

ImY Rof C 42012\ L % 0
7

Prop

satisfiec-thattheprop ainag oA
with NationalStand "dl&p dalickhad b MMinictor
- L difle-3to-the Flaad and
Wator Mon sement Aet201078 L addisi A +h
d velanmant B nt .-d .—l .-—-..m’. acc §H¥eé
deyel e at acent bﬂﬁéﬂ a ,..,:Iln Ata paal TheDrain gﬁﬁ%@g,‘“ b "I@' Bar o in ’“p“ a

ian —\v\d raaintanan £ o

ala 2+ H- Cl d el \A /oty

: PV VTS uu,:II p@ﬁéﬁb' £ uH- maintanan nel
iﬁ%p tion of 1] d.— HPY g&ﬂa&aﬁﬁd@&” Ho- p + of +h
Dy p < d Doy ln%




Cambhbrid WAacta \WAatar T + + Ral +i

PlaaringSiatement—NPEWIM  Aesordancetalle

love evexy o{rop
anglianvv:

a-Elo d Zone-2a 1inl

cc it ic £

sonfmeziefenss st s it clhon s

raarad

rireatm £ aas -l%

d:uﬁéﬁ?ﬂ:eediﬁg ventsar H I:I ) I:E haonld nat
B v\l-d ol pm P | d'l 0 Db..nln S
ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁh C :.. »\Ei aa Es p+1 BT +
%..h— ments haova b PR J-(.- haolawa) Llavaiayy =
:M at B Bt on i+ 11 @%@é

%v\ I:w\g’J

Th profare tion far +h AMAATD B
B dleca BESP

M | I\d Zanac ] (—u- lowarock ricle ~Ff £l »l:ng:);

toanelfallowithinFload Zonesd and 3and-arenet
HA A high ricle £ £l £l Aingo vas
deres gwith-the

P 'H“M"l‘dﬂeﬁ




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o



love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

AT Iyllul TVVUATOT Q}



Cambridge Waste WWater Treatment Relocation Rroject Planning Statement love evexy) dvop




love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

,.IH ] ,.I..H:ﬁg

£ C Astry Fion

Raof £ 42 1 ndE/l‘)')\ Bl
7

1™

Astegeh

| EEI PPy vaial Snag
Y




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

lormmant of £l el ricl M—\r\—\g A ""'“@h’iﬁ%h%pﬁ@ﬁ@%@é

traant tbha + Eﬁ"c'- K |

wibhal . .
© =

l'\v-:..\is

Wi

Lrfa

“‘-”d";"‘gm,‘,‘gm‘ﬁ_
l

pristerssou ’

= ;""nl:tr Fion







Cambridge Waste Wat

love evexy) dvo
anglianwate

8%
le

Ibo pnron

MAATD 1c | + HE | Zon b WY H 1 +
= ¢ = shich

LAl o

lowwact ricl

fHooding-Nenetheless-thePropesed

Navalanmant b

=

b hacagl

been-designedtomanagefloodriskein

has-been developed-te

B-a-1-100 - vear ctarea ot AL 14009,
v th
Hosaran faor clinmmat Thi Honaic for nran
chang the-proposed
M\WAAAMTDP +a raraain +ional Be i ot picl £ o £

Lad L4

| A:n%

MAALTD l H S | Zaon 1 B £
e cated e e

..:Ilb veailahl ncita in o £l d vant




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢




h ..§3++ AL :d=hafﬁ“ ath ﬁ.— + inctan - M:ﬁ:?:-ee
hermwhereitcannotbeavoided-and-compensateharm
wibhaor ":tl.. nat b w\: :bl +. A q.. + I.,.M'E&ﬁ+ v
aveidsuch-offects:

m@;& Baeacirac hava haon 1 = todl in 'Hr\n el e:gﬁ
Dy dDovalanmaont in arday ot B
ofth g p £ te-mitigat y
advar ££ ts-on footiie £ hindi erciie o nd canlagical
iﬁ&pﬁ B Th o i b norad that éﬁé&t&&f
ﬂr\ Dy p A Daval pvv\ ntara naot ":g“:‘:gaﬁﬁﬁm

thefollowing:

lvv\pl . nea n-af .-I\’. pl “Em%m v\'\g raant

Rat AE' " £g: +:ng=er Lin w\dL\ nlo ronasr lin
- Habits "";""*‘"""“E, toration-and-creation

Preasures
Trancl E naofrara flaral p iac it ..L@b*e
lecatiens

Pw\pv\ﬂv\L\+w +p.-.,::.—.




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

eﬁe@ﬁ n-afmara divar g.— r.—l—\.—.d, AAL éhﬁd;

serub-and-seasenalpondsalongwith-additional
1 :%I £ EL:M nueh hat and b’&ﬁd kL nd
[=]
bee=baﬁ4ﬁ§ Thic d’dﬂﬂ nal b l—\i:ﬁ&pr vicion skl
su:pr' +E|A 1 @I Nat R y Naot )




Cambridge Waste Wat

e evey o )
anglian/'l ater o

A dovalanman nland waithin
peent £h

H 2 CCClic hilkalbs+a bavia anm o, ore ££
eutsid y €t

M’\ PPN HY

gl Ay n Mb:m 41 u.u,":-eh +

B0
hore

Y

neantch ..ld aet

developmentsi—development
npermaliybegranted Wherean-adverseeffecton

Frs S HPN W n

Halc o -&f: ol pe@i | intaract £

exception-should

nhebao el

o)

inehudingn

wherethebeonefits

7
£ daovalanman H H
th B -atthissiteclearly

ic bileals+a bhoy,

HZEY +

a-the

&d" rc ££ E no CCCl




Alacto \Alat,

love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

Cambrid
15




love evexy o{rop
anglianwater

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

Theo Dy p% Dovual pm nt il nat S fF i —\.m’. rolovant
Ar H lanal i = th A H= B aAarin A nad in Dlannin A 2000 [
£ btnte egndert £ d £ thy eAet £

Caan LA ActD2IONQ ora araac %h&%h@%@éﬁ aﬁ%@ﬁé@d Iy, c 22 £+l AAorin and Cao LA o Act
£2 = ¥ Sta
H H H 2999) aﬁd gr- rofara thic nalicyg ic nat ralavignt & the
Lad 7

toctad £ atur
hi HYS £ MNCT op
§ +4 < --HA o

r for th C wibhich rovial H
= the-MCL B tatutenyprotection

b

%v\:r’\‘-: ne A —\p#bli S
b “AM A..H aralation o NMCZ :Mp d=b#

P tinme 190 o 190 ;Hn Ao —n—-d Caoackal A

Act2000-

q 5 ;3 A H + Al d H 1 bl bhindi 'J—\’ Tha D p d Doval B + HI | + 1 B + ., B 1} %@ﬁ
beth-ﬁ .—'EES’J:.. - E’. £ : a Sl £ —E&bﬁg&ﬁs aﬁe‘ Bk Alapnd Snd Clb :4- QO DinAi o lﬁF@&P@ Im
x dland N loct i+ cannet ha ot d Th Raf C O Q)p tsout hauwthora ara na %&%ﬁ@@eﬁ%
d@ei: nmalear ch |||dw\ +gr w\+d vl pM nt P nt AL d’!@‘-ﬁdﬂﬂ‘:" +h p £+l b: Aivar i:el. mant
é@ﬁﬁ%@#ﬁa@ﬁw"ﬁ AAL ..ld rocilE in :g lacc ar
dot H@ﬁﬂ anlocc +h 5 H H H

v I,\p A-, a-that l"&a%i e PNRLIVYS :M lace af ih




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

a—H—g—l—i—a—H—w—a—Ee—]_Lﬁ

Cambrid Wacta Watar T + + D
13

RefL 2\ ond tbho rad
T

Refb2 4t and 524
T

+ onvrolouant

Ihe De p d Doval pM ntaazil] ot g y

Aafi . | DJ 'g’\""nnol
\

Marin peCoactal A i

amendedbys—23-cfth

L . N L o

e Y




Alacto \Alat,

Cambrid
15

L
1el

love evexy) dvop Q
anglianwater ¢

ad Dovalanmant il wad S££

i

r 2l ﬁw\ A:v‘eh D] ».»\:ngl\ + INNO [
A}

amendedbuc 22 aftho Morine and Coactal A o Aek
¥ Sta

%ee%iﬁdﬁsyiu%ﬁl:y:n+uln

Nt + Ehe

n—prdr\..lpﬁ%eni__r




love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

oot drop D

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

saaintainins fload-and tatdefepcos—etheoffocteaf
the-proposed-projecton-matin logy—biodiversity

aﬁp + A-dn- ;-+L\ C-L‘gg £ il p.—p.-é
P 4 nmzmﬁiﬁiﬁg ol r +:u":t nel

Sﬁ#hﬁﬁé&&&“" heutd asyltthe Marin FASEH #

AA + 0O icati [AAMO) o Ly ct Th ol I 22 ~Af+ho Ny R Wal LA Act
<3 £ T 7 = ¥ ==

8
L; kL e ol 1 (W 1L V.Va) H £, hi IH H Loy
ppheant £th prejects 2009 -and-th this-neliey £ tto-the
wihick caild impacton - ge cinco th A/ ani
2 al hao i ] H
. =

wibich paon bhaova pal
y ted

shouldoxaminethe broadercontaxtof coastal
ian araund tha ne a ci ndtha infliian
protect: pESp ie~and £l
in-beth-directionse—coastonsite—andsiteon—coast:
7 7 7




love evexy dvop
anglian‘-/'f ater o

.
Carmbridan Wacte Watar Traatment Relocation Projact aRgtianwater—o

ot offact v ealayant
Y

Fhelrepesed-Development
1

2l ﬁw\ A:v‘th D] v\v\:ngA + INNO [
A}

by c 22 £+ Aaorin and Caa LA
amendedby sta
naidat A HY S ial Ay £ Can H Miﬁdﬁ‘ rofora thic malicy ic nat ralovond +
£ = pyation{SACS) potey the
A ~H 2 L SACC ac H
sta > takSpeciat

Deatoction Aye [CDAC) o natantial +ol CDA
Ay 7 dr’ i

o Act




Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation-Praject love evexy) drop
Planning Statement—NPRSWW Accordance Table anglian yvater ¢




oot drop D

Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact

te
Vails

love evexy) dvop Q
anglianwater o

AL 104 £ 12

rchauld ha r—\ﬁrﬁ el that ¥he

ol pvv\ .—.+...:Ilb rocili

+ \WAbaor

i L\n..ld

ahel

7

H-C: ’.IHA + 4+

pM i oty

igh

defined-triggersforintervontionandr
a&d';—' + H\' MNDC +h | H

ppu pmi o mn ﬁin p Licyy

regarc-toth

DI mw\:v\g Act 2O0NO [
A}

Maorine and C —\%l A oAt

the

nat ralavandt +




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

oot drop D

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

PlasniogStatamont MDA Acoordonen Tobla

#MA-C.':“HA AMorin nd C ﬁll\ At

2000 Th | ician-naal rraavwal hav . + anag
y gard y




Alacto \Alat,

love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

Cambrid
15

angianwater—o

Proiect Compli b the NRSWIW

| onalaul |
fetudi . . .
respectoftheProposed-Development-Assuychthe
A uu--al ot ..uu-gb Cor +or O Mbﬂ:d?
#aﬁd‘#ap Char +or Acc maont —\v\d rolovant | ea&

ch p&- 1L 1 = | p ad \icual Ana u\.tﬂ! ef ihe E§ ‘Qpp
n Raof L 2D 1I:) alc wmaeliidac qﬂaﬁﬁ“” accaccrmantaf
hao o ec :. -; AL infarmmad L“,’Eh@
qﬁ%“:” I:ﬁﬁg Ac corn n{-(l\pl.: n Rof L A4 1L D)
havingregard-totheproposedlightingDesignStrategy

B Raf C 49 L\
Lad 7




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

Ik JA/LA

A HS 1 +1 v\pu AL falawead + HA “‘"i:ﬁ#t:h@
ran—af Deanac val aaont lac oandtlin H
locat th pesed = = tinedin
Chapter3+-SiteSelectionand-AlternativesApp-Doc:
B
Raof L 22\ Dealivain 2l i wvalannaant £, e A B
77T El gﬁ:d Lad =

" ||l—:v\g tha D B é

landscapemasterplanreferred-towhichis contained within
% ImY Rof E/IO1/I>:||..§ + .Ehe
p’&eﬁ a1l ndﬁp M:+:gé+: P




Cambrid

1AL

+0 \Alat

love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

Rt anwater—.

Naotiieal D v\ﬁ Ab“ﬂﬂé

Gt LAONDY bove boaon
T\ 77

GCoavern

Ik

car\nm

Nt D

is-potlocated-inan-AresofOutstanding

P N ot

aalParlctherofor

aot-appheable-inrespectofthe-Propesed-Devel
L L

+ ac L\—..,:ng:ﬂ,\ L‘;g., Y “t@%u* £ p " RPN
ralationt land %ﬁ H l,’ C [P I
d%i%n—u- A araac bhac 55 .

nel ai

Thao doyy

neidoration ~f o1




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

AT Ivllul IR'A'A%15"] Q}




ewer8—amp-ca) love evexy) dvop

anglianwater o

; JII&IIMIIVVML\JI Q}

H wmLChantar 1L | n nd \Viciial (A~ n
contained B gdseap HApp
Rof L 2 1L\ +thaorafar H H H H H

77

e&k n.-p d Doy

gﬂn rralavandt P Eﬁdﬁ:té Thi I ..Id HY I..d:gp» J. tc

n Nl H nal C ni

Ibo £ +ﬂ.. + pﬁeﬁ Ap.— ot aanll hao Vo :bl from
7
w:v\ | :gn—u- daraas ch ..Id nodin :g Ifbha o rascan




love evexy) dvop Q
anglianwater o

4
Vaa Ll

AT Iyllul TVVUATOT Q}

ral pM P VPH | TN | ledlond £for hay :.—\g




love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

AT Ivllul TVVUATOT Q}




love evexy o{rop
anglianvv:

AT Iyllul TVVUATOT Q}

ct Ih Ap%l Ban g,-v" noiva cita colo H@ﬁ

aﬁ:dM + vior +11 gﬁi‘eﬂ&”" LlanAd (A ﬁ.—. A l hd=ifﬁ p H Al + HA | +'£"HA B £, d HY TL\'IS is

gradesl—2and3a-oftheAgriculturalland sommarisedin-the Site Selection-Report INTG-LAnn_Dae.
T

A ek Eh&p” PN d\AI\AITn AAL ﬁu A in +oran -Fg noral
b@ﬂ ahich el . % i+ + d IH Eh@

ﬁﬁeﬁ A ANAAITD nland th + \ap nat L + ntirals
Y

A H IEL. | + Th £, +h £ gr 1+ 1
. . a e el 1ol
d - d - : e : dgrade3a-agricuit 5
H - VTS AL A4 not - meod aa na Aoy HI (DAAVS) i avaial 1
a@ﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁ N 1 oot +lo ’l-. e A+l ! best st + £ 5 et
%p A L“'. | v\d A—\ﬁw\:w\ +ion £, “1‘ aliy H\ D p d Doval = +

as—reasonably practicablet itigate—the—effects BN

H weal lom An " Lin Cail N mant Dlan [A
agriedity & HHE g Ape=
D Rof L A4 & 2\ asill g vorn th un:npmemeﬁ:t:egmé

7

rooirad for Q.

sueplus—soilresources—and-measures tooffset as—much-as




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

= "“‘l:t:l:p#ﬁp Mlﬂﬁﬁf&l == s £ ”M‘“Fﬁﬁeﬁhe
%ﬁd@%p’&ﬁg B p 1 + H | ££ = £ _+h

%#pp*ﬁuﬂ- L ] | U lond “.:M Ordar
bbb e b

ot i Chonta,y 141 w\d Oualibvyaftho CC [Ana N Dof
d

¥ AN




love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

oot drop D

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

4 8 9 Appaeaﬁg ch ..Id af, g..—\-A Anvpainoral e < n Thae land q..—\l:h.
7 T
the-propesed=sit faraspessibletaldngint sens i

Q-. . :.-,:..\ -\d:d:ia' .—‘I-\g nar Ip.- ..Mpu P ﬁﬁ& ﬁ.- HY .-d rito id .-u-'évieh :u £ Eﬁed H TL\E&E
iﬁaﬁ HEe | | p 4\ H\ +h C..gh H A -HA Cita Col +i R +II\IT(‘\II\p ImY

d ol pM ntchaould Ant b :p.— A d Vs pc-:..\.. E# R@f ;3’

| . her thei |, it




love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

oot drop D

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

accacermoantafitbha Deran d Naovaelanmant "ﬁﬁ&ﬁh@
™ L
A AL\ A e H




oot drop D

Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
13

love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

angianwater—o

Fhe-decisi

nmaker ch ..ldn +g.,-—w\+

necant far

dlllpw\m+n\l:'

peR=sp

dnloce an accaccrmant

~Sportsand

Thisororcid

s

SpOrtsorrest

snotpropese-buildingen-existingopen
Ll o

diomal byt

£

to-the-Anplicant’

sresponse-to-paragraph-4-8-b-above-
P

improved B

e&%..:”
tocation:

lant ub +4 uqﬂaﬁﬂh,

v q.. I:+.,, HPY




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) hea




love evexy) dvop Q
e

anglianwate

angianwater—o

Cambrid
15

Alacto \Alat,

PwH | + o il thao b o l-u',.»

decision-makerwillatiae wlyctantis cight o
harmtothe-GreenBelwhen-—consideringany
spplicationforsuch-development

s-in-relationto-developmentinthe

MRS he PP porlicd
P

Ploaca rafor + Hr\n Fral

aont-aof Mpli Q. ...i:-ehihe

&ﬁ" ment far éull

e

NRSWAA and-otherreloevantnationalanddocalplanning

+ b H 4

Dl P +

V.V A \ l
= ¢ = =

A [AMACSA) +h cian.
£ }; geci




love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwates

oot drop D

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

4 8 24 %%ﬁ@ nal T-—\:I,-I and athayr —:% f acrcoce ;h%&ﬁeﬁ ad Daval pm nd il nat S££ A-Hn ic £

+ ! an( ﬁeﬁ o [l nal) r :M%ﬁi Naotionol Teoil -—f\p -l L oand Th Dy : ol
ional £o :l:ﬁ P gli reanrallear I ‘,'rli -ﬁﬁdlﬂn-—n a a H L A
The-decision racesshoulktexpect apalicants o

M el Ea” Sy CEPNRT ST Plr\ﬂp+ ) Dy J. gtn 3%
%pﬁ D Raof C O 1) »..JE}« Digaﬁ £AAL .’, Dlan (App;
BeeRefAL)




love evexy o{rop Q

anglianwate

Vibratien) M@J@Hﬁg&#ﬂ“"‘ M"*'-“é%eﬂip“'“ Mibration-afth ':C("pp“ Ref- 521 Thisasse
thensi Hﬁph&&&h"“'p““* identifiesthelikelreffoctsofthe-Proposed-Development
prop sable achngt impacts-mechuidinathe a-neise-and-vibrationreceptorsliincludesand-consider
HA “E&éﬁﬁ B £ n.,.,-li E&ﬁeﬂ” +on I' :Mp..l HYY rlonas a- £all ..,:ng__:

sray-be-affectedethecharacteristicsofthe-existing informationregardingid Eléhéd ael

wibration can g . pi» o

naks AvdEanmaant.

7

oo dictiop-ofhowtheneai BviEaBREa .,.a....:llghaﬁge 3 ':Pﬁ. Aofthe character] "e&e&h&e&&h&g
Mﬂ BESP d,J vl B nie HoaE 1 bhaortar taras ek e e n+' sl | : . ”“ E
b %;.L. netriickion p i d' :AH,\ l w\o v .
termduringtheeperatinglifeoftheinfrastrycture—and Detailsofhow-theProposed-Developmentwill
+p ﬁEI ol eting ‘CH‘ A e .«:.,.g el “’gbt:_as #ﬁ&p@@&ﬂ‘ —a TP .,.4.':.,, |..,J:Ag:.-.» lotioe
appropriste—ean-assessmenteofthecffectofpredicted to-changesintrafficnoiselevelsduetovariou
ek e inthe-neoi Aviranmant an sr=a H acibiv PITSTR the tim .




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

Canahbrid Wacta Watar T

An accoccrnant C-HA nalce-anactac o ra

. :nd..’J Aot

Ad:d:&: B II.,., thao nat M':Hﬁﬁ PP e

Chantor 2 Deatiact Nacerintian ‘H\ LC (Ann ) Daof
L AN o o

* )
L 22\ Clhoantar 17 Nai ad \ihe Eﬁeﬁ#A-p-p—Dec—Ref—
77 L B N B

Chan r 17 Nt o \ilbeatina £ EC (A ImY
B ¢ ¢ HeetSthns

il ] 1'1) "ekﬂd 1 +"'i=t=h='&‘ :Mpl ey "EH naof

attigation-meastresdiurine notey t‘eﬁ#}\nv aazill bn n

significanteoffectsinrespectefthe Dronased-Develonment




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o




love evexy dvop
anglian‘-/'f ater o

.
A acta W Aatar T + + Dal +i Draiact
j aRgtianwater—o

HP + Th + H A in Ch + 17 Nat
predictions anc-managementof assessmentcontainedin-Chapter se-and
H H £ EC [A InY Raf L 2D 17\ noidar
+h Apn } the

gt

aﬁﬁgﬁ“" chaled

Naotiie Itngl nel

7
regard-to-assessmentofnel n-protected-speciesor

tharaaldlifa Thao o r..lg f o naic Leviansc —\v\é
7 T

Aracictinme paav inf s Hh 1 g:ﬁl mant Th

. crormant farviheodtiny 1o L...:I,-I:ngs Coasicla +

d gl‘ lef, Mg ..dl«u therati (Dtﬁh




love evexy) dvop
anglianater o




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) hea

Ik I\p:ph'ﬁuu-k Agg ’J...:H\ thao Covderammaang I\g neve
L4

gbdi%#eéantcll\pﬁh Rof C I O\ L neiderad
ﬂ-. :M%eté f naic " n :H., 1 gﬁl— p+ . ..gh

a&b@ﬁ Dlasca rafar + H’\: accaccrant —\“d ngl..,-: nefar

éuﬁl—\ reolatoil | NP2 nte | N s ‘. U PSR S N N
%&ﬂp“ ImY Rof C A9 1 ndl A9 9\
= T




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

angianwater—o

TheProposed-Developmenthashbeen-carefullydeveloped
L

+ Mb A nai .-u-l..:b.- +ion M:ﬁﬁu B1A e -tk

é%ﬂ{- v :déﬁd BAHALRALC. ££ H H H

£ pa- r for v Q. l-\l.,. l.:u- +:@L\I ,:». éd"ﬂ at Eh@

drmaaciie + ok indtho CArD (Ans N Raf
Prep AN o o
C A2 1 nd L 42 2\ Th mboddad maiti oo s
7 Hgatt

PSS %H‘ Dy P@%dn val pvv\ ni Mpl: kb b
NRSWW and demenstratesgood-designthroughthe
followingways:

—they flownoise-generatingplantand

.—..,—.—A..Ei.—.w\—\...- Ig—\ “Ei nelaciye




%%8—%9?—9‘

love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project Rt anwater—.
HI - ot in Ch tor 17 Naoi na
deta =
¥'tbﬁ-a'n F-Hn ECIAppI‘\ Rof L 2 17)
\ T
% Th ’Ja.r:v\w\l rcbhayld +§E—\n+nl "Ipﬁﬁi Dl < l—r-p Bne + paﬁgﬁpl—\ A Q0 A 40 L0 ad 4 0 9
4 1 H ticfiad +that +h 1 HI| 1™
PFep
th £all ...:.—\g lac: o avaid
enhealth-and-aualibpof ifa £ Chapterl7Neoi e \ibeati ftheFSLAnn_D Ref
b L4
P T T PP H. n H H C 2 17\ Q. ot +hoy ro o H H +H
= pactsep-heakh-andaualibeotlife eonchud saifieantoffocts
£ a and o wlhor p@%&bl . atributet o‘ th troetd pﬁ:ﬁ fi+hao D = 7=
49 33 Lo EE E.. tion > w\d nl.’,..k a—all Hn ¥, e £ Ghap‘t’EFJ;PSSE and)[bFaten efthe ES(App Dee' Ref‘




love evexy o{rop Q

anglianwate:

Assets-yith-greaterpnotentialto-be-impacted-havebeen

deseribed-and e-in-greaterdetailA-setting

a%ﬁ&en#t:eﬂg@t@gﬁé atebutiontotheheritagoy
+ bac ol b T | Eﬁl afor all ralavnnt

7

assets




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

aﬁﬁ&@“" bhayld @uu’. T p#epﬂ +o A [} b A
accoccrmeant '\v\d, wihoro crich d cle ha d roc -—gh ‘S
iﬁsl;hﬁﬁ iont + ’l:\w\ p ul.', Hr\ HZE 2 +' ﬂ,_éé
. ¢ . ’ .
S | i . '

A\ A teial + hi A\ ik
, g greed
H hir Llict e FEoviranmaant: T m (CLIET)
H AY T

Proiect Cormpli ith the NRSWW

£ e@ph“s'ea e .n—.ée& ) ain AMarabh 9N91 -—\é
5@@‘ 1™ 2021 T IH hi g ol al b 2
| NP2 Mb e Tale K| nd E bE Son “ll!




love evexy) o{rop Q

anglianwate

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

EC (Arnn D Rof
\ pl"

+ofthe

5@&" anA 10 ‘H-Z Dl mnin%ﬁ-ﬁ maont neidore +h
extentofimpactofthePropesedDevelop tonthe
sienificanceofthecettinge identified-designated

PV ‘gﬁif'ea"‘* tha gn—\’\‘- d heﬁ'tage asset ihe
gr + ﬂﬂgﬁ ra‘ o f I'E EH
L ..Id=b O | + Ly Hﬁg ts-cann + hao e .—\I-\ é

= 2 = = ~WE mwe 3 e S e 5%-& 410 CH\' Dl 1 g(‘&- + + A | +h
aﬁ:d H |:...,\p + C:gﬁ*ﬁ" %:b [N e A e loct #t ni -F:M;—\ + ‘EE&EE : dr\ ol pm at an +h
through-alteration-ord .‘“.M I "t@g accot ignificance-ofthe cettins o identified-designated

r Aoval pM i aazibbhin i S 3 e 5 M\' +tha O d Li E “-r' A d £..11 sS +
dﬁgﬁaﬁd L 'Eg accotr ch el q HS 5‘ P, ,,,,‘é e&}ﬂ Dy p A Daval ;M ni’ Mpli—u—. ..iﬂn +h
eeamemgq#ﬁ%*°bs&a**'“mﬂ = £ MESANAL

srade | isted-building—parcorgardenshouldbe
@(:eeﬁ“""c"“""'&i”" m‘\"- el £ Igr.+,-l




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

Rt anwater—.



love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o



Planning Statement — NPSWW. Accordance Table anglian-._f.,r atel

love evexy) dvop

()

s e

Reaui £ the National Policv.s ; Proiect Compli b the NRSWW

ehap+.-'l:t:n»d:+aleh++l~I..ICI—...M n—th
h@ﬁlﬁg a55ets wH | b e -HA lonwaror r\d £ locc ‘Ehéﬁ

"pﬁdn“'pﬁeﬁ%

/4

schaotld atmta dacion +h :.— p | + veaiel ehap¥e535£ Cal ;t: aand Al:EeEﬁa:H" -Fth EC(A@:
.,,-l gl«{-l Hae- " mY Dtl:’l)) ts +L\.,&L\p€ ’Jr'ti £, Eh@

wrayetdable] eSS retod ﬁ%d@%&ﬁl inte-a watenvicenmental

Hmpactsaspartofthesiteselectionp s—Fhis-includes

&*‘:ﬁg int neidoratioan H-. l.: + '"Ei I:M: +s-on 4+

hict H pairanaant i +h ext noivs li | +inn

p awihich 1 f AH\ 1 H £+ £, A cit




love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater o

oot drop D

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) hea

411 2.4 11 2 Whor H\ nrateckic il byt bhava —.dn rc ££ E naie
T

PO ling outeundertake-an-assessmentef | partoftheElAtheoutcomesof whicharereportedin
anc-Emissions} t:hgimpae&&e&t:h;"; dprejectaspartefthe Chapto AR Qualie ~eftthe-ES-Mhsn DeePolE -

S ould-deceribo-e o 3 nissie Ab H +lhacly dertal d
ﬂ‘ H M'Ea:ﬁi-: B nea B L e W p-— cont d#iil—dn Ch pi» 7 Aty ﬁ..-‘l't“ e£ thg Es (Qap ng
beiﬂ" nth :.—; ;&ﬁg "'J'@Hﬁg nt of ..",, DFI:‘)‘I)...I-\: S EQYAE 3-cimmo isting air aali

s&gﬁ#ﬁ.ﬂ amiccinnc £ sme | H%é&&gfm + AL\.’. cenditiens—The-future
thenr , ;t#:ﬂ‘ B dicted-abselut maiccian loval %@M BE ieted-fiubuee ot ety canditiane uy it autthy
éﬁ&m&h&p* = dp" , - £1 M:a.:gaa.: arnetheads Eﬁe:p d Navel = atin pl The Ch pters pm@

NRSWW Reaui £ the National Rolicv.Stat ; Proiect Compli b the NRSWW




oot drop D

Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + D
13

love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

angianwater—o

ehaﬁgr:nmdllnl "

frationnc in Lin "':H"" loavyant

guidanee:
Aleguatitimpactshaveb

ntﬁu&ind..i- n

7

Hea of v ats lemanarn ac AA/L
T

inchudedwithinthe CotP Ann Dec Ref 542 1 and

\M o




love evexy) dvop
anglianater o




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

" ..Idl PP —.do- yioeatl

| et OOV DL wibhor

L o]l Eln £l gi: naalear ony "ﬁl st ~Ff

Wihaora o o 4+
BFS

Heobptoloadtoabroacholouch lmicapalicontcchould

m*igéunm—\...— ool ...Eh%p.-;.-li- p d;
H v M+-HA 4 pv‘; +aarill | Ata nan Mpli n

with-a-statutery imit the docision-maleorsheuld-refuse
consent:




love evexy) dvop Q

anglianwater ¢

oot drop D

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) hea

411 £.4 11 Q Theo gl gir: "l rchald y\rid raarh Eh@&%@%ﬁeﬁ

EhapterFAiQualitvrofthe ES{App-DecRef52H
\ pl" T

Ih + bhaoc :d niifiad H\—.J- r\rt%i n—off +s
opld bao ooy rand Ao aibio H
= g Fy Ldid o

axr. cot ik VAL H CalD (Ana D Raof L 42 1 ane
thin-th Aes

C A2 9) nel LCan it HP . 1 AMMan mant Dlan
> £h ekt £ g £

Project Compli th the NRSWW.




oot drop D

Alacto \Alat,

love evexy) dvop Q
anglianwater o

4
Vaa Ll

Cambrid
15

angianwater—o

Eraiccinne fram vahicla mana Mnn%g norat d%
P HEU@E: P EM:E. havs b P £l nat

epeﬁagif\y\—\l ££ % ac a vrocild "H\ Dy p cod
NDovalanmant o £l nat 'gﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ#
%H Ameachrac v-p rat d He 3 H’\ el ,-:gﬁ
#E@@ ] L. + .J:t:n Ch :4- 7 At OV “#@H‘ E£C
tApp—bee—Ref=52A=




te
Vails

love evexy) dvop Q
9_ anglianwater o
egerS8—drep—

.
Canahbrid Wacta Watar T + + Dal +i Praiact
£ ‘) aﬂg}ﬂ:aﬂvdaEef hea

412 4.4 12D & Ih ap%%#g aaaaa +h p + fial for i + An accoccrmant Fﬁ%ﬁql ££ +s £fi+lhao Dy p@s@é
1fiel it ton and opat Y £ diict P aal Bl Dovalanmaont an ote o lid, by B reiod .J:ﬁﬁ:d=ts
{Bust—artificial o R = iy b

EC (A D Rof
\ pl"

A fiho Frvdranmmaantol Crot o ang L2 7\ Th e praalidyy mant nei retha lilealy
steam-and pakt £8 } Gty = ¥

w #ﬁﬁ: M| ul‘a- ment pl—' n:.nl % e’,’.: £ o -V T p + -FH;. Dy p £l

ha

HP~ + ralccianc: o nramicac e | ran and \cial ~f £C (A ImY Raof
g —e-p cati thatmay Chapterdb-landscap ¢ th HAes
be-aHected-bytheemissionsecHectsoftheomission S2-45}-considersartificiabhghtintheassessmentof

T T

Ih ﬂ%v\i':r Sl g d+ nonli tha ralavont | ﬁ* &ﬁ" rmant (A:: n. Dof 71‘)):»» p 4 £H. Dy : é

Davelanmant i neidarc hbaod and accantial
5 th ded




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

Chanterd Can
*

..%ﬁ n




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

e angtanwater—

. o measus S e = Aok -L‘Ehe The accoccrmont onc d cthat nekriiction peoratinn
- e _

T 7

£all ...:ng PPN Hﬁgf-:ﬁ" vantioan of p@eﬁa@ M na paointanon fibhao Dy l.: dn vl pM at ol
Alcci L H H . o H HZe H " ||ldl¢\ Lileal ot ackibid
S ~ S = S = Y
geﬁga.nm o v\d ab aen £ ot -Vt o uaged= 1y FE-eRT 0 dofinad by, BArannaon
. " " E&g fody it 2 , 'Hn £ ﬁ*




te
Vails

love evexy) dvop Q
anglianwater o

Bei”iihsiaﬁdﬁg t}« Mlt.gail naaaciie HZ- ,—p + ~f
Hr\nl—'p ’JnlllpMn+:w\w|H.v\+ d"",ﬁ&ﬁd@*

|gh+ raal + ra—and in + inf Eati aara ineldod
T 7

ehapq- 2 Citn Col gt: v\'\v\d Alfarnativac of thao CC

%Pﬁn DIE‘)Q) ts ..+L\|.,Hn pv‘vw:-l

SaRE .—\el.. tanc -Fth i

" L\'a\ ] B | ééﬁ.l -Cthe
mbhaoddad d%;gr' nti IM:E@%‘ Bn-and
nhan raantraaaciie ’ﬁ@ﬁ Ata pmainimic &e
££ E fibhao D dr\. IpM + .qul.-l-l

- Enaptertibanescapeand-Visuakof the-FS-Happ-
BecRefb-215)-considers-artificiallightinthe
coccrmant of | v\l-lrﬁ: nd..:m. I:Mpq 4 w\%




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

Rt anwater—.



love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o



love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢

Cambrid
15

Alacto \Alat,

H-sdditional-transpertinfrastructureispropesed;
appHeanis-should-disey =

B thility, oFf fonding by Caony rmentfar onyg
L ':t:‘r g 14 L




love evexy) dvop
anglianwater o

AT Ivllul LA A%1%A] Qj

i naaciirac maick b

perat

ol £ e, w\n‘ h , d.. v\w\ ronal

ncid r:v\%l PN

notriietinn bhaovy b “d torminad o oy

I:g«- w\d ro-not :gﬁiéﬁ».a- “':"‘g=ﬁe=t=he

i Ag%%k Coanchr: E n T ffi

‘ ot ta b hlao +a i nﬂ:é.::-c-l-\ ‘.
Y

ara il I.’,J- bﬁﬁ%%%" ££ t#aﬁd“"‘ DCO Ordoar
#&m’iﬁ A pl aciel uu-":ﬁ’,l—. AL AL ..Id e and b u,'l:t

" ..Id=b%é —\Ia-u.:ﬂn Thoc MH-:ﬁH N Lroc AL ..Id=be

Proiect Compli b the NRSWW

bire with th ired a5 part of

< L

telopmentto-managetrafflcdemand:

Further detar

HEWPYN PE PN M:E‘géu PR i r +
tationa (A~

b in Ch tar D Dent
P

T

snd-Chapter 10 Traffic and-TransnertlAps. Doc—Ref:




love evexy) dvop
anglian‘-./‘a’ ater ¢

sor raael

Ihe Conctri H aTeaffic NMaomaoomaan

pasking-on-publicroads-prolonged-guening

£oads-and-uncontrolied-on-streetHGparkingin-normal

o v\g P ng‘ r a bly# v bl hin

operatingconditions-andeensuresatisfactory

T

dﬂ’#&pﬂ -—\’h—\ nr..lﬁa .—\-..Z-Hnn Faazoel ;-— A A1
ﬂa ‘. p B :bl ; IH for




love evexy) dvop Q
anglianwater o

AT TTIarivvatcT ¢t



love evexy)

anglian

dvo

[}

~y -
1L

Y



love evexy) dvop
anglianwater ¢




operationand-decommissioningphases: gian mentofth p*“t&“'“',:‘ t#a#@mﬁ@aem@-t-b@e
Propesed-Development—en—popuiation—employment—and
Thi " . followingimpacts: ) ciityteaind e o

however-thesesuggestionsarenotexhaustiveand ne—housing—busin s rarauRityfaeilisi ad—open




dvop Q

love eve
anglianwate

Y

entRel

Roregeaph | Mloshelilatop (NDCUAL

RHRSAAAL







love evexy) dvop

ever8—amp-ca) anglianwater ¢

NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Waste
Paragraph Water (NPSWW)
Number
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The applicant should describe the existing demographics of
the area surrounding the development which will show
whether a disproportionate number of a particular equalities
group will be affected by the generic impacts e.g. air
emissions, other emissions, flood risk, noise, visual impacts,
land use etc.

The applicant should describe the equalities impact on
people living, working or owning businesses who may be
displaced as a result of the development. The applicant
should also describe the indirect equalities impact of a loss of
goods or services as a result of displacement.

design will differentially benefit children and young people
who will have access to a new educational resource.
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Get in touch

You can contact us by:

Emailing at info@cwwitpr.com

Qg Calling our Freephone information line on 0808 196 1661

Writing to us at Freepost: CWWTPR

) Visiting our website at www.cwwtpr.com




