Karen Barclay

Head of Regional Engagement Anglian Water Services
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Milton
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27 April, 2022

Letter Sent by email to: K.barclay@anglianwater.co.uk , info@cwwtpr.com
Copy Sent by email to: CambridgeWWTPR@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Dear Mrs Barclay for Anglian Water and Info@cwwtpr.com

This letter is in response to the Phase 3 Consultation on the relocation of Cambridge Waste Water
Treatment Plant and concerns about this that have been shared with the Federation of Cambridge Residents
Associations (FeCRA) by residents, Friends of the Cam, CPRE Cambridgeshire and Peterborough and the
Save Honey Hill Group.

We wish to endorse and support the submissions that Friends of the Cam, CPRE Cambridgeshire and
Peterborough, and the Save Honey Hill Group have made, which raise all the points that we would wish to

make at this juncture and to reiterate the points and objections that they make.

There is no operational need to move the treatment works.

Anglian Water have confirmed this. The relocation is taking place to enable development within Cambridge
of which the water company is a beneficiary as co developer and for which it has received taxpayers’
money.

The design does not appear to be technically better than the current plant. The current site is more than
adequate for at least another 30 years and could be upgraded at far less cost. The existing treatment works
at Milton is effective and has spare capacity. It was upgraded only recently, at a cost of £21 million in 2015,
in order to support planned development in Cambridge and the surrounding area until 2050 and is being
vacated only to enable redevelopment. We understand that the Milton Plant is currently only running at
approximately 50% capacity. The CO2 cost embedded in the new structure and emitted in demolition and

construction is sizable.

Loss of green belt land

Many residents question why the works are being moved, given the united opposition of local communities,
the huge impact on attractive Green Belt, the odour, the loss of valuable farmland at a time when there is
huge national concern about food security. Anglian Water confirms that the loss of agricultural land will be

permanent.

No exceptional circumstances have been demonstrated for the loss of green spaces and the impact on
openness and other purposes of Green Belt policy. Residents question how this complies with NPPF, South

Cambs District Council Local Plan 2018 and Greater Cambridge Emerging Local plan 2018 and the
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aspirations of Greater Cambridge Shared Planning to protect and improve green spaces and the reference
to the Wicken Fen Vision in Natural Cambridgeshire, the local nature partnership that is a partner like
Anglian Water of the new Centre for Landscape Regeneration.

There has been a failure to consider a full range of alternative sites including the feasibility of the retention
of the existing site

Huge carbon footprint of the move and does nothing to address Cam sewage
concerns

Residents challenge the carbon expenditure involved in decommissioning and decontamination of the
current site. There is little evidence to support the statements in PEl Carbon as AW has stated it will defer
sharing the data on the cumulative environmental effects of the relocation project, the re-development of
the existing site and other relevant projects until inclusion in the Environmental Statement at the DCO
application. These relevant projects have not been described.

There is still no mention in these plans of how relocation of the wastewater plant will address any of the
concerns about all the sewage being dumped in the Cam or how Anglian Water proposes to make the River
Cam clean and safe for all users. If you were going to spend £200m plus, or even a fraction of it, that should
be spent as an absolute priority on improving and updating the small local sewage works based around
villages etc, which release sewage in the Cam via its tributaries, not on rebuilding something that is working
well. In the case of these small poorly functioning sewage systems Anglian Water is almost solely
responsible and that is what residents tell us the company should be focusing on, not this grandiose money
making scheme.

Concerns over stormwater control, pollution of the aquifer, effect on the historical

setting of the River Cam

There are a number of SSSI’s close to the site which could be affected by its construction and operation:
Brackland Rough, Cam Washes, Cherry Hinton Pit, Chippenham Fen and Snailawell Poors Fen (a RAMSAR
site), Devils Dyke, Felan Dyke, Fulbourn Fen, Gog Magog Golf course, Great Wilbraham Common, Histon
Road, Roman Road, Snailwell Meadows, Stow-cum-Quy Fen, Upware South Pit and Wicken Fen, which is
another RAMSAR site.

Anglian Water recognises the likelihood that the surface water originating at the works at the Honey Hill site
will drain towards Quy Waters protected waterbody and could contaminate it. Yet it has ignored the fact
that contaminated groundwater in the chalk aquifer beneath the site could pollute these other receptors

and protected rights (local well users), as well as other parts of the surface water drainage network.
This proposal to relocate the waste water treatment plant minimises the ecological importance of the site.
It also places no value on the historical setting of the Cam landscape or on the economic and well-being

value of that River Cam setting. Policy 7: The River Cam of the Cambridge Local plan 2018 states:

Development proposals along the River Cam corridor should:



1. Include an assessment of views of the river and a demonstration that the proposed design of
the development has taken account of the assessment in enhancing views to and from the
river; we endorse all the detailed comments and questions that have been raised by the Honey
Hill Group concerning views and design .

2. preserve and enhance the unique physical, natural, historically and culturally distinctive
landscape of the River Cam;

3. raise, where possible, the quality of the river, adjacent open spaces and the integrity of the
built environment in terms of its impact, location, scale, design and form;

4. propose,where possible and appropriate to context, enhancement of the natural resources
of the River Cam and offer opportunities for re- naturalisation of the river;

5. enable, where possible, opportunities for greater public access to the River Cam; and

6. take account of and support, as appropriate, the tourism and recreational facilities
associated with the river.

This scheme is robbing East Cambridgeshire villages of their green belt and medieval river landscape setting.
Anglian Water has funded the Haslingfield sewage treatment research with Cambridge Safe Swim. The
Guardian newspaper has recently reported that a designated bathing area for Sheeps Green, one of
Cambridge’s most affluent wards is considered. However, this proposal like the gold artwork river bank, also
for Sheeps Green, would do nothing about widening opportunities for recreational access to the River Cam
in Cambridge’s less affluent areas.

This scheme to relocate the sewage works, with its ugliness and odours, is not only robbing Cambridge and
East Cambs villages of the Cam green belt it is depriving residents of nature and recreational access. It
impacts the Wicken Fen Vision which correlates with Policy 7 and the obligation to protect Green Belt land
which is specifically designed to preserve the historic character of Cambridge and its green belt setting and
the River Cam.

Ugliness of the design and the impact of a huge industrial site on the approach from
the east to historic Cambridge

The proposal will introduce an ugly industrial structure the size of Wembley Stadium, which will be visible
not only from within the local area but across the Fen landscape to the north and from the chalk hills to the
south. Details on the choice of technology and design and other elements such as the exact location of the
outfall and heights and depths of the structures should be available now to enable all residents to respond
to the application. For example we understand that reduction in the height of the perimeter earthworks and
new information on the position of the transfer tunnel under the River Cam and the Waterbeach pipeline
have been introduced without any previous discussion with residents. Feasibility studies which underpin

site selection and design have not been made available to residents.

The Discovery Centre is unnecessary and adds to parking which should be sited within the earthworks
bank. The Gateway Building should be reduced in size. The scale and industrial design is inappropriate in
this lovely rural setting.



We endorse residents wish for concealment of the plant. Anglian Water’s desire to create a ‘strong identity”
for the plant is contrary to the water company’s claim at COP26 to be nature friendly and its role as a
partner of the new Centre for Landscape “Regeneration” and co chair of the Prince of Wales Responsible
Corporate Leaders Group at the Cambridge Institute of Sustainable Leadership.

Anglian Water claims to be green yet the screening proposed for this major site is constructed rather than
tree/organic/natural screening. This is obviously the antithesis of green and is completely alien to the
landscape. Why isn’t a water company that is a partner of the new Cambridge Centre for Landscape
Regeneration who hosted the nature theme at Cop 26 addressing the visual impact of such a huge, ugly
industrial site and employing a leading landscape architect to create something of beauty? A scheme in the
spirit of the Wicken Fen vision that will enhance rather than create industrial ugliness that needs to be
mitigated?

Concerns about democracy and transparency of “leaders” meetings on land use

Residents note that Anglian Water and the business entity that the water company set up, Water Resources
East are involved in the pilot project on land use for the Cam Catchment. Green space, river groups and
community reps have not been invited to join the leaders meetings on land use for the Cam green belt at
which the OxCamArc spatial strategy and biodiversity and food, farming and the Cam green belt and the

river and water use were discussed.

For all these reasons we object to this relocation. We would be grateful if you would acknowledge receipt of

our response .

Yours sincerely,
Wendy Blythe,
Chair, The Federation of Cambridge Residents Associations (FeCRA)



