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Page 770 also states “that development at this site will generate a significant amount of additional traffic. A 
transport assessment will be required to demonstrate that safe, appropriate access can be provided from Colne 
Road. It will also need to demonstrate that the wider road network can absorb additional traffic created by the 
development, including 
the junction with East Street and those leading to the A1123” 

Paul Davies highlighted the difficulties of travelling on the A1123 from Bluntisham through Earith where the 
road regularly floods onto the congested B1050 through Willingham and the new town of Northstow onto 
the A14 at Bar Hill and onwards towards Cambridge. 

Travelling out of the village on the A1123 towards Needingworth in order to access the A14 towards 
Cambridge on the other side of St Ives is equally congested.  

In fact, HDC’s Infrastructure Delivery Plan specifically points out that “Traffic conditions around…St Ives can 
experience significant levels of congestion” (Page 37)” 

“The A14 scheme will not reduce pressure on the A1123 around St Ives. Planned growth in this area would 
increase congestion and delays on the current network” (Page 39). 

Page 770 of the HELAA also highlights that “Transport and safe highway access will be a particular constraint 
for this site given its location directly opposite St Helen's Primary School” 

In addition to safety during construction we also raised the concern of damage to listed buildings during the 
extensive construction period.  

The representative from Cambridgeshire County Council’s highways scheme was unaware of the 7.5 t weight 
limit on access roads and this had therefore not been taken into account when conducting the HELAA for BL1. 

There is potential for significant damage to listed buildings on Colne Road and no mitigation was offered at 
the Matter 11 Hearing. 

4. An ecological survey should be undertaken (Page 770)

BL1 is Grade 2 agricultural land with mature trees and hedgerows which is home to nocturnal wildlife such as 
foxes, bats, hedgehogs and badgers. We believe that an ecological survey may establish the presence of 
protected species in this natural habitat.  

We should further point out that developing BL1would contravene both LP11 (development in the 
countryside) and 4.117 of the Local Plan that states: 

“A proposal should not adversely affect the character and tranquillity of the countryside and should ensure that it 
will not give rise to impacts that would reduce opportunities for others to use and enjoy the countryside, including 
for wildlife. In particular, a proposal should not create artificial light in an area with a potentially high impact on 
wildlife or on intrinsically dark landscapes”.  

Finally, we should like to point out that there are some inconsistencies in the rating scheme applied by HDC. 

Here are 2 examples relating to BL1 and BL2: 

1. West of Longacres (larger site), Bluntisham (157) vs. West of Longacres (smaller site), Bluntisham
(159)

On the smaller site (159) question 4b is given a green + rating, versus a blue ~ on the larger site (157). Both 
sites should be rated the same. 

2. West of Longacres (larger site), Bluntisham (157) vs. North of 10 Station Road, Bluntisham (015)
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Question 16 is given a blue ~ rating for 157 (BL1) but a red – rating for 015 (BL2). Both sites should be 
rated the same. 

Please confirm that this email will be read and acknowledged as part of our statements in regard to Matter 
11. 

Kind regards, 

Chris Dunn 
On behalf of the Colne Road Action Group 
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Cambridgeshire, as well as appealing if your child is refused a school place. 

 
It is also confirmed on the Government’s own official website Gov.uk. Please follow the link below: 
  
https://www.get-information-schools.service.gov.uk/Establishments/Establishment/Details/110888 
  
There are also many other non-Government sites that also quote 210 as the school’s capacity, for example: 
  
https://schooletc.co.uk/school-st-helens-primary-school-110888 
  
https://www.getthedata.com/school/st-helens-primary-school-110888 
  
The school website itself confirms the PAN in its admission policy which also clarifies that the school serves the 
villages of Bluntisham and Colne but is open to pupils outside of the catchment area if places are available- 
i.e. the PAN has not been exceeded. Please see the link below for further information. 
  
https://www.horizonslearning.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Admissions-Policy-St.Helens-1.pdf 
  
Ofsted actually makes note of the fact that: 
  
“The school is smaller than the average-sized primary school” Page 3 Ofsted Inspection report: St Helen's 
Primary School, 11–12 February 2015 
  
https://reports.ofsted.gov.uk/inspection-reports/find-inspection-report/provider/ELS/110888 
The Executive Headteacher of St Helen’s Primary School, Mrs Ford, wrote an open letter to the Community on 
15th May 2018. 
  
This letter followed a meeting on Monday 30th April 2018 with representatives from Huntingdon District 
Council Planning Department, Cambridgeshire County Council and St Helen’s Primary School in response to 
planning application 17/00906/OUT at land allocation BL1. 
  
In it she quite clearly states that “the development (BL1) would not bring additional benefits to the school” and 
that “the school would not be able to accommodate (the additional children) within its current structure and 
accommodation” 
  
I quoted from this letter at the hearing itself and I attach it to this email. 
  
I was surprised and dismayed that representatives of HDC’s Planning Department were seemingly unaware 
of the letter and the position of the Executive Headteacher who made it quite clear in her meeting with them 
less than 6 months ago that the “challenges of this development (BL1) would outweigh any potential benefits” 
  
Please confirm that this email will be read and acknowledged as part of our statements in regard to Matter 
11. 
  
Many thanks. 
  
Kind regards, 
  
Chris Dunn 
On behalf of the Colne Road Action Group 
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When discussing this on Wednesday I pointed out that a GP seeing patients for just 90 minutes per week 
could not constitute having a Doctor’s Surgery. 
  
In response, Ms Clara Kerr, suggested that HDC “did not specify the quantum” when stating that a village had 
to have a Doctor’s Surgery in order to be classified as an LSC. 
  
This is incorrect because HDC does actually specify the quantum in Figure 27, Page 93 of the 
Huntingdonshire District Council Infrastructure Delivery Plan published in June 2017. Please see the link 
below: 
  
http://www.huntingdonshire.gov.uk/media/2694/infrastructure-delivery-plan.pdf 
  
According to the published table Bluntisham has a surgery called “The Village Hall, Branch” with 0.5 of a GP 
and 550.25 patients registered. Applying an average patient to GP ratio of 1:1800, the table concludes 
that the Bluntisham surgery could accommodate another 196.75 patients! 
  
The reality is of course different. There is no surgery at Bluntisham. The practice that offers an outreach to 
Bluntisham and also the neighbouring village Earith is Church Street Health Centre Somersham.  
  
This practice has one GP, Dr Lui, who has a list of 2129 patients (well above the national average of 1724) 
drawn from residents of the villages of Somersham, Earith, Colne, Bluntisham, Pidley, Oldhurst, Woodhurst 
and Needingworth. 
  
As confirmed above Dr Lui visits Bluntisham for just 1.5 hours per week. Assuming an average 36 hour 
working week this would equate to just 0.04 of a GP based in Bluntisham 
  
The fact that Bluntisham Parish Council partners with a local GP to provide consultations once per week on a 
Tuesday morning for one and half hours only cannot in any way be interpreted as Bluntisham having its own 
Doctor’s surgery. 
  
To illustrate this very important point at the Matter 11 Hearing I compared Bluntisham with Alconbury and 
Great Staughton, these being the 2 other settlements designated as LSCs in the Local Plan. 
  
Unlike Bluntisham, both of these villages have dedicated full time GP surgeries. Great Staughton has 3 
doctors and 3400 patients (GP to patient ratio of 1:133 which is below the national average). Alconbury has 
6 doctors with 9731 registered patients (GP to patient ratio of 1:1622 which is also below the national 
average).  
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Please see screenshots below and follow links 
https://www.nhs.uk/Services/gp/Overview/DefaultView.aspx?id=38304 and 
https://www.nhs.uk/Services/GP/Overview/DefaultView.aspx?id=36174 for further information. 
  

 
  

 
  
Bluntisham should therefore not be categorised alongside Alconbury and Great Staughton because it does 
not share the same level of GP provision and no patients travel into Bluntisham for their care. 
  
Indeed, this issue is highlighted in a letter dated 17th Jan 2018 written by NHS England to Hunts District 
Council in regard to planning application 17/00906/OUT (BL1) which states: 
  
“There is one GP branch surgery within a 2 km radius of the proposed development, Church Street Health 
Centre, (Bluntisham Branch). The GP practice does not have sufficient capacity for the additional growth resulting 
from this development and cumulative development growth in the area.” 
  
On Wednesday I quoted from this document and attach it to this email for your reference. 
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Please confirm that this email will be read and acknowledged as part of our statements in regard to Matter 
11. 
  
Many thanks. 
  
Kind regards, 
  
Chris Dunn 
On behalf of the Colne Road Action Group 
  
  
  



High quality care for all, now and for future generations 

Your Ref: 17/00906/OUT 

Our Ref: NHSE/HUNT/17/00906/KH 

Planning Services 
Huntingdonshire District Council 
Pathfinder House 
St Mary’s Street 
Huntingdon, PE29 3TN 

 17 January 2018 

Dear Sirs, 

Outline planning application for residential development of up to 135 dwellings and 

additional parking for St. Helen's Primary School, including vehicular access, public 

open space, pedestrian links, car parking, drainage, and other associated works.  

Land West of Longacres, Colne Road, Bluntisham. 

1. I refer to your consultation letter on the above planning application and advise that,

following a review of the applicants’ submission the following comments are with regard

to the Primary Healthcare provision on behalf of NHS England Midlands and East (East)

(NHSE), incorporating Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Clinical Commissioning Group

(CCG).

Background 

2. The proposal comprises a development of up to 135 residential dwellings, which is likely

to have an impact on the NHS funding programme for the delivery of primary healthcare

provision within this area and specifically within the health catchment of the development.

NHS England would therefore expect these impacts to be fully assessed and mitigated by

way of a developer contribution secured through the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL).

Review of Planning Application 

3. There is 1 GP branch surgery within a 2km radius of the proposed development, Church

Street Health Centre (Bluntisham Branch). The GP practice does not have sufficient

capacity for the additional growth resulting from this development and cumulative

development growth in the area. Therefore a developer contribution, via CIL processes,

towards the capital funding to increase capacity within the GP Catchment Area would be

sought to mitigate the impact.

Midlands & East (East) 
Swift House 

Hedgerows Business Park 
Colchester Road 

Chelmsford 
Essex CM2 5PF 

Email address: kerryharding@nhs.net 
Telephone Number – 0113 824 9111 






