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UserNo Date of contribution

Login (Screen 

name)

Contributor Summary (Signup form Qs - 

Detailed breakup on the right > ) I am responding... If you are responding on behalf of a group or business, please state its name.

If you are responding as an elected 

representative, please state your position.

How far do you support the proposal to build a new 

dedicated public transport route and associated active 

travel route between the new town at Waterbeach and 

Cambridge? Western Central A10 Eastern it can serve Waterbeach village

it can serve 

Milton village

it can serve 

Cambridge 

Science Park

it can serve 

the centre of 

Waterbeach 

New town 

It can serve 

the planned 

relocated 

Waterbeach 

Railway Station

It can serve 

Cambridge 

Research Park

It provides the 

fastest 

journey time 

between 

Waterbeach 

new town and 

Cambridge 

even if this 

means missing 

out serving 

Milton and 

Waterbeach 

villages for 

example  

How often, if 

at all, would 

you use any 

part of a 

dedicated off-

road public 

transport and 

active travel 

route 

between 

Waterbeach 

and 

Cambridge?

If you 

indicated that 

you would use 

such a route, 

what would 

be your main 

mode of 

usage? Western Central A10 Eastern

Are there any other interventions that you feel would 

complement or improve upon the new public transport and associated active travel routes we have 

identified so far between the new town at Waterbeach and Cambridge?

Please comment if you feel any of the proposals would either positively or negatively 

affect or impact on any such person/s or group/s.

We would like 

to thank you 

for completing 

our survey. If 

you have any 

further 

comments on 

the project or 

the proposed 

options, please 

add these in 

the space 

available 

below. Please 

continue on a 

separate 

sheet/s if 

needed. Resident in Cambridge

Resident in 

Milton 

Resident in 

Landbeach

Resident in 

Waterbeach 

Resident 

elsewhere  - 

please specify

Local business 

owner/employ

er

I regularly 

travel in the 

area 

I occasionally 

travel in the 

area Interest Other

Interest Other 

specified Car driver Car passenger 

Van or lorry 

driver Motorcycle Bus Cycle On foot Not applicable

Mode of travel 

Other

Mode of travel 

Other specified

Leisure East 

Cambridge

Leisure South 

Cambridge 

(including 

Addenbrooke 

and 

Biomedical 

Campus Site) 

Leisure West 

Cambridge

Leisure North 

Cambridge 

(Including 

Science Park, 

Business Park) 

Leisure 

Villages in 

South 

Cambridgeshir

e Other 

Leisure 

destination 

Other Leisure destination Other specified

Workplace 

Central 

Cambridge

Workplace 

East Cambridge

Workplace 

South 

Cambridge 

(including 

Addenbrookes 

and 

Biomedical 

campus Site

Workplace 

West 

Cambridge

Workplace 

North 

Cambridge 

(Including 

Science Park, 

Business Park) 

Workplace 

Villages in 

South 

Cambridgeshir

e

Workplace 

Other Workplace Other specified

Please indicate 

your age range In education Employed Self-employed Unemployed

A home-based 

worker 

A stay-at-

home parent, 

carer or similar Retired

Prefer not to 

say 

Employment 

Other

Employment 

Other specified

How did you 

hear about 

this 

consultation? 

Tick all that 

apply

PIVOT 

CATEGORIES Under 15 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75 and above

Prefer not to 

say Stakeholder

1 Oct 19 20 11:40:18 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 4 2 1 6 6 5 5 5 4 2 Weekly Cycling 3 2 3 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Work in 

Waterbeach

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Villages North of Cambridge (Waterbeach and Milton area) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Villages North of Cambridge (Waterbeach and Milton area) 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

2 Oct 19 20 12:00:19 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 4 2 6 6 3 3 4 3 2 Weekly Cycling 2 2 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

3 Oct 19 20 12:30:27 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 5 2 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 2 Fortnightly Walking 2 1 5 1 When you mention ‘and other non motorised users’ I hope that in those considerations you 

are including horse riders . There is a large community of horses and riders here in the Feb edge and 

several riding schools (Hall Farm Stables could be decimated by the east area of interest route which 

should not be allowed to happen for such an important community serving small business) . Equestrian 

access is as important as cyclist and walkers . I note that all areas of interest challenge existing rights of 

way for horses and therefore ask that you consult with the British Horse Society urgently on provisions 

for these user groups . The east abs central area of interest also affect many foot paths that are used 

frequently by Waterbeach villagers and form a beautiful network of leisure routes some of which are 

anciently connected  to Car Dyke

Horse riders as explained previously.

I also think that consultation and notification to Waterbeach residents of these proposals 

has been appalling. I learnt from a  friend who has created a family home [address] that all 

3 ares of interest converge on her home. She is facing possible destruction of her home 

and her neighbours too and yet they were the last to receive any leaflets- they heard from 

others in the vilage. These are families homes that are potentially under threat of 

bulldozing to satisfy fast transport routes for new town developers and the powerful 

GCP/mayor and that’s the kind of ‘consultation’ that is in operation.  To add to that it 

seems that several steps in the consultation process have occurred since August 2020 yet 

residents here have been held in he dark.

Aside from pointing out that consultation by stealth is wrong and probably illegal I’d like to 

make some observations of the areas of interest selected. 

1. The A10 relocation provides the GCP with an existing route on the old A10 which would 

serve new town, Waterbeach and Milton very well. The change would be positive and 

beneficial to the environment in that area, avoid destroying green belt and community 

allotments and  orchards and family homes, avoid forcing people and young children 

undue stress of being forced from their homes and potentially facing impact on work 

commutes and school life. 

I’m surprised no one at GCP has recognised the most obvious service points for 

Waterbeach village by using the old A10. There simply doesn’t need to be convergence of 

routes at the point of Glebe Road allotments. 

On the map you’ll see old Cambridge road connects (now a no through road) with the A10 

at Bollywood Spice Indian restaurant (or motel as it now seems). The busway could be built 

on the existing A10 with a major service and pick up point  at Bollywood spice. This would 

See above 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

4 Oct 19 20 01:03:42 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 0 0 0 0 6 6 4 5 3 5 2 Daily Train 3 3 3 3 Please ensure that public transport serves original Waterbeach village -- 

especially if we're going to lose our train service. Otherwise you will make the village reliant on car 

transport and produce *many more* vehicle journeys. Of serious concern is that NONE of the service 

routes pass through Waterbeach itself. It will be impossible for disabled and elderly people to reach 

services out on the A10 and will leave us abandoned. Decisions which remove public transport access 

and do not consider disabled access to "replacement" services will be indirect discrimination.

Please stop prioritising cycling. Approaches which focus on this exclude disabled people who can't cycle. 

Cyclists are already being delivered greenways to use. Please focus further improvements on non-

cyclists. Plans which are designed around being able to walk long distances or cycle will be indirect 

discrimination.

Please consult properly with disabled people IN WATERBEACH. Not groups in Cambridge. We have made 

multiple attempts to be involved in these projects and been rebuffed on every occasion. Please engage 

properly.

Disabled people are being excluded from proper consultations on these plans which are 

UNSUITABLE for many of us. We have approached the bodies involved on multiple 

occasions but you will not talk to us about these plans. Stop consulting with groups in 

Cambridge and talk to the people actually affected.

Removing public transport access and replacing it with other transport we cannot access 

or cycling solutions we cannot use will simply make us reliant on car transport. This is not 

acceptable for a 21st century solution and looks like indirect discrimination.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train. 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

5 Oct 19 20 01:59:39 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 1 1 6 1 1 6 6 5 2 Daily Car 2 2 4 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

6 Oct 19 20 02:11:51 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 3 1 1 6 6 5 6 6 6 2 Daily Cycling 1 2 4 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

7 Oct 19 20 04:28:10 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 3 3 6 5 6 5 5 6 4 Less often Cycling 3 3 3 3 This is a difficult survey to reply to sensibly as I believe the needs of public transport

 and active travel routes are different and should be considered separately.  It would be highly desirable 

for active transport (cycling/walking) routes to be as direct as possible and to connect Waterbeach to 

Milton, which has shops and pubs that people might want to visit.  In contrast, routing a new busway 

from Waterbeach to Cambridge might be best served by the Western area to allow for faster travel 

times.  It is also disappointing that the indicative cycle improvements do not link the blue route from the 

north end of Milton into Waterbeach.  A safe & direct route between the two villages is needed.  Nor is 

there any consideration of linking Waterbeach New Town to the Cambridge Research Park.  The A10 

corridor is highly congested and good active travel options to CRP are needed if residents of the New 

Town who work there are to be encouraged *and enabled* to get out of cars for the relatively short 

journey to the Park.

It is 

disappointing 

that you are 

proposing to 

develop plans 

separately 

from the 

Combined 

Authority 

plans for the 

A10 corridor - 

any re-routing 

of the A10 

and/or 

junction 

alterations 

have the 

potential to 

impact 

substantially 

on some of the 

current study 

areas. 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

8 Oct 19 20 05:37:42 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 2 3 4 4 3 1 0 0 3 Daily Bus 4 4 4 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

9 Oct 19 20 06:13:55 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Monthly Cycling 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

10 Oct 20 20 04:56:47 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 1 1 6 5 0 5 4 3 4 Daily Bus 0 0 0 0 Something which I think should be considered though to support 

buses into Milton is a bus bridge from Tesco roundabout to Cowley Road since this is a very busy office 

park with huge parking issues. By building a bridge here, you would help buses avoid Milton Interchange 

and help to provide a service to the busy office park. 

Another project which should be done with this is 'un guide' the section of the busway from Milton 

Road to Cambridge North since this would allow route 2 to not have to serve as much of Milton Road 

and wouldn't serve Cowley Road thus saving journey time and taking buses which don't need to be 

there, off a small section of Milton Road. 

I think any off 

road track 

should be a 

normal 

busway and 

not guided (ie 

like Halton and 

Redditch) 

since a normal 

busway can be 

utilised by all 

companies 

without 

modifications 

to the buses, 

can be used by 

National 

Express 

coaches as 

well to avoid 

the traffic 

which helps 

journey times 

and 

encourages 

sustainable 

travel use for 

people 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15-24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Railfor

ums

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

11 Oct 20 20 06:50:09 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 1 5 1 6 5 6 6 6 6 2 Daily Bus 1 5 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

12 Oct 20 20 12:53:25 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 2 2 6 6 6 6 6 5 2 Monthly Car 3 3 2 2 Colour marked cycle routes 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 I live in Histon 

and work at 

[Work]

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Cambr

idge Network

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

13 Oct 20 20 01:32:05 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 3 1 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 Less often Car 3 3 4 3 The elderly need special consideration along with less impaired people who will not be 

able to walk or cycle

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

14 Oct 20 20 01:33:15 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

15 Oct 20 20 01:46:59 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 1 1 5 5 6 6 6 5 1 Monthly Cycling 5 5 5 5 Cycle route along / near A10 may be grim (noisy, stressful) unless sheilded significantly Active travel 

needs to be in 

place before 

residents are 

in new homes 

in Waterbeach 

new town.  

Also signage 

needs to be 

good and lots 

of quiet 

neighbourhood

s (no through 

motor traffic) 

in new town, 

so cycling is 

the obvious 

option.  See 

clay farm, 

Trumpington 

where this is 

working well.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

16 Oct 21 20 07:55:08 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 Daily Car 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

17 Oct 21 20 08:02:11 am Anonymous as an individual Support 3 5 5 5 6 0 6 6 6 6 2 Weekly Car 3 1 1 1 Avoid routing the central, A10 & Eastern routes through Waterbeach's Cambridge Road / Glebe Estate Central, A10 & Eastern routes negatively impact on my residential area in SW Waterbeach 

village

I strongly 

oppose the 

routing of the 

Central, A10 & 

Eastern Routes 

through 

Cambridge 

Road/Glebe 

Road area in 

Waterbeach

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Gt Chesterford 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

18 Oct 21 20 05:05:35 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 3 2 1 6 2 4 6 6 4 5 Daily Cycling 2 2 4 3 The route from Waterbeach through Horningsea should be considered as 

of high importance to serving the new and existing Waterbeach community.

Currently this route has serious problems and pinch points which should be easy to fix and could 

significantly improve commuting times for both car drivers and cyclists.

The two main 

routes to 

reach A14 

should be 

prioritized – 

the A10 and 

the B1047. 

Once 

commuters 

reach the A14 

then access to 

both East but 

mainly West of 

Cambridge can 

accessed 

easily, while 

also giving 

good access to 

Cambridge 

center.

Cycling should 

be given very 

high priority in 

this plan since 

improvements 

in 

infrastructure 

will encourage 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

19 Oct 21 20 10:29:43 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 2 5 6 1 6 6 6 6 5 Daily Cycling 3 3 3 3 The Waterbeach High Street is already very busy with buses and large coaches, and the heavy 

farm vehicles which travel along Bannold and Denny End Roads. In addition to these, cars and lorries 

often use Waterbeach as a rat run to avoid the traffic on the A10. Please do not consider putting any 

more traffic through Waterbeach village. It is becoming more dangerous for our children. 

I am in favour of a public transport route to serve the New Town, and would like Waterbeach and 

Milton to be served by this if possible. However, I am not in favour of the current plans (or areas of 

interest) 3 out of 4 of which seem to be placing this new route through existing housing and the historic 

Roman canal which is a scheduled ancient monument. 

With regard to the environmental impact, I am unable to comment as you have not provided any 

environmental impact assessments for us to review.  If you provide environmental impact assessments, 

I will be happy to comment on the impacts on the different proposed routes. 

As a doctor, I am interested in routes which link up with the hospitals rather than routes into the centre 

of town. Please could you consider links to the hospitals as a priority? 

Lastly, when the plans for Waterbeach New Town were proposed to the residents of Waterbeach, we 

were told that the New Town would not have any impact on the existing village. This is clearly not the 

case from these plans which seem to propose demolishing houses of Waterbeach residents and building 

over allotment land. 

I am very disappointed that I have received no official communications about this proposal when it is an 

issue which affects the whole village profoundly. I understand from your website that there was a public 

and stakeholder consultation, from July to August 2020, however, I did not receive any notice about this 

taking place so was unable to comment. I would have expected that these consultations would have 

been better publicised, especially when they relate to proposals with such a large impact on our village. 

I am unable to comment as you have not provided an Equality Impact Assessment, nor do I 

see from your literature that you have considered individuals or groups with protected 

characteristics. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

20 Oct 22 20 09:05:50 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 2 2 1 3 2 6 6 6 4 5 Less often Cycling 4 3 3 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

21 Oct 22 20 01:29:49 pm Anonymous Oppose 1 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 1 6 Never 3 1 1 1 3 of the four planned routes infringe on the village against all promises made

 during the new town consultation.  

Alternative routes need to be developed that avoid the village so the western route is not the only 

alternative the results in demolition/ blighting of the village

3 of the 4 routes have a detrimental effect on the village including old and sick residents I have been 

reassured that 

alternaive 

routes beyond 

the 4 shown 

are being 

considered.  

Despite this no 

evidence of 

this happening 

have taken 

place.  The 

engagement 

process with 

effected 

residents has 

been 

unacceptable 

and does not 

meet the 

requirements 

set by the 

department of 

Transport

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 1 central cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

22 Oct 22 20 01:30:00 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 2 5 4 1 1 2 Daily Train 2 1 1 1 East area, central area, A10 area all enter Waterbeach village through Glebe and Mill Road. 

This is a poor option given the residential housing and allotments. Furthermore, these roads are simply 

not large enough to accommodate traffic. I bought a house in this area last year as I wanted a quiet cul 

de sac for my children to play in. These proposed routes will prevent this from happening. 

West area will allow quick access to new Waterbeach  and will link up with the existing busway. This 

offers the best solution with minimal impact for existing Waterbeach residents and is still reachable on 

foot for existing Waterbeach residents. 

Residents who live on our near Glebe & Mill Road will negatively be impacted. Additionally 

any residents who own an allotment will be impacted.

I am all for 

increasing 

transport links, 

but New 

Waterbeach 

should not be 

prioritised 

over existing 

Waterbeach 

residents. The 

Waterbeach 

train station is 

already being 

moved to 

accommodate 

New 

Waterbeach, 

which will 

double the 

distance it 

usually takes 

me to walk to 

the train 

station on my 

daily 

commute. 

Milton already 

have the park 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 0 0 1 0 1 Central Cambridge 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

23 Oct 22 20 03:21:14 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 1 1 6 6 5 6 5 5 2 Monthly Bus 3 3 4 5 Frequent service and extend into late evening 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news , Email

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

24 Oct 22 20 03:28:38 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 2 1 5 6 4 5 6 6 2 2 Less often Train 1 1 4 1 Try and use existing road infrastructure for any development or railway infrastructure.

Try and avoid destroying land and farm land at all costs

Must get the new town off the roads

Must fix the roads in Waterbeach village - absolutely terrible!

Priority to minimise disruption to Waterbeach village

No Comment 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

25 Oct 22 20 04:50:15 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 4 5 1 5 2 3 4 6 2 3 Fortnightly Cycling 4 2 2 4 Eastern route: improved access to Bottisham lock/Cam washes area (Fen river way/Wicken Fen area) for 

outdoor recreation for the community and in particular the new town.   A footpath from junction  of 

Bannold Drove/Bannold Road to Bottisham Lock would be very welcome.  

The section of Bannold Road to Bottisham Lock has become increasingly used by walkers, cyclists and 

families - especially during lockdown.  There is also a noticeable uptick in joggers and walkers on Long 

Drove (Waterbeach Fen).

The route along Bannold Road to Bottisham Lock currently has no footpath so is shared by heavy farm 

vehicles and young families including eg. children learning to cycle.   The increased risk of traffic 

accidents would be greatly reduced if a mixed use foot and cycle path was created from junction  of 

Bannold Drove/Bannold Road to Bottisham Lock.  

A cycle path route along Long Drove to Chittering (using existing rights of way ) would improve access 

using active travel for residents of Chittering who are currently restricted to car travel.  

Eastern route: 

as per 

response to 8. 

Please 

consider 

leveraging the 

Eastern route 

work to 

improve 

access to 

Bottisham 

lock/Cam 

washes area 

(Fen river 

way/Wicken 

Fen area) for 

outdoor 

recreation for 

the 

Waterbeach 

community 

and in 

particular the 

new town.   A 

footpath from 

junction  of 

Bannold 

Drove/Bannold 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

26 Oct 22 20 05:19:37 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 3 4 5 6 4 5 6 Train 2 1 1 1 DO NOT DEMOLISH PEOPLE'S HOME TO CREATE THEM. It is entirely possible to use 

what will be the old A10 and come off further north - towards the Denny End Road industrial estates 

and serve Waterbeach Village to the north before heading into the centre of the new town. It is 

appalling that the demolition of residential properties is even being considered when there are 

alternative options available.

Residents whose homes are demolished. Residents whose homes will have a busway 

running past their boundaries. Allotment users who will no longer be able to provision 

their families with home grown food. Waterbeach village will be negatively impacted due 

to the loss of historic and characterful properties if any of the routes, apart from the 

Western route, are considered.

I am surprised 

and 

disappointed 

that residents 

who fall within 

the Glebe 

Road / 

Cambridge 

Road area 

where 3 of the 

4 routes 

converge were 

not consulted 

as 

stakeholders 

at the earliest 

stages, and 

have not been 

actively 

engaged with.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train - why is 

this not listed 

as an option?

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 I just cycle to the science park - no need for pubic transport 35-44 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

27 Oct 22 20 05:24:53 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 6 5 4 4 5 5 2 Daily Train 1 1 1 1 Use smaller busses to link various villages and Waterbeach Rail station up to the Milton Park and Ride. 

Use the park and ride buses as a link to the center of Cambridge \ other Park and Rides sites. 

Think of a hub and spoke network linking all the Park and Ride sites to local villages. this would allow 

convenient inter village access without having to travel to Cambridge. It is currently almost impossible to 

travel to Cottenham to Waterbeach by any other method than car that does not involve traveling into 

the center of Cambridge and back out again.

Waterbeach does not need a 5th connection to Cambridge. Train, Cycleway (Greenway), Car, Bus are 

sufficient. it is the cost/ lack of morning & evening services that are the issue.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

28 Oct 22 20 05:37:29 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 2 4 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 Fortnightly Train 3 3 1 1 Very concerned that some of the proposals seems to run straight through some residents' 

houses in Waterbeach! This can only have a negative impact on those residents. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

29 Oct 22 20 05:44:39 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 4 5 5 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 Never 1 1 1 1 Negatively affect the people who's homes you are planning to demolish in order to do this. 

Old historic homes. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

30 Oct 22 20 05:46:49 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 I don’t think you should be considering demolishing residential properties for this scheme. Please find a 

route which doesn’t do this.

Please make 

sure that 

horse riders 

are included 

when planning 

off road routes 

for cyclists and 

pedestrians.

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 On horse 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

31 Oct 22 20 05:47:49 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 3 5 3 3 4 5 2 3 5 2 Never 0 0 1 0 Negative You cannot 

demolish 

peoples 

houses!

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

32 Oct 22 20 05:47:49 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Don't know 1 1 1 1 With a train station within a few minutes cycle/drive or within walking distance of Waterbeach as it is, I 

do not see the point in knocking down houses and paving over more of Waterbeach to make another 

route in to Cambridge. Cyclists already have the choice of using the path along the river or the path 

alongside the A10. Connectivity between villages via public transport should be a priority, particularly as 

th secondary school is in Cottenham. An increasingly large number of children attending Cottenham 

means they should be given the option of being able to safely cycle there along a dedicated cycleway. 

Waterbeach as a village is already very lucky to have 2 roads in and out, a train station and a route along 

the river. We do not need more routes in to the city.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Resident in 

Waterbeach 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

33 Oct 22 20 05:51:34 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 3 1 1 2 Don't know Walking 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

34 Oct 22 20 05:57:25 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Never 0 1 1 1 I don't think you should consider bulldozing residential homes when it could be avoided. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

35 Oct 22 20 05:58:26 pm Anonymous Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 The plan to demolish family homes and ruin the lives of those who live there is beyond cruel. The 

people who live there should be priority and it saddens me that this would even be considered 

Negative effect on the people who will have their homes demolished, or their quiet homes 

ruined by noisy transport 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert at 

Railway 

Station, 

Advert at Park 

& Ride 

site/Bus, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

36 Oct 22 20 05:58:40 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Never 3 1 1 1 Please don’t knock down people’s beloved houses for a bus route. The western route is the only one that would avoid knocking down residential properties- 

people’s homes. This would be devastating for them.

Please choose 

a route that 

will NOT result 

in any homes 

being 

demolished.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

37 Oct 22 20 05:58:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 3 3 2 3 3 2 3 Never Cycling 1 1 1 1 People are going to loose their homes !!!!! 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

38 Oct 22 20 06:03:47 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 Less often Cycling 3 2 2 2 Please consider routes that do not involve demolishing houses Consider existing residents, historic buildings and homes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/a 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

39 Oct 22 20 06:08:00 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 1 1 5 1 4 5 6 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 A number of residential properties are conveniently absent from the convergence of everything but the 

Western route, and the other 3 routes will require destruction of residential property, some of which 

have stood for over 200 years.

It is morally reprehensible to consider destroying these beautiful and well loved homes instead of 

choosing an alternative which allows them to continue to stand. 

Anyone living in the residential properties quietly slated for destruction will be seriously 

adversely affected. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

40 Oct 22 20 06:09:15 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Weekly Car 5 1 1 1 no destruction of residential property where other possible routes exist no destruction of residential property where other possible routes exist no destruction 

of residential 

property 

where other 

possible 

routes exist

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

41 Oct 22 20 06:10:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 1 1 5 1 1 5 1 Monthly Cycling 3 3 3 3 I feel that if there is an option for a route that does not lead to demolition of residential houses then this 

would be the preferred option.

Negatively affect those who live in the houses that would be demolished. Will negatively 

affect the evironment.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

42 Oct 22 20 06:12:03 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 5 Don't know 3 1 1 1 I support the Western development. All other options involve the demolition of key historical homes. Negatively effect historic housing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

43 Oct 22 20 06:13:10 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 1 1 1 1 Find a way that does not involve knocking down homes! Yes you would destroy lives by knocking down people homes. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

44 Oct 22 20 06:14:25 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know 1 5 5 5 I strongly oppose the demolition of residential properties in order to develop this new 

route, given the detrimental effect this would have on mental and physical health and well-

being. 

I strongly 

oppose the 

demolition of 

residential 

properties to 

develop this 

new route. 

This is an 

unacceptable 

outcome for 

those living 

with this 

uncertainty 

and the 

subsequent 

profound 

impact on 

mental health 

and well-being. 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

45 Oct 22 20 06:18:34 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Less often Cycling 1 1 1 3 Don't knock down existing residential properties 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

46 Oct 22 20 06:22:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 1 1 5 4 0 5 6 4 2 Daily Train 2 3 3 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

47 Oct 22 20 06:23:50 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 The Central, Eastern and A10 proposals will all involve the demolition of homes, including a 

200 year old restored miller's cottage. For some strange reason, this was not mentioned in 

your brochure.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

48 Oct 22 20 06:24:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

49 Oct 22 20 06:39:15 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often 1 1 1 1 Please 

reconsider any 

routes which 

involve 

bulldozing 

homes. This 

would have 

significant 

impact on 

those people 

affected.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

50 Oct 22 20 06:54:17 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 1 1 5 5 6 5 1 Fortnightly Car 4 1 1 1 Please don't buldoze residential homes when other options are available All groups would be negatively impacted by destroying listed property 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

51 Oct 22 20 06:59:24 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 4 4 5 3 3 4 5 5 3 4 Monthly Car 2 2 4 1 The only intervention that could improve upon the new public transport system would be if it doesnt 

include any compulsory purchase or demolition of properties in the village.

The East area of interest most definitely would have a negative effect on residents of Mill 

road/ Glebe road and Cambridge road involving compulsory purchase and demolition of 

houses.

How can plans 

of this scale 

have already 

got this far 

without any 

consultation 

with the 

residents of 

Waterbeach 

that it affects ?

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

52 Oct 22 20 07:05:12 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 1 Less often Car 0 1 1 1 Why can’t you find a route that doesn’t demolish homes? 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

53 Oct 22 20 07:21:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Less often Car 3 3 3 3 Any solution should not involve the demolition of historic residential homes. I strongly 

oppose the 

planned 

demolition of 

residential 

dwellings that 

your proposals 

entail. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

54 Oct 22 20 07:30:06 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 2 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Less often 1 1 1 1 It would have a devastating effect by demolishing our sons 200 year old cottage where the 

route could be altered to avoid that happening.

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

55 Oct 22 20 07:31:35 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 1 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 I don't agree on knocking down people's homes to make a bus way People's homes in waterbeach 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

56 Oct 22 20 07:34:33 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 3 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Never 3 1 1 1 Residents of waterbeach that live by glebe Road 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

57 Oct 22 20 07:40:00 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

58 Oct 22 20 07:45:48 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 2 4 2 2 2 2 2 Less often 3 1 1 1 Negatively impact communities homes and wildlife. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

59 Oct 22 20 07:53:13 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

60 Oct 22 20 07:57:04 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know Car 0 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

61 Oct 22 20 07:57:36 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 3 1 1 1 I don’t believe 

you can justify 

forcing people 

to move out of 

their houses in 

3 of the routes 

planned. 

Demolishing 

homes should 

be avoided at 

all costs 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

62 Oct 22 20 08:01:29 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 3 1 1 1 I would not support demolishing anyones home as you are planning to build public transport. Thank you Any home demolishing should not happen. 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

63 Oct 22 20 08:01:45 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Never 3 3 3 0 I oppose the destruction of residential properties People who have made their lives in the homes that the proposed routes will destroy 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

64 Oct 22 20 08:04:10 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 1 1 5 1 5 5 1 Weekly Car 3 1 1 1 Please do NOT consider bulldozing residential homes when it could be avoided. As previously stated, please do not bulldoze residential areas, forcing people out of their 

homes.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

65 Oct 22 20 08:07:08 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know 3 1 1 1 Please do not demolish people’s homes when alternative options are available Please do not demolish family homes when alternative options are available Please do not 

demolish 

family homes 

when 

alternative 

options are 

available 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

66 Oct 22 20 08:08:54 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 5 1 1 1 Houses should not be demolished if there are alternatives. The western route is the only one that 

should be considered. 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

67 Oct 22 20 08:12:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Please do not destroy the beautiful old houses in Waterbeach! It must be possible to find an alternative 

route option?

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

68 Oct 22 20 08:15:47 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 Never 3 5 5 5 We strongly oppose the development proposal as it is given the planned demolition of significant 

numbers of residential properties.  We feel that not enough consideration has been given to alternative 

options and ones which would minimise environmental impact and preserve existing residential houses

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0



69 Oct 22 20 08:19:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 1 1 why would 

you build a 

route that 

demolishes 

peoples 

homes when 

there 

alternatives 

that mean 

they aren't 

knocked 

down? 

nonsense to 

me!

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

70 Oct 22 20 08:26:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 5 5 5 2 2 2 4 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 It needs to avoid the allotment area behind Mill road. There are many animals living there such as bats, 

birds and owls.  Look for other options as for example i.e alone the rail line. Similar to the strench from 

Shelford to Cambridge. 

Origionally we were promised that the new Waterbeach town will not have an impact in old Waterbeach 

abd it is obvious that this proposal will have a negative impact for residents alone that area as well as the 

enviroment.

Definitely this will have a negative impact of the residents in Mill road and Glebe road. 

Also, for the people they have the allotment and horses.

I completely 

opposed to 

this proposal 

and different 

option should 

be considered 

such as alone 

the rail line.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

71 Oct 22 20 08:27:18 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 5 5 3 Don't know Cycling 3 1 1 1 Residents whose homes would be destroyed. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

72 Oct 22 20 08:27:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Car 1 1 1 1 It should avoid Carr Dyke and the allotments in Mill Road The Waterbeach allotment area must be avoided at all costs. This is home to rare species 

of bats and Barn Owls as well as being a community hub and place of relaxation and 

environmentally friendly endeavour. It has been a source of comfort to many people 

throughout the pandemic. Furthermore the original promise to residents of Waterbeach 

old village were promised that there would be no detrimental impact from the new 

Barracks development. This clearly would be in breech of this assurance.

Please take 

residents 

opinion into 

account when 

considering 

this. In 

principle it 

would be a 

good idea to 

connect 

Waterbeach to 

Cambridge 

more 

sustainably but 

this could be 

done along the 

railway as in 

South 

Cambridge at 

Shelford 

rather than 

destroying 

beautiful 

habitats and 

areas of 

historic interest 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

73 Oct 22 20 08:29:23 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know 0 0 0 0 It is unacceptable to consider that private residents should have to vacate and abandon 

their loved homes which have been in existence over 200 years for this project particularly 

if such an action is against their will. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

74 Oct 22 20 08:35:16 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 2 Less often 3 1 1 1 No residential 

housing 

should be 

demolished to 

build this 

project. It is 

unacceptable 

that any 

residents 

should loose 

their home 

over this. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

75 Oct 22 20 08:36:32 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Don't know Car 3 1 1 1 Negatively affect those who have houses that would demolished if routes were to be 

made. Shocking that this can be allowed.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 We have 

friends who 

would lose 

their house if 

these routes 

were to go 

ahead.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

76 Oct 22 20 08:37:42 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 3 3 3 3 I think it’s absolutely outrages that three of the four options impact peoples housing so much that 

houses are possibly going to be demolished!! These are families homes! Shocking!

As per previous comment. Outrageous for families homes to even be considered to 

demolition! 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Do not commute 25-34 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

77 Oct 22 20 08:40:20 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 4 3 4 4 5 4 4 5 5 4 4 Never 3 3 3 3 All 4 routes appear to go straight through private properties in waterbeach. Surely a route 

that doesn’t mean people have their properties demolished could be found. 

The map 

appears to 

have been 

doctored so 

doesn’t clearly 

show the 

private 

dwellings that 

would be 

affected by 

these routes. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

78 Oct 22 20 08:41:24 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 0 0 5 0 2 1 2 2 2 2 0 Monthly Train 0 0 1 0 I feel strongly that YOU do not relocate our railway station, a new stop maybe, also do not destroy any 

of our old properties or our only remaining allotments in waterbeach, we are a village, not a town and 

do not wish to be.

Negative on our village life, fed up with your proposals and changing things in the village 

why we live here, changing things that work for us as a village

Don’t change 

things to suit 

those moving 

here, help 

sustain our 

community life 

for those 

already here!

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

79 Oct 22 20 08:41:42 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

80 Oct 22 20 08:41:59 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Cycling 1 1 1 1 Consult the people who live in the houses you plan to demolish. This will not be supported by the 

people you are saying you want to serve if you destroy historical property and areas of natural beauty. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

81 Oct 22 20 08:42:53 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know Car 3 1 1 1 No residential 

properties 

should be 

demolished to 

complete this 

project. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

82 Oct 22 20 08:45:17 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 2 1 1 1 no I do not think that you should consider bulldozing residential homes for a non essential 

busway when it can clearly be avoided.

There are 

several 

potential 

routes that 

would not lead 

to the 

demolition of 

properties, the 

Central, Easter 

and A10 

routes all 

require 

demolition of 

people’s 

homes and 

should not be 

used.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 previous 

resident of 

Cambridge 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

83 Oct 22 20 08:50:48 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 4 4 4 5 5 5 0 5 0 0 Don't know Cycling 3 1 1 1 You have indicated that the route would be close to residential properties - if it actually results in 

demolition, of residential properties this should be admitted in the survey 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Resident in 

Impington 

(Milton end of 

the village)

1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 Cherry Hinton/Fulbourn area 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Cherry Hinton/Fulbourn 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

84 Oct 22 20 09:05:07 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 4 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 6 Less often Car 1 1 1 1 I don't think it's acceptable to demolish peoples homes for the sake of a transport system that isn't 

required when there is a perfectly good bus and train service. Its NOT okay! Putthe residents first

Negatively affect the existing residents due to the demolition of their homes and taking 

away the surrounding land. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

85 Oct 22 20 09:06:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Less often Car 0 0 0 0 Should not be considering options that require loss of existing homes Options that 

do not cause 

loss of existing 

homes should 

be the only 

ones 

considered. 

Retain as much 

green land as 

possible.

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

86 Oct 22 20 09:06:54 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 1 1 Monthly Bus 3 1 1 1 Please do not destroy people’s houses in order to complete this project Please do not 

destroy 

people’s 

houses in 

order to 

complete this 

project

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

87 Oct 22 20 09:07:30 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 It is unacceptable that proposed routes cover people’s houses, planning for them to be 

demolished and people not having been informed.

Anything having such a negative impact on families within Waterbeach community  should 

not even be considered.

I strongly oppose these plans.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

88 Oct 22 20 09:07:49 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 2 3 4 2 2 4 1 Don't know 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

89 Oct 22 20 09:09:02 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 They should not bulldoze existing homes Yes. It should not bulldoze existing homes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

90 Oct 22 20 09:16:45 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 4 2 2 2 I understand that Central, Eastern and A10 routes would result in demolition of existing 

properties in the area. The value of these properties both to the individuals that live in 

them and to the wider community must be prioritised - particularly considering the option 

available for the western route. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

91 Oct 22 20 09:19:45 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 5 4 Less often Train 5 1 1 1 Knocking down people’s homes where they live, are part of the community and whose 

children attend local school is not acceptable 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

92 Oct 22 20 09:20:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 My negative answers are due to the facts that people's homes will be affected. That to me is 

unacceptable.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

93 Oct 22 20 09:24:53 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 Negatively impact residents 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

94 Oct 22 20 09:26:05 pm Anonymous as an individual 4 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 Please do not build demolish properties in this process! Negatively affect local population No 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 District nurse covering all of South Cambridgeshire evening and nights Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

95 Oct 22 20 09:26:10 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Cycling 3 1 1 1 No No opinion No thank you 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

96 Oct 22 20 09:37:48 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Walking 1 1 1 1 Negatively impact on peoples family homes. 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

97 Oct 22 20 09:45:04 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 1 5 5 5 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 Less often 1 1 1 1 I don’t see why people homes are to be destroyed in result of this bus route.its disgusting and I fully 

oppose your proposal of doing this

Negative effect on those people whose homes and family you are destroying. Where is the 

justice you are disgraceful to even suggest such a proposal. 

I think that to 

destroy 

residents 

homes to 

establish this 

route is 

diabolical. 

Surely there 

are other 

routes that can 

be looked at. 

You are 

destroying 

family homes 

for an what 

will be 

overpriced 

route that 

barely 

constitutes 

even 

suggesting this 

option. I am 

sure if your 

home was 

going to be 

flattened for 

such a route 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Supporter of 

non 

destructive 

procedure to 

people’s 

homes 

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify), Word 

of mouth, 

Social 

media,Brought 

 to my 

attention 

sheer injustice 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

98 Oct 22 20 09:55:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 2 3 3 3 2 3 2 Less often Walking 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

99 Oct 22 20 09:57:36 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

100 Oct 22 20 10:07:49 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Friends in 

waterbeach

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Pass 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Pass 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

101 Oct 22 20 10:12:20 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 1 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Don't know 3 1 1 1 Don't knock down local residents homes, this will not win local buy in Residents being forced to move out of their homes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

102 Oct 22 20 10:19:30 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 6 5 6 6 6 6 2 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 There would be negative affects to anyone whose home needs to be demolished Only routes 

which do not 

destroy homes 

should be 

considered

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

103 Oct 22 20 10:19:39 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 1 5 5 5 3 3 5 3 3 4 3 Never 3 1 1 1 Demolition of peoples homes for such a purpose is unwarranted, and will not only 

negatively impact the environment, it will seriously impact the mental health of those 

residents affected. Other solutions could be found to avoid compulsory destruction of 

local peoples homes.

How can a proposal to supposedly ‘improve peoples lives’ be implemented by destroying 

peoples family homes? We are all going through enough with covid, don’t ruin peoples 

lives by bulldozing their homes. 

This 

‘consultation’ 

has been 

underhand. 

Burying 

significant 

information 

about 

destruction of 

peoples 

homes for this 

project, deep 

with the text 

of a 450 page 

document, is 

shameful, 

unprofessional 

and not 

acceptable. 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I used to live in 

the area, and 

have several 

friends in the 

immediate 

area relating to 

these plans.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

104 Oct 22 20 10:22:09 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 4 4 4 4 4 6 4 4 6 4 Never 3 1 1 1 Negatively impact on housing already in place. You cannot tear down housing. 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

105 Oct 22 20 10:28:14 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 3 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Monthly Car 3 1 1 1 Home owners who’s homes have to be demolished 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

106 Oct 22 20 10:29:16 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 2 2 2 5 4 4 5 5 4 2 Weekly Cycling 0 0 0 0 Do not demolish residential homes anywhere. Find suitable alternative solutions To preserve 

our 

community i 

strongly 

oppose any 

demolishion of 

residential 

homes

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

107 Oct 22 20 10:29:42 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 6 5 3 Daily Bus 3 3 3 3 Demolishing properties should be avoided if at all possible. Why does the brochure not state that this is 

likely/essential with 3 of the 4 proposed options?? This information is important and should be clearly 

stated.

Why is cycling 

not one of the 

options for 

Q6??

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

108 Oct 22 20 10:34:10 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 Less often Car 4 1 1 1 Consider people's homes for route planning. This should not involve demolition of homes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert at Park 

& Ride 

site/Bus

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

109 Oct 22 20 10:36:39 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 Please do not bulldoze any residential properties, it can be without having to do this. Do not bulldoze peoples homes You can do 

this without 

demolishing 

homes

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

110 Oct 22 20 10:43:53 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Daily Bus 0 1 1 1 I think the route chosen should avoid demolition of homes 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

111 Oct 22 20 10:46:01 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 3 1 1 1 You absolutely should not be destroying residential properties for this project. Te environmental impact 

of displacing people and providing new accommodation would surely outweigh any benefit. Historical 

properties must be protected, not bull dozed!

All bar Western will have a huge negative impact on people’s lives when they lose their 

homes 

Do not destroy 

people’s 

homes.

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

112 Oct 22 20 10:50:14 pm Anonymous as an individual 3 5 5 5 6 5 1 5 5 1 6 Monthly Cycling 2 1 1 1 TO not have it cut through and destroy established parts of Waterbeach Village including peoples' 

homes!

There are homes that would be demolished if the routes other than Western are to go 

ahead. That is totally not ok. They are well established, hundreds of years old family 

homes and it would be totally unacceptable.

There should 

be no damage 

to the 

established 

village of 

Waterbeach or 

the homes of 

the people 

who live here. 

We would not 

have chosen 

for the new 

town and 

would prefer 

to preserve 

the rural 

aspect of our 

lovely village 

0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

113 Oct 22 20 10:51:01 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 2 2 2 5 2 5 5 Never 5 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train 0 1 0 0 0 1 City centre 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 London 45-54 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

114 Oct 22 20 10:56:12 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 4 1 6 6 5 6 3 Monthly Train 3 1 1 1 Choose a route that does not involve demolition of existing private residential properties. Choose a 

route with the least environmental damage. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 Train!! 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Ely 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

115 Oct 22 20 10:57:25 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 3 Daily Car 4 1 1 1 It would impact people’s homes unless you go with the western route 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

116 Oct 22 20 11:03:34 pm Anonymous as an individual 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 This is unnecessary They would all negatively impact many things I care about 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Na 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Na 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

117 Oct 22 20 11:05:10 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 2 1 6 1 5 1 1 Weekly Cycling 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Milton, Central Cambridge (why is this not an option?) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

118 Oct 22 20 11:06:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 1 1 People would lose their houses 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge (why is this not an option?) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

119 Oct 22 20 11:12:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never Car 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

120 Oct 22 20 11:19:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 Weekly Cycling 2 2 2 2 I think there are many other options that don’t involve knocking down people’s family homes so you 

can profit from building more homes by putting extra strain on the current systems. Look for better 

options. I currently cycle from north Cambridge to the new Waterbeach houses twice a week. The 

current cycle path is pretty good but could do with having the holes filled in (esp the massive dip in the 

middle that swallows up your whole front wheel if you don’t see it in the dark).

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Kayak 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

121 Oct 22 20 11:23:51 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

122 Oct 22 20 11:25:30 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 5 1 1 5 4 3 3 Monthly Train 3 1 1 1 Trying to keep it very eco and not taking down any homes is very important. Yes, the houses and allotments that are in the proposed options is very negative! There is 

plenty of land that is around so why take homes away from children? 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 45-54, 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

123 Oct 22 20 11:26:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 1 5 5 5 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 Never 4 1 1 1 All but the western would negatively impact on the families whose homes you propose to 

destroy.

0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

124 Oct 22 20 11:30:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Weekly Cycling 4 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

125 Oct 22 20 11:35:07 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 4 5 5 5 4 2 2 2 5 2 2 Less often Train 3 1 1 1 Should not 

demolish

Property to do 

this 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

126 Oct 22 20 11:35:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 5 0 5 5 5 0 5 Monthly Cycling 4 1 1 1 Knocking down families’ homes is quite a negative impact usually- why is this not 

mentioned? (All routes except western)please do not knock down residential bu

Please do not 

demolish 

people’s 

homes.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

127 Oct 22 20 11:36:44 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 5 3 2 3 6 2 5 6 Less often Train 1 1 1 1 No The east, 

central and 

A10 routes are 

very close to 

housing on the 

north side of 

Waterbeach. 

This will have a 

very negative 

impact on 

households 

who have 

chosen to live 

in a quiet 

village.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

128 Oct 22 20 11:36:53 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 Demolishing people’s homes without discussion or consultation is completely 

irresponsible and unfair. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

129 Oct 22 20 11:38:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 6 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 2 1 1 1 Please do not demolish properties that have stood for over 200 years 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

130 Oct 22 20 11:41:30 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 Never Car 1 1 1 1 Hiding the fact that 3 of the 4 routes entail demolishing people’s homes was a bit underhanded. The 

brochures that were delivered did not make this clear.  

Yes again 3 or the 4 routes will directly impact people’s homes 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

131 Oct 22 20 11:44:17 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 3 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 Never 1 1 3 1 Demolishing homes to build a dedicated route should not be allowed. The railroading of council vanity 

projects shouldn't come at the expense of existing communities

The routes would negatively effect the communities of Waterbeach and Milton The quality of 

consultation 

and 

community 

liason 

surrounding 

Waterbeach 

new Town and 

the a10 

corridor 

upgrade has 

been terrible 

and 

deliberately 

obtuse. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

132 Oct 22 20 11:49:00 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 6 3 Weekly Cycling 4 1 1 1 Destruction of existing homes for this proposed route is not acceptable. Communications 

for land each into Cambridge also need improving if a further route between Cambridge 

and waterbeach is going ahead then going via landbeach would enhance their route to 

Cambridge too.

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

133 Oct 22 20 11:57:04 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 2 Less often Train 3 1 1 1 Not removing already established homes in order to accommodate this new route is imperative for 

anyone wishing to keep the strong community in the village of Waterbeach behind this project. 

Destroying homes and the surrounding habitat will only result in communities disengaging and 

challenging the project which is unlikely to be in anyone’s interest.

There are a number of homes that stand to be destroyed if this project takes any of the 

other three routes other than the Western one and this should not happen as they are not 

only people‘s homes but long established buildings of potential historical significance. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

134 Oct 23 20 02:09:44 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 3 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

135 Oct 23 20 04:17:59 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 3 4 3 6 5 3 3 2 2 4 Monthly Car 1 1 1 1 Foe one of the transport links, I think the train station should be developed where it is now. If the 

environmental impact is so important why build a completely new one at a different location only to 

remove the existing one. This site have enough space to be developed 

I believe the older generation of the village would be negatively affected Why at the 

very start of 

these 

proposals 

regarding the 

new town and 

the moving of 

the station was 

the residents 

of the village 

not given 

referendum 

on voting for 

these changes?

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 Train ( where it 

is now located)

1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

136 Oct 23 20 05:48:45 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 4 1 1 1 1 1 3 Less often 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

137 Oct 23 20 06:17:15 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Less often Cycling 3 1 1 1 Please do not knock down people’s homes for this. They are homes, not just annoying 

buildings that are in the way! Some are packed with history, that cannot be rebuilt, along 

with family memories. Please do find an alternative route. But most of all be honest in your 

literature to the village, this part is omitted from your glossy brochure...... 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

138 Oct 23 20 06:38:27 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 4 4 5 4 5 5 2 Less often Cycling 3 1 1 1 Avoid demolishing houses Avoid demolishing houses Avoid 

demolishing 

houses

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

139 Oct 23 20 06:44:32 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 3 1 1 1 1 1 2 Less often Cycling 3 1 1 1 Don’t come knocking our houses down for transport links. Absolutely not and you’ll be in for a fight Three out of the four impact peoples houses. It’s not right, not fair and morally unjust 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

140 Oct 23 20 07:00:28 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth, 

Website, 

Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

141 Oct 23 20 07:05:28 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Less often Car 4 1 1 1 All but the western route would require the demolition of people's homes which is 

completely unacceptable 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

142 Oct 23 20 07:06:44 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 3 1 1 1 Due to the risk of demolishing family houses, I strongly suggest you fix the routes we 

already have (pavement along A10, the river path) and don't try to introduce any more 

unnecessary  and troublesome solutions.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

143 Oct 23 20 07:08:48 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 6 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 Avoid destruction of properties in three proposed route. No 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

144 Oct 23 20 07:14:02 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 Less often Train 3 1 1 1 Pick a route that doesn’t require demolition of historic buildings and homes, you monsters. All but the Western route require demolition of homes. Those people would be negatively 

impacted. 

I think the fact 

that the 

demolition of 

historic 

buildings and 

homes isn’t 

even 

mentioned in 

your survey is 

disgraceful 

and corrupts 

the results. 

1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth, 

Radio Advert

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

145 Oct 23 20 07:16:18 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 4 6 6 5 5 5 2 Never 4 1 1 1 Do NOT demolish people’s homes. This is completely unnecessary. At a time when everyone has 

suffered due to Covid, families homes should NOT be considered for demolition. 

As per my comment for number 9

No homes should be demolished.

It was very 

sneaky not to 

be transparent 

in your 

marketing of 

the four 

routes that 3 

of them would 

result in the 

forced 

demolition of 

people’s 

homes. It is 

this sort of 

behaviour that 

gives 

developers 

and councils a 

bad name. 

You should 

have been 

more open 

about the 

consequences 

for individuals.

We are all in 

this together!!!

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

146 Oct 23 20 07:22:04 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 The demolition of homes to build this proposed busway is despicable. What absolute and utter 

nonsense!! Who thought this would be a good idea? Peoples homes and their lives being demolished - 

the upheaval, the stress, the despair that those families are facing - this should take greater priority that 

a bus way! Find another way or don't bother - its an absolute disgrace.

The proposals severely negatively affect the lives of all those living in the homes that 

would be demolished. 

How has this 

even got to 

this stage - 

why have you 

hidden the 

fact that 

houses will 

need to be 

demolished to 

create a bus 

way within a 

large 

document that 

most people 

won't read. If 

it is such a 

good idea - 

why haven't 

you been open 

and upfront 

about this in 

the questions 

above? Trying 

to drum up 

false support 

without 

highlighting 

the true facts 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

147 Oct 23 20 07:26:39 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 2 Monthly Walking 3 1 1 1 Demolition of any houses (peoples homes), especially historic ones, for this project is 

totally unacceptable. This would have a huge negative impact on people’s opinion of this 

service.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

148 Oct 23 20 07:36:26 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Less often Cycling 1 1 1 1 I don’t think you should be demolishing private residences in order to build a new bus route. It is in 

humane to destroy people’s homes, particularly in the current pandemic situation. 

I feel this proposal would have a huge negative effect on the homeowners whose homes 

you are planning to demolish. 

Please 

reconsider the 

proposals to 

demolish 

people’s 

homes in 

order to build 

a new bus 

route and also 

the 

environmental 

impacts of 

habitat 

destruction. 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

149 Oct 23 20 07:43:40 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 2 5 5 4 6 5 6 6 2 Weekly Car 5 1 5 1 No Yes houses should not be damaged or knocked No 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

150 Oct 23 20 08:06:42 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Less often Train 3 1 1 1 As a village already well served by train and bus I’m not sure what an extra link adds here. 3 out of the 4 proposed routes negatively affect a collection of people’s homes. It’s 

shameful that this hasn’t taken consideration in planning. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

151 Oct 23 20 08:21:21 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 Do not knock down residential homes, historic ones at that. Knocking down of perfectly good, unique loved homes is unacceptable 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

152 Oct 23 20 08:27:13 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 Less often Walking 3 2 2 2 If your building a new Town at Waterbeach but want quick access to Cambridge then why wasn't that 

considered in the first place? Why would you plan to build a new Town then build more new things to 

support it, whilst destroying the environment and family homes at the same time?

It's more environmently friendly to use what you already have an upgrade it. New things aren't 

environmentally friendly.. 

Family homes. If you want 

something 

more 

environmently 

friendly, then 

upgrade what 

there already 

is. Building 

new routes, 

destroying the 

environment 

and family 

homes isn't 

good for the 

environment. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

153 Oct 23 20 08:35:01 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 4 2 2 4 5 5 4 Weekly Car 3 3 3 3 I think the current provision works adequately. The only queueing is at rush hour, which is unavoidable 

anyway, no matter what infrastructure you build.

Some properties will need to be demolished, requiring rehoming of families. Stop wasting 

money on 

vanity projects 

that don't 

represent the 

ways in which 

users of 

Cambridge 

actually 

interact with 

the city.

0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

154 Oct 23 20 08:36:23 am Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 3 2 4 4 5 5 3 5 3 Daily Cycling 1 2 2 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 home 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

155 Oct 23 20 08:50:13 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Less often Car 1 1 1 1 The demolition of peoples homes 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website, 

Social media

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

156 Oct 23 20 09:11:13 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Daily Cycling 3 2 2 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

157 Oct 23 20 09:11:33 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 1 1 Destruction of 

homes is not 

acceptable - 

this is being 

quietly 

proposed in 3 

out of the 4 

options. 

Waterbeach is 

already well 

served with 

links to 

Cambridge.

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0



158 Oct 23 20 09:17:43 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 3 1 1 1 I don't think you should pursue any option that requires the demolition of people's homes. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I don't live in 

the area. I just 

feel compelled 

to protest 

about the 

routes which 

might mean 

demolishing 

homes.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I don't live in the area. I just feel compelled to protest about the routes which might mean demolishing homes. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I don't commute in the area. I just feel compelled to protest about the routes which might mean demolishing homes. 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

159 Oct 23 20 09:20:01 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 5 1 3 6 3 6 4 6 3 4 Daily Cycling 3 3 4 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

160 Oct 23 20 09:42:28 am Anonymous as an individual 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often 2 1 1 1 The central, eastern and A10 result in many people loosing there homes!!!!! No one should 

loose there 

homes!!

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

161 Oct 23 20 09:58:44 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 3 3 5 6 6 3 6 Weekly Cycling 4 1 1 1 Landbeach is the key village to include as bus links to the village are notoriously bad and lack funding. 

Milton already has great access to cambridge via the park and ride. Waterbeach has the train station to 

access the east edge of cambridge, heading west is much more difficult by bike or bus.

The eastern, 

A10 and 

central routes 

would require 

demolition of 

people's 

homes 

including a 200 

year old 

historic 

Miller's 

cottage. This is 

not necessary 

given there are 

other possible 

routes that 

could be 

considered. 

These routes 

will also impact 

the allotments 

which give 

pleasure and 

purpose to 

many elderly 

people. They 

will disrupt the 

low traffic 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

162 Oct 23 20 10:14:09 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Daily Car 1 1 1 1 Why choose the route that removes domestic dwellings? 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

163 Oct 23 20 10:31:50 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 5 5 5 2 1 4 4 2 5 1 Never 1 1 1 1 I think the cycle routes are ESSENTIAL and need to be made available as soon as possible. I do not see 

the purpose of the bus route when Waterbeach is already well served by the railway route.

I also strongly disagree with the routes that involve demolition of houses - this is unnecessary and other 

routes should be considered that do not require demolition. 

In the current covid crisis, cycling is the preferred method of transport for many so priority should be 

given to safe cycle links - between Waterbeach and Landbeach and between Waterbeach and Milton. 

Yes, the people who live in houses off Cambridge Road!! See comments 

above. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

164 Oct 23 20 11:06:14 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Don't know Car 1 1 1 1 Negatively impact on people’s long term homes that would be demolished for this work to 

be done! That is people’s livelihoods and long term sentimental homes! With house prices 

changing this would be very stressful

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 15-24 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

165 Oct 23 20 11:40:59 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Don't know Cycling 3 1 1 1 Please do not 

demolish 

people's 

homes. An 

improvement 

on transport 

should not 

dislocate 

residents.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

166 Oct 23 20 12:06:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 1 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 Massive negative impact on homeowners and surrounding environment 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

167 Oct 23 20 12:32:45 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 Never 1 1 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

168 Oct 23 20 01:05:21 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 1 1 6 2 2 6 6 6 6 Weekly Car 1 2 5 4 A metro that directly took commuters to the centre of Cambridge 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge. 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

169 Oct 23 20 01:12:27 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Fortnightly Cycling 3 3 3 3 Please don’t demolish houses whilst building a new route! 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

170 Oct 23 20 01:16:44 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 Less often Cycling 0 0 0 0 You should not be demolishing anyones home to complete this project. Anyone who has a home on any of the proposed routes should have a right to stay in that 

home.

Do not 

demolish 

existing homes

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Various 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

171 Oct 23 20 01:26:48 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 0 5 3 3 5 5 5 5 Don't know 3 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

172 Oct 23 20 01:46:28 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Car 5 5 5 5 Houses should not be demolished! 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

173 Oct 23 20 02:04:22 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 4 1 1 6 5 5 6 6 5 2 Daily Cycling 1 1 5 5 Keep annual maintenance costs in mind! It makes no sense to build a fancy new route and then don't 

spend any money to keep it in good condition. The cycling path along the A10 is not bad if the curb 

would be cleaned regularly to keep the width of the pass, resurface damaged areas and cut back bushes.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 1 0 0 1 1 City Centre 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

174 Oct 23 20 02:05:57 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Walking 1 1 1 1 Nothing that requires removal of current properties / allotments in Waterbeach Yes. Thise who find commenting on a document like this overwhelming. Far too many local 

ppl are unaware of the impact on villagers homes and this form is too complex 

Not needed 

given other 

new transport 

connections 

planned. 

Unacceptably 

damaging to 

local 

properties and 

land.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

175 Oct 23 20 02:16:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 2 4 2 Don't know Bus 1 1 2 1 Why have you put forward this half-baked proposal without accurate routes?  currently three out of the 

four routes knock down houses in the middle of the village.  The residents have not been consulted.  All 

your document says is that the routes are a rough guide.  You're being paid to put together a proper 

document with specific routes.  You should have contacted anyone who would be directly affected.  

Shame on you.

I'v put what I wanted to say Shoddy 

shoddy work 

which takes 

away from the 

information 

you are trying 

to put out.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 train 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

176 Oct 23 20 02:17:38 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 Less often Car 4 1 1 1 I feel strong that although this bus way will be beneficial for Waterbeach, no existing homes should be 

bulldozed for it to happen.

Home owners whose homes are at risk of demolition should not be impacted 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

177 Oct 23 20 02:33:39 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 5 5 5 6 6 5 2 4 5 6 Less often Train 0 1 1 1 Please do not destroy established residential properties in the name of progress. Central, Eastern and A10 options destroy the house of a well known business woman who 

has worked very hard over a lifetime to establish her chosen home. This will completely 

destroy her later years without the possibility of re-establishing herself with a similar 

property for the rest of her life. You are destroying an imprtant rural lifestyle for a valued 

member of the established community.

Do NOT 

demolish Mill 

Cottage

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

178 Oct 23 20 02:56:22 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 2 1 3 4 4 5 5 6 5 5 Less often Walking 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

179 Oct 23 20 03:38:48 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 5 4 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Car 1 1 1 1 Don’t destroy residential homes!!!!! Negatively Don’t destroy 

residential 

homes

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

180 Oct 23 20 04:04:48 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 5 5 4 1 Less often Cycling 3 1 1 1 The new route should not involve demolition of homes in Waterbeach 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

181 Oct 23 20 04:25:20 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 2 2 2 5 5 4 4 4 3 1 Daily Cycling 3 3 4 3 If the existing cycle path along the A10 were improved/upgraded that would solve most of the cyclists 

problems. Most cycle commuters are looking for a direct route with a good safe surface and this could 

easily be achieved by improving whats already there.

I think as far a 

cycling goes 

you really 

should 

investigate 

improving the 

existing routes 

to make them 

safe rather 

than waste 

money on 

completely 

new routes.

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

182 Oct 23 20 04:59:32 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 Never Car 3 5 5 5 Use any route that does not impact on existing Waterbeach residents property or lifestyle These 

proposals 

seem only to 

serve the new 

town 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

183 Oct 23 20 05:01:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 4 2 5 4 3 4 4 Never 1 1 1 1 Don’t knock down existing houses, especially those that are old and have character!! Peoples’ houses are in danger of being demolished. That’s appalling and shouldn’t be 

allowed to happen 

Just don’t 

knock down 

anyone’s 

house! It’s not 

acceptable, 

especially for a 

project like 

this that will be 

over budget 

before it 

starts, late to 

be delivered 

and do lots of 

damage to 

habitats whilst 

being built and 

cause habitat 

fragmentation 

when it has 

been built. 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

184 Oct 23 20 05:32:53 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 3 5 5 6 6 5 6 4 5 2 Daily Bus 4 4 4 4 More information is needed More noise - there is no such thing as silent transport.

The whole area, which is a delightful area of countryside and small villages, will become a 

hugely populated area (with the planned housing south of the A14) and part of a new 

metropolis.

It is likely that proposals will not be completely fulfilled and transport options for those 

living in Milton, Waterbeach and Landbeach, will be worse, rather than better off.

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 City 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Volunteer Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

185 Oct 23 20 05:54:28 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Weekly Cycling 3 1 1 1 Demolition of houses in Waterbeach to create bus lane is  unacceptable. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

186 Oct 23 20 06:02:20 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 3 5 2 5 6 4 4 6 4 2 Weekly Bus 2 2 2 2 All options still have the problem of then getting into Cambridge along Milton or Histon Road. The 

dualing of the A10 will probably have more impact than any of the 4 proposals. The chosen option 

needs to be done hand in hand with the upgrade of the A10.

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 I cycle along the guided bus way path for exercise. A fanastic and safe facility. 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

187 Oct 23 20 06:24:27 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 6 6 4 4 5 4 4 Less often Bus 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

188 Oct 23 20 06:47:28 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 5 Never 1 1 1 1 Very 

concerned 

about the 

proposals to 

demolish 

domestic 

properties and 

destroy long 

established 

wildlife 

populations.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

189 Oct 23 20 07:04:05 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 None N/a We often visit 

one of the 

properties 

which is 

proposed to 

be demolished 

under the 

central, 

eastern and 

A10 options. It 

is a beautiful 

and historic 

family home in 

a unique 

setting with an 

abundant of 

wildlife around 

the property 

and its 

gardens.  It is 

outrageous to 

consider it for 

compulsory 

purchase and 

demolition for 

the purpose of 

this scheme 

and not to 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/a 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

190 Oct 23 20 07:11:08 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 Don't know Walking 1 1 1 1 To not demolish and destroy old, historic houses that are an integral part of the village and the 

allotment that supports the local community and environment. 

It would negatively impact the people who live in the cottages that may be demolished, 

the history of the village and the community that use the allotment.

One of the 

cottages was 

my childhood 

home and it is 

heartbreaking 

that this could 

become a bus 

route. The 

houses are 

completely 

unique and 

can't be 

replaced. Their 

gardens and 

the allotment 

next to them 

support the 

environment 

as they are full 

of trees and 

plants that 

attract birds 

and insects. 

The allotment 

provides fruit 

and vegetables 

and is part of 

the 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

191 Oct 23 20 08:00:22 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 3 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 Less often Car 3 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

192 Oct 23 20 08:15:29 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 Never 2 1 1 1 Please don’t destroy people’s homes in order to build travel routes As stated 

before, do not 

destroy 

people’s 

homes to build 

the new route, 

use 

alternatives at 

any cost. 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 1 Ely 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Ely 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

193 Oct 23 20 08:47:47 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 1 2 6 1 5 1 1 Less often Car 2 3 3 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

194 Oct 23 20 08:59:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never Car 2 2 2 2 Do not destroy residents homes in the process. This is unfair and residents should be included in the 

planning and development of this, not just bulldozed over without a though

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

195 Oct 23 20 09:06:13 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 1 1 1 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 Less often Car 3 2 2 2 3 out of 4 

routes cause 

unnecessary 

demolition of 

existing homes

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

196 Oct 23 20 09:42:36 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Train 3 1 1 1 Please do not demolish people’s property for this needlessly - choose the route that does not destroy 

people’s homes that they love and have worked hard for. A friend’s home would be destroyed by three 

of these routes, she has not been notified directly, it is not in the brochure but buried in a 450 page 

document purposely so people miss this not-so-minor detail of the plans. 

Please do not demolish people’s property for this needlessly - choose the route that does 

not destroy people’s homes that they love and have worked hard for. A friend’s home 

would be destroyed by three of these routes, she has not been notified directly, it is not in 

the brochure but buried in a 450 page document purposely so people miss this not-so-

minor detail of the plans. 

Please do not 

demolish 

people’s 

property for 

this needlessly 

- choose the 

route that 

does not 

destroy 

people’s 

homes that 

they love and 

have worked 

hard for. A 

friend’s home 

would be 

destroyed by 

three of these 

routes, she has 

not been 

notified 

directly, it is 

not in the 

brochure but 

buried in a 450 

page 

document 

purposely so 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

197 Oct 23 20 10:01:04 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 5 5 3 2 5 5 2 3 Weekly Bus 3 2 2 2 Unclear if any homes would be affected, but no one should be negatively affected by the 

addition of the route.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

198 Oct 23 20 10:23:44 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 Don't know 3 1 1 1 Don’t knock down people’s houses, please.

I will add, it is quite sneaky to conceal that house demolition in involved in these plans.

This isn’t the hitchhiker’s guide to the galaxy, you don’t ‘got to build bypasses’.

The people whose houses are being knocked down will be negatively impacted, as will the 

peace & tranquility of what is currently a lovely area.

Thank you. 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Severa

l people I 

respect have 

raised the 

alarm about 

houses being 

knocked 

down and the 

peace of the 

village being 

destroyed.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

199 Oct 23 20 11:11:18 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 4 4 6 1 1 1 5 2 3 Daily Cycling 3 3 3 3 Shared use paths are dangerous. Confident cyclists travelling a speeds that make cycling a viable 

alternative to car transport should not be put in danger by dogs on leads, buggies, 

conversational/recreation users or horses. 

Demolition of houses in the Glebe Road area has been noted for three of the considered zones, and NO 

local consultation or information for residents in that area has taken place, which is unforgivable. 

Demolition of 

houses in the 

Glebe Road 

area has been 

mooted for 

three of the 

considered 

zones, and NO 

local 

consultation or 

information 

for residents in 

that area has 

taken place, 

which is 

unacceptable.  

If suitable non-

residential 

land cannot be 

sourced, then 

the only 

options are to 

improve the 

cycle path 

along the A10 

(which I have 

used daily for 

over 10 years 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth, 

Leaflet/flyer

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

200 Oct 23 20 11:11:24 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 1 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Car 1 1 5 1 bad idea, not happy with this new public transport and travel route. Enhancing and improving A10 to 

dual carriageway would be better.

this will destroy our village improve village 

by not 

destroying it 

but to be more 

accomodating 

towards 

improving 

infrastructure.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 train 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth, Social 

media

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

201 Oct 23 20 11:11:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 6 6 6 4 6 6 4 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 Do NOT demolish people’s homes. No transport is worth destroying lives for. Destroying/demolishing homes is unacceptable and should not even be a consideration. 

Only the western route or other non-published alternatives should be considered.

Do not destroy 

people’s 

homes. 

Humanity 

matters above 

all else.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Northstowe 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

202 Oct 24 20 01:54:34 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 6 5 5 5 6 5 2 Monthly Train 2 2 2 2 Make use of existing transit routes and roads, then open space. If your proposed plan is to serve the 

new town at the cost of bypassing the villages and even destroying existing houses, you have failed the 

public most miserably. 

Three of four plans call for demolishing existing houses of local historic value. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

203 Oct 24 20 07:48:34 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 4 2 2 4 4 4 4 Less often 4 1 1 1 Please don’t bulldoze any homes to make way for these plans 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

204 Oct 24 20 08:07:12 am [name] [email] as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Less often Cycling 2 1 1 1 No public transport link should involve the demolition of old houses or allotments which would also 

entail destruction of wildlife habitats and have a negative environmental impact-this is totally 

unnecessary given the quantity of undeveloped land in this area of the fens-please consider using 

existing roads, paths, train lines. To increase housing by building new homes but knocking down old 

ones is ILLOGICAL. And the environment at this crucial time of global warming has to be a key priority. 

There is an ageing population in Waterbeach who would be adversely affected by the 

destruction of their homes. 

The proposed 

routes are not 

very clearly 

outlined on 

your map 

which makes it 

impossible to 

approve of any 

of them. 

However the 

bottom line is 

that NO new 

transport link 

needs to 

involve 

demolition of 

existing 

homes. The 

homes 

bordering the 

allotments 

next to Glebe 

road in 

Waterbeach 

are some of 

the most 

historic in the 

village, and 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 train 0 0 0 0 1 1 Cambridge city 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

205 Oct 24 20 08:08:38 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 Never 1 1 1 1 You cannot 

tear down 

peoples 

homes that 

they live in and 

have worked 

hard to own. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

206 Oct 24 20 08:28:37 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 2 2 1 6 5 6 6 6 4 2 Weekly Cycling 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

207 Oct 24 20 08:37:41 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Less often Car 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

208 Oct 24 20 09:05:50 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 Never 1 1 1 1 I oppose the unnecessary demolition of resident homes to make way for this. It should even be an 

option.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

209 Oct 24 20 09:29:52 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 There is insufficient information in the booklet you sent to know what the relative benefits 

or any one proposal offered

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

210 Oct 24 20 09:43:00 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 4 2 1 6 6 4 3 4 2 2 Daily Cycling 2 2 1 4 In the short term Milton High Street really needs a segregated cycle path as the painted lines are 

insufficient to feel safe on a bike, especially around the shops where cars pull out of the parking spaces 

across the painted cycle lines. Street lighting between North Lodge Park and Fen Road would be helpful 

as it's very dark along that stretch of footpath.

The Eastern route seems like a good idea because it would be easy to get onto the Chisholm Trail for a 

direct route into Cambridge city and the most useful destinations which are around the town and train 

station. The central and west routes would only give you access to west Cambridge and I'm not sure 

who would be making that journey regularly. Also, linking the Eastern route to Milton Country Park 

would be a great idea to make the Country Park more accessible to cyclists and public transport users. 

Putting a cycling and walking route next to the A10 seems undesirable because it's busy, polluted and 

loud, I think this would discourage people from cycling and walking on the route.

I think there would be a positive impact because I cannot currently see a way to get from 

Cambridge Science Park or Milton to Waterbeach safely without either having a car or 

trying to navigate the A10 on foot or by bike, or by using the river path which is beautiful 

but narrow and unlit. I would anticipate that any improvements to this would be positive 

for individuals included in the Equality Act.

The Country 

Park extension 

looks great 

and would be 

a great 

resource for 

the East of 

England. It 

would be 

crucial for this 

to be open to 

all and not 

only 

professionals. I 

personally 

considered 

moving to 

Waterbeach 

but decided on 

Milton instead 

for the sole 

reason of not 

being able to 

find a safe 

route to cycle 

between 

Waterbeach 

and 

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 Cambridge city centre 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

211 Oct 24 20 10:13:55 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 3 1 2 6 5 6 5 5 2 3 Daily Cycling 3 3 3 3 Providing street lights along Ely Road as it joins to the A10 (this feels dangerous at night as a cyclist);

Adding pavement/pedestrian routes on Denny End road and Car Dyke Road from where they join the 

A10 to where pavement re-starts further into the village. There is a bus route that skips Waterbeach but 

does stop on the A10 and currently using this involves walking on busy roads to cross over to 

Waterbeach (or more realistically climbing into bushes).

Because every 

extra metre 

takes physical 

effort and 

considerably 

more time 

than when 

driving, cyclists 

are going to be 

particularly 

sensitive to 

indirect 

routes. I feel 

like the central 

and western 

routes will end 

up being 

worse for 

commuting to 

the Cambridge 

Science Park 

(particularly 

the Eastern 

edge) than 

following the 

A10 and going 

through 

Milton 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 Train 

passenger

0 0 0 1 0 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

212 Oct 24 20 11:41:53 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 4 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Daily Train 2 1 1 1 There is a sufficient train service in Waterbeach that is being extended. A guided busway is a significant 

waste of tax payers money that is completely useless. If the local authority had any sense they would 

install a cycle way along the side of the rail route similar to trumpington!

Negatively affect local residents in Waterbeach that have called Waterbeach their home 

for years in favour of a useless broken system.

A guided 

busway is 

unproven and 

utterly useless 

waste of tax 

payers money. 

If there were 

any thought of 

reducing 

traffic and 

assisting 

residents to 

get into 

Cambridge 

effectively 

then a 

significant 

cycle way 

would be 

implemented. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

213 Oct 24 20 11:45:24 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 4 4 2 2 4 2 Never 1 1 1 1 We do not 

need a guided 

busway that 

will carve up 

the 

environment. 

We need a 

tram system 

which has 

provided a 

very effective 

service in 

other 

European 

cities on 

existing road 

systems.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

214 Oct 24 20 11:56:07 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 1 Daily Cycling 3 3 3 5 Whichever route is chosen, it needs to provide access to the Cambridge Research Park in order to 

provide any benefit to me (and to my colleagues). At present, I don’t cycle to work because the last 

portion of the route coming from the south forces me either into the A10 or the footpath which is 

impassable in winter. The rest of the current route is fine. Whilst I support any plan to improve public 

transport and active travel in this area, and I particularly support the proposed Eastern route, I will not 

use any of the proposed routes unless they connect to the Research Park.

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Cambridge Research Park 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

215 Oct 24 20 12:27:35 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 5 1 1 6 4 6 5 6 3 2 Daily 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

216 Oct 24 20 12:31:42 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 5 1 1 6 3 6 5 6 2 2 Daily Bus 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

217 Oct 24 20 01:03:06 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 1 4 6 6 6 6 6 5 3 Monthly Cycling 1 1 5 2 I would emphasise that my level of support for active travel is much higher than my support for e.g a 

bus route. For me it is all about environmental protection and protecting the quality of life and the 

environent as well as possible, whilst recognising that Cambridge needs more homes. I am concerned 

that public transport routes may become trojan horses for the further erosion of the green belt around 

Cambridge. I feel that generally Cambridge City Council, the County Council and the GCP have made 

sensible decisions about where best to build around Cambridge in order to balance conflicting priorities, 

but the pay-off for that is that we need to preserve green space within walking distance of the people of 

North Cambridge, and especially the green corridor along the river. This has been a lifeline for many 

people during this year of restrictions. 

The right to clean air and green space is one that doesn't get the attention it should, but 

increasingly studies show the negative consequences to physical and mental health of a 

poor urban environment. The people most likely to be affected by this are those already 

disadvantaged and on low incomes. Therefore, environmental protection and the quality 

of our urban environments is an issue of social justice, and should be central to urban 

planning.

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Work in the 

area (Science 

Park)

0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Camcy

cle

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

218 Oct 24 20 01:04:08 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 Use the existing railway, buses and other alternatives. Stop destroying Waterbeach. Negatively everyone living in Waterbeach. Many to loose their homes and the beautiful 

village will be ruined. 

Stop ruining 

Waterbeach 

and this 

countries 

beauty, 

especially 

when it is 

unnecessary! 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

219 Oct 24 20 01:55:11 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 5 5 5 4 2 3 5 5 6 6 Daily Car 2 1 1 1 Keeping cyclists away from motorised vehicles on a route which is wide enough for them to pass 

comfortably. At the moment the cycle path along the A10 is too narrow in manyplaces as is the tow path 

along the river. 

There will be an extremely negative impact on the people whose houses would have to 

sacrificed for the East Area, Central area and A10 areas of interest schemes. 

Have surveys 

been done to 

quantify 

current usage 

of the existing 

cycle paths/ 

tow path is it 

at all clear 

whether these 

would be 

abandoned for 

a new 

dedicated 

route. Cyclists 

usually want to 

use the most 

direct route I 

suspect. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0



220 Oct 24 20 01:55:28 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 5 2 2 6 4 6 6 Less often Car 3 3 3 3 Build a new A10 and use the existing one for buses and cycles All options apart from the Western route will have a detrimental effect on the people in 

the existing Waterbeach village. However the Western route would offer an opportunity 

to connect the Cambridge Research park and the village of Landbeach to the transport 

network.

Routing the 

transport 

through 

already 

congested 

areas will be 

more 

expensive and 

disruptive to 

the people of 

Waterbeach 

village. Having 

a huge new 

settlement 

built on our 

doorstep is 

bad enough so 

please build 

your transport 

network 

elsewhere and 

not through 

the village.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

221 Oct 24 20 05:26:07 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 Daily Cycling 3 2 3 2 East, Central and A10 look like they might involve demolishing houses in Waterbeach - it 

isn't worth that (see below).

It is not 

mentioned, 

but looking at 

the map it 

looks like 3 of 

the 4 routes 

might involve 

demolishing 

houses in 

Waterbeach 

(around Glebe 

Road / 

Cambridge 

Road). This is 

the basis for 

my opposition 

to the east, 

central and 

A10 areas of 

interest. While 

additional 

transport for 

Waterbeach 

village might 

be nice, it isn't 

worth 

demolishing 

people's 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

222 Oct 24 20 06:10:40 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 4 4 3 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Monthly Walking 1 3 3 4 Bus stop in Landbeach with a more frequent bus service! The Central 

option comes 

very close to 

the southern 

end of 

Landbeach. 

This is 

unsuitable for 

general traffic, 

however a 

busway or 

cycle route 

might benefit 

it. A busway 

on the Mere 

way would 

affect the rural 

nature of this 

location.

If bus-routes 

are put 

through 

Landbeach, 

they should be 

available to 

Landbeach 

residents too. 

At present 

0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 Cambridge Centre 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

223 Oct 24 20 09:40:35 pm [name] [email] as an individual Support 3 2 2 3 4 5 5 4 6 6 4 Monthly Cycling 1 1 4 2 Cycle/footpath link to Cottenham 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 Research Park (A10), Innovation Park (Waterbeach) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

224 Oct 25 20 03:03:12 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

225 Oct 25 20 04:19:53 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 Less often Train 2 1 1 1  It’s incredible that people  would even think of going about something like this in such an underhand 

way, to potentially  destroy people’s homes to build a road and not fully consult and  at such a stressful 

time. I strongly support residents who are opposing this road being built. 

People might loose homes and some are evidently of historic note too 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

226 Oct 25 20 08:29:12 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 1 6 4 6 6 6 6 4 Monthly Cycling 5 1 1 5 Upgrades to Mere Way will be most welcome.  However, a number of friends and colleagues who use it 

do not feel safe doing so as a result of proximity to the traveller’s site.  To be fair, I think this is a mix of 

real and emotional response.  I believe it is accurate, however, that gatherings of travellers fly-tipping, 

local theft and so on are intimidating to users of Mere Way and are highly likely linked to the travellers 

site.

If you are not a car user, I believe the central and a10 areas of interest will add congestion 

and further danger to cyclists and people on foot

0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

227 Oct 25 20 09:46:38 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 4 2 4 6 6 6 6 4 6 2 Daily Cycling 1 1 3 1 All areas other than A10 require building on green areas, farm land, wildlife. 

Please do not use car dyke for anything. A link into the village can be made from the 

existing railway or A10 without having to destroy this area of wildlife. 

The plan has to allow for the A10 dualling. Why improve on the existing A10 now if the 

current route is chosen for dualling and rips up all the investment.

Bikes will always chose the quickest route from the existing village to Cambridge. That will 

be leaving the village on an improved car dyke road, down the A10 through Milton. 

New town will have the new station and less demand for cycling to Cambridge.  A cycle 

route along the railway or connecting into Waterbeach to join the A10 route. 

Don’t make things harder than they need be. If A10 dualling is on a New route altogether 

 the exisSng A10 can be used for buses and cycles. 

Do not build 

the greenway 

through car 

dyke wildlife 

area. It does 

not connect 

the village any 

better than 

gong via the 

existing 

station. The 

sports lake 

development 

has been 

talked about 

for 20 years 

and be honest, 

will never 

happen. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

228 Oct 25 20 10:38:52 am Anonymous as an individual 1 1 1 1 6 4 6 6 6 6 6 Weekly Train 4 5 5 5 Very much agreed  with the improvements of transport provide that it will not involved the demolition 

of houses and gardens in the area of Waterbeach.

Some of the proposal appears to be that some people will have their houses and gardens 

destroyed.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

229 Oct 25 20 10:41:41 am Anonymous on behalf of a group or business EAST CAMBRIDGESHIRE ACCESS GROUP Strongly support 2 2 2 2 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 Weekly Cycling 2 2 2 2 Please consider those in wheelchairs and with impaired sight 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 central cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

230 Oct 25 20 10:57:01 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 1 1 0 5 2 3 5 5 3 6 Monthly Train 3 3 3 3 A10 needs major improvements and access to any new station should come from outside the village not 

through the village. Parking along Cody road and surrounding areas should be permit holders only. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

231 Oct 25 20 12:38:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 2 5 5 0 2 5 5 6 5 4 Never 5 5 5 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

232 Oct 25 20 02:39:01 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 2 1 6 5 5 5 6 6 2 Weekly Cycling 2 2 4 5 Segregate cycling route from other public & private transport. Shortest transit time into central 

Cambridge should be one of key criteria. 

Keep the 

active travel 

separate from 

existing roads 

and public 

transport 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

233 Oct 25 20 05:16:37 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 4 2 5 2 6 5 4 4 2 Monthly Cycling 1 1 2 2 A rowing lake to offset negative environmental damage West area: fruit farm destroyed. We need local producers 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

234 Oct 25 20 06:06:27 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 4 4 Weekly Bus 1 1 1 1 Why don't you properly fund the bus service we have already, which has been subject to years of cuts? 

I don't see the need for a busway which duplicates much of the existing routes.

I am opposed to the busway coming through Waterbeach village and resulting in the 

demolition of people's homes and destruction of long-established allotments.

I am opposed 

to the busway 

coming 

through 

Waterbeach 

village and 

resulting in the 

demolition of 

people's 

homes and 

destruction of 

long-

established 

allotments. 

This 

consultation is 

almost 

meaningless as 

it is not clear 

what part of 

Cambridge the 

busway will 

serve. We 

have a bus 

service which 

has been cut 

to the bone by 

successive 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 train 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

235 Oct 25 20 06:41:11 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 Never Car 1 1 1 1 Why not try and look at using a link already there. Alongside the train route. It would impact where I live. The environment around me. Affecting many residents 

unnecessarily.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

236 Oct 25 20 06:55:19 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 4 5 5 4 6 2 2 2 2 Daily Cycling 5 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

237 Oct 25 20 06:55:37 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 0 4 4 4 4 5 4 3 Less often 2 1 1 1 Strongly oppose those proposals which affect the mill workers’ cottages (some of the 

oldest houses in Waterbeach) and the allotments.

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 London 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

238 Oct 25 20 07:05:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 5 5 1 6 6 6 5 6 5 2 Daily Cycling 1 1 2 5 Having a route that isn’t near a main road and follows the Trainline route will be the most 

beneficial to those who can use the public transport connections. 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

239 Oct 25 20 07:10:22 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 Weekly Bus 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Local 

community 

news , 

Leaflet/flyer

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

240 Oct 25 20 07:18:44 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 3 2 5 6 6 6 6 Weekly Car 1 0 0 0 Demolition of allotments and houses on Cambridge Road in Waterbeach would be 

disgraceful.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

241 Oct 25 20 07:38:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 0 0 0 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 Weekly Train 3 2 3 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

242 Oct 25 20 07:45:37 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 2 5 2 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 Negative impact on the environment, dreadful impact on the families whose homes would 

be destroyed 

0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

243 Oct 25 20 07:47:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 6 1 1 3 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 Just leave our village alone and go elsewhere The environment would suffer greatly Think of the 

planet and not 

lining your 

pockets with 

money !!!

0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

244 Oct 25 20 07:48:44 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 3 3 5 5 4 2 4 5 4 4 Less often Car 1 3 4 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

245 Oct 25 20 09:13:18 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 5 3 4 2 2 4 2 Monthly Train 0 1 1 1 Demolishing 

historic houses 

would be a big 

mistake

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Histon & Impington 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Histon & Impington 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

246 Oct 25 20 09:38:52 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 2 Weekly Car 1 5 5 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

247 Oct 25 20 09:41:05 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 4 4 3 3 3 5 5 4 4 Less often Car 2 1 3 1 Any route planned should minimise environmental impact and must avoid the demolition of housing Appalled that 

all routes (with 

possible 

exception of 

Western area 

of interest) 

involve 

demolition of 

people's 

homes which 

are  buildings 

relating to 

Waterbeach's 

history. The 

Western 

route, whilst 

not perfect, 

seems best 

placed to both 

serve the huge 

development 

of the new 

town and 

opens up 

public 

transport 

opportunities 

for Landbeach. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I commute across East Anglia (this is halted at present sure to Covid-19) which includes Cambridge 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Leaflet/flyer

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

248 Oct 25 20 10:23:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 2 Less often Cycling 2 2 2 2 Avoid existing residential buildings if at all possible 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

249 Oct 25 20 10:34:04 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 2 2 3 2 2 2 3 4 3 2 Weekly Train 3 3 2 3 Improve the access by train Take care of the impact in Waterbeach 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

250 Oct 26 20 02:38:30 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 1 6 6 1 1 6 1 Never Car 2 1 1 1 Do not destroy peoples homes! This isn't going to benefit the environment. Car drivers are still going to 

drive just the people who wait for buses may take the new system that's it ! So more pollution!! Build a 

supermarket, more play areas !! 

Leave homes alone unless you're going to offer them something alot bigger and better f off People have 

no say 

anymore its 

disgusting 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Fly 0 0 0 0 0 1 None no one is going to want to sit on a bus with Covid still around and no one even uses buses much now a days 

anyway people have bikes and buses are already in place !!

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Compl

aint on 

facebook 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

251 Oct 26 20 07:15:03 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 6 5 4 2 6 4 2 Monthly Bus 1 1 1 1 We should improve the current bus service,  making it more reliable, run on a Sunday and cheaper. We 

should not be destroying more of Waterbeach green areas and historic houses 

The proposals would negatively impact vital walking paths from Waterbeach to 

Landbeach, it would destroy the allotments which provide food and mental health for 

residents, it would destroy wildlife areas, we see deers, pheasants, foxes, hedgehogs and 

bats in this area.

It would destroy historic houses, that provide character and show the story of the village.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

252 Oct 26 20 07:54:29 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 3 2 4 5 4 3 5 4 4 5 Less often Car 2 3 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

253 Oct 26 20 09:04:27 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 3 2 5 Monthly Cycling 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

254 Oct 26 20 09:49:50 am Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 2 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 Don't know 1 1 3 1 Removing  peoples homes will have an impact. These are lovely old houses. Do not 

demolish 

A route 

through lovely 

old housing is 

not applicable. 

Loss of wildlife 

habitat too. 

This service  is 

not really 

needed there 

is a fast train 

to Cambridge 

already

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Horningsea 

resident 

appalled at 

plan’s to 

remove wilflife 

habitats and 

peoples 

houses . 

Destruing 

lovrly old areas 

for transport. 

No way

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Dont commute 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

255 Oct 26 20 10:54:21 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 3 Monthly Cycling 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

256 Oct 26 20 11:49:51 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 2 1 3 1 1 6 6 6 5 3 Monthly Train 3 0 0 0 Any public transport solutions would have to be accessible for blind and partially sighted 

peple. RNIB and Cam Sight can provide support in ensuring anything that is implemented is 

accessible for visually impaired people.

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 1 1 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

257 Oct 26 20 12:18:42 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 1 2 1 5 5 4 5 6 6 2 Less often Cycling 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 Prefer not to 

say

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

258 Oct 26 20 03:12:30 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 2 4 4 5 4 5 5 6 5 3 Never 1 3 3 3 Hello, looking 

at the areas of 

interest my 

only concern is 

the proposed 

site of the 

West Area.

 Having lived in 

Milton for 50+ 

years the 

landscape, 

wildlife and 

tranquility of 

the Mere Way 

must be kept 

as it is. There 

are not many 

areas like this 

around this 

side of 

Cambridge and 

I feel that 

building a 

public 

transport link 

here would 

damage the 

environment. I 

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

259 Oct 26 20 03:15:49 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 1 1 6 5 6 6 6 2 2 Monthly Bus 1 1 3 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

260 Oct 26 20 05:34:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 4 2 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 Monthly Cycling 1 2 3 1 The proposals 

map is very 

messy and 

difficult to 

picture. 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

261 Oct 26 20 08:50:44 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 5 5 5 5 We have good train service, I will stick with that What about the residents who will lose property and land Everything 

seems to be 

Waterbeach 

focused, when 

actually it is 

just really for 

the New Town 

but as per 

normal they 

are not facing 

the crap

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

262 Oct 26 20 10:37:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 DONT KNOCK DOWN RESIDENTIAL HOMES FOR THIS RESIDENTS WHOSE HOMES BULLDOZED 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

263 Oct 27 20 07:16:32 am Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Train 1 1 1 1 I feel very 

strongly that 

the busway 

should NOT 

pass through 

the cottages 

off Cambridge 

Rd in 

Waterbeach, 

parallel to 

Glebe Road, 

and through 

the allotment.  

These cottages 

are at least 200 

years old, 

possibly older, 

and should be 

Grade II listed.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 train 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

264 Oct 27 20 11:41:28 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Don't know 2 2 2 1 These proposals do not address the large number of vehicles that travel down the A10 and join the 

milton roundabout. How would this proposal help that? Surely investing in some kind of park and ride 

north of Waterbeach new town would help. 

The current residents of waterbeach would be negatively impacted as the proposed 

scheme goes around the village causing destruction but not helping them. 

As a resident 

of [location] I 

am very 

surprised that 

a proposed 

route is being 

considered 

that may run 

along the 

boundary of 

[location] and 

the leaflet that 

came through 

my door this 

week is the 

first time I 

have heard 

about it.  

Three of the 

Four proposals 

are going to be 

knocking 

down 

perfectly good 

homes - I 

thought GCP 

were meant to 

be creating 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

265 Oct 27 20 02:19:25 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 4 4 3 5 3 3 5 6 4 3 Weekly Bus 4 2 2 2 Would not like to see homes destroyed to make way for route. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Rail 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

266 Oct 27 20 04:41:43 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 4 1 6 2 4 6 5 5 2 Daily Car 2 3 3 4 safe access from Waterbeach village centre to any new route rather than existing poor routes; ensure 

integration with existing rail station given the likely timescale for commissioning the relocated station

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Website, Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

267 Oct 27 20 05:29:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 Never Car 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

268 Oct 27 20 05:38:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 3 1 3 6 6 5 6 5 5 2 Weekly 2 2 2 1 Make it regular 

and 

reasonable on 

price 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

269 Oct 27 20 05:44:55 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 4 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Less often Car 1 1 2 2 Western and central will have a huge impact on the village of Landbeach and its 

surrounding rural land.

This should 

have been 

developed 

before the 

new housing 

development 

was started

0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

270 Oct 27 20 06:19:37 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 4 4 4 5 1 1 5 5 1 2 Less often Car 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

271 Oct 27 20 07:51:45 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 4 1 5 5 5 5 4 Less often Cycling 3 1 1 1 Local bus system could be improved first and linking the travel system with the existing train route 

would make sense 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

272 Oct 27 20 08:32:24 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 1 5 5 5 2 2 2 6 6 2 2 Never Car 5 1 1 1 Why dont you just dual the A10 for those of us that drive electric cars, and have no interest in cycling, 

walking or run the gauntlet of COVID  19 on public transport.

All the proposals would have a negative impact on disabled individuals who rely on their 

car to be able to get around.

Expecting the 

thousands of 

new residents 

of the new 

town, to use 

public 

transport, or 

cycling is 

completely 

idiotic. Get 

real, Middle 

America is in 

love with the 

car. The best 

you can hope 

for is to 

provide a 

charging 

infrastructure 

to encourage 

movement 

from Internal 

combustion 

engine (ICE) 

cars to Battery 

Electric 

Vehicles 

(BEVs). 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Bury St Edmunds 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Business owner Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

273 Oct 27 20 09:14:38 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 0 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 2 2 1 1 We will have a new A10 and the new greenway. A decent bus service would be quite 

enough and not waste more taxpayers  money and trash the environment.  

No need for 

this 

development 

at all. Waste of 

money

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

274 Oct 27 20 10:01:36 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 6 6 4 2 2 2 2 Weekly Cycling 2 1 1 1 Waterbeach to Horningsea cycle route All the proposals except the Western proposal have a negative impact on the existing 

Waterbeach village. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Water

beach 

Facebook site 

post from 

residents. 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

275 Oct 27 20 10:07:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 1 6 6 6 6 6 6 4 Weekly Train 1 1 1 3 Cycle ways 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

276 Oct 27 20 10:41:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 3 5 5 6 6 5 4 Less often Train 3 1 1 1 Improve cycle routes.  Use the A10 for the autonomous vehicle route.  Do not demolish people’s 

houses.  Waterbeach has been badly served by the planners and nothing is joined up.  A new house is 

currently being built in Cambridge Road which shows 3 of the 4 routes requiring it to be demolished!  

Houses that are over 200 years old are in line for demolition in 3 of the 4 proposed routes.  The home 

owners have not been consulted and some have not received the glossy leaflet through their door.  The 

infrastructure and  transport plans should have been agreed as part of the planning permission for the 

6000 houses on Waterbeach barracks.  

Negative impact on the owners of the houses scheduled for demolition.  All residents of 

Waterbeach are negatively impacted by the building of the new town.  A much more 

sensitive and joined up approach is required.  It is clear that none of the people who have 

developed these options cares about it understands the impact on Waterbeach village.  If 

they did, better options would have been identified.  None of the proposals serve the 

village of Waterbeach.  

These 

proposals are 

poorly thought 

out.  They are 

not joined up 

with other 

developments 

affecting the 

village - 

moving the 

railway line, 

closing station 

road and 

adding a new 

route from 

Waterbeach to 

Horningsea, 

major 

infrastructure 

proposed by 

Anglia water to 

serve the new 

town which 

will impact 

Waterbeach, 

Landbeach, 

Milton and 

Horningsea.  

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 1 Ipswich 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Water

beach Babble 

on Facebook 

and distraught 

residents 

whose homes 

are at risk of 

demolition 

under these 

proposals

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

277 Oct 27 20 10:47:14 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 2 2 1 2 Never Car 1 1 1 1 You clearly haven't thought this through. Waterbeach Town is being marketed as London overspill. It 

therefore has zero need for dedicated connection to Cambridge.

Negative impact on the current village. Relocating the station will devalue properties 

currently close to the station. It will no doubt be larger, and become a crime hotspot for 

cycle and vehicle thefts.

These proposals have no thought for who will use them, and for what actual purpose.

With actual 

Brexit looming, 

the number of 

people 

requiring 

homes and 

therefore 

public 

transport will 

decrease. 

Unfortunately 

no one wants 

to admit that. 

Just look at the 

ghost towns of 

Ireland  and 

Spain which 

were built for 

expected 

need, and they 

didn't leave 

the EU

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

278 Oct 28 20 05:11:16 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 1 5 1 Daily Cycling 1 1 1 1 Why knock down houses when there are many ways to put a path without knocking down houses and 

would this route head towards Ely

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Ely and St Ives 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

279 Oct 28 20 07:31:12 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 5 5 5 4 4 4 2 2 4 2 Monthly Cycling 3 1 1 1 Improving the cycle route from Horningsea to waterbeach, waterbeach to Milton, resurfacing the cycle 

route along the river. 

Homes should not be knocked down to make way for a metro. 

You should also have made people aware of the consultation before it opened, leafleting after it started 

is disingenuous. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

280 Oct 28 20 07:34:24 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 5 3 Weekly Train 1 1 1 1 Yes the A10 urgently needs upgrading to a dual carriageway from Ely. All road buses should run half 

hourly and late into the evening until at least midnight. Also some morning and evening services 

connecting surrounding villages such as Cottenham and Histon. Also all trains being half hourly and 8 

carriages serving Waterbeach. We don't need another transport system to ferry people in. We need to 

upgrade and improve the ones we already have in place. We also need to wait a few years to see the 

longer term implications of more people working from home permanently$

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Work from home in Waterbeach 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

281 Oct 28 20 07:53:22 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 4 5 6 2 6 5 3 5 2 Daily Cycling 4 1 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

282 Oct 28 20 08:49:30 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Car 1 1 1 1 Better roads for cars! 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

283 Oct 28 20 09:13:01 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 6 5 3 5 5 5 2 Weekly Walking 3 1 1 1 Obviously demolishing peoples homes would massively negatively impact people! 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

284 Oct 28 20 09:35:10 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 Monthly Train 1 1 1 1 I am shocked that this consultation and project seems to be being done in isolation of other initiatives. 

In particular the future of the A10. Planning for the area should be done as a whole not isolated projects. 

Three of the four options will negatively impact some residents of Waterbeach. The fourth 

option will not be very useful for Waterbeach residents.

As said earlier.

I am shocked 

that this 

consultation 

and project 

seems to be 

being done in 

isolation of 

other 

initiatives. In 

particular the 

future of the 

A10. Planning 

for the area 

should be 

done as a 

whole not 

isolated 

projects. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 I most often 

travel by train

1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

285 Oct 28 20 10:00:20 am Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 2 2 6 5 3 5 5 3 2 Daily Bus 1 1 2 2 I think there is a lot of concern for residents living in Waterbeach whose homes may be 

impacted by this, particularly around Denny End Road and Car dyke Road.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

286 Oct 28 20 10:24:30 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 2 3 3 2 2 0 2 Never Car 1 1 1 1 Don’t destroy peoples homes!!! Our homes mean more to us than changing road route Don’t destroy 

our homes !!!!!

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

287 Oct 28 20 10:39:14 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 4 2 4 4 2 3 1 Don't know 2 2 2 2 why create something new that demolishes historic buildings and removes allotments and the 

countryside / natural environment when there are already transport options, why has the improvement 

of the A10 not been mentioned / factored in?

Please don't 

do this, 

Waterbeach 

village has 

suffered 

enough. We 

did not ask for 

the new town 

and we 

continue to 

suffer the 

effects of 

attempts to 

make the new 

town better, 

e.g. relocation 

of railway 

while the 

existing village 

is made to 

suffer

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 Rail 0 0 0 0 0 1 central Cambridge 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Prefer not to 

say

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

288 Oct 28 20 11:09:18 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 1 1 2 6 5 0 4 5 3 2 Don't know Bus 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0



289 Oct 28 20 11:29:30 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 2 2 5 5 1 5 5 5 5 3 Monthly Train 1 2 3 2 Are you genuinely asking for comments concerning Waterbeach village, Landbeach and Milton because 

your question above only refers to travel routes between the new town and Cambridge.  In the hope 

that you are really interested in local resident's opinions, as currently the New Town has no occupants, I 

comment as follows. Retention of the current Waterbeach station with its newly extended platforms 

would be beneficial to those of us who live in the village.  Huge sums of money have been spent 

extending the platforms and the new train service starts in December.  What a waste of money if the 

station is closed and the loss of this facility in the village will be hugely missed.  Of course, the proposed 

new station in the New Town will add value to property prices for the developers and be an incentive 

for London commuters too!  Why not provide small local (electric) buses to take people to the Park & 

Ride sites and other local villages. It is currently impossible to visit Cottenham by bus without going into 

Cambridge and out again.  Why not improve the cycle path alongside the river into Cambridge.  It is 

overgrown and narrow but at the same time provides a lovely landscape whilst cycling into Cambridge.

It appears 

from the map 

that the 

construction 

of the metro 

would involve 

the loss of 

some historic 

housing and 

allotments in 

Waterbeach 

(Cambridge 

Road and 

Glebe Road).  

Why on earth 

would that be 

a good idea? 

The loss of 

people's 

homes would 

be tragic, such 

beautiful old 

properties 

which have 

been part of 

the history of 

our village for 

many, many 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 1 1 0 0 0 1 Cambridge city  centre 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

290 Oct 28 20 12:15:59 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 2 Less often Car 4 1 1 1 All apart from Western route cause people’s house to be knocked down so negatively 

affecting them and their community. 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

291 Oct 28 20 12:23:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 1 5 6 6 6 6 2 2 2 Weekly Train 1 1 1 0 The current train station in waterbeach has just had its platforms lengthened,  I find it a waste of money 

to move the station when the current one has had so much money spend on it . Surely the carpark 

could just be made bigger.

Moving the train station 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

292 Oct 28 20 12:26:02 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know 1 0 1 1 The knocking down of a person's home should never be allowed. Especially a home with 

such history attached to it!

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

293 Oct 28 20 12:33:24 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 4 Less often Car 4 1 1 1 I don’t think you should have to demolish any people’s homes 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Advert in local 

newspapers, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

294 Oct 28 20 12:37:38 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 5 5 5 6 6 1 5 6 1 2 Weekly Cycling 3 1 1 1 Do not knock down people’s homes to achieve this as there are plenty of fields. I support safer cycle routes as the A10 is not safe to cycle on. Would normally use path 

along river to Waterbeach from Cambridge. 

Do not knock 

down people’s 

homes.

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Chatteris - needs safe roads from Cambridge 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

295 Oct 28 20 02:06:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 1 1 You should not be considering routes that will result in homes being demolished. Focus on the Western 

route and get that to the best possible standard. Do not demolish people's homes!

All but one proposal risks demolishing homes in the area. This is unacceptable. You should 

only consider routes which do not do this

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

296 Oct 28 20 02:51:32 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Less often Cycling 2 1 1 1 Please avoid demolition of homes 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

297 Oct 28 20 03:45:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

298 Oct 28 20 03:48:06 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 Monthly Car 3 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

299 Oct 28 20 03:56:38 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 2 1 1 5 3 1 4 Less often Car 3 1 1 1 3 of the proposed routes cut through homes, and land used by Waterbeach residents.  No 

consideration, thought or  consultation has been given to those residents affected by this route for the 

new town.  The new town was pushed upon the village and now planners are destroying the homes and 

lives of residents of Waterbeach with the aim to providing good transportation for the new town and 

getting a pat on the back with  grants for providing sustainable transport links.  Avoid the village, avoid 

the houses which residents live in, love and are bereft at the thought of losing in the name of a green 

town for thousands.  We don’t need or want the autonomous route destroying our houses and our 

friends lives.  

3 of the proposed routes cut through homes, and land used by Waterbeach residents.  No 

consideration, thought or  consultation has been given to those residents affected by this 

route for the new town.  The new town was pushed upon the village and now planners are 

destroying the homes and lives of residents of Waterbeach with the aim to providing good 

transportation for the new town and getting a pat on the back with  grants for providing 

sustainable transport links.  Avoid the village, avoid the houses which residents live in, love 

and are bereft at the thought of losing in the name of a green town for thousands.  We 

don’t need or want the autonomous route destroying our houses and our friends lives. 

I don’t expect 

any 

consideration 

will be given to 

any comments 

given by 

Waterbeach 

residents as 

we clearly do 

not have a 

choice or voice 

when it comes 

to local 

planning.  We 

have had 

thousands of 

houses 

dumped on 

our doorstep 

and others 

rammed into 

every available 

space in 

between.  In is 

not a case of 

whether we 

want this 

route.  WE DO 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train (by the 

way there is a 

wonderful 

little train 

station 

planners are 

moving to the 

new town)

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

300 Oct 28 20 05:47:30 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 1 2 6 6 5 6 6 5 3 Weekly Car 1 1 3 2 Dualing the A10 between Cambridge and Ely. 

Reverting Milton High Street/ Cambridge Road to how they were before the recent changes, which have 

increased congestion and pollution as traffic can't move so easily. 

More evening buses through Milton and Waterbeach. 

Remember 

that essential 

transport 

includes cars, 

not just 

cyclists, 

walkers and 

public 

transport.

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

301 Oct 28 20 06:23:26 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 4 3 4 5 5 1 1 4 1 2 Daily Train 3 3 3 3 No  damage to the old building in the village. Go around the village as much as possibles 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

302 Oct 28 20 06:38:47 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 5 4 2 2 2 2 2 Less often Cycling 1 1 1 1 Avoid the destruction of existing family homes The current Waterbeach community 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website, 

Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

303 Oct 28 20 07:09:36 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 2 1 6 5 6 6 6 5 3 Daily Cycling 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

304 Oct 28 20 07:27:16 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 1 5 5 5 4 3 3 3 4 4 6 Less often Car 1 5 5 5 3 options would have a devastating affect on the old cottages in Cambridge Road Mill 

house Mill cottages please don’t demolish them.

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

305 Oct 28 20 07:52:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 1 Monthly Bus 2 3 3 3 Sort out the A10. Thinking people are going to abandon driving cars is  just not going to happen. If you take away allotments and knock down homes there will drvadting impact. I live in 

Waterbeach 

and feel that I 

have been 

besieged by si 

called 

'development' 

for the last five 

years. 

Development 

down Bannold 

Rd has 

destroyed the 

road surfaces, 

seen what 

pavements 

have been 

added a 

positive 

danger with 

kerbs tones 

proud of the 

tarmac by 

inches. Poor 

drainage so 

that puddles 

are huge and 

deep. The 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

306 Oct 28 20 08:31:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 3 1 2 3 2 Never 0 1 1 1 No houses should be demolished in the process of creating this route. 

The local villages and towbs effected should have a say.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

307 Oct 28 20 10:05:36 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 5 4 3 Monthly Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

308 Oct 28 20 11:00:33 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

309 Oct 28 20 11:01:24 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 1 4 4 3 3 4 3 Never 3 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

310 Oct 29 20 07:04:11 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 6 5 1 6 6 5 2 Weekly Cycling 4 1 1 1 I'm a 

Waterbeach 

village resident 

and aside from 

the train the 

public 

transport links 

are poor here. 

I think this 

project is a 

great idea on 

the following 

terms:

1) I absolutely 

do not want 

homes, 

gardens or our 

precious 

allotments to 

be destroyed. 

2) 

Communicatio

ns between all 

parties should 

be open and 

honest and 

timely (it is a 

disgrace that 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 Train 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Student - 

studying 

vocational 

course

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

311 Oct 29 20 09:03:04 am Anonymous as an individual Support 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know 2 1 1 1 I strongly oppose knocking down homes particularly old properties of historic interest which should be 

listed. eg Mill Cottage.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

312 Oct 29 20 09:22:46 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 1 Don't know Bus 5 1 1 1 Don't use any options that would involve compulsory purchase orders or destruction of people's homes. Proposals that result in the distruction of homes disproportionately impact women and 

children.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

313 Oct 29 20 11:28:52 am Anonymous as an individual Support 0 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 Fortnightly Cycling 5 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

314 Oct 29 20 12:29:54 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 4 4 4 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 Weekly Train 1 1 1 1 Leave Waterbeach village alone. Perhaps improve a10. Leave current train station. Don’t knock down 

houses in Waterbeach or destroy countryside and allotments. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

315 Oct 29 20 05:03:07 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 Less often Car 3 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 City centre 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

316 Oct 29 20 06:48:02 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 4 4 4 4 6 5 4 5 6 Weekly Bus 2 2 2 2 Concerned 

about impact 

of central, a10 

and east 

routes on 

existing 

properties. I 

can't see a 

route that 

could avoid 

demolition of 

houses

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 1 0 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

317 Oct 29 20 07:41:45 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 0 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Monthly Car 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Social 

media

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

318 Oct 29 20 08:54:22 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 2 1 6 6 5 6 6 5 3 Weekly Cycling 2 4 4 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

319 Oct 30 20 08:33:00 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 2 2 5 3 5 5 6 Never 3 1 1 1 Negatively impact housing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

320 Oct 30 20 11:17:44 am Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 4 3 6 3 5 6 6 4 2 Weekly Bus 2 2 2 2 Think about linking up all the planned improvements e.g. the metro, this, the railway etc. and how to 

connect to major employment hubs e.g. science park, addenbrookes, central Cambridge etc. but 

including Waterbeach and Milton in these improvements so the existing people benefit

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 Train 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

321 Oct 30 20 05:48:03 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 1 3 5 6 4 5 6 4 2 Weekly Train 4 4 5 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

322 Oct 30 20 06:10:15 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 Daily Cycling 2 1 1 1 Do not destroy allotments or people's homes. There must be routes that can avoid this. On a personal 

level I want to 

see safer 

cycling routes 

to get to 

Cambridge City 

Centre from 

Waterbeach 

village. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email, Word 

of mouth, 

Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

323 Oct 30 20 06:43:43 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 2 2 5 4 6 6 4 4 4 2 Fortnightly Cycling 1 3 5 1 You must ensure this benefits the town of milton and does not impact on the lives of people living here 

in ANY way. If an underground railway is made, there must be a stop made for the people of Milton. 

It would negatively impact the people of Milton unless you built a stop/ pathway for them. 

Please do not encroach on the river Cam as this is a natural area. 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

324 Oct 30 20 07:08:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 2 5 6 4 5 3 3 2 Weekly Car 1 1 1 2 Skipping existing villages such as Milton and Waterbeach's existing town from this plan is wildly 

unreasonable. Considering Waterbeach has a train station, this should satisfy express transport so there 

should be no reason to "skip" other villages. An underground metro system should be considered - this 

would be more expensive but would satisfy all villages whilst minimizing environmental impact and 

carbon footprint which is critical to a viable long-term plan.

I found the 

brochure for 

this plan 

somewhat 

lacking in 

detail. It's 

unfair to ask 

for views for 

and against 

with vague 

context.

1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 I regularly 

exercise in 

Milton and 

Waterbeach

1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

325 Oct 30 20 08:41:33 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 1 2 0 6 6 2 4 5 5 2 Daily Bus 4 4 5 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

327 Oct 30 20 10:22:21 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 Look for others alternative routes like alone the railway. Negative affect to the community, specially the allotments. I am not agree 

to any of this 

proporsal.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 St. Neots 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

328 Oct 31 20 12:27:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 5 5 5 5 Has there been any survey since Covid to see how many people will actually be travelling into work. The 

railway station has not yet been granted permission to move.

Cannot believe that you want to go through good allotments that are well used and to 

knock houses down, when everyone is calling for more housing.

Surely the 

most pressing 

need is for the 

A10 to be 

updated 

before 

anything else 

is even 

considered.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

329 Oct 31 20 03:14:16 pm [name] [email] as an individual Support 2 4 3 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 2 Daily Car 2 1 3 1 Connecting schools together. For example,  there was no safe cycle route or transport between 

Waterbeach and Milton schools and I spent years driving back and forth. It would have been great to 

have an off road cycle path that was maintained or a transport alternative such as the electric vehicles. 

However, I do not support demolishing people's homes and the loss of the allotments would be sad for 

people.

Demolishing people's home is an awful thing to do and they had not even been informed. 

Trying to hide it in paperwork and not being upfront about it is immoral. This has been 

handled very badly and people in the village were not aware. Covid is no excuse not to do 

your jobs properly as we have all had to continue with our jobs. I would support the route 

that tracks the A10 (A10 area of interest) and links Waterbeach village with Milton Village 

and the Science Park if it were not for the demolition of houses. I don't want a huge 

transport project ploughing through the local countryside as this is something that we all 

value about this area. I can't support demolishing people's homes, so my preferred option 

would be whichever route avoids this. I think that the route that avoids this is the West 

area of interest but overall I think that to connect Milton with Waterbeach and the Science 

Park would make the most difference to the people I know and would stop them getting 

into their cars for work or school.

I am 

concerned 

about the 

impact on 

countryside, 

on people's 

homes and on 

Rectory Farm 

which is a 

much loved 

and valued 

part of our 

local 

community.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 Waterbeach to Milton.

Waterbeach to Histon Road area

Waterbeach to Impington Village College

Waterbeach to St Bede's School, Cambridge

Waterbeach to Cambourne

1 1 0 0 1 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

330 Oct 31 20 04:17:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 Never 1 3 3 3 [Address] and 

which would 

be very badly 

affected if  

three of the 

four proposals 

were adopted 

.  The Western 

option would  

not be a 

problem  and 

would  be the 

best option for 

them.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Other (please 

specify),My 

son and his 

wife live in 

one of the mill 

cottages 

backing on to 

Glebe Road 

and the only 

route 

acceptable to 

them is the 

western one.   

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

331 Oct 31 20 10:10:11 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 2 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 3 Daily Cycling 3 3 3 5 more bike lanes please! 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

332 Oct 31 20 10:16:59 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Don't know 3 1 1 1 The proposals (apart from Western) would go through friends' houses. This is not an 

acceptable option.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

333 Nov 01 20 09:22:08 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never Walking 3 1 1 1 I am sad to see 

that homes 

would need to 

be demolished 

to complete 

this bus route 

and would 

only support it 

if there was a 

way to 

mitigate 

against this. 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

334 Nov 01 20 10:48:58 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 1 1 3 1 5 5 1 Daily Car 5 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

335 Nov 01 20 02:22:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 2 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Don't know Cycling 1 1 1 1 The railway with parallel cycle track (and/or busway) is perfectly sufficient if run efficiently and would 

alleviate traffic on the A10. The A10 cycleway needs urgent improvement with lighting, repaired surface 

and cleared of overhanging branches. The existing occupants of Milton, Landbeach and Waterbeach 

have a right to continue in living there without the threat of damage/loss of their long-established 

homes and gardens. Using existing lines of the communication network, both road and rail, would 

obviate the need for destruction of history (Roman Canal/Anglo-Saxon remains/Roman 

Road/properties), habitats (trees, bat colonies, birds of prey, wetland plants and fungi) and livelihoods. 

As a wetland area with significant flooding risk it is imperative that development of this area takes a 

more considered and better managed approach than is currently being put forward. If climate change 

continues at the present rate this land's height (below sea level in many places) could render it 

unliveable. Nothing in the transport plan, or associated development strategies, appears to consider this 

matter of flooding and over-development seriously - as with Covid-19, it was said that something like a 

pandemic was merely a remote possibility but it has struck with devastating effect. By limiting the 

proposed changes to extending the existing rail and road provision, it can only be hoped that minimal 

impact will result.

The proposals will negatively impact everyone in the area. 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train (why is 

this not on the 

list?!!)

1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

336 Nov 01 20 03:30:54 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 5 1 4 4 3 6 5 4 3 Weekly Cycling 2 2 1 5 Under no circumstances should the Milton foot and cycle bridge over the A14 be used for public 

transport. This bridge is very heavily used and closing it for the time necessary for any upgrades or 

replacement bridge for use by public transport would be very disruptive. People who currently walk or 

cycle into Cambridge would largely go back into their cars due to the difficulties and extra journey time 

using the A10/A14 roundabout to cross the A14.

The Eatern 

route along 

the railway line 

would serve 

Milton and 

Waterbeach 

villages far 

better than 

any of the 

other 3. It will 

also be the 

nicest 

environmentall

y and for 

mental health 

and wellbeing 

as it will 

provide views 

of the Cam 

while walking 

or cycling 

along it.

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

337 Nov 01 20 04:10:20 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 2 0 2 2 3 2 3 1 2 Don't know Train 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 rail 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),newsp

aper article

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

338 Nov 01 20 09:42:25 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Cycling 1 1 1 1 I think the current train service available is fine. The platforms have just been extended so we can have 

more carriages and this will support the influx of people. I can already cycle into Cambridge from 

Waterbeach just fine, except along the A10 there need to be streetlamps put in. There is a bus that 

already goes from Waterbeach to Cambridge but not many people use it because it is expensive and 

unreliable. Please PLEASE don't just keep building more roads/busways/alternative routes and don't 

ever claim that it is for the good of the environment. It isn't. 

It would negatively impact the people of Waterbeach. Please don't 

do this. Please.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train? Why 

isn't that an 

option?

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 15-24 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth, 

Leaflet/flyer

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

339 Nov 02 20 10:01:55 am Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 1 5 6 6 0 4 3 2 1 Daily Walking 1 1 2 2 Better bus timetabling for Milton to Cambridge around morning and evening rush hours.  Currently the 

options for travel to and from Milton are shockingly paltry and unreliable.

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

340 Nov 02 20 12:45:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 2 1 6 4 6 5 6 5 2 Daily Cycling 3 3 4 4 don't skip out waterbeach Don't skip out 

Waterbeach 

just to make it 

marginally 

faster for the 

new town

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

341 Nov 02 20 01:40:01 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 4 4 5 6 5 4 5 Weekly Train 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge. London 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 London 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

342 Nov 02 20 02:52:33 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

343 Nov 02 20 03:38:51 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 1 1 6 6 6 5 3 4 2 Daily Cycling 2 2 4 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

344 Nov 02 20 08:12:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 Less often Cycling 1 1 1 1 Yes. Sort out the A10 issue. If cars are traveling from Kings Lynn / Ely to Cambridge then a new route the 

other side of Landbeach should be considered. Re-purpose the old A10 to allow an improved bus 

service from the new Waterbeach development through the existing village centre out to the Science 

Park and beyond to Cambridge. These buses can use existing roads to minimise any impact on existing 

residents and wildlife that would be consequent in building any new guided bus route.

N/A Ask the right 

questions of 

existing 

Waterbeach 

residents. If 

the railway 

could run 

more frequent 

local services 

and bus 

operators do 

the same then 

I am sure 

people will be 

happy with 

that. Please do 

not turn 

Waterbeach 

into some sort 

of glorified 

Parkway 

location where 

cars from 

miles around 

all travel, park 

up and jump 

on a transit 

service that 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I work from home. 55-64 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

345 Nov 02 20 09:39:10 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 4 1 6 6 5 4 5 2 2 Daily Cycling 5 5 5 5 Long Drove in Waterbeach terminates a stone's throw from Upware; but alas once you've cycled up to 

the end of Long Drove, Upware is not navigable by bicycle because of the river.  Although I understand 

the consultation relates to Waterbeach to Cambridge I think it worth thinking just a bit further where 

the cycling on the other side of Waterbeach goes, especially given the locus of the New Town.  If cycling 

can be "through" to Upware and the entire other side of the river I think the W2C would greatly benefit.  

 Indeed folks on that side of the river would be able to cycle to the Research and Science parks via the 

W2C proposals.

The "A10 area" 

option 

unnerves me a 

bit because I 

can imagine 

cyclists being 

dumped onto 

Milton Road 

for cheapness.  

 It's not 

pleasant 

cycling Milton 

Road - it's a 

complete 

(ironically) 

maze of 

cycling on 

paths, past 

bus-stops, 

crossing on 

pedestrian 

light phases, 

minding skip 

lorries.... I 

hope this is 

not what 

would be 

considered - it 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

346 Nov 03 20 08:11:03 am Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 2 2 5 4 6 6 6 3 4 Monthly Cycling 3 2 2 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

347 Nov 03 20 10:10:53 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 3 1 1 6 5 5 6 6 5 6 Daily Cycling 3 3 3 3 The proposed waterbeach greenway is excellent - when will it start? Can the timelines be made more 

ambitious than 2025? :)

Some in Waterbeach think that one of the CAM routes would require demolishing their 

houses (Glebe Rd), which is obviously pretty bad. What's this for exactly?

This survey 

and the 

brochure are 

extremely 

difficult to 

follow. It's 

conflating 

active travel vs 

public 

transport 

routes, and 

what even is 

the "central" 

route option? 

It's marked as 

an area of 

interest in the 

brochure but 

there are no 

proposed 

routes through 

that bit.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

348 Nov 03 20 11:14:16 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 Less often Cycling 1 1 1 1 The existing A10 is key. The Waterbeach Barracks development would not have been approved if it was 

made clear any new infrastructure would adversely affect existing Waterbeach residents, the green-belt 

and wildlife environment. Increased car journeys as a result of the new houses on the barracks? 

Improve the A10. That could mean a new route the other side of Landbeach leaving the old road to be 

repurposed. Less impact on existing Waterbeach residents. Less overall cost to the public purse by 

repurposing the old A10 into a local access road where buses can run alongside reduced traffic avoiding 

the need to install a purpose built busway. Surely the A10 business case can reflect the overall savings to 

the public purse achieved by joined up planning.

Not applicable. I'm all for 

improvements 

to public 

transport 

services but 

this cannot be 

at a cost to 

people's lives 

and the 

environment. 

The Railway 

Station is being 

moved to 

better serve 

the new build 

homes - fair 

enough but no 

benefit to 

those in the 

South of the 

village who 

currently use 

it. Building a 

dedicated 

busway 

through a 

green-belt 

area of the 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I work from home. 55-64 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth, Social 

media

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

349 Nov 03 20 02:48:22 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 1 1 6 6 6 6 6 1 2 Don't know Cycling 1 1 5 5 1. Hope you can include measures that REDUCE the need for transport journeys e.g. remote working 

facilities in Waterbeach New Town, congestion charge for single-occupant cars in rush hour etc.

2. As this area is already very 'full' existing green space should be preserved and additional transport 

slotted into 'corridors' around existing transport links i.e. the A10 and the railway line

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 city center Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

350 Nov 03 20 03:46:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 4 5 0 2 2 2 0 5 0 Less often 1 1 2 1 There is a perfectly good road - the A10 - between Waterbeach and the A14, there are plans to upgrade 

this route, surely this should be the preferred route, instead of costly schemes, which will destroy 

farmland, natural habitats and motor traffic free routes

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Prefer not to 

say

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

351 Nov 03 20 08:31:07 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 3 3 5 5 5 3 1 5 1 2 Never 1 1 1 1 The Eastern route would appear to go straight through [ocation]. Will you be paying for me to move 

them?

The Eastern 

route would 

appear to go 

straight 

through 

[location]. Will 

you be paying 

for me to 

move them?

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

352 Nov 03 20 08:34:33 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 1 1 2 6 6 6 5 3 6 3 Daily Train 2 2 2 2 You need to have in consideration, the allotments ( rural areas) in Waterbeach, closer the actual 

Waterbeach train station. And see some discussion about some houses ( that are on the plan of travel 

routes).

Take care in consideration any house that can be on the area affected by the route travel 

plans, specially.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert at 

Railway Station

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

353 Nov 03 20 08:54:55 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 I don't think they should consider bulldozing residential homes when it could be avoided. I don't think 

they should 

consider 

bulldozing 

residential 

homes when it 

could be 

avoided.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

354 Nov 03 20 10:56:42 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 6 Less often Bus 4 3 3 3 I think that the 

routes which 

do not result 

in the 

demolition of 

homes should 

be considered 

the only 

option. Why 

are other 

routes 

considered 

that include a 

threat against 

the homes 

that people 

have built and 

destruction of 

historically 

valuable 

properties? 

It's is shameful 

to see that this 

information 

has been 

buried in a 400 

page report 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Commuting through area to workplace. Visiting relatives in Waterbeach. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Northern Cambridge, outside the city but I go through the villages directly north of Cambridge. 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

355 Nov 04 20 10:22:58 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 1 1 4 5 4 5 6 6 5 4 Monthly Cycling 2 4 4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

356 Nov 04 20 11:49:34 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 1 1 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 Weekly Cycling 5 5 5 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

357 Nov 04 20 01:40:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 5 2 1 6 6 5 5 6 4 2 Daily Cycling 3 3 4 4 More connections from Milton to the proposed East area of interest, such as from North Lodge Park. No. Anything that 

can improve 

the cycle 

provision in 

the village of 

Milton, either 

by it being on 

one of the 

proposed 

routes or by 

improving the 

connections to 

a proposed 

route, would 

be greatly 

beneficial to 

the residents 

and encourage 

those in the 

village to cycle 

into 

Cambridge 

instead of 

driving. The 

road through 

the village at 

points is 

disproportiona

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Cambourne 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

358 Nov 04 20 02:08:55 pm Anonymous Support 1 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 1 Monthly Bus 5 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

359 Nov 04 20 09:39:26 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 3 2 5 4 4 4 6 2 6 6 Never 1 1 1 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0



360 Nov 04 20 09:42:17 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 1 1 1 1 3 out of the 4 

proposed 

routes would 

involve 

demolishing 

historic family 

homes and 

destroying the 

habitat of a 

wide range of 

wildlife. This is 

totally 

unnecessary 

and 

destructive 

and nothing 

that couldn’t 

be achieved 

with 

improvements 

to the current 

transport 

options of the 

train, bus and 

bike lanes on 

the current 

routes.  

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

361 Nov 05 20 07:49:38 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 3 2 2 6 6 6 3 Monthly Cycling 2 1 1 1 The literature sent had nothing on the environment so no idea how I can comment on the use of 

Cambridge Greenbelt or the removal of houses and allotments. We have not been presented with the 

facts. Quite a lot of the good stuff eg Mere Way are nothing to do with the GCP as they are U&C 

planning conditions. I have no idea on how often I would use the service as we have no idea on cost if 

it’s £2 return to central cambridge probably would use , if it was £3 would not use it as the train would 

be cheaper.. What time will the service be in operation eg 06:00 to 23:59 ?? The glossy document is a 

poor document and this survey is awful. You mention horse riding for example and it’s not even on your 

drop down. The survey feedback is must do better. 

I have no idea I have disabilities but no idea if the service is going to be free after 09:30 like 

I currently enjoy. My big concern I need a bus to central cambridge I currently have this 

but will this service remove my bus. I can’t walk far so the station in waterbeach village are 

too far out. We will need stopping points in the actual village.

Very poor 

information 

especially help 

for disabilities , 

no idea on 

cost of the 

service or 

impacts on 

current 

services. Really 

disappointed 

you have no 

environmental 

section. Did 

not feel I could 

read your 

document and 

comment. I 

wanted to give 

up.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Cambridge City Grafton Centre area , Uni 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 15-24 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

362 Nov 05 20 10:48:47 am Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 2 4 5 5 4 5 3 4 3 Less often Cycling 2 3 3 2 If the A10 is upgraded with an off-line dual carriageway, the existing road corridor could be used as part 

of the solution. 

I think you 

might be 

complicating 

things by 

asking for 

opinions on 

both the 

public 

transport and 

active travel 

solutions 

together. The 

survey 

questions 

should have 

separated the 

2 things, even 

if the ultimate 

intention is to 

provide a 

combined 

route. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

363 Nov 05 20 02:23:40 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 4 3 Don't know 5 1 1 1 I would consider actually linking up the proposed routes with the current Waterbeach Village, rather 

than going straight past to the proposed new development. Seems rather imbecilic to focus on 

providing the new citizens (demographics likely to be 25+, family members, commuters to Cambridge 

and elsewhere) with another mode of transport to car/train/cycle rather than the elderly population 

living in Waterbeach who have no other option. These people don't take trains!  You're also being rather 

ableist, leaving the disabled population of Waterbeach to have to trek to the new town in order to get a 

bus. Or perhaps you'd expect them to take taxis everywhere instead, a costly endeavour for the 

consumer?

Central, A10 and East would be severely problematic for residents around the Cambridge 

Road/Glebe Road location.  You are expecting buses to navigate traffic lights and chicanes 

in a very tight space which is nigh-on impossible, and you're completely disregarding the 

feelings of the residents who currently live in areas that are affected - as I note in point 10, 

they have not been consulted throughout a process that would be of severe detriment to 

not only the values of their homes, but also their livelihoods. To be pushing this proposal 

through as sneakily as you have done (busway buried in a 400 page document, to take one 

example) in the middle of a global pandemic is particularly heinous.

- The residents 

of Cambridge 

Road and 

Glebe Road 

have only 

been told 

about your 

damaging 

proposals late 

in the day (last 

week, in fact) - 

they were not 

consulted 

initially and as 

such other 

routes have 

been 

proposed and 

dismissed 

before these 

outline plans 

came to light 

only thanks to 

a local resident 

pushing some 

paper through 

the doors in 

the 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 I grew up in 

Waterbeach 

and my 

parents still 

live there - pre-

COVID I often 

visited them at 

my childhood 

home.

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth, 

Email, Social 

media, Other 

(please 

specify),The 

email and 

social media I 

refer to is 

from the 

community, 

not from you.

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

364 Nov 05 20 06:52:25 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 1 5 5 5 6 4 4 2 3 4 4 Don't know 4 1 1 1 As a disabled person who visits Waterbeach regularly, I rely on public transport. This proposal seems 

designed to further restrict the mobility and access to services of existing Waterbeach residents purely 

for the benefit of a population that remains as yet theoretical. The community of Waterbeach is long 

established and is home to a vast range of demographics, from the very young to the elderly, and a 

range of socio-economic backgrounds. Wide provision of transport links is necessary to meet the needs 

of this variegated population and the current plans would be a significant step backwards.

For proposals A10, central and east, the area in question by Cambridge Road and Glebe 

Road is densely built up and would require exorbitant amount of work and expense to 

make navigable for buses. This would cause not only severe disruption during the building 

process, but irreversible damage to the immediate environment of the residents and 

negatively impact the values of their houses. The fact that this has been done without 

good faith consultation and with no prospect of compensation is deeply cynical and 

pernicious. 

The 

underhandedn

ess with which 

this news 

came to light 

in the local 

community 

was appalling. 

It is clear that 

no thought 

whatsoever 

has been given 

to the affect of 

this proposal 

on the 

financial and 

human costs 

for the 

residents of 

Waterbeach. It 

is painfully 

apparent that 

your object of 

concern is the 

lucrative 

theoretical 

residents of 

the new town 

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth, Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

365 Nov 06 20 02:16:36 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 3 2 3 2 2 6 3 5 5 1 Less often 3 3 4 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

366 Nov 06 20 05:27:00 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know Car 5 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

367 Nov 06 20 08:33:27 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 5 4 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Daily Car 1 2 3 3 landbeach seems to be used as a cut through for other developments 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

368 Nov 08 20 10:10:47 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 6 0 2 2 2 2 2 Fortnightly Train 2 2 2 2 I think this will impact the village as a whole 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 Train 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

369 Nov 08 20 05:52:20 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 5 5 5 5 1 5 5 2 5 2 Daily Cycling 1 1 1 1 You should find alternative routes that serve Waterbeach village that do not put peoples homes at risk 

of demolition.  I suggest a route down the High Street.

 1.The maps 

and text in the 

consultation 

leaflet are 

inconsistent.  

The text says 

the route 

would “bring it 

very close to 

residential 

property 

boundaries 

and potentially 

impact on 

allotments”.  

However, the 

“area of 

interest” on 

the map 

covers several 

houses and 

gardens along 

Glebe Road.  I 

am assuming 

that these 

properties are 

at risk and I do 

not support 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

370 Nov 09 20 10:30:51 am [name] [email] as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Less often Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

371 Nov 09 20 11:46:43 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 1 1 1 6 6 6 5 6 5 3 Daily Walking 4 4 3 4 Ensure that all part are disability friendly. eg many shared cycle/walking paths are rarely 

disability accessible as the priority during design tends to lean towards cyclists and not 

pedestrians. This tends to result in less space for wheelchairs and no non-visual indication 

of cycle/walking areas

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

372 Nov 09 20 12:05:36 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 1 2 6 5 6 6 5 4 3 Don't know 3 3 4 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

373 Nov 09 20 07:52:37 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 4 4 4 3 2 5 6 6 2 4 Don't know Cycling 3 3 3 3 I support improving cycling/walking routes along the eastern area of interest between Waterbeach and 

Cambridge.  This would encourage more active travel for existing commuters (including myself).

Public transport should be routed on the west area of interest to avoid negatively impacting existing 

Waterbeach/Milton travel routes.

No. Three of the 

four areas 

appear, in 

part, to run 

through 

existing 

housing in 

Waterbeach.  

This seems 

unnecessary 

and 

undesirable.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

374 Nov 10 20 10:33:45 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 3 3 0 1 1 6 1 1 1 6 Daily Cycling 3 2 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

375 Nov 10 20 01:55:33 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 1 2 5 5 5 5 6 5 4 Weekly Cycling 3 4 4 2 Linking up the missing part of NCN route 11, between Waterbeach and Lode, to allow for an off road 

active travel route all the way from central Cambridge, to other villages like Lode and Wicken, and a 

better long distance cycle route for people to be active on, all the way from Cambridge to Ely. Also 

create a better cycleway to the centre of Cambridge from the existing guided busway, to allow more 

people to access active travel there more easily.

It would probably be beneficial to less well off members of society, as it will create more 

affordable and sustainable transport options than just the car.

I believe as 

well as 

creating good 

public 

transport 

infrastructure, 

creating 

associated 

active travel 

routes is key 

to the success 

of these 

schemes. It is 

clear from the 

amount of 

people that 

use the 

cycleway along 

the busway to 

St Ives that 

these schemes 

are extremely 

beneficial to 

many people. 

If we have this 

high quality 

active 

transport 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 15-24 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

376 Nov 10 20 07:49:18 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 2 1 6 6 5 4 5 3 2 Weekly Cycling 1 1 3 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

377 Nov 10 20 08:16:49 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 3 5 6 6 1 2 2 2 2 Less often Car 1 1 1 1 As a residents of Waterbeach we have constantly been told the new town would not be allowed to have 

a detrimental effect on life in our village. Every decision and every action seems destined to make our 

lives worse

There is currently 2 buses that serve the village and a train station. The new proposals do 

nothing to improve what we already have. They will all increase the need for people to 

travel further to secure public transport 

One hopes 

that perhaps 

the wishes of 

people who 

moved to a 

VILLAGE and 

those who 

have lived in a 

VILLAGE will 

be taken 

notice of. My 

guess we all 

have our 

doubts 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 By rail 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

378 Nov 11 20 09:37:20 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 3 2 1 6 5 5 5 5 5 6 Daily Cycling 5 2 4 5 Waterbeach could easily have a route from Clayhithe to National Cycle route 11 to improve links to Ely. It is great news 

that 

consultation is 

happening. 

Active travel 

between the 

villages and 

Cambridge will 

greatly 

improve 

peoples 

wellbeing and 

provide a 

quick 

alternative to 

car use.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

379 Nov 11 20 08:21:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 0 0 0 0 1 4 4 1 5 6 1 Daily Cycling 0 0 0 0 As a matter of 

high priority, 

there needs to 

be safe cycle 

access to 

Cambridge 

Research Park 

from the 

Guided 

Busway/Cambr

idge 

North/Waterbe

ach/Landbeach

. Cyclists (even 

those only 

coming from 

Waterbeach 

and 

Landbeach) 

are currently 

faced with 

cycling on the 

A10 or cycling 

over unlit dirt 

tracks to the 

back of the 

Research Park, 

both of which 

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 Resident in 

Girton

0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Cambridge Research Park 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

380 Nov 11 20 08:21:35 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 2 2 6 2 2 2 2 Never 2 1 1 1 Fixing the A10 should take priority, rather than another vanity busway project. An upgraded / dualled / 

re-routed A10 the other side of Landbeach would mainly resolve traffic issues. The current residents of 

Waterbeach with houses near the proposed route should not have to deal with a busway route and 

associated noise pollution and foot traffic. If any should be considered, the west route which serves the 

waterbeach business park should be considered.

All but the west route would cut through historic houses and allotment fields in the 

Cambridge road area. This would be a significant negative impact to the residents.

Fix the A10 

first - 

expanding it 

into a dual 

carriageway 

would be a far 

more useful 

proposal. If 

you want a 

greener vanity 

project, the 

route which 

disrupts the 

fewest existing 

Waterbeach 

residents (the 

west route) 

which 

bypasses the 

Cambridge 

road area 

would be 

better.

1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

381 Nov 12 20 07:42:44 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 1 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Daily Car 2 1 3 2 Instead of considering Cambridge to Waterbeach in isolation this consultation should work with the 

plans for the A10 to Ely.This is will save money in the long term and allow for an integrated plan rather 

than piecework that is then tried to link after the fack.

Whatever the 

outcome, the 

options of 

diversion 

routes in the 

even of 

accidents or 

roadworks 

should also be 

included in 

routing plns, 

to prevent 

massive 

disruption due 

to such events. 

Changes in the 

Waetrbeach to 

Cambridge 

corridor have 

a large impact 

on the route 

from Ely and 

further north 

on the A10, to 

Cambridge, 

which is 

already very 

busy. The ain 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Resident in 

Stretham, Ely. 

Commute via 

the route daily

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Commuting Stretham, Ely to Addenbrooke's hospitl daily, leisure in Cambridge city 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),local 

radio 

discussion

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

382 Nov 12 20 07:33:14 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 3 1 6 6 6 6 4 5 2 Daily 3 3 3 3 It is unfortunate that a possible route that would serve Waterbeach residents well, threatens some of 

their homes! You need to offer proper compensation for home owners in Glebe Rd cottages as since 

the publication of your ideas for possible routes, they will be unable to sell their houses.

If the route runs along Glebe Rd could tracks share the road with cars? The Fen Edge villages are 

twinned with Avrille (Near Angers, France) where there is a very efficient tram system. In some older 

parts of the town the tracks run along roads for short distances, using traffic lights, and in rural parts the 

tracks have green routes alongside for cyclists and walkers.

There isn't enough detail in the plans to make comment Will there be a 

cycleway 

alongside the 

new dedicated 

public 

transport 

route?

Why does the 

route need to 

start at 

Waterbeach 

new town 

railway 

station? Who 

is that serving?

Car Dyke 

Roman canal 

runs from the 

Cam, up 

through the 

edge of 

Cambridge 

Road in 

Waterbeach 

and then 

parallel 

between the 

A10 and the 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

383 Nov 12 20 07:33:48 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 1 2 6 6 6 5 5 6 4 Daily Cycling 4 4 5 4 Leave the A10 road route as it is, do not expand it as this will encourage people to drive. There is no 

need to drive if the cycle route is made safe - wide enough and with lighting. Even with the current poor 

cycle path alongside the A10 I have cycled to work from Waterbeach to the Science Park everyday. 

As a keen 

horserider I 

would really 

like the 

bridleways 

linking up to 

allow access 

between 

Waterbeach, 

Landbeach 

and 

Horningsea. 

There already 

exists some 

great 

bridleways in 

these places 

but they are all 

separated by 

the river and 

busy roads.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

384 Nov 13 20 12:40:07 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 3 1 1 6 5 5 5 5 5 4 Daily Cycling 3 4 5 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

385 Nov 13 20 03:53:47 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 4 4 2 0 2 2 6 Daily Train 1 1 1 1 Surely the focus has to be to increase the capacity on the railway. 

With the trains already busy, a sprinter train route - akin to the overland trains in London - would make 

far more sense. 

If investment looks at the route suggested, from Waterbeach to Cambridge it runs alongside the railway 

track.

Why not then look at linking the routes from Ely through Waterbeach/Waterbeach relocated station, to 

Cambridge North, Cambridge Central and then the new station at Cambridge South - creating a 

commuter line that integrates all proposals and perhaps runs trains every 15 minutes at peak periods, 

and maybe even throughout the day.

The discussion is linking the proposed busway from Waterbeach to Cambridge at Cambridge North, 

which just shifts the issue of commuters further down the line.

Surely a far better way of spending public money is to utilise it to enhance facilities already in place 

rather than more building.

The busway for such a short distance looks like a waste of money when a public transport system 

already exists - and could just be developed.

Look at the other proposals for busways, and they do not sit alongside railway lines.

Most people would rather use the train, especially if the current busway plans only aim to take 15 

minutes off journey times - at present the train only takes around 11 minutes from Waterbeach to 

Cambridge.

If the obsession is buses, then maybe greater detail could be looked at linking buses out from 

Cambridge North to the Science Park, Cambridge central to the city centre, and the proposed Cambridge 

South to key points.

Also, the Milton Park & Ride is just up the road, so it seems crazy to put another bus route on the road.

The other point about the proposals is there doe not seem to have been consideration as to where they 

have been placed.

Not only do they threaten people's homes and ways of life - allotments - for what is ultimately a vanity 

project, but they are far detached from the population centre in Waterbeach village.

These plans 

just do not sit 

with the need 

of Waterbeach 

village, and 

seem at odds 

with the 

commitment 

that the new 

town would 

not impact on 

the current 

village.

It feels that the 

plans are just 

aimed at 

shifting a 

commuter 

crowd through 

Waterbeach at 

whatever cost 

to the current 

population.

The big 

question has 

to be whether 

Waterbeach 

needs a 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert in local 

newspapers, 

Leaflet/flyer

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

386 Nov 13 20 08:18:39 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 3 1 6 2 4 5 5 3 3 Daily Cycling 1 1 2 4 Continue next to the railway track into Cambridge 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

387 Nov 13 20 08:47:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 Weekly Car 1 1 1 1 Priority made to widening A10 not cycle lanes encroaching on village in any capacity.! Building new cycle 

route off Denny end road obstructs exit and enterence to village and exit off Cambridge road .Whatever 

is built on new town area should not encroach on village!

These proposals affect negatively the village as a whole,we elected to live in a village not a 

superb of a town. Traffic through village is getting busier with various problems mainly 

with drivers using road as rat-run,these proposals will add to problems quite substantially.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 65-74 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

388 Nov 13 20 09:12:12 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 1 2 2 5 4 5 5 5 5 2 Weekly Cycling 0 0 0 0 Improve cycle route to Cambridge science park from the south (i.e. centre of Cambridge), perpendicular 

to the guided busway

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

389 Nov 14 20 10:25:07 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 Never 1 1 1 1 To be clear: 

for the 

Eastern, 

Central and 

A10 areas are 

you going to 

demolish 

homes in 

Waterbeach 

around Glebe 

Road and 

Cambridge  

Road?  This is 

not clear from 

the 

consultation 

material you 

have produced 

and, if so, is a 

major 

omission of 

significant 

impact.

Three routes 

share this 

problem.  But 

your approach 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email, Word 

of mouth, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

390 Nov 14 20 01:53:02 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 4 3 2 4 3 5 5 4 6 Never 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central London Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Local 

community 

news , 

Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

391 Nov 14 20 03:42:53 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 4 4 4 3 1 4 Never 0 0 0 0 Wherever this route goes it should not impact on historic parts of an old village - resulting in compulsory 

purchase orders and ploughing through allotments just for the alleged needs of a new town.  If it’s 

anything like all the new cycle paths that have been built around Cambridge at horrendous expense - 

which the cyclist don’t use - why evict people from their homes for the sake of box ticking.  And don’t 

destroy the allotments - these have been proven to benefit so many peoples mental health.   Basically 

don’t be a load of idiots.   Think about where you’re putting this thing and consider how you’d feel if this 

was going through your street and you had to leave your home!  

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

392 Nov 14 20 05:18:26 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 Weekly Car 2 2 2 2 The four routes proposed by GCP have little merit; they appear to serve the least number 

of residents in Waterbeach, Landbeach and Milton. 

GCP should 

consider using 

the same 

approach for 

the villages 

that CAM is 

proposing for 

Cambridge. 

The Gault clay 

on which 

Cambridge sits 

is good for 

easy tunneling 

acc to Civil 

engineer[name

].  This gault 

clay extends 

through 

Milton and 

Waterbeach 

village.  Why 

not adopt the 

same 

approach as 

Cambridge and 

use tunnel 

sections under 

the villages to 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

393 Nov 14 20 06:01:43 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 2 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 Monthly 0 2 2 2 1) Consider upgrade of A10

2) Different routes through Waterbeach as 3 routes join at same place to west side of village so doesn't 

serve most of village. Better to come thr from Denny End Route.

3) If Denny End Route not an option then avoid Waterbeach

4)Cycle path to Research Park and out to Ely would be better   

5) Allotments are important for mental and physical well being the same as walking /cycling so why 

destroy something that has been serving our village from at least 1937 

Would negatively impact on my mental  health if you build across my allotment Please see my 

previous 

comments. 

You keep 

saying you 

want to give us 

options of 

transport, well 

please suggest 

a route that 

allows more 

Waterbeach 

residents to 

access without 

having to walk 

miles to get on 

bus.   

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Girton 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

394 Nov 15 20 01:50:15 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 5 2 2 5 6 5 5 3 5 2 Monthly Cycling 3 4 3 4 This route needs to not just be for Waterbeach new town: existing villages (particularly Milton, given it 

has no railway station) need to have good public transport options. 

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

395 Nov 15 20 04:42:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 1 3 1 5 5 6 5 5 5 6 Weekly Cycling 1 4 3 5 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

396 Nov 15 20 05:02:05 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 3 3 3 6 4 5 6 4 5 4 Fortnightly Cycling 4 4 4 4 No 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

397 Nov 16 20 10:07:05 am Anonymous as an individual Support 3 5 5 5 6 6 6 5 6 5 2 Daily Cycling 3 1 1 1 The solution must clearly support Waterbeach and not just Waterbeach New Town It is 

unacceptable 

that you have 

provided a 

brochure to 

Waterbeach 

residents that 

is not clear on 

the potential 

impact on 

existing 

houses and 

allotments in 

the Cambridge 

Road/Glebe 

Road area.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Fulbourn 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

398 Nov 16 20 12:24:32 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 1 3 5 6 4 5 5 4 3 Less often Cycling 3 3 4 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

399 Nov 16 20 01:10:21 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 5 2 2 4 0 0 0 5 0 4 Weekly Bus 0 0 3 0 yes.  If the discussion about  the A10 is a possible dualling from Ely to Cambridge,  wouldn't this leave 

the existing road for the dedicated bus/cycleway ,and /or for local traffic?  Certainly the upgrading of 

the Mere Way would be useful to give another cycle route into Cambridge, and the CRC.  I cycle this 

route often to get to Histon.  

Thank you for 

giving us 

villagers the 

opportunity to 

comment.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 train 0 0 0 0 0 1 central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0



400 Nov 16 20 03:46:27 pm Anonymous as an elected representative I am a district councillor for the Milton & 

Waterbeach ward on South Cambridgeshire 

District Council.

Oppose 4 4 4 4 6 6 5 5 4 4 2 Fortnightly Bus 2 2 2 2 I am not against improved greener public transport options but it does have to be the right one.  I don't 

agree with this particular scheme as all four of the proposed options mean concreting over large 

swathes of land which will negatively impact biodiversity, three of the options could mean the 

demolition of people's homes and none of the options will serve current residents if a decision is taken 

to go from Waterbeach New Town to Cambridge North in as quick a time as possible.  

My alternative proposal would be for a very light railway or electric autonomous buses to follow a route 

(online) which goes along Denny End Road and the High Street in Waterbeach and then links up with an 

offline route running as close to the A10 as possible which then picks up passengers in Milton.  This 

would serve the villages of Milton and Waterbeach and would be far more convenient than a bus route 

out to the West of the village of Waterbeach which may not even have a bus stop, and if it did, would 

realistically only serve residents in the West of the settlement.  Furthermore, I don't think this needs to 

be CAM compliant - a scheme which has no assured funding and something which is exorbitantly 

expensive in that it will require miles of tunnelling.  We do not have to bow down to the current mayor's 

frankly uncosted and vague plans which amount to little more than a vanity project. 

To make the GCP scheme truly viable it has to serve as many residents as possible so it is a real option.  If 

it were just to pick up in the New Town and go direct to Cambridge North it seems pointless for a lot of 

people as the relocated railway station serves that purpose. I would therefore question its validity. It 

would probably also be the death knell of the #9 Stagecoach bus service which currently serves the High 

Street (Waterbeach) although at great expense and on a scant timetable.  Any scheme that replaces that 

service needs to run along a similar route.  With regard to speed and efficiency of service I believe that 

residents would use the service if there were a reliable timetable with a frequency which meant a 

bus/pod was arriving every 5-10 minutes at peak times.  For example, you could drop children off at 

Waterbeach Primary School on foot and then hop on a pod.  I understand that journey time would be 

increased by five minutes if there were two pick up points in the village and a further one in the centre 

of Milton but that is far better than sitting in a long queue on the A10 for twenty minutes or so.  At least 

this service would mean you could accurately estimate your projected journey time.  Yes, the service 

I think these would have a negative impact on the elderly and disabled and in fact any one 

who doesn't own a car as in its current form the proposal doesn't serve those residents.

Have you 

considered 

congestion 

charging so 

that buses can 

use the 

infrastructure 

that is already 

there more 

efficiently?

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

401 Nov 16 20 05:36:18 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 2 1 This consultation so far only pick up high level opinion without any supporting views and as such seems 

irrelevant 

Impacts people of Waterbeach by requirement to demolish houses and lose Allotments.

Also  will adversely impact on all villages between Waterbeach New Town and  Cambridge  

as the object of  Greater Cambridge Partnership is obviously to open up huge swathes  of 

Green Belt for development. losing the necklace of  villages  so distinctive and 

so valued by  the people of South Cambs. 

We already have  an off road rail link which will shortly have increased capacity  and 

proposals for Green Way cycle links . Why do we need to money that is in short supply on 

yet another off road link?????

the If it really is 

about 

transport from 

Waterbeach 

New Town to 

Cambridge the 

jkust progress 

the rail  and 

Green Ways 

options and 

save a whole 

lot of money.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train 1 0 0 0 1 1 Cambridge, Ely 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

402 Nov 16 20 05:52:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 2 2 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 5 Weekly Bus 2 3 3 1 Please ensure that all routes interface well with existing public transport and cycle routes. The East are of interest would impact negatively on the area close to the Cam, which 

should be protected for wildlife and leisure, plus the possible extension to Milton Country 

Park.

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

403 Nov 16 20 06:35:32 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 2 2 2 6 5 5 5 6 5 2 Monthly Walking 2 2 2 2 The routes should not involve the demolishing of housing or recreation areas such as allotments in 

Waterbeach. 

All the proposals would negatively impact Waterbeach by removing the Glebe road 

allotments and historical housing. It is not only the residents and allotment owners that 

would be negatively impacted, many families walk through that area regularly; it is a 

hidden gem and would be a devastating loss. Please look at shifting the routes to avoid this. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

404 Nov 16 20 11:34:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 2 2 2 5 6 0 6 6 6 5 Monthly Cycling 3 3 3 3 No comments 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

405 Nov 17 20 03:33:07 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 5 2 2 2 5 4 5 5 Less often Cycling 3 2 2 2 Waterbeach is well served for public/private/active travel at present.  There is nothing that would 

complement it other than a safe active travel route to the Cambridge Research Park on the A10.  If 

residents wanted to use the proposed routes then they can travel to the new town end of the existing 

village to access them.  Milton is also so close to Cambridge and already well served in a similar way.  The 

proposed routes do not need to pass through Waterbeach and Milton.

The proposals for the East, Central and A10 areas of interest strongly negatively impact a 

number of families and allotment areas within Waterbeach (Glebe Road/Cambridge Road 

area).  These homes are of historical interest and the allotments are highly sought after 

and so the route should not encroach on these areas of Waterbeach in order to better 

serve the new town that is bring built to the north of Waterbeach.

Waterbeach is 

well served for 

public/private/

active travel, 

and has been 

for more than 

20 years, 

hence why we 

moved here.  

There is no 

need for 

additional 

public 

transport 

routes to be 

built through 

Waterbeach as 

residents have 

plenty of 

options and 

can already 

access 

Cambridge 

easily, similarly 

Milton - the 

outskirts of 

Cambridge are 

only 5 km 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

406 Nov 18 20 12:10:18 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 Fortnightly Bus 2 1 1 1 You have mysteriously omitted to mention the small fact that there is a risk of compulsory purchase to 

some homes and destruction of allotments on proposed routes. Assurances that this would NOT be the 

case should be given.

Please refer to answer to Q8. Waterbeach is already under huge pressure from many 

sides, and now the threat of rendering people homeless is added to the mix. This is not 

democracy, and to fail to mention it in your so-called  'consultation' is utterly shameful.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Other (please 

specify),Article 

 in local news 

(NOT an 

advert) 

regarding 

possible 

compulsory 

purchase of 

homes in 

Glebe 

Road/Cambrid

ge Road area 

of 

Waterbeach. 

Also leaflet 

from WHAM 

campaign 

group.

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

407 Nov 18 20 12:47:53 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 Never 1 1 1 1 A dual carriageway on the A10 & Park & Ride site north of the Village, coupled with the rail link, are the 

only sensible & viable transport routes which will preserve the identity of Waterbeach village.

The proposed transport route through Cambridge Road/Glebe Road which would involve 

demolition of existing cottages & allotments is completely unsuitable & will impact greatly 

on those directly affected & the entire local neighbourhood.

GCP have not 

been at all 

transparent in 

their transport 

link proposals 

& have 

resorted to 

hide their true 

intentions in 

the 450 page 

consultation 

study. None of 

the 

householders 

who may have 

their homes 

destroyed 

were directly 

consulted.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Website, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

408 Nov 18 20 01:25:38 pm Anonymous as an individual 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 Never 1 1 1 1  Park & Ride North of the new Village. Plus Duelling the A10. All of the proposed options would negatively impact on Waterbeach Village as the majority 

of the village would not be able to access the transport,  as it goes straight to the new 

town, bypassing  the centre of Waterbeach.

Why did the 

brochures 

delivered to 

homes in 

Waterbeach 

fail to highlight 

the probability 

of compulsory 

purchase of 

homes and 

allotments and 

the 

requirement 

of demolition, 

or that the 

suggestion of 

an alternative 

route using 

the A10 and 

entering 

Waterbeach 

further north 

of the village 

would avoid 

demolition of 

homes.

Entering the 

village through 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 City Centre 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Televi

sion

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

409 Nov 18 20 01:32:52 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 4 Monthly Cycling 4 5 5 5 There would be tremendous negative impact on those people living anywhere near 

Cambridge road, which would be the East, Central and A10 areas of interest

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

410 Nov 18 20 04:51:26 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 4 4 4 6 1 1 6 1 1 2 Monthly Cycling 5 1 1 1 New routes should also provide and help preserve green belt - and should not encourage more cars. 

They should help provide access to green country space, and not make green belt land intensively built 

on.

It is important 

that the green 

belt between 

waterbeach 

and the A10 is 

preserved for 

the village and 

the proposals 

do not lead to 

dwellings 

being 

demolished or 

to former 

farmland 

becoming 

residential or 

industrial 

building land. 

The village 

needs to 

preserve 

green space or 

for new 

proposals to 

encourage 

new wild 

green spaces 

for the benefit 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

411 Nov 18 20 06:43:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 1 5 5 5 2 2 2 6 6 6 6 Never Car 5 1 1 1 Are you kidding. Its a bonkers idea by planners who dont live in the real world. The 3 options 

that converge 

on the 

junction of 

glebe 

road/cambridg

e road are a 

disgrace. Not 

only does it 

negatively 

impact on this 

area with the 

requirement 

to demolish 

houses and 

the loss of 

allotments, but 

it will have a 

massive 

negative effect 

on the whole 

estate centred 

around glebe 

road, and 

coronation 

close and 

cambridge 

road. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Bury St Edmunds 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Piece 

on local BBC 

news critical 

of scheme.

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

412 Nov 19 20 10:31:04 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 1 2 4 2 2 2 5 6 3 Daily Bus 3 4 5 4 A bus route between the Milton Road Park and ride to the Cambridge Research park direct 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

413 Nov 19 20 11:06:33 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 3 2 5 5 5 Never 5 5 5 5 We obviously need 

1. Transport improvement for the embryonic new town - A10 is inappropriate

2. to put in place a service from the proposed original  Waterbeach rail station to the new one 

Waterbeach new town- shuttle bus was proposed?

3. our concern is that  all these plans are developed without consultation with the owners of property 

directly affected by these schemes.

We suggest Action to consult individual local residents on plans which will directly affect their 

properties, wellbeing and transport links as they stand now. 

negative for existing property owners I will attend 

meetings and 

consultations 

but marvel at 

the high 

handed 

approach to 

planning 

prevalent in 

this area. 

These planning 

issues  directly 

affect local 

communities, 

individual lives 

and wellbeing  

and the 

communities 

often  appear 

to have little 

direct say in 

these 

grandiose 

plans - and are 

the last to hear 

about them.  

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Rail user 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth, Social 

media, 

Leaflet/flyer

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

414 Nov 19 20 11:48:23 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 2 5 6 6 0 4 6 6 2 Don't know Walking 1 1 4 1 MUST continue along the current route of the A10 to provide as much security for travellers after dark 

as is possible.

WHY do these 

surveys only 

ask 

"motherhood 

and apple pie" 

questions - oh 

I know, it is so 

that the 

published 

summary of 

responses can 

state 

(truthfully) 

that 100% of 

respondents 

said the 

scheme was 

good ! 

0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 Train 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 75 and above 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website, 

Email, Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

415 Nov 19 20 02:39:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 3 3 3 1 1 1 3 1 2 Never Car 2 3 3 3 We do not 

think this is a 

great idea as it 

goes straight 

to through my 

fathers house 

and land 

Please keep us 

updated as 

much as 

possible as he 

is in his 80s 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64, 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

416 Nov 19 20 06:03:22 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 2 2 2 4 4 2 6 Less often Bus 5 1 1 1 Leave Waterbeach Station  where it is and build a new one for the new town.  The current station does 

not need to be relocated

North South and East options would negatively affect Waterbeach village.  Waterbeach 

village was 

promised that 

the new town 

would be 

entirely 

separate from 

the village and 

the impact 

would be 

minimal.  This 

does not seem 

to be 

uppermost in 

the minds of 

the planners.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

417 Nov 20 20 12:12:27 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 It is not necessary to implement a new off road travel route, existing routes should be improved and 

built upon such as the A10 cycle path being widened sufficiently and potentially the A10 being widened 

to dual carriageway.

The railway is an existing public travel route, maybe add a cycle/pedestrian footpath alongside this to 

allow direct on foot travel to Cambridge.

Anything that requires demolition of peoples homes will have a negative impact. 

Building on existing countryside/hedgerow will have a negative impact environmentally on 

the villages.

The brochure 

for your 

project is 

unclear and 

doesn't really 

answer any 

basic 

questions 

about the 

proposals. It 

does not 

appear that 

existing 

options have 

been looked at 

for 

improvement 

prior to this 

project 

starting.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

418 Nov 20 20 02:25:57 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 2 5 2 5 5 4 5 6 4 2 Less often Cycling 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

419 Nov 20 20 03:28:39 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 1 1 6 4 4 6 6 4 5 Daily Cycling 2 2 4 4 The Clayhithe Bridge needs urgent attention and improvement as it is extremely unsafe for drivers and 

cyclist

A great deal of 

traffic from 

the A10 

towards 

Cambridge 

goes through 

Waterbeach 

and 

Horningsea 

and this road is 

inadequate for 

busy traffic 

and cyclists. 

This 

car/cycling 

route should 

either be 

improved or 

through traffic 

from the A10 

should be 

restricted at 

Waterbeach  

village 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 Cambridge city centre 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

420 Nov 20 20 03:36:04 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 3 2 1 5 4 6 5 6 4 2 Daily Cycling 1 2 5 5 The east area is by far the best option to couple up alongside the river and then onto the Chisholm Trail, 

for access to the city. The A10 route seems the best for access to the Science Park. 

The West area goes way too far away from Waterbeach Village and Milton. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

421 Nov 20 20 03:46:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 2 4 1 6 6 6 5 5 5 2 Daily Walking 3 3 3 5 In my opinion waterbeach village (existing) must be connected to the route, and also measures to 

reduce through traffic through the village would be a welcome intervention. This would encourage a 

modeshift and improve lives of horningsea residents

It is great to 

see these 

initiatives take 

shape, it will 

be important 

to ensure that 

the final 

solution is 

accessible to 

residents of 

waterbeach 

village, there is 

a sense that 

the village may 

become a "no 

mans land" 

between 

cambridge and 

the newtown, 

with fewer 

services and 

more traffic 

(rat running 

etc). 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

422 Nov 20 20 03:52:19 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 4 4 4 4 6 5 4 5 5 4 2 Monthly Cycling 1 1 1 1 Reduce the car usage on this route, and use the existing road infrastructure for public transport. 

Improve cycle links as a high priority (Mere Way is an easy win, and other Greenways).

Build the greenways first, and associated cycle network routes. These would only enhance 

the area with no negative impact.

Build the 

greenways 

first, and 

associated 

cycle network 

routes. These 

would only 

enhance the 

area with no 

negative 

impact.

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

423 Nov 20 20 03:53:39 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 2 1 5 5 6 6 6 4 2 Monthly Cycling 3 4 3 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

424 Nov 20 20 04:01:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 2 3 1 6 5 4 6 5 5 2 Daily Cycling 4 4 3 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

425 Nov 20 20 04:25:43 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 5 5 6 4 4 4 2 4 2 Don't know Car 5 5 5 5 I think the current public transport (buses) is what needs to improve. Waterbeach does not need a new 

metro system. I suggest that  the buses come from new Waterbeach town going through high street in 

Waterbeach  and following the current routes. I also think we need to connect  Waterbeach with West 

towns such as  Landbeach, Cottenham, Impington, Histon,  Rampton, Girton, etc.. No everyone goes to 

Cambridge!

In term of a cycling/walking path, I suggest alone the railway, similar to what Shelford has or alone the 

A10.

I think all the proposals would negatively impact Waterbeach and their resident, for 

several reasons, specially residents alone Mill Road, Glebe Road.

I am strongly 

disagree with 

this 4 proposal. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 St. Neots 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

426 Nov 20 20 04:38:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 1 2 4 4 6 6 6 5 4 Weekly Cycling 3 3 3 3 If the A10 gets dualled offline then it may be possible to use the existing A10 for the route. or part of the 

route.  

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

427 Nov 20 20 06:11:42 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 3 3 6 6 5 6 5 6 2 Weekly Cycling 4 3 1 2 Safe access to Denny Abbey/Farmland Museum for pedestrians and cycles, avoiding the A10. 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

428 Nov 20 20 07:00:21 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 2 4 6 6 6 6 2 5 3 Less often Cycling 1 1 4 1 Your routes are all "misguided" bus routes. They are far away from where potential users live and 

mainly connect two train stations! Why not connect people in Waterbeach (and Milton) with the centre 

of Cambridge and the business parks? 

Second, for an "active" transport route, i.e. a cycle lane, the obvious choice would be along the river. I 

am dismayed that this superior option has been ignored and excluded from the study area. Anyone who 

is a cyclist would know that a dedicated cycle route that isn't running along a street, railway line or a 

busway lane will be the most attractive one, enticing even reluctant cyclists to leave the car at home. It's 

also the safest option and opens up green spaces for all. 

Separate your 

public 

transport and 

your cycling 

infrastructure 

strategies. 

They 

sometimes 

align, as with 

the guided 

bus, but more 

often don't. 

This 

consultation 

should focus 

on public 

transport, 

making sure 

that taking the 

bus and train is 

the better 

option for 

most drivers. 

Secondly, have 

a commuter 

route on 

weekdays and 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

429 Nov 20 20 07:21:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 5 3 3 3 4 3 4 4 Don't know Bus 4 3 3 3 I think the Western option is the only practicable one, because it avoids most of the constraints and 

more importantly has the potential for an extension that links with Cottenham. This village (Cottenham) 

currently has over 6,000 residents and will have many more due to the large developments that are 

taking place thanks to the lack of planning controls in the absence of local and district plans. In other 

parts of the country, a place of this size would merit the title "Town" and so there should be clear plans 

(or at least options) to connect it directly to the Metro and other high speed, environmentally friendly 

public transport systems that are currently being designed.

Routes other than the Western one would negatively impact on residents in Cottenham Don't forget 

Cottenham 

(over 6,000 

residents and 

growing - most 

of them with 

cars which we 

want them to 

leave at 

home!!)

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Cottenham 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

430 Nov 20 20 08:21:22 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 2 4 4 2 2 6 2 Never Cycling 5 1 1 1 Use cycle and/or train routes Local  residents of the existing 'old Waterbeach' are severely adversely impacted by all but 

the Western route.   

The questions 

in this survey 

are completely 

biased and 

have built-in 

presupposition

s - what a con!

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 The train!   

Why has this 

been left off 

the list....? It 

takes just 7 

minutes to 

travel into the 

centre of 

Cambridge 

from 

Waterbeach 

railway station. 

Please that 

want the 

Science Park 

can get off at 

Cambridge 

North.  The 

train fare is 

one quarter of 

the cost of 

travelling by 

bus.

1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

431 Nov 20 20 08:23:21 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 4 4 4 4 6 1 1 2 2 1 2 Daily Car 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

432 Nov 20 20 08:24:40 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 2 5 5 5 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 Never Train 2 1 1 1 The train is a perfectly good public transport route into Cambridge. More frequent trains would mitigate 

the need for an alternative public transport route. This is the more environmentally positive option as it 

doesn’t involve creating a a new transport system. 

I would recommend investing in safer cycle path towards Milton and Cambridge from the new town. 

This is the only environmentally positive option.

All options that include the compulsory purchasing of homes in the old waterbeach, are 

grossly unfair considering the train is already such a viable public transport option. 

The questions 

in this 

consultation 

are loaded and 

encourage you 

to answer in a 

way that 

supports their 

goals. This is 

an 

unacceptable 

way to 

conduct a 

feedback 

questionnaire.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 15-24 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

433 Nov 20 20 08:37:19 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Train 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 15-24 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

434 Nov 20 20 08:48:06 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 3 3 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 Monthly Cycling 5 4 4 5 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

435 Nov 20 20 08:57:34 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Cycling 1 1 1 1 Negatively effect the people's houses you're going to demolish. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 15-24 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

436 Nov 20 20 09:01:38 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never Car 1 1 1 1 The current train route and bus routes are ample public transport for Waterbeach! 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 train 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15-24 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

437 Nov 20 20 09:13:33 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 3 3 3 5 3 5 5 3 5 4 Fortnightly Cycling 5 2 2 2 we need a cycle/pedestrian bridge over the cam to link Waterbeach & Bottisham 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

438 Nov 20 20 09:33:42 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 1 5 5 5 5 1 5 1 5 1 4 Daily Cycling 2 1 1 1 The service would need to either serve the existing village, or steer well clear of it. Active travel routes 

are excellent (as long as they are not dangerous shared use paths, and cyclists can safely avoid other 

users) - the busses should use the existing A10, once the A10 has been relocated.

I find the 

prospect of 

running busses 

through the 

Glebe 

Road/Cambridg

e Road 

bottleneck to 

be 

unworkable. 

The road is not 

wide enough, 

the allotments 

are 

established, 

Mill cottages 

would fail 

structurally 

without 

suitable 

foundations 

for the rumble 

of heavy 

haulage 

(assuming 

demolition 

does not take 

place), and any 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 city centre 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

439 Nov 20 20 10:17:30 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 Less often Car 3 3 3 3 Frequency of public services, they need to be way more frequent eg every 10 mins between 7 am and 9 

am , 5 pm and 7 pm and then every 20 mins in the intervening hours

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

440 Nov 20 20 11:23:52 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Car 1 1 1 1 No other interventions needed as we already have the train. Negativly effect families and wildlife of Waterbeach residents. Really do not 

understand 

why we would 

need a busway 

when we 

already have a 

train station to 

the science 

park 

(Cambridge 

North) and 

Cambridge. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 15-24 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

441 Nov 20 20 11:55:15 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 4 3 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Walking 1 1 1 1 New Town is pointless. Houses in glebe Road waterbeach is criminal. Allotments are part of our heritage. 

Houses on Estate less than 25 years old would be devalued. 

New Town should not spoil old village life build houses fine but don't affect us who have 

property that will be devalued

None. New 

Town is 

criminal. Don't 

spoil a great 

community. 

People's 

houses should 

not be 

demolished 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

442 Nov 21 20 11:03:17 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 3 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 Less often Bus 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

443 Nov 21 20 12:01:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 3 3 6 6 0 6 6 0 2 Fortnightly Bus 2 2 2 2 t appears that there are no hard and fact on which to make a judgement. My fear is that Waterbeach 

Village will be the biggest loser in any of these 'schemes' . It would appear that apart from losing land 

and property, at least one of the roads from the village to the A10 will be dissected by the new 

'automated transport system', and as the vehicles are proposed to be small (40 passengers), at peak 

times there would be a high frequency, resulting in delay to accessing the A10. How far would people 

from the village have to walk to access this new transport system, if at all? The other point is that this 

scheme concentrates on travel between Waterbeach and Cambridge, but many villagers prefer Ely as 

their place of choice. Should this scheme go ahead, it can be assumed that the current bus service from 

Cambridge to Ely, via Waterbeach would be discontinued. If this GCP project is carried out as efficiently 

and effectively as the Ely/Wichford roundabout project, I dread to think of the consequences!

Older people and those with disabilities would be most impacted negatively. I have found it 

difficult to 

read between 

the politic-

speak and the 

'buzz' words to 

discover any 

firm facts.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

444 Nov 21 20 05:56:09 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 3 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 1 Monthly Cycling 3 3 3 3 Good connectivity with Milton Road and cycle links into Cambridge.  good connectivity up to Ely, and 

beyond.

Active travel is good for everyone and will help disabled people be more independent. 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0



445 Nov 21 20 06:59:29 pm Anonymous as an individual 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 The new town at Waterbeach will probably cause flooding in Cottenham.  The developer needs to set 

aside money to mitigate flood damage caused in nearby villages resulting from the new town at 

Waterbeach.

My home in Cottenham faces a negative impact if the A10 moves closer to the village as it 

would be extremely close to my home and would bring 24 hour traffic noise as well as 

pollution.  As [medical condition], any increase in local road pollution would be 

detrimental to my health.

This is not the 

time to be 

expanding the 

region.  

Unemployment 

 is rising, 

companies are 

moving 

abroad.  

Waterbeach is 

on a flood 

plain, the new 

homes face 

flood risks, 

and so do 

nearby villages 

eg Cottenham 

if large scale 

house building 

takes place.  

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Resident in 

Cottenham, in 

the area very 

close to where 

there are plans 

to re route the 

A10.  I live half 

a metre above 

sea level.  A 

pumping 

station works 

24/7 to keep 

water out of 

homes in my 

part of the 

village.  Heavy 

rainfall has 

resulted in 

fields flooding 

next to 

Cottenham 

Traveller's site.  

 Any building 

on local flood 

plains 

increases 

future flood 

risks _ it would 

1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 My place of work varies, usually S Cambs or N Cambridge. 55-64 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

446 Nov 22 20 11:30:28 am Anonymous as an individual Support 4 2 2 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 Weekly Cycling 1 2 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

447 Nov 22 20 03:37:20 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 4 1 2 2 2 2 2 Never 1 1 1 1 Whatever transport arrangements are made for the new development, they should not have any 

negative impact on the village of Waterbeach. Ripping up existing allotments and laying tarmac over 

green belt land on the perimeter of the existing village is not acceptable.  

Access to the proposed busway would not be easy for vulnerable groups, particularly the 

elderly, the infirm and vulnerable. Plus, if people were to migrate to any new busway, then 

existing services may be unviable and be withdrawn by the operator. This would make 

matters worse for vulnerable groups.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

448 Nov 22 20 05:31:57 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 0 0 0 6 5 4 4 5 4 3 Weekly Car 4 2 2 2 Separate cycle routes rather than a lane on the traffic road. During the building of the new town and development of this strategy, Councils and 

developors should be aware of the impact of the pollution caused by heavy vehicles and 

related increase in traffic on small children attending Waterbeach primary school, now 

that it is widely known that this impacts on childrens' health for life and that COVID can 

also attach itself to particles emitted by these vehicles.

I am also 

concerned 

about the way 

building 

developers 

and councils 

do not seem to 

be concerned 

or have a 

cavalier 

attitude if 

trees have to 

be chopped 

down to suit 

their plans.  In 

many 

circumstances 

this need not 

happen.  

Excuses are 

always made 

that the tree 

has suddenly 

become 

'dangerous' 

(although it 

may have 

been there for 

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

449 Nov 22 20 09:48:22 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 5 4 2 2 5 5 5 6 6 4 4 Fortnightly Cycling 1 2 3 1 AW are proposing to move the STW just North of the A14 to release the existing site for housing. 

Science park are planning to extend for virtually the entire area between Impington and Milton. The 

P&R is already in the green belt and the new police station is proposed in the same area. If we are going 

to develop the green belt why not use it for housing then we don't need a transport corridor.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

450 Nov 22 20 10:04:56 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 4 5 4 3 5 5 5 6 5 3 2 Less often 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

451 Nov 23 20 06:34:35 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 2 3 1 6 6 6 6 6 5 2 Daily Cycling 4 4 5 5 With Eastern option, improved offroad access to Horningsea could also be provided. Direct link with 

Chisholm trail at Cambridge North would be a huge advantage. Off road connections to North 

Cambridge would also be appreciated - East and West options combined could provide this.

Reduction of traffic, both through the village and on the A10, must be a priority. Doing so 

will improve both local air quality, and is required for global carbon emission reduction. It 

is also an important component in reducing isolation and loss of community caused by 

private vehicle usage.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

452 Nov 24 20 11:27:33 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 2 4 2 5 4 6 5 6 5 4 Never 1 1 1 1 All routes are going to have a negative environmental impact due to the sheer number of extra people 

travelling towards major employment locations from Waterbeach new town. The A10 is already a 

nightmare to use and this is going to make things even worse. I appreciate that travel options are being 

considered but none of these will address the main issue of car use on the A10. 

The development of this area is going to negatively impact disabled people who have no 

choice but to drive to work as it will clog up the roads even further.

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

453 Nov 25 20 01:59:16 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 2 2 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 Less often Cycling 4 4 4 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

454 Nov 25 20 05:24:26 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 1 5 5 3 5 4 Less often Bus 3 1 1 1 Must be considered in relation to potential A10 upgrades to ensure coherent overall transport strategy All routes apart from western have detrimental impact on the existing village of 

Waterbeach particularly residents around Denny End and Odl Camdridge Road.

These 

proposals 

were not part 

of the 

consultation 

for the new 

town. 

Waterbeach 

has not been 

served well by 

the planning 

process and 

delays to local 

plan. It seems 

as though this 

is set to 

continue with 

the village 

being 

sacrificed for 

the good of 

the new town. 

How can you 

plan for a 

coherent 

transport 

strategy 

without 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64, 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

455 Nov 26 20 08:55:33 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 3 5 5 5 6 1 1 1 1 1 1 Weekly Cycling 2 1 1 1 Better cycle routes.  Most of the above questions are difficult to answer as they are to do with the 

whole route between Waterbeach and Cambridge.  The part of this that is problematic is the section 

that 3 of the above routes take between the New Town and Cambridge Road - a busway here would be 

expensive and environmentally / socially damaging.  Open spaces, allotments, historic housing, and 

Green Belt land could be scarred or lost forever.  Use of existing roads through the village is a far better, 

cost-effective  solution and would be a major improvement on the current plans.

The Western route does not serve the existing village at all.  The other 3 follow the same 

route along the western edge of Waterbeach, a long way from the High Street and the 

area to the north and east of it - this discriminates against elderly residents, those with 

disabilities and others who, for a variety of reasons, need quick and easy access to 

transport.  

I am in favour 

of improved 

public 

transport, 

cycling / 

walking routes 

between  

Waterbeach 

and 

Cambridge.  

However, the 

proposed 

plans make it 

difficult to 

assess the pros 

and cons of 

the 4 routes 

when one of 

them (the 

Western Area 

of Interest) 

does not serve 

the village at 

all, and the 

other 3 take 

the same 

route from the 

new Town to 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 The train - why 

is it not listed 

above?  

Waterbeach is 

very well 

served by this 

for travel to 

Cambridge and 

beyond.  Once 

longer trains 

can stop at 

Waterbeach 

station, this 

will make it an 

even more 

attractive 

public 

transport 

option.

0 0 0 0 0 1 Cambridge City and London for culture, entertainment and shopping. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Retired so no longer commute. 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Website, 

Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

456 Nov 26 20 09:36:31 am Anonymous on behalf of a group or business Southern & Regional Developments Strongly support 4 3 2 1 6 2 5 6 6 5 1 Don't know 1 2 4 5 One of the most important issues is to ensure that there is good access between Waterbeach village and 

Waterbeach New Town and these links should be improved for a variety of modes of transport 

including walking, cycling, bus and rail.  Particular support is given to the Waterbeach Greenway that will 

provide sustainable and accessible links between Waterbeach village and the New Town. It is 

recommended that the Waterbeach Greenway is extended to ensure it reaches the proposed new 

station to ensure pedestrian/cycle links are provided for.

Existing residents of Waterbeach will be positively impacted by sustainable transport links 

between the village and new facilities at the New Town including the relocated train station

Priority should 

be given the 

east area of 

interest as this 

provides links 

between 

North East 

Cambridge and 

Cambridge 

North station 

to the existing 

village at 

Waterbeach 

and new 

relocated 

Waterbeach 

station

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Developer 

interest in 

Waterbeach

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1

457 Nov 26 20 12:26:48 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 1 1 6 6 5 6 6 6 3 Fortnightly Cycling 2 1 4 3 Don't plan for just one cycle route. 

Please plan to interconnect surrounding villages.

Access to different areas of cabridge is essential (central, science park, Newmarket Rd etc)

The rowing lake could provide a very large amenity and help with cycling corridors.

no Good multiple 

route choices 

are essential 

for a 

successful 

solution.

Cars require 

parking, cycles 

require 

segregated 

routes.

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

458 Nov 26 20 08:26:37 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 2 2 2 6 6 0 0 0 0 2 Less often 0 0 0 0 Inclusion of the Rights of Way network on the consultation maps so that potential links could be 

identified and included.  Major error not to include them.

Despite the use of Active Travel and definition which includes horse riding, no mention 

anywhere within the survey of horses or equestrians.  The vast majority of horse riders are 

female which is a protected characteristic therefore I suspect that the terms of the 

Equality Act 2010 have not been complied with.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 South 

Cambridgeshir

e.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Horse riding. 0 0 0 0 0 1 Local PROW network. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Local 

equestrian 

group.

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

459 Nov 26 20 08:58:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 4 4 5 6 6 5 4 Weekly Train 2 1 1 1 a) Coordinated approach with redevelopment of A10.  'A10', East and Central routes could be improved 

by going along A10 between Landbeach junction and Denny End traffic lights.  This avoids bottleneck at 

Cambridge Road and Glebe Road.  

b) Avoid the bottleneck. Currently these three proposed route options run in a tortuous impractical 

path right through residential areas and village perimeter greenbelt land, making all three 

I fully agree 

with points 

made by other 

local residents: 

 i)None of the 

proposed 

routes pass 

through the 

village, as such 

there does not 

appear to be 

any 

improvement 

in the 

provision of 

public 

transport for 

the village of 

Waterbeach, 

indeed based 

on the routes 

being 

proposed a) 

the vulnerable 

and elderly 

would struggle 

to access them 

and b) if 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

460 Nov 26 20 09:19:09 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 6 6 5 5 5 5 2 Monthly 3 1 1 1 I did indicate I would use it but there is no option for horse riding! Grrr!  

 

GCP statement :

Equalities Impact and Other Comments

We have a duty to ensure that our work promotes equality and does not discriminate or 

disproportionately affect or impact people or groups with protected characteristics under the Equality 

Act 2010.

But you’ve excluded horse riders from being able to say they would use this route for riding from the 

 consultaSon survey!  

Q9 says:  Please comment if you feel any of the proposals would either positively or 

negatively affect or impact on any such person/s or group/s.

 

 

Despite the use of Active Travel and definition which includes horse riding, no mention 

anywhere within the survey of horses or equestrians.  The vast majority of horse riders are 

female which is a protected characteristic therefore I suspect that the terms of the 

Equality Act 2010 have not been complied with.

You’ve also made it impossible in the survey for equestrians to say they they’d use the 

route for riding as you’ve only provided other modes of transport. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Horse ride 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

461 Nov 27 20 10:09:27 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Never 4 1 1 1 Negatively impacts on residents of Cambridge Road and Glebe Road due to potential 

demolition, encroachment on resident's housing, noise and light pollution. Detriment to 

existing allotments and wildlife habitats that live within the allotments. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

462 Nov 28 20 03:17:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 2 4 6 4 4 6 3 4 4 Daily Cycling 2 2 4 2 '- I support the 

creation of 

new cycle/ 

walking route 

between 

Waterbeach 

village, Milton 

and 

Cambridge. I 

do not 

understand 

the need for 

an additional 

public 

transport 

route as there 

is already a 

train, and a 

road way for 

buses. A bus 

lane for the 

a10 would be a 

much more 

straightforward 

 way of 

improving 

access by 

public 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

463 Nov 28 20 06:13:59 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Less often Cycling 1 1 1 1 Improve existing cycle paths and bridleways

More regular trains

3 out of 4 would go straight through parts of the village, demolishing homes. This is 

unnecessary. Additionally, looking at the routes I can fail to see why the train is not 

adequate... additionally I understand that a park and ride is due to be built as part of the 

new town. This is a complete waste of time and money as far as I can establish - what is 

needed is an improved cycle route between waterbeach and milton to allow access to 

existing park and ride/ town. Perhaps increase regularity of buses/ have park and ride in 

waterbeach new town.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Horse riding 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

464 Nov 29 20 02:56:01 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 4 1 6 6 6 6 6 6 3 Daily Cycling 3 3 1 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 train 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

465 Nov 29 20 04:12:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 1 5 6 6 5 6 5 5 3 Don't know Cycling 1 1 3 1 It is ridiculous that 3 of the 4 routes hit a pinch point at Glebe Road. There is absolutely no 

reason why the route should go this way. Going through the centre of the old village of 

Waterbeach would serve residents much better

There should 

be a much 

more joined 

up travel 

policy where 

all the 

different 

parties talk 

and plan 

together. We 

have the 

Greenway, the 

Busway, the 

rerouting of 

the A10 and 

the moving of 

the railway 

station. Surely 

it's not beyond 

all parties to 

work together 

and have a 

"combined" 

travel policy 

rather than 

working is silos 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I travel to the centre of Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I work from home so do not commute 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

466 Nov 29 20 04:26:26 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 3 3 3 5 3 5 5 Weekly Cycling 3 5 5 5 To actively engage with other infrastructure proposals so that the area around Waterbeach, Landbeach, 

Cottenham & Milton is not being constantly dug up over the next 20 years

All of the proposed routes for the guided bus, bar the Western Approach, create a 

negative effect on the environment of Waterbeach Village. This village has been subject to 

years of green space abuse due to the delay in the implementation of the protections to its 

Green 'Border'.  Please stop carving up the few spaces that are left.

The current 

traffic flow on 

the A10 must 

surely be 

signaling 

concern.  The 

most effective 

planning to 

ease future 

grid lock 

should be for a 

new A10 to be 

built, and the 

current road 

to become a 

local road 

once more.  I 

don't 

understand 

why proposed 

building 

projects, like 

the new 

sewage works 

and the 

relocation of 

the Police 

station, are 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I travel to customers who are located all around the Cambridge area 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

467 Nov 29 20 06:27:33 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 4 5 6 5 3 5 6 5 4 Weekly Cycling 4 2 1 2 More safer cycling routes. The A10 at the moment is incredibly unsafe to ride along, not only for 

accidents but from fumes due to 'cycle route' being so close to the road. We also need a dedicated 

route along the railway track, with lights, to get people moving safely in and out of Cambridge. This will 

be really well used. The towpath is only really useable in the summer and there is not enough space.

Also will the new bus route join up with the railway station? Are there plans to be able to buy a train and 

bus ticket together? Everything needs integrating.

The fact that people face having their houses demolished means it does impact very 

negatively on these people. I am also shocked that this information was not made public 

knowledge and had to be found in the small print of a 450 page GCP document. I know 

that GCP prides itself on transparency so this was not positive to find out.

PLEASE 

increase safe 

cycling 

capacity. This 

part of our 

country has 

the potential 

to be like the 

Netherlands, 

with a bit of 

brave, long-

term thinking, 

and this would 

be wonderful 

for now and 

future 

generations. 

Creating a 

dedicated 

track along the 

railway line 

between 

Waterbeach 

and Cambridge 

(and all the 

way up to Ely if 

possible) 

would be 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news , Email, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

468 Nov 30 20 08:06:29 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 2 4 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 Don't know 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

469 Nov 30 20 11:28:48 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 2 Weekly Train 2 1 1 1 I oppose the 

demolition of 

existing village 

houses to 

create a new 

transport link.

I oppose the 

eradication of 

allotments.

The new 

station should 

provide a swift 

train service 

into 

Cambridge 

North, 

Cambridge 

Central and in 

due course 

Cambridge 

South stations 

and I question 

the need for a 

further means 

of transport 

unless it serves 

the Cambridge 

Research Park 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

470 Nov 30 20 01:27:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 4 2 4 4 5 4 6 6 3 Weekly Bus 3 3 3 3 It would be very helpful if the public transport routes are combined with appropriate and safe cycling 

ways, particularly for fast commuting by bicycle

I note from the 

proposals that 

that is no 

attention given 

to the 

northern area, 

which extends 

(within the 

study area) to 

School Lane in 

Chittering. 

Safe cycling 

routes from 

Chittering 

towards 

Waterbeach 

and Cambridge 

do not exist, 

which  in my 

opinion is 

shameful.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Resident in 

Chittering 

where safe 

cycling routes 

are non 

existent

0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Retired/work part time from home 65-74 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

471 Dec 01 20 06:14:53 am Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 3 3 6 1 1 6 6 1 2 Don't know Train 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Train 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert at 

Railway Station

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

472 Dec 01 20 02:43:20 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 1 5 5 2 5 6 5 5 5 Weekly Cycling 2 1 4 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

473 Dec 01 20 03:11:38 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 1 1 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 Daily Train 5 5 5 5 Keep / short-term mothball existing Waterbeach Village rail station as well as build New Town station 

further north. In 25 years time, 2 stations will be a huge asset on a future "Cambridge Northern Line" 

similar to London Underground overground network, with stations every mile. Include a station at 

Milton. Many of our residents already work at Addenbrookes and Biomedical Campus. Potentially there 

will be thousands of workers in the future commuting just to the Science Park and Biomed Campus. 

Existing Village station would serve Rowing Lake visitors on event days if that project goes ahead. we 

must think longer term much more seriously in order to cater for a dramatic increase in workers and 

others travelling.

There are some super ideas for the younger and more physically able people, with 

Greenways and the "active travel"philosophy. I am a strong supporter of these ideas. I am 

68 and regularly cycle into Cambridge along the river path. But some time soon inevitably 

age and infirmity will do for me. We must keep in mind the changing DEMOGRAPHIC - we 

are a steadily ageing population and active travel will not be an option for an increasing 

number of our residents. In all of the developers' lovely glossy futuristic PR posters, the 

people illustrated are ALL young and fit and active but where are the older and less mobile 

types? We must make provision for them, including providing parking places for their 

small electric cars close to their homes - the developers are very vague when these issues 

are raised.

Thank you for 

the info and 

other 

resources, I 

much 

appreciate the 

opportunity 

for dialogue. I 

will continue 

my thoughts 

as a separate 

document as 

suggested.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Working from home in Waterbeach, commuting to central Cambridge as required 65-74 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

474 Dec 01 20 04:08:17 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 6 5 3 Weekly Car 5 1 1 1 Consider Waterbeach High Street as will serve whole village, maintain importance of High St., create an 

opportunity to enhance centre of village, improve streetscape- footpaths, cycle routes, pavement etc.

The proposed routes are not accessible to over half of the village. I did not 

receive the 

paper 

brochure. I'm 

concerned 

about the 

vagueness of 

the routes as 

they pass 

through the 

village and 

their impact 

on houses on 

Glebe Rd/ 

Cambridge Rd.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

475 Dec 01 20 10:16:41 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 3 3 5 4 4 5 6 5 6 5 Daily Cycling 4 2 2 1  Please dovetail the planning with upgrading the A10...if the A10 goes west then the “off road” route can 

use the old A10...keep it simple!!

There must be 

some joined 

up planning...if 

the police 

station and 

sewage works 

are moving 

then ensure 

we only dig up 

the road once 

:)

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

476 Dec 02 20 09:32:05 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 4 2 4 5 2 5 5 6 4 3 Daily Cycling 0 0 0 0 I strongly support a new off road transport network. My preference is rail over bus. [location] and 

would use a new route. I am concerned that the A10 will not be able to support the level of traffic 

generated by the new town.

The current proposals route the busway far from the Waterbeach village centre which may be of limited 

use and also far from the new station.

I am in favour of a public transport route to serve the New Town, and would like Waterbeach and 

Milton to be served by this if possible. However, I am not in favour of the current plans (or areas of 

interest) 3 out of 4 of which seem to be placing this new route through existing housing involving the 

demolition of properties and the historic Roman canal which is a scheduled ancient monument.  I am an 

allotment holder and also do not wish the allotments to be destroyed. They also all have the problem of 

the Glebe Road constraint which is far from ideal. 

I would strongly support a route which runs parallel to the railway line to the south of Waterbeach. 

Please look again at the areas of interest to find a new route either to landbeach but preferably to the 

south of the village. 

With regard to the environmental impact, I am unable to comment as you have not provided any 

environmental impact assessments for us to review.  If you provide environmental impact assessments, 

I will be happy to comment on the impacts on the different proposed routes. 

I am interested in routes which link up with the hospitals rather than routes into the centre of town. 

Please could you consider links to the hospitals as a priority? 

Lastly, when the plans for Waterbeach New Town were proposed to the residents of Waterbeach, we 

were told that the New Town would not have any impact on the existing village. This is clearly not the 

Please see 

previous 

comments on 

box 8.

0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

477 Dec 03 20 02:37:13 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 3 1 1 6 5 4 6 5 4 2 Daily Cycling 1 2 4 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

478 Dec 03 20 03:06:19 pm Anonymous as an individual 3 3 5 3 6 6 6 6 5 5 2 Fortnightly Bus 3 3 4 3 The risk to those whose houses border Glebe Road and the nearby allotments It is absolutely 

essential that 

alternative 

routes for the 

A10  proposal 

be identified at 

the earliest 

opportunity. 

The under 

pinning 

principles are 

sound but 

demolition of 

existing 

properties 

should not be 

necessary

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

479 Dec 03 20 03:07:02 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 2 2 1 5 5 5 5 6 6 4 Monthly Cycling 5 4 4 5 Whichever route is taken, improvements to Mere Way/Akeman Street, and onwards to the Research 

Park, for cyclists and pedestrians would be beneficial.  Also , improved links from the river to 

Waterbeach village for cyclists and pedestrians.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

480 Dec 03 20 03:38:45 pm Anonymous as an elected representative Councillor at City of Ely Strongly support 0 0 4 0 6 6 6 6 4 6 2 Less often Train 0 0 0 0 I am concerned the route might involve demolition of homes. If vehicle usage is to diminish as a result of 

this innovation and also in response to carbon emission reduction targets, existing road routes should 

be used. 

Not aware of any. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),In the 

course of my 

duties as a 

Councillor

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

481 Dec 03 20 04:29:30 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 0 2 0 6 5 2 2 4 5 2 Don't know Bus 0 0 0 0 There is no point in a Park & Ride site more than 500m from the rail station.  Space is needed for 

transhipment to small vehicles to the city centre and retail parks

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Advert in local 

newspapers, 

Website

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

482 Dec 03 20 07:47:54 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 4 1 3 6 1 6 1 6 6 1 Fortnightly Car 1 1 5 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Hardwick 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Website, Email

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

483 Dec 03 20 11:23:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 2 1 2 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 Fortnightly Cycling 2 4 4 4 I have 

expressed 

reservations 

about the 

Western 

option due to 

concern about 

the impact of a 

development 

on the Mere 

Way, which is 

currently a 

peaceful route 

for walking, 

running, horse 

riding and 

occasional off-

road cycling. I 

would like to 

know more 

details about 

what is 

proposed. As a 

keen cyclist I 

welcome good 

infrastructure 

such as the 

path beside 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Cambr

idge Cycling 

Campaign

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

484 Dec 04 20 11:43:33 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 1 2 5 5 5 5 5 3 3 Weekly Bus 3 3 3 3 Greenways project this depends on the proposed crossings of the strategic road such as A10 and A14 if they 

are to be grade separated.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 train 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

485 Dec 04 20 03:00:46 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 4 4 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 Fortnightly Cycling 0 0 0 0 A crossing of the Cam for cyclists and pedestrians to access Waterbeach Station. Active travel and public transport provision enhances low-cost transport choices for low 

income and other non-car owning individuals and families.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Cycling towards Ely. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

486 Dec 04 20 09:00:40 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 1 1 4 Weekly Car 3 3 3 3 Not demolishing houses or allotments The three routes proposed that needlessly demolish houses and allotments. There must 

be another way without significantly impacting Waterbeach residents like this.

I’m very glad 

to see 

infrastructure 

being put in 

place for the 

increased 

traffic but 

please 

reconsider the 

routes 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



487 Dec 04 20 10:08:19 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Never 1 1 1 1 To dual the A10 between Ely and the A14 junction at Milton. These proposals would negatively affect and impact on the residents of Waterbeach I vehemently 

oppose this 

proposal 

which sets out 

to ruin 

Waterbeach, a 

rural, fenland 

village.  My 

family and I do 

not want this 

and nor do the 

other 

residents of 

our parish.  It 

will not benefit 

us at all, we 

wish to remain 

a village not 

look like an 

urban 

conurbation 

which is where 

these types of 

public 

transport are 

usually placed.  

 To state that 

you are going 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Railway (trains) 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

488 Dec 05 20 06:35:20 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 3 3 6 5 5 4 5 4 4 Daily Cycling 1 2 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

489 Dec 05 20 12:15:22 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 5 5 6 2 2 2 2 2 2 Weekly Cycling 1 1 1 1 Busses, taxis and 'Autonomous Metros' suck. Just build a train and a cycle path. The plurality of the proposed alignments are likely to lead to the demolition of homes and 

destruction of allotments. This is unacceptable.

I reiterate my 

absolute 

opposition to 

any alignment 

that leads to 

the 

destruction of 

homes and 

allotments in 

Waterbeach. I 

emphasise my 

complete 

contempt for 

the Mayor's 

cash 

incinerating 

Gadgetbahn 

metro scheme.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Rail 0 1 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

490 Dec 05 20 01:46:18 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 4 2 6 5 5 5 6 6 6 Weekly Bus 2 5 5 4 I applaud the concept of Electric Buses.  

RLW and U&C have referred to Shuttle Buses between existing village and new Railway station in new 

town.  What has happened to this idea, please?

1. The negative effect on the householders, allotment owners, horse-riders, cyclists in and 

around the Glebe Road area is monumental. 

2. The negative effect of the Glebe Road routes in terms of risk to Heritage [ Mill Cottages; 

Car Dyke] and Environment [GreenBelt; local ecology] is massive.  I am a former 

[profession] and willing to comment further if needed.  The irreparable long-term damage 

to Heritage and Environment detract from quality of life and surroundings of those in 

existing village.

3. For both 1&2 there is a consequent, serious risk of damage to property values and 

mental health.

4. I applaud how these proposals assist those working at the Cambridge Science Park and 

Cambridge Research Park, as well as other Hi-Tech or Bio-Science facilites; and also benefit 

the Bio-Medical Campus in S Cambridge.

5. However, the present proposals work against many others who live in the existing 

village but work in Cambridge or London.  Many are in age-groups or circumstances where 

cycling [as proposed] to the New Station would be unsafe.  The proposed Shuttle Bus from 

the existing village needs to be factored in.  These workers are Tax-Payers and Council-Tax 

payers who contribute to the local economy: they merit services to enable them to access 

their employment URGENTLY, ahead of this project.

6. There is substantial negativity in this plan towards the Elderly/Disabled/Disadvantaged 

sector of the existing Waterbeach Village.  You may have access to current percentages; in 

the last five years I understand this category to have made up about 45% of the 

Waterbeach popluation. 

7. The positioning of some termini and stops are negative to me. Some of this near-half of 

the community in older age categories are, actually, still in some kind of employment or 

study in nearby Cambridge.  As a professional [profession in city of Cambridge] I would like 

to continue to take tours in Cambridge once Covid-19 restrictions ease.  We contribute to 

the delivery of managed Tourism and Hospitality which makes up about one-fifth of the 

Cambridge City economy.  Post-Brexit, this may contribute to the maintenance of 

I have been a 

lifelong and 

proactive 

supporter of 

sustainable 

and public 

transport. 

From this 

point of view I 

want to 

applaud what 

you are doing 

and hope that 

better 

solutions may 

be found.

To get to 

better 

decisions 

quicker, may I 

suggest the 

following:

1. To minimise 

conflict, please 

advise 

Stakeholders 

sooner.  The 

households of 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I'm afraid that I don't understand the question or options here.  I travel from Waterbeach, approximately weekly, to 

Cambridge; and fortnightly to Ely.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Retired but a) 

working 

freelance and 

b) active in my 

community

Word of 

mouth, Email, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

491 Dec 05 20 03:35:02 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 2 2 2 6 3 5 3 5 4 2 Weekly Cycling 1 1 1 1 Cycle routes between Waterbeach and all surrounding villages need to be improved; most importantly 

from Waterbeach to Cambridge via Milton but also Waterbeach to Cottenham.

When the New 

Town was 

planned, 

residents of 

Waterbeach 

were told that 

the New Town 

would have no 

major negative 

impact on 

Waterbeach 

Village. Homes 

are now at risk 

of being 

demolished by 

new proposed 

public 

transport 

routes which is 

disgraceful. 

Why can the 

new route not 

follow existing 

roads and thus 

reduce the 

negative 

impact on the 

environment? 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 Granta Park, Great Abington 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

492 Dec 05 20 04:56:13 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 4 2 2 2 2 2 2 Weekly Car 1 1 1 1 Yes leave the train station where it is. The only real reason to move the station so the developers can 

increase the cost of the new houses in the " new town" , which i might add no one in the village wanted.

I feel this whole development will negatively impact Waterbeach Village as it is. For an 

example its going to move the train station. After all the new town is more important than 

the residents of the village  now

I am totally 

against any of 

the proposed 

routes. Not 

that anyone 

will take my or 

any other 

residents of 

Waterbeach in 

to considering, 

the deal is 

already done.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Website, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

493 Dec 05 20 07:00:29 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Monthly Cycling 1 1 1 1 I support cycling and green transport but we have a train station and an inadequate bus service that 

could be improved. These proposals involve either demolishing homes or at the least completely 

destroying their surroundings and removes valuable allotments. This would change the character of the 

village. When the new town was proposed it was assured that it would not negatively impact the village, 

yet our homes are threatened and even if preserved there will be a busway running outside my 

window, also our cottages have no foundations so structurally they would not survive construction 

work near them or constant bus traffic. These proposals are ill thought out at the expense of 

Waterbeach village. The village does not want a busway link to Cambridge. We want better and 

affordable bus services.

It would negatively impact homes, green belt and allotments in the area of Glebe Road and 

Cambridge Road and wherever it rejoins the village

These 

proposals 

make no 

sense. It 

should be 

considered in 

conjunction 

with A10 

proposals, 

thatbGCP are 

not working in 

collaboration 

is unbelievable.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),I 

never 

received a 

brochure.A 

concerned 

neighbour 

made his own 

leaflet and 

delivered to 

us (Paul 

Bearpark)

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

494 Dec 05 20 07:17:32 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 5 3 4 5 2 4 2 Weekly Train 2 1 1 1 Connecting Waterbeach to the Milton Park and Ride. Park and Ride Hub at Waterbeach?

Maintaining the existing station alongside the new one- two stops?

Please don't put the busway through the 3 middle routes you've got- they're too far away for existing 

Waterbeach to use and it destroys homes, green space, allotments and encroaches heavily upon the 

Glebe Road estate. There just seems to be lots of other good alternatives instead of choosing an option 

with such a negative impact. Seeing as the A10 is going to be relocated and improved that road will be 

much quieter- why not use existing infrastructure rather than this costly alternative that will only serve 

the new town? 

The location of this busway and its access points is far away from Waterbeach homes. This 

would negatively impact those with disabilities as it would be difficult for them to access 

this current route.

Furthermore, the allotments are incredibly important for mental health- especially in the 

current climate and removal of them would be detrimental to those with learning 

disabilities and other mental health problems. 

I really 

appreciate the 

time and effort 

being taken to 

improve the 

infrastructure 

of 

Waterbeach. It 

is needed 

absolutely. But 

these routes 

don't seem to 

join up with 

other projects- 

such as the 

A10 

improvements 

- surely a more 

holistic 

approach is 

needed and 

the green 

spaces of 

Waterbeach 

need 

protecting. 

Thank you for 

taking the time 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 train- why isn't 

this in the list? 

It's an 

excellent 

existing form 

of off road 

transport that 

we already 

have. 

Waterbeach 

doesn't need a 

new busway, 

just more 

buses.

0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news , Social 

media, Word 

of mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

495 Dec 05 20 07:53:31 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 3 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Monthly Car 3 3 1 1 Dual the A10 and provide a road that can support the weight of traffic already using the road and 

additionally generated by the new town both for private and public transport. Maximise the use of the 

rail infrastructure and build appropriate cycle routes. 

It has been 

suggested 

that, although 

not clear from 

the brochure, 

some options 

would damage 

the existing 

village of 

Waterbeach 

taking land 

and potentially 

demolishing 

properties in 

the village. It 

was  

understood 

that having 

accepted the 

new town on 

the edge of 

the village that 

the existing 

village would 

be protected. 

If true these 

proposals fly in 

the face of 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

496 Dec 06 20 07:35:05 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 4 4 5 6 5 6 6 Weekly Train 1 1 1 1 The proposed routes do not serve Waterbeach particularly well, access on the outskirts would be 

difficult for elderly residents and less attractive than the railway station. Enhanced cycle routes, in the 

form of a greenway, and improved local bus service would better serve the village.

For Waterbeach residents, it is difficult to see how any of these routes would significantly improve 

journey times to the Cambridge Science Park or Cambridge City Centre compared to existing travel 

routes using combined rail and cycle services between Waterbeach Station and Cambridge 

North/Cambridge Stations. The scheme will encourage the best uptake of public transport overall if it 

has the shortest journey times for the new Waterbeach Town Residents, this will in turn mitigate impact 

on the A10 from the new Waterbeach Town Development. Therefore it males most sense for the route 

to bypass the village rather than passing directly through.. Those from Waterbeach who wish to use the 

new route could join at the relocated railway station.

It is surprising that this consultation is being undertaken separately to the dualing of the A10. Both 

schemes should be considered together to understand what the overall environmental cost-benefit is. 

Finally it is not clear from the consultation documents what is being proposed. Our understanding is a 

combined bus and cycle route but the consultation documents are ambiguous in this regard and could 

much better communicate the proposals.

The proposed 

routes do not 

serve 

Waterbeach 

particularly 

well, access on 

the outskirts 

would be 

difficult for 

elderly 

residents and 

less attractive 

than the 

railway station. 

Enhanced 

cycle routes, in 

the form of a 

greenway, and 

improved local 

bus service 

would better 

serve the 

village.

For 

Waterbeach 

residents, it is 

difficult to see 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Rail!! 0 0 0 0 1 1 To Wicken Fen, Lode, Cambridge, etc. 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

497 Dec 06 20 10:07:56 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 4 4 4 4 2 6 6 6 6 6 Weekly Cycling 5 1 1 1 There needs to be traffic calming measures in the current Waterbeach village to prevent rat running 

through the village by car drivers and lorries, which would encourage people from the new town and 

elsewhere to use public transport, or stick on the A10. 

I think many residents enjoy the allotments, so anything that would damage or destroy 

them could affect their wellbeing. It will be important to understand the demographics of 

people with allotments to make sure a protected group is not adversely affected.

I am fully 

supportive of 

measures that 

get people out 

of their 

vehicles and 

onto public 

transport, or 

active travel. 

However, 

wider 

consideration 

needs to be 

made of the 

immediate 

routes and 

what might be 

adversely 

affected 

elsewhere. 

Traffic growth 

north of 

waterbeach 

village could 

be detrimental 

to the village 

unless 

sufficient 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Rail 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email, Other 

(please 

specify),Email 

from Liberal 

Democrats

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

498 Dec 06 20 01:36:00 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 4 4 4 5 5 4 5 5 3 2 Fortnightly Cycling 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

499 Dec 06 20 02:55:36 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 4 4 4 5 1 3 3 5 3 2 Daily Cycling 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

500 Dec 06 20 04:12:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 5 3 3 5 5 5 4 4 Weekly Cycling 3 1 1 1 I think that this 

is a poorly 

designed 

survey that 

does not 

provide a real 

opportunity 

for the 

expression of 

views by 

current 

residents of 

Waterbeach 

Village. 

A busway 

which passes 

through a part 

of the village, 

involving 

potential loss 

of housing and 

allotments, 

should not be 

offered as an 

option.

Why has re-

routing the 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 Cyclist 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth, Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

501 Dec 06 20 04:49:15 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 2 3 5 4 2 6 6 6 6 4 Daily Train 5 4 3 2 This needs to 

be done 

before all the 

houses are 

built in 

Waterbeach 

New Town

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

502 Dec 06 20 05:08:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 3 2 Daily Car 3 1 1 1 No 3 of the routes 

directly impact 

homes and 

allotments that 

are part of the 

village history. 

This is totally 

unecessary 

and was never 

formally 

disclosed.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

503 Dec 06 20 05:46:34 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 1 1 1 6 0 0 6 6 0 1 Daily Car 3 4 5 2 Please start 

with the 

construction 

of new railway 

station in 

Waterbeach as 

soon as 

possible. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

504 Dec 06 20 06:11:35 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 3 5 5 5 6 1 5 5 2 5 2 Weekly Train 3 1 1 1 Route alongside the railway should be reconsidered, as it will serve the east of the village which is

 threatened with losing both its bus service and its train service. Vehicles should be light, driverless, and 

fast, not conventional double-deckers.

All negatively affect those in the centre and east who would lose current public transport 

services. All except western would negatively affect those living close to (or in the way of) 

the proposed route.

The project 

aims to 

provide public 

transport links 

good enough 

(and fast 

enough) that 

people will use 

them in 

preference to 

cars. There 

seem to be 

two rather 

different ideas 

as to what that 

might mean:

(a) a tarmac 

road that can 

be used by the 

kind of buses 

we have now, 

in the 

expectation 

that the Metro 

will be able to 

use it in the 

future

(b) a 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 train 0 1 1 1 1 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Website, Local 

community 

news , Email

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

505 Dec 06 20 08:33:14 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 1 2 2 5 6 5 5 5 3 2 Weekly Cycling 5 5 4 1 The new route 

must serve the 

Milton village!

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

506 Dec 07 20 09:43:34 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Monthly Car 1 1 1 1 Negatively 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

507 Dec 07 20 10:35:19 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 Never 1 1 1 1 I do not think the new route should impact on Waterbeach village at all.  We already have a good train 

route and buses in place.  We were assured that the new town would not impact on us and this could 

destroy key features of our beautiful village.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

508 Dec 07 20 01:34:10 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 2 2 2 5 6 6 5 5 1 2 Monthly Bus 2 2 2 2 I have an 

concern that 

there are a 

number of 

other 

consultations 

and possible 

developments 

within each of 

the areas of 

interest 

including CSLT 

whose plans 

assume the 

eastern route, 

and Cambridge 

Science Park 

North which 

assumes the 

western route.   

  Without 

coordinated 

planning there 

is a high risk 

that at least 

one of these 

projects will go 

ahead based 

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Website, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news , Other 

(please 

specify),Distric

t Councillor 

reports to 

Parish Council

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

509 Dec 07 20 03:17:07 pm Anonymous on behalf of a group or business Working directly with the landowner, Orchestra Land is instructed to assist with this 

representation by responding as deemed necessary.

Support 5 1 1 2 6 5 5 6 5 5 2 Weekly Bus 2 4 4 4 Cycle Route/Lanes to connect and serve Waterbeach village to this network but cut through minimal 

existing properties. Keep CPO to minimum. Planning to shut the existing waterbeach railway station 

seems counter productive. This decision should be reversed and a stop opened at Milton, with a 

footpath/cycle lanes following the same path into the existing Cambridge north station,  and then a 

cycle/path route onward into central Cambridge.

This representation is submitted by Orchestra Land on behalf of the owner of resident of 

land lying south of Cambridge Road, north of Car Dyke Road. The land is submitted to be 

included as a residential development site in the Local Plan. Therefore, if existing and 

potential future residents on Cambridge Road/ Car Dyke Road could walk south or west 

within half a mile to then utilise the new public transport route to Cambridge and the 

wider area then this is a positive benefit. For this benefit to be realised the A10 and Central 

areas of interest are preferable. However, if the Eastern area of interest were chosen and 

the route is positioned through the middle or eastern half of the blue shaded area of 

interest that is running through the landowners land, then the site would likely become 

undeliverable for housing as well as splitting an agricultural field which we object to. 

Overall we support the transport scheme as it makes Waterbeach more sustainable.

In our meeting 

with the lead 

of this 

transport 

project (Paul), 

it was 

explained to us 

that the ‘areas 

of interest’ are 

indicative. We 

propose an 

alternative 

route starting 

at Waterbeach 

new town 

exiting to the 

west – 

travelling 

south to the 

east side of 

Landbeach 

and 

intersecting at 

Waterbeach 

Road 

immediately to 

the west of 83 

Waterbeach 

0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Ely Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Landowner 

runs a 

successful 

local company 

based in 

Chettisham 

Business Park

Email 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1

510 Dec 07 20 04:52:59 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 0 0 0 3 6 6 6 5 6 6 2 Less often Cycling 3 3 3 3 This link is 

clearly 

essential.  I 

don't know 

enough about 

the different 

routes to 

comment 

about them.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

511 Dec 07 20 10:45:33 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 2 2 1 6 4 4 2 2 3 2 Daily Cycling 1 4 5 5 Don't move the station it is highly convenient for Horningsea residents as well as the local Waterbeach 

population.  By all means develop a cycle & foot path to the Waterbeach new town, you could put in a 

canal at the same time to take the flood waters...

Moving the train station would reduce the value of people's houses who live close to the 

existing station.  Close could mean anything up to inside 0.5miles from the station.

This survey 

and the 

attached 

leaflet seem to 

be highly 

biased 

towards 

moving the 

station and do 

not suggest 

alternative 

options such 

as not moving 

it.  It does not 

comment 

about the 

negative affect 

it will have on 

the people of 

Horningsea.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

512 Dec 08 20 12:04:21 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 3 1 2 6 5 0 6 6 0 6 Daily Car 0 0 5 0 It's better to use Bannold road (instead of Cody road) for access to the new railway station in 

Waterbeach.

It's better to 

use Bannold 

road (instead 

of Cody road) 

for access to 

the new 

railway station 

in Waterbeach.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

513 Dec 08 20 02:21:21 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 1 5 0 0 5 5 2 5 6 Fortnightly Car 4 1 3 1 There is no point in taking traffic off the A10 about 10 mile earlier than before The Waterbeach New Town needs to be separated from Waterbeach village.  This requires 

access via the A10 or western route

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

514 Dec 08 20 04:35:34 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 5 5 5 5 2 3 4 5 2 4 5 Less often Bus 0 1 1 1 The travel route from Waterbeach New Town should be direct not through any part of Waterbeach 

village

Neutral impact Waterbeach 

village must 

remain 

independent 

of the New 

Town as 

previously 

agreed. There 

is no 

advantage to 

the village for 

a route on The 

outskirts, the 

existing bus 

route through 

the centre of 

the village is in 

the correct 

place to serve 

the village as 

now. The 

route through 

node 26 will 

destroy the 

allotments and 

will require 

demolition of  

property and 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Advert at Park 

& Ride 

site/Bus, 

Leaflet/flyer, 

Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

515 Dec 08 20 04:44:23 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 4 1 5 6 6 0 6 6 6 4 Monthly Bus 1 1 3 1 An all-weather, but unlit, cycle path along Mere Way should be provided separate from and in addition  

to the dedicated off-road public transport and active travel route between Waterbeach and Cambridge

The public transport infrastructure (CAM, presumably) should be designed to 

accommodate both high frequency direct passage from Waterbeach New Town into 

Cambridge and also public transport services which call at existing villages - with suitably 

high frequency especially at peak times to serve the needs of those of us who cannot walk 

great distances and don't have access to a car.

Whilst 

Cambridge 

North Station 

seems a good 

location for a 

transport 

interchange, 

please 

consider a 

satellite 

interchange 

where Milton 

Road crosses 

the Guided 

busway. This 

could reduce 

journey times 

for travellers 

switching 

between the 

Waterbeach/C

ambridge 

route and 

routes along 

the Guided 

Busway (to 

Cambridge 

Regional 

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 Resident in 

Histon

1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

516 Dec 09 20 11:14:31 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Weekly Bus 1 1 1 1 what problem is this solving? people are working from home and the road is clear. you say you aim to 

cut journeys by 24% after taking in to account 11000 new homes which i can't see how that is 

achievable. there is already a direct connection between waterbeach-north cambridge-city the train. 

why put a bus doing the same route? as a landbeach resident i would like a bus through the village. not 

asking too much for 1 or 2 an hour. also a safer cycle route through the village would make me and my 

kids feel safer using our bikes

western route would impact landbeach as that has a village walk in the countryside please remove 

the traffic 

lights at mIlton 

roundabout. 

the day they 

came back on 

the traffic 

started 

queuing again

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email, Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

517 Dec 09 20 02:12:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 Weekly Bus 2 2 1 2 Central and A10 areas will impact the properties near the junction of the A10 and Butt 

Lane Milton, where the Bund should be joined up.

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 As a retired person, I used to visit Central Cambridge twice a week during the day and two evenings a week 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

518 Dec 09 20 04:05:26 pm Anonymous as an individual 0 0 0 1 4 6 4 4 6 4 1 Daily Cycling 3 3 3 4 I was assuming 

that these 

routes would 

not be for 

private cars 

but cycling and 

public 

transport.  If 

cars are to be 

included, I 

would 

complete this 

in a different 

way.

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

519 Dec 10 20 06:07:07 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 1 2 2 6 5 5 5 6 5 2 Daily Cycling 1 2 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

520 Dec 10 20 10:12:05 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 4 3 6 3 6 6 6 6 2 Fortnightly Cycling 2 3 1 2 Avoid A10 for building new offroad cycle route due to detrimental health impact of cycling/exercising so 

close to a busy fast road.

Do not leave out villages which already have bad offroad connections (Waterbeach), 

Milton is well served so can be ignored.

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Work 

circulation

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

521 Dec 10 20 04:42:36 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 4 4 4 5 5 4 5 6 4 3 Weekly Car 2 2 2 2 Dualing the A10 for cars and buses. 

Adequate car parking at the new Waterbeach station. 

Sufficient car access and parking for residents, visitors and commuters in the new town and Waterbeach 

village in general. 

Abandon the illusion that the new town will be car-free.

Routes for cars 

also needing 

improving.  

Not just public 

transport and 

active travel, 

which aren't 

an option for 

many journeys.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0



522 Dec 10 20 08:42:42 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 2 3 6 5 5 6 6 4 2 Weekly Train 3 3 3 3 1. It seems to me vital that the bus service has stops on Waterbeach High Street and ensures easy 

connections between WB station, village (shops and GP surgery) and New Town as well as into 

Cambridge. 2. implement an Oyster-type system within the Greater Cambridge area. 3. while I 

appreciate the location of the current station is awkward for buses, the station either in its current or 

new location should be integrated with the new public transport provision and cycle access. 4. cycling 

further afield should be enabled by means of a cycle bridge at Bottisham lock or Upware to access 

Wicken Fen.

see my 

comments in 

the box for q8. 

Overall I think 

the off-road 

busway should 

follow the A10 

but then go 

through WB 

village high 

street, not 

through 

current 

houses/allotme

nts, to allow 

people to join 

the service in 

central WB , 

then continue 

to new town. 

What I'd like is 

a properly 

integrated 

bus/train/cycle 

 network like 

in my home 

country, the 

Netherlands. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Train (bit odd 

that's not an 

option!)

0 1 0 0 0 1 central Cambridge 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

523 Dec 10 20 08:47:54 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 6 4 4 3 Monthly Train 4 3 3 3 I think a route along Waterbeach High Street would be far preferable to the suggested central / A10 / 

west route, which will be of little use to Waterbeach village. If you are going to serve Waterbeach do it 

properly or take the western route.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

524 Dec 11 20 11:38:46 am Anonymous as an elected representative District Councillor Cottenham Support 3 3 3 0 5 0 6 6 6 6 3 Don't know Train 0 0 0 0 There is a huge missed opportunity to connect this scheme to villages that are lateral to it - Cottenham 

in particular.   This is a car dependent village of 6,500+ residents that could significantly improve the 

usage of this corridor if connected.  At the moment, there is no safe active travel link to this corridor 

from Cottenham.  This consideration should be factored into the various schemes to ensure that any 

preferred scheme has that capability.

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

525 Dec 11 20 01:16:54 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 4 2 1 6 4 5 5 6 5 2 Daily Cycling 2 2 3 4 The noise and traffic being pulled through the existing village's residential areas needs to be minimised. 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

526 Dec 11 20 09:01:39 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Never 1 1 1 1 Vulnerable and elderly people would be negatively affected 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

527 Dec 12 20 02:20:32 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 2 4 6 6 5 6 6 4 3 Monthly Cycling 2 2 3 3 Ensure good cycle connectivity at stops. Filter Milton High St to private traffic and go that way. Serves 

central location without getting blocked. 

Best to avoid 

duplicating 

railway. 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Camcy

cle cyclescape

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

528 Dec 12 20 09:01:31 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 1 3 1 6 5 5 6 6 6 2 Fortnightly Train 4 5 4 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Email

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

529 Dec 12 20 11:19:57 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 6 6 6 6 6 Less often Walking 1 1 1 1 In my opinion the proposed public transport routes are bizarre and have resulted from false 

assumptions, a flawed options appraisal analysis, a rigid set of constraints and a determination to press 

on despite obvious fundamental changes in lifestyle resulting from the Covid pandemic. Almost any 

intervention would improve upon them.

It is clear that there are two main issues, one of general concern to residents north of Cambridge, and 

one of specific concern to the Cambridge Rd/Glebe Rd area of Waterbeach where 3 of the 4 proposed 

routes converge.

Of general concern is the following:

 •The GCP is considering routes independently of plans to upgrade the A10. Surely the assumpSon that 

this road will not be upgraded is false. If the purpose of the transport route is to provide a rapid 

autonomous connection from Waterbeach New Town directly to North East Cambridge, it would be 

much more sensible to work together with those investigating the dualling of the A10 to find a more 

joined-up solution. An obvious option would be to let the public transport route use the existing A10 

between Denny End Road and Milton, whilst a new road route is constructed for vehicles.

 •The GCP is considering routes which bypass the centre of Waterbeach village. If the purpose of the 

transport route is to provide a busway which connects villages between the New Town and North East 

Cambridge then it makes no sense to miss the main population of Waterbeach village and pass the route 

through its south west fringes (the Cambridge Rd/ Glebe Rd area). The route should either pass through 

the centre of the village on existing roads (e.g. Denny End Rd – High St – Cambridge Rd - Car Dyke Rd) or, 

if that is not practical, connect it directly with the A10 (e.g. at the Denny End Rd junction) before 

proceeding south. A hybrid approach is also possible, whereby local buses connect the village and the 

New Town along existing roads and then join with the main busway at the Car Dyke Rd / A10 junction. 

The hybrid approach is the one favoured by the WHAT residents group.

Since the proposed routes only skirt Waterbeach village they would disadvantage disabled 

and elderly people. 

Comment 1

63,506

That’s the 

number of 

people in the 

UK who have 

died from 

Covid-19 up to 

11 December.

During the 

GCP 

consultation 

period more 

that 10,000 

people have 

died. That’s 

more than the 

populations of 

Waterbeach 

and Milton 

combined.

The repeated 

refusal of the 

GCP to extend 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

530 Dec 12 20 12:13:24 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 4 3 2 1 3 3 4 5 6 5 5 Monthly Cycling 1 3 4 3 I think two or more routes could be developed.  Very confused about 4 routes in this survey; brochure 

gives only 3, with different names, so I'm not sure what I'm commenting on here.  this is NOT GOOD!!!

Very confused 

about 4 routes 

in this survey; 

brochure gives 

only 3, with 

different 

names, so I'm 

not sure what 

I'm 

commenting 

on here.  this is 

NOT GOOD!!!

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Website 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

531 Dec 12 20 03:52:35 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 3 4 4 6 5 6 6 3 5 3 Fortnightly Walking 1 1 1 1 You need to consider this in conjunction with the proposals for the A10. Three of the proposed routes 

are on routes that could become a dual carriageway, so might not be suitable as a walking route. Also, if 

the A10 is dualled on a new route,  it would leave the existing road free to be used for public transport, 

walking, cycling etc.  (I exclude riding, as not many people ride a horse to work or go shopping!)

The general 

idea is 

laudable. 

However, the 

proposals 

need to 

include 

Waterbeach, 

Milton  and 

Landbeach: all 

three must 

have access to 

new routes.

You have not 

shown 

Waterbeach 

New Town as a 

major 

employment 

area.  Surely 

this is a major 

problem.  If 

there was 

enough 

employment in 

the new town,  

it would 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

532 Dec 12 20 04:13:15 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Weekly Bus 1 1 1 1 Invest and Improve our local bus service {Green Energy  and no environmental or wildlife  impact.}

 Brand new bus P/R hub service travelling around Cambridge Park/Ride Sites. 

Especially a service from New town  and including Waterbeach village  to P/R sites at Milton, serving the 

New Police Headquaters and proposed Rowing Lake onwards to south station.

Utilise our new updated  station for village residents,  especially off peak when the trains are half empty.

A10 can no longer function, already thousands of lorry's using a unmarked dangerous road , we must 

have a By Pass.

The area you have earmarked is on a bend and very dangerous. The proposed site also includes a haven 

for all the villagers who enjoy walking in the area of CAR DYKE. 

The ROMAN CANAL is a hugely important Heritage site that is deeply loved by all the residents, One of 

the greatest engineering feats carried out by the Romans in Britain. We must preserve this site at all 

cost. It is also wildlife haven, an area of outstanding peace and tranquillity. Hundreds o residents walk 

this area every day, especially during lockdown. It is also a riding stable, a major feature of our old 

traditional village.This must not be spoiled by thousands of fair weather cyclists racing towards the New 

Town!!

It would negatively impact on the whole of the village, and bulldoze right through 

Cambridge, a total waste of tax payers money.  Especially when we have the highest debt 

the country has ever seen.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news , Email, 

Word of 

mouth, Advert 

at Park & Ride 

site/Bus, 

Website, 

Advert at 

Railway Station

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

533 Dec 12 20 04:55:55 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 4 5 5 5 6 5 5 6 6 5 2 Daily Cycling 2 1 1 1 The most obvious route of all - to build parallel to the existing rail infrastructure - is not considered at all. 

This would provide far superior connections with existing transport hubs and would largely avoid any 

demolition of existing properties.

Three of the routes all negatively impact existing property owners and allotments in the 

Cambridge Road/Glebe Road area of Waterbeach. The West route will impact the fruit 

farm on Butt Lane and the historic Meres Way.

The 

information 

leaflet 

distributed 

does not 

clearly 

highlight that 

properties in 

Waterbeach 

would be 

demolished as 

part of 3 or the 

4 proposals. 

There is not 

enough 

diversity in 3 

of the 4 route 

options 

proposed. This 

makes 

answering Q2 

impossible: i.e. 

I do support 

sustainable 

transport a 

route, but not 

on any of the 

routes 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

534 Dec 12 20 06:22:55 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 0 0 0 2 6 5 5 6 5 5 2 Daily Cycling 1 1 1 1 Waterbeach residents were originally told that the new town would not affect the village 

and that we would retain character of village and there would be a greenbelt between the 

village (however, this has already been built on) and we would be served by proper 

planned infrastructure (however, consulting on this travel corridor now is an example of 

how infrastructure planning has been a complete afterthought, since Urban and Civic have 

already started building).  

On this consultation we have been only given a subset of the possible options to comment 

on.  Although I support investment in community transport in principle, all of the options 

have significant issues for access; environmental impact and impact on individual family 

homes. Instead I strongly request that Waterbeach existing station should also be retained 

and a light railway provided between Ely, Chittering, Waterbeach New Town, Waterbeach 

Village, Milton, Cambridge North and Cambridge.  This could use the existing railway line or 

run alongside it.  This would link to the existing busway and new transport links.   Fast 

direct cycleways linking the wider areas such as Cambridge, Bottisham, Cottenham, 

Wicken, Histon are also a priority that have not been given sufficient priority in the 

planning of the new town.  Mere's lane is historically significant and any transport route 

that is planned in that area should retain the existing restricted byway.

The 

consultation 

itself is 

misleading 

with very little 

detail about 

what the 

scheme would 

actually look 

like (we need 

detail on the 

total land that 

would be 

used, what it 

would look like 

and details of 

the vehicles 

that will use it).  

 There are so 

many 

'consultations' 

and updates to 

all the 

separate parts 

of the planning 

for the sub 

parts of the 

new town it is 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 TRAIN TRAIN 

TRAIN TRAIN 

TRAIN TRAIN 

TRAIN - this 

survey is 

biased.  It is 

ridiculous that 

this has been 

missed off the 

list of options

0 0 0 0 1 1 Central Cambridge - this survey is meaningless without this option. 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

535 Dec 12 20 06:39:08 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 5 5 2 2 4 5 5 5 2 4 2 Daily Train 1 1 3 2 I find the information provided until now extremely vague. It should be explained what kind of public 

transport is being considered, how it would interact with current and planned (A10) transport routes, 

where the stops would be, the estimated benefit, and which impact it is going to have on current traffic. 

No matter the public transport system in place, most people are still going to choose private transport 

unless a major behavioural change happens, which is unlikely. Public transport for the sake of it might 

actually have a negative impact on traffic. It is crucial that this is carefully planned.

Moreover, it is important that current communities are protected and preserved. Very well planning 

transport routes for new settlers, but these cannot be detrimental to current communities. Any plan 

should aim to improve the life of existing communities, not to make it worse.

Please provide more detailed information asap.

Thank you.

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

536 Dec 12 20 10:49:52 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 4 5 5 5 4 1 5 5 4 4 5 Weekly Cycling 2 2 2 2 I strongly oppose anything that involves compulsory purchase of people's houses. And I oppose 

anything that involves covering greenery in tarmac when there are solutions that involve using existing 

roads. Please consult with the guys at WaterbeachWHAT for ideas that work for the current residents of 

Waterbeach.

They'll negatively impact anyone who relies on the western allotments for exercise and 

community. They'll potentially negatively impact anyone who relies on the bus services, 

especially the elderly, if the new route causes the existing bus services to decrease since 

the proposals aren't particularly accessible by people living in the centre of east of the 

village.

To reiterate: I 

strongly 

oppose 

anything that 

involves 

compulsory 

purchase of 

people's 

houses. And I 

oppose 

anything that 

involves 

covering 

greenery in 

tarmac when 

there are 

solutions that 

involve using 

existing roads. 

Please consult 

with the guys 

at 

WaterbeachW

HAT for ideas 

that work for 

the current 

residents of 

Waterbeach.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

537 Dec 13 20 10:25:17 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 3 1 1 1 2 1 2 Daily Train 1 1 1 1 As a 

Waterbeach 

resident I 

strongly 

oppose the 

three 

identified 

routes at 

Glebe Road. 

These result in 

the 

destruction of 

the village 

allotments and 

do not serve 

the village of 

Waterbeach, 

being at the 

very Western 

part of the 

village. The 

GCP indicated 

in a call that 

Waterbeach 

New Town 

would be 

served by the 

road network 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Train 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

538 Dec 13 20 12:22:37 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 4 2 5 5 3 4 5 Weekly Car 5 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

539 Dec 13 20 03:20:09 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 6 6 6 3 Don't know Cycling 1 1 1 1 How about some joined up thinking here?  I've got a note that I need to respond to a different 

consultation about upgrading the A10.   If both these things happen, Milton will be cut off from its 

cemetery and the surrounding villages (unless  you're in a car frankly) and it looks as if the plan is to 

concrete over large parts of this area.  We did a lot of walking around this area during lockdown; the 

Mere Way is a lovely rural path with excellent wildlife-rich hedgerows and the roads to Landbeach are 

of a rural nature..  The only blot on the rural landscape is the A10.  We need to keep the rest of the area 

rural in nature or we are killing the area.

I gather at least three of the proposals, if you look at them closely, require the demolition 

of a row of 200-year-old cottages.  This cannot be allowed to happen.

Frankly  

putting in a 

greenway 

(which is 

already on the 

table under 

plans from a 

different set of 

authorities; do 

none of you 

talk to each 

other?) ought 

to sort out 

putting a safe 

means of 

cycling from 

Waterbeach 

(possibly via 

Milton) to 

Cambridge.  In 

these days of 

electric bikes 

we ought to be 

steering 

people onto 

this as frankly, 

once you get 

south of the 

0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Other (please 

specify),Camcy

cle

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

540 Dec 13 20 04:19:02 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Never 1 1 1 1 Why are you duplicating a journey that will take place anyway between Waterbeach station and 

Cambridge North? Your service will miss out the original Waterbeach Village, Milton and Landbeach. All 

this will provide is a slower, environmentally negative replication of a journey for Cambridge New Town 

residents. It won't alleviate A10 congestion or serve local villages, this scheme is utter madness.

I cannot think of any positive elements to this plan. It offers no benefit to the communities 

along its proposed route.

I wish to 

record my 

objection to 

the Greater 

Cambridge 

Partnership: 

Waterbeach to 

Cambridge 

Better Public 

Transport and 

Active Travel 

consultation.

 i)None of the 

proposed 

routes pass 

through the 

village, as such 

there does not 

appear to be 

any 

improvement 

in the 

provision of 

public 

transport for 

the village of 

Waterbeach, 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train! - why 

wasn't this an 

option?

1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

541 Dec 13 20 05:00:03 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 2 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 Daily Cycling 2 2 2 2 Not moving/enlarging the A10 I support the 

project only as 

an alternative 

to a larger 

A10; having 

both would be 

too much cost 

and too much 

environmental 

damage.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Email, Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

542 Dec 13 20 05:04:16 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 3 3 4 3 2 5 5 5 5 2 Don't know Cycling 1 1 1 1 The GCP and Mere Way cycleways.

A bus-only route from Milton P&R to the Science Park and central Cambridge via the underpass behind 

Cambridge Regional College. Divert all but Milton village buses via the P&R and busway link to avoid 

congestion around the A14, Science Park, Cowley Park and Guided Busway junctions.

Feeder bus services into the new Waterbeach railway station from Cambridge Research Park, 

Cottenham, Landbeach. Orbital bus service from Cambridge North station to West Cambridge via 

Orchard Park, Darwin Green and Eddington. Integrate rail and bus ticketing so that people can travel on 

one ticket from, say, Waterbeach to West Cambridge via Cambridge North, or Cottenham to Cambridge 

South via Waterbeach.

Decarbonisatio

n of transport 

requires a 

marked and 

sustained 

reduction in 

vehicle miles. 

We do not 

therefore 

need to be 

building more 

road capacity, 

neither by 

dualling the 

A10 nor 

building a new 

bus-only road. 

We need to 

make efficient 

use of existing 

road and 

planned rail 

and cycling 

infrastructure 

to give people 

convenient 

active and 

public 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

543 Dec 13 20 05:35:13 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 4 4 5 2 2 6 6 5 5 6 Never 2 3 3 1 Milton and 

Waterbeach 

do not need 

stops on a 

rapid-transit 

system, they 

need a 

comprehensive 

 very local bus 

service.

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

544 Dec 13 20 05:49:59 pm Anonymous on behalf of a group or business Waterbeach Cycling Campaign Strongly support 3 3 3 3 6 1 5 5 5 5 2 Daily Cycling 1 2 2 2 Waterbeach Cycling Campaign is a group of local residents working with the Waterbeach community to 

make our village connected, safe and enjoyable for all types of active travel. We have approximately 130 

signed up supporters. 

This document is our response to the Waterbeach to Cambridge consultation running between 19 

October and 14 December 2020. We have not completed the survey because the questions are largely 

targeted at individuals rather than groups. 

We strongly support any plans for improving active travel routes between Waterbeach and Cambridge. 

Waterbeach village and Waterbeach New Town are ideally situated for cycling to and from Cambridge. 

Centre to centre the distance is 6.4 miles. Many destinations such as Cambridge Science Park are closer. 

With the rapid adoption of e-bikes this distance is well within the capabilities of anyone that can ride a 

bike. E-bikes and other forms of electrically powered personal mobility will transform personal 

transport over the next decade, particular commuter journeys, but they will require infrastructure 

which provides safe, direct routes with good connectivity to many destinations.  

The advantage of cycling over all other modes of transport is flexibility and reliability. Private vehicle 

travel is very unreliable and polluting, bus destinations are less flexible and train/CAM destinations are 

quite inflexible often requiring a mode switch at either or both ends of the journey. Cycling (including e-

bikes) is also far less environmentally damaging in use than other forms of transport. For short journeys 

it can be quicker due to the flexibility and not only is it good for health and well-being but also sociable. 

Cycling infrastructure is far less environmentally damaging and costly than either road building or 

construction of major public transport infrastructure. It also has a far less negative impact on existing 

residents. For example, a high-quality cycle route could be easily delivered through the contentious area 

of Cambridge Rd and Glebe road in Waterbeach. Routing cycle ways through quiet residential streets 

works well but buses or other large vehicles are not compatible with quiet residential streets. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 1 Responding on behalf of a group so can't answer this question 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Responding on behalf of a group so can't answer this question Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Responding on 

behalf of a 

group so can't 

answer this 

question

Other (please 

specify),Water

beach Cycling 

Campaign has 

been invited 

to previous 

stakeholder 

events about 

Waterbeach-

Cambridge 

travel

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1

545 Dec 13 20 06:28:05 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 2 2 2 6 1 5 5 5 5 2 Daily Cycling 1 2 2 2 This consultation should have provided other alternatives for consideration such as routes which serve 

Waterbeach village along the High Street. To provide only 3 routes which may involve demolition of 

homes and/or loss of allotments and one that does not serve the village at all is not acceptable. The GCP 

have provided Waterbeach residents with a Hobson's choice (i.e. no choice at all). They can only choose 

either a route that would significantly harm a part of the village or one that does not serve the village at 

all.

The GCP (Atkins) rejected several routes early on because they considered them insufficiently reliable. 

Rejection on this basis alone without considering how other routes might better serve the village is poor 

judgement. A route along Waterbeach village High St may be slower than one that ploughs its way 

through the western part of the village but would much better serve the residents of Waterbeach village 

as a whole. There could be measures that both make this village High St route more reliable and improve 

the village. For example car parking controls along the village green and management of rat running to 

avoid the A10 at Milton would help to improve reliability and improve the centre of the village at the 

same time. Another option would be a bus gate in the village. Waterbeach has two junctions with the 

A10 so all residents could use one or the other. It would also encourage short journeys within the village 

to be undertaken on foot or by bike. Those that could not walk or cycle can still make use of the A10 for 

these types if journeys.

The GCP (Atkins) should also have considered that some bus services from the New Town to Cambridge 

could serve Waterbeach Village whilst others could be direct services from the New Town to Cambridge 

which do not serve the village. These could use the A10 from n Denny End Rd as far as Car Dyke Rd and 

then leaving the A10 to join the segregated route. Traffic only queues on this section of the A10 

occasionally. Also, technical measures such as priority for buses emerging from Denny End Rd and using 

the lights at this junction to keep the section to Car Dyke Rd clear. There is also potential for widening 

the A10 as it approaches Denny End Rd in order to create a filter for northbound buses turning right into 

the New Town.

The 

consultation 

should be re-

run with a 

better set of 

choices.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train (Why is 

this not in the 

above list?)

0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 St Ives (cycling to the guided busway and then along guided busway to St Ives) or cycling to guided busway and then 

catch bus to St Ives)

45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify),Earlier 

 stakeholder 

meetings

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

546 Dec 13 20 06:51:54 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Three of the 

proposed 

routes carry 

the strong risk 

of the need for 

residential 

property and 

valuable green 

belt 

destruction, 

and therefore 

should be 

rejected. None 

of the routes 

adequately 

serve the 

village of 

Waterbeach 

and there are 

better 

alternatives to 

do this. These 

proposals are 

also not 

properly 

joined up 

sufficiently 

with other 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Email, Word 

of mouth, 

Social media

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

547 Dec 13 20 07:14:34 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 1 4 5 5 4 6 4 6 6 4 Less often Cycling 4 4 2 3 Cycling 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

548 Dec 13 20 07:41:50 pm Anonymous as an individual Support 2 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 Monthly Car 1 1 1 1 As a resident and homeowner on [road name] I am extremely concerned that all but one route plans to 

skim the edge of the village, disrupting homes and allotments but at no point seems to enter the original 

Waterbeach, which seem to me like the obvious place to serve as part of its route. A route that truly 

serves our village centre without the threat of demolishment of homes and allotments would be 

preferable and I think would be welcomed by many over the current options. 

I am disappointed to read that some residents in our community were not made aware of this plan and 

it has clearly caused a great deal of frustration and mistrust in the GCP.  I hope compromises and 

reconciliations can be made to help this project reach a mutually beneficial agreement. 

It would clearly negatively impact those whose homes are under threat of being 

demolished as well as the impact this will have on surrounding homes' property value. 

I urge you to 

help 

reestablish 

trust within 

the 

community by 

providing 

assurances 

that the 

finalised route 

will not 

negatively 

impact the 

residents of 

Glebe roads by 

demolishing 

homes, 

allotments and 

blighting 

houses by 

damaging local 

area and 

landscape. 

1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

549 Dec 13 20 07:50:05 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 2 5 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 Don't know 1 1 1 1 I am concerned the routes that go around/through Glebe Road is going to demolish homes 

and allotments but the route will not serve the centre of the town which is where it needs 

to be. 

I think the 

community 

would benefit 

from improved 

travel to and 

from 

Waterbeach 

but it should 

not be at the 

cost of the 

homes, 

communal 

facilities and 

property 

values. 

However, 

none of the 

routes 

suggested 

seem to serve 

Old 

Waterbeach 

and I think this 

should be 

considered 

more 

alongside 

protecting the 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

550 Dec 13 20 08:05:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 5 5 5 5 1 1 5 5 1 3 Weekly Car 5 1 1 1 Avoid the allotments and existing housing. The East, Central & A10 routes would negatively affect existing village residents. Have you 

considered a 

tram route 

from 

Waterbeach 

New Town 

running 

alongside the 

existing 

railway as far 

as the A14 or 

Cambridge 

North station 

then serving 

the Science 

Park / Central 

Cambridge.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Daily commute to work at RAF Wyton by car from Waterbeach parking near the Histon & Impington bus stop then 

onwards using the guided bus to RAF Wyton.

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 RAF Wyton 65-74 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0



551 Dec 13 20 08:38:02 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Never Car 1 1 1 1 This scheme has been aimed at Waterbeach New town and not Waterbeach as a village. as the 

proposed route does not encompass the current village at all.  in my view it will not serve the purpose 

and will impact on Waterbeach in a negative way.  public transport here is bad enough at present.

I think there will be a negative impact on Waterbeach as a village . We were 

assured by 

Urban & Civic 

that there 

would be a 

barrier 

between the 

new 

development 

and the 

existing 

community of 

Waterbeach 

Village.  In fact 

we are now 

seeing the 

development 

of a new 

community at 

the expense of 

the existing 

one.  before 

even one new 

home is built 

we are now 

seeing further 

destruction of 

our village. 

0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I am a electronics service engineer and service most areas of Cambridge with the exception of the city boundary, which 

because of the restrictions placed upon parking  by residents only schemes has forced me to decline any further business 

. Well done GCP!!

65-74 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Other (please 

specify), 

Leaflet/flyer,I 

am a serving 

Parish 

councilor. 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

552 Dec 13 20 08:38:37 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 4 2 2 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 Daily Cycling 1 1 2 1 No damage to allotments and houses; go down High Street; call at Milton too. Don't go next to Car Dyke 

east route dog walkers and horse riders use this lots. Not sure why purple is split. Don't believe in Metro 

too expensive. Why do your routes have to connect to that which will never happen. Its hard to see 

exactly where the routes go. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 train 0 0 0 1 1 1 central cambridge 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 55-64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Local 

community 

news , Other 

(please 

specify),WHAT

, WHAM 

leaflets, Lib 

Dem leaflet, 

Webinar

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

553 Dec 13 20 09:18:58 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 1 2 6 5 4 5 6 4 4 Monthly Cycling 4 4 4 4 Take the route as far north of Waterbeach new town as possible linking with national cycling route nor 

11

No comment... Vitally 

important to 

encourage 

cycling as 

much as 

possible.

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Retired 65-74 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

554 Dec 13 20 09:26:20 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 4 5 0 3 3 3 4 4 2 Monthly Train 1 1 1 3 This is not necessary as the railway will have adequate capacity and will be always much faster via 

Cambridge North and Central.

Concentrate 

on active 

travel and 

better railway 

services ...and 

keep the 

existing 

railway station 

open as well as 

Waterbeach 

New.

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 65-74 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

555 Dec 13 20 09:41:51 pm Anonymous as an individual No opinion 5 2 5 5 6 5 5 4 4 5 2 Less often Walking 1 3 3 1 Suggestions that housing in the village may be demolished to make way for this initiative 

are very disturbing, as are the ways these suggestions have been buried in the proposal 

literature. We're already losing our train station to the new town, plus there'll be years of 

disruption during the building works. It feels like there's little priority given to maintaining 

or improving the experience of Waterbeach residents - any benefits we'll get from 

improved transport links are merely a side effect of the planned improvements to serve 

the new town. 

I found the 

wording of 

questions/opti

ons in this 

survey 

extremely 

loaded. I kept 

having to ask 

myself 'what 

exactly do they 

intend to infer 

from this 

answer?'.

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

556 Dec 13 20 09:50:56 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 3 3 3 3 2 3 5 5 1 1 Fortnightly Cycling 1 1 1 1 Use some of the areas as an equestrian

Should focus on the greenway for cycling and move the railway station to serve the village and new 

town. Busway seems unnecessary 

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 On horse 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

557 Dec 13 20 10:39:27 pm Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Never Bus 1 1 1 1 No more bus ways  needed, people are more than fed up with chaotic and expensive schemes which do 

not work well ,the guided busway an example,all that is required is more buses delivered by better bus 

companies.

These proposals due have a negative impact on local people and the environment We are 

begging to be 

listened and 

heard but are 

ignored ,going 

through the 

motions of 

consultations 

is not enough!

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Prefer not to 

say

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

558 Dec 13 20 10:44:15 pm Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 5 5 5 2 2 5 5 4 5 5 Don't know Cycling 0 1 1 1 Improved train services would go a long way in reducing car use and allowing cycles on trains during 

peak times or introducing buses with the capacity to carry cycles would increase opportunities for end 

to end travel and allow commuters to use public transport for part of the journey and use their bikes for 

the remainder.

The 4 public transport routes proposed through the village of waterbeach do not offer 

sufficient proximity to the areas where most people live and would require a walking 

journey to join the public transport route (i.e. bus or CAM).  These routes would not offer 

easy access to people with mobility issues, whether disabled or elderly. A preferable route 

for fairer access to public transport would be through the centre of the village. Or if it runs 

via the Landbeach route or along the A10, then a park and ride parking facility or a shuttle 

bus should be considered if there is sufficient appetite for this additional public transport 

service.

The 3 routes 

proposed that 

run through 

the village of 

Waterbeach 

from Denny 

End Road to 

Glebe Road/ 

Cambridge 

Road would 

have a 

detrimental 

impact on the 

character of 

the village and 

destroy a 

peaceful area 

of green space 

and allotments 

that are used 

and highly 

valued by 

many people 

in the village. 

The existing 

right of way 

abutting the 

allotments and 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 

passenger

0 0 0 0 1 1 Before the pandemic I commuted to central Cambridge 4 days a week by bicycle along the river and along the Mere 

Way.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Website, 

Email, Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

559 Dec 14 20 12:08:15 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 4 5 5 5 6 3 5 3 3 5 2 Monthly Car 1 1 1 1 No mention in questions above about active travel (options were only car/taxi/bus/train)!  I want to see 

cycling/pedestrian routes improved between Waterbeach village (not just new town) and Cambridge 

Research Park and the Biomedical Campus

It would negatively affect/impact on people on the basis of age and disability, and 

potentially pregnancy since the proposed routes skirt the village and would be difficult for 

these groups to access. (Also would have been helpful if you could have given an 

information point about the 9 characteristics that are protected)

Although this 

is billed as a 

"dedicated off-

road public 

transport and 

active travel 

route", there is 

no questions 

regarding the 

active travel 

element, or 

separating out 

that there 

might be 

different uses, 

say for 

commuting or 

leisure.  

It's not clear 

that I can 

suggest an 

alternative 

option (it says 

"further 

comments on 

..the proposed 

options") but I 

know from the 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

560 Dec 14 20 01:20:43 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly oppose 3 5 5 5 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 Less often Train 2 1 1 1 All three proposals for routes to serve Waterbeach village (East, Central and A10 areas of 

interest) pass only through the edge of the village.   I feel this would negatively impact 

persons sharing the protected characteristic of disability - particularly those with a 

disability which affects their mobility. 

I also feel the proposals would negatively impact elderly persons with age-related mobility 

issues and therefore that the proposals would negatively impact persons sharing the 

protected characteristic of age.  

For both of these groups, having to travel further (i.e. beyond the centre of the village) to 

access public transport is likely to be more difficult and I expect it would significantly limit 

access to the service for some people.  I would also expect that introducing one of the 

three proposed new routes would result in existing bus services to the centre of the village 

being reduced, therby further compounding the negative impacts. Vulnerable groups rely 

on easily accessible public transport as a vital service. In putting forward these proposals, 

the GCP does not appear to have considered the needs of these members of our 

community at all.

Furthermore, requiring engagement with the consultation online has prevented some 

people in our community - for example, some elderly residents - from being able to have 

their say.  I have spoken with residents who do not use the internet and who were 

therefore unable to respond to the consultation. I would therefore urge the GCP to always 

include a postal address for correspondence on its consultation brochures in future. 

I am in favour 

of sustainable 

public 

transport, but I 

am really 

disappointed 

at the three 

proposed 

routes (East, 

Central and 

A10 areas of 

interest) which 

have been put 

forward to 

serve 

Waterbeach 

village and I 

strongly 

oppose all of 

them.  

The routes do 

not achieve 

their stated 

aim of serving 

the village, 

since they only 

pass through 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Train 0 0 0 1 1 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

561 Dec 14 20 06:50:25 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 Don't know 1 1 1 1 The houses and allotments near Glebe road should not be destroyed, the cottages are 200 

years old and are family homes. They add character to the area. Allotments serve the 

community well and are well used.

The existing 

bus route 

through the 

village could 

be improved 

upon and used 

instead of 

creating new 

routes which 

will potentially 

destroy 

people’s 

homes. 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

562 Dec 14 20 06:58:29 am Anonymous as an individual Support 5 4 2 1 6 3 6 6 6 6 3 Monthly Bus 4 1 4 1 It should go more through Waterbeach old town, and the town should just be enlarged rather than 

calling the new bit "Waterbeach New Town". The number 9 bus is not great and it is not fair residents 

miss out, so the Eastern section is the best, but better if went through the centre of the village.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

563 Dec 14 20 07:27:02 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 1 4 0 5 5 5 5 6 5 2 Daily Train 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

564 Dec 14 20 07:51:44 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 2 2 3 4 4 5 5 4 4 5 3 Fortnightly Cycling 2 2 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

565 Dec 14 20 08:34:58 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 1 1 1 1 6 0 0 6 6 0 0 Daily Cycling 0 0 5 0 none positively none 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

566 Dec 14 20 09:09:15 am Anonymous as an individual Support 5 4 4 2 6 5 4 4 5 4 5 Weekly Bus 2 2 2 2 I'm not sure why you're looking at a busway seperate to the Greenway route. Surely it is more cost 

effective and less environmentally impactful to have a dual purpose transport route - especially as 

you've committed to putting a tunnel under the a14. This feels disjointed and inefficient to run as a 

project.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

567 Dec 14 20 09:22:09 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Never 0 0 0 0 Continue to invest in the railway. Waterbeach station has been upgraded. There are two trains to 

Cambridge every hour, stopping at Cambridge North, Cambridge and soon at Cambridge South. There is 

no need for this vanity project. 

How can knocking down someone's house, destroying their allotment or putting a route 

next to their homes be anything other than negative?

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 What sort of a 

survey is this 

that doesn't 

include 

"railway" as an 

option here? Is 

it deliberately 

biased?  Bus is 

mentioned, 

foot, cycle, car 

... where's the 

train? 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

568 Dec 14 20 09:58:47 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 6 4 6 6 6 6 2 Weekly Cycling 5 1 1 1 It is absolutely key that there is no material disruption or threat to homes and community 

amenities in the existing Waterbeach village that have stood for hundreds of years - this 

would be a shortsighted act of vandalism.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

569 Dec 14 20 10:01:33 am Anonymous as an individual No opinion 4 3 3 4 0 5 4 5 5 4 2 Less often Cycling 0 0 0 0 Firstly, I have seen no good evidence to suggest that a fully segregated public transport route is 

required. Perhaps the most compelling reason given is to allow for future integration with CAM, but 

until the form of CAM has been agreed I think it would be premature to make assumptions about the 

level of segragation that CAM-compatible infrastructure would require. The other reason given has 

been to avoid the congestion that currently affects public transport in this corridor, but full segregation 

is not the only way to reduce the impact of congestion.

As far as I am aware, congestion on the current public transport corridor (the route 9 bus) is mainly 

limited to Milton Road and the A10, with the various A10 junctions being particularly congested. Since 

bypassing the entirety of Milton Road is outside the scope of this project, I think it is wise to focus on 

bypassing the A10 junctions. This can be done with only a limited amount of segregation - namely a new 

bus bridge over the A14 alongside (or replacing) the Jane Costen cycle bridge, and a section of busway 

bypassing the A10 between Milton and Waterbeach (which could use the existing A10 alignment if the 

proposed A10 upgrades result in this stretch of the A10 being realigned). This routing would have the 

benefit of being substantially cheaper, less environmentally damaging, and would allow buses to easily 

serve the centres of Milton and Waterbeach (village), while still avoiding all the current congestion 

hotspots.

The second area where I see a need for more interventions is in relation to cycle crossings of the A10. 

These are almost all difficult and dangerous. There should be either controlled crossings or cycle-

friendly grade separationto enable safe travel between Milton and Histon, Milton and Landbeach, and 

Landbeach and Waterbeach. The current bridge at Butt Lane (the crossing I am most familiar with) 

provides a very poor quality crossing for cyclists, and should be replaced or augmented with either an 

improved bridge or toucan crossing. My preferred option would be to add a toucan crossing on the 

south arm of the junction (which can run at the same time as traffic turning right into Butt Lane, so 

should have little impact on general traffic capacity). It might also be worth exploring the possibility of 

opening up the eastern arm to buses (which could also run in parallel to the toucan crossing), to allow 

buses to serve both Milton P&R and Milton village, and subsequently to provide an uncongested route 

for buses from the P&R to access a bus bridge over the A14.

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Website, 

Social media

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

570 Dec 14 20 10:08:39 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 Monthly Car 2 2 2 2 Although I have said I strongly support a transport  route  idea I do not support  3 of the routes which 

impinge in existing housing  GCP can do better!  The shame of this is not all of the road and transport  

problems are being addressed at the same time but                piecemeal when a proper strategy is needed 

for the A10 corridor  north of Cambridge . Not enought work has been put in by the GCP  to propose  

routes which do not cause the demolition of housing. The fact that 3 routes would impact on existing 

housing shows this.  Members of the public are suggesting alternative routes which GCP should take 

note of.  It would not be beyond the whit of GCP to enable fast routes and routes which deviate from 

the main route to  service the villages of Waterbeach Landbeach and Milton and even Chittering.    

The proposed route disadvantages house holders by demolition of dwellings of some 

historic importance.  The fact the routes goes through allotments looked after by villagers 

who benifit from the wellbeing this brings and helps mental and physical health  

This project 

needs to go 

back to the 

drawing board 

the GCP has 

failed to 

recognize the 

impact the 

current plans 

will have on 

individuals, 

families and 

properties.  

Failed to   take 

in to account  

other 

emerging  

plans for the 

A10 and swage 

works 

relocation and 

Green Ways.   

Has not 

addressed 

possible  

benefits some 

of the routes 

could have to 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Milton Park 

and ride

1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 and above 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Retired but 

active with 

Voluntary 

work in the 

Scambs area 

and sport 

Leaflet/flyer, 

Advert in local 

newspapers, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth, 

Other (please 

specify), Social 

media,Parish 

Council 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

571 Dec 14 20 10:12:19 am Anonymous as an individual Strongly support 3 2 2 1 3 2 3 6 6 5 5 Less often Cycling 1 2 4 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 25-34 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media, 

Advert in local 

newspapers

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

572 Dec 14 20 11:16:44 am Anonymous as an individual Support 1 5 5 5 3 2 6 6 6 6 6 Monthly Cycling 3 1 1 1 For Central, A10 & Eastern options, using existing roads through Waterbeach village (Car Dyke Road, 

Cambridge Road, High Street) instead of demolishing properties to build a guided busway along the 

western edge of the village.

Compulsory purchase of allotments could impact plot holders with mental health issues. None of the 

proposed 

routes would 

adequately 

serve existing 

residents of 

Waterbeach, 

unless the 

buses run 

through the 

middle of the 

village on 

existing roads.  

Road traffic 

through the 

village is 

significantly 

lower than on 

Milton Road in 

Cambridge, 

which existing 

guided bus 

routes join for 

part of their 

journey, so 

should not 

significantly 

impact on the 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Leaflet/flyer, 

Social media, 

Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth, 

Other (please 

specify),Article 

 on Cambridge 

Evening News

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

573 Dec 14 20 11:30:46 am Anonymous as an elected representative County Councillor for Waterbeach Ward Support 3 3 3 3 6 6 6 6 2 5 2 Fortnightly Bus 1 1 4 2 I have given 'no opinion' on the four areas of search because they all have disadvantages and some 

benefits. A number of routes could be suitable for non-motorised use but most are not suitable for two-

way buses. The recently applied requirement to be compliant with the CAM, makes what would 

otherwise be good active transport options unacceptable. 

1. It seems unnecessary to provide a fast journey time between Waterbeach relocated railway station 

and Cambridge North Station, when the train will provide that service anyway.  What is needed is 

a) a reliable bus service serving villages that will make the bus the preferred option over driving.  

b) safe cycle/equestrian routes from Waterbeach New Town and Cambridge Research Park to 

Cambridge North Station and Cambridge Science Park. This is the ONLY useage that should be 

considered for a route on the east areas of interest or for the  Glebe Road/Cambridge Road junction in 

Waterbeach. A resident of the threatened houses in this area said they would welcome a safe cycle 

route past their house, but not a two-way bus route, which could be a minimum of 24-30 feet wide.

2. I welcome an off-road purpose built cycle path connecting Waterbeach to Milton (parallel to the A10 

but to the east) which I believe would encourage more people to cycle. The current cycle path is 

daunting to use even for confident cyclists. 

3. I do not support the current route options (East, Central and A10) that use the Glebe Road/Cambridge 

Road junction for a CAM-compliant two-way bus route, putting residents homes and the allotments at 

risk.

This route also strikes across 75 Denny End, Longview Farm which is an essential base for the farming 

family who own and work tenanted land here, at Cottenham and in Milton. They have chemical and fuel 

storage at this secure site, which is threatened by the proposed routes. 

4. I would like to see the other options that have apparently been dismissed as I understood there was 

an option running beside the railway that might have at least linked the users of the current Waterbeach 

railway station with Cambridge North.

Not as far as I am aware 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Councillor Leaflet/flyer, 

Website, Local 

community 

news , Email

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

574 Dec 14 20 11:32:38 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 4 4 3 3 5 6 3 5 5 Less often Cycling 2 1 1 1 We would be 

concerned if 

options to 

route the new 

bus service 

along the High 

Street were 

brought back 

into 

consideration 

as a result of 

feedback from 

this 

consultation 

process, or as 

a result of the 

CAM project 

being 

potentially 

abandoned 

under a future 

Mayor. The 

junction of 

Cambridge 

Road/Greensid

e/Chapel 

Street is 

already 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 35-44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Leaflet/flyer 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

575 Dec 14 20 11:34:40 am Anonymous as an individual Support 4 2 4 2 5 5 5 6 3 4 3 Monthly Bus 1 2 4 4 If the Central route was chosen, it might be useful for Landbeach residents. However, it would be 

important to avoid excess car parking in Landbeach village or along the road to Milton. Maybe an on-

request bus stop for Landbeach/N.Milton residents only. There would also need to be mitigation against 

the negative impact on the rural setting.

'- You have not 

focussed this 

survey around 

villages such as 

Landbeach. 

We do not 

wish to be 

used as just a 

convenient 

transport 

route for yet-

to-be-built 

settlements, 

with no 

benefit for 

Landbeach 

residents. If a 

fast bus route 

does come 

near 

Landbeach, 

there must be 

a way for 

Landbeach 

residents to 

use it, without 

the burden of 

others coming 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 Equestrian 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Parish 

Councillor 

(chairman), 

other 

voluntary roles

Email, Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

576 Dec 14 20 11:43:10 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 2 5 5 0 2 2 5 5 5 5 6 Never 2 1 1 1 Off-road walking / cycling route from Waterbeach village to relocated Waterbeach station, which should 

act as main terminus for other transport services.

East, Central and A10 proposals all damage the rural character of Waterbeach village by 

destroying allotments and threatening heritage housing on SW outskirts of village

Please 

consider 

alternative 

proposal 

offered by 

Waterbeach 

Homes for 

Amicable 

Transport

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 Train 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news , Word 

of mouth, 

Website

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

577 Dec 14 20 11:44:39 am Anonymous as an individual Support 2 4 2 2 6 6 6 6 6 6 3 Monthly Car 5 5 5 5 Understand it's difficult to balance competing objectives and demands and really appreciate all the time, 

effort and attention given to the matter. I support and encourage GCP to use to government's LTN 1/20 

document to guide and assist your decision making. 

I am a car driver who also walks and cycles, and would like to do more walking and cycling if it was safe 

and segregated/protected from motor traffic by high quality infrastructure, and made feasible and 

convenient by provision of good secure cycle parking.

Please remember cycling is for all ages (from 8 to 80 years old) and all physical abilities, not just the 

young and physically strong. Cycles covers all non-motor transport on wheels ie bikes, trikes, cargo 

bikes, e-bikes, bikes with trailers, recumbents, tandems etc.

I believe more walking and cycling would be possible if high-quality infrastructure 

providing safe and segregated protection from motor traffic was built, and made feasible 

and convenient by provision of good secure cycle parking.

Please remember cycling is for all ages (from 8 to 80 years old) and all physical abilities, not 

just the young and physically strong. Cycles covers all non-motor transport on wheels ie 

bikes, trikes, e-bikes, cargo bikes, bikes with trailers, recumbents, tandems etc.

Understand 

it's difficult to 

balance 

competing 

objectives and 

demands and 

really 

appreciate all 

the time, 

effort and 

attention given 

to the matter.

I support and 

encourage 

GCP to use to 

government's 

LTN 1/20 

document to 

guide and 

assist your 

decision 

making. 

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 55-64 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Word of 

mouth

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

578 Dec 14 20 11:52:58 am Anonymous as an individual Support 4 4 1 4 5 1 5 5 6 5 5 Less often Cycling 1 1 5 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 Train 0 1 1 0 0 1 Central Cambridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55-64 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Social media 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

579 Dec 14 20 11:59:32 am Anonymous as an individual Oppose 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 5 1 Less often Cycling 1 1 3 1 The current proposals appear to be there to serve the new development at the expense of the existing 

communities and will have a detrimental environmental affect. Current bus services have been slashed 

in recent years and those that remain are prohibitively expensive for many. The area already has a fast 

route into Cambridge, its called a railway.

There are negative effects on the environment and current residents. Peoples homes, 

greenbelt and allotments are all threatened.

I would 

suggest a 

complete 

rethink of 

these 

proposals. A 

service that 

benefits the 

current 

community 

would be a 

start. We live 

in very 

uncertain 

times and 

planning 

transport use 

for the years 

ahead cannot 

be reliable as 

we have yet to 

see how things 

settle in a post 

Covid world.

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 Rail 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 45-54 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Local 

community 

news 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0


