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Cambourne To Cambridge – Madingley Slip Road CWS  

TO Jo Baker FROM Andrew Saunders  

DATE 14 November 2025 CONFIDENTIALITY Public 

SUBJECT Cambourne to Cambridge – Madingley Slip Road County Wildlife Site  

Introduction 

This note has been prepared in response to a question raised by the Inspectors at the Cambourne to 

Cambridge public inquiry on 13th November 2025 in relation to the location and effect of the Scheme on 

Madingley Slip Road RSV (taken to mean Road Side Verge) County Wildlife Site (CWS).   It also clarifies a 

point contained in Ralph Lewis’ Proof of Evidence in relation to the same site.   

Madingley Slip Road RSV CWS 

Madingley Slip Road RSV CWS is identified in Technical Report 5 – Ecology [CD1-11.05, paragraph 5.2.6, 

pdf pages 27 and 28] as a non-statutory designated site as follows: 

“Madingley Slip Road RSV CWS to the north of the CtoC Scheme opposite the Long Road/St Neots Road 

junction – separated from the CtoC Scheme by the existing carriageway of A428; 

The source for the information is the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Environmental Records Centre 

Designated Site Search Report for those sites within 2 kilometres of the Scheme boundary (i.e. the Order 

limits).  It is provided in Appendix A of this note.    

The location of the Madingley Slip Road RSV CWS in the context of the Scheme and other designated 

sites is provided in Ecology Chapter Technical Report 5 – Ecology [CD1-11.05, Figure 5.2 CtoC 

Designated Sites, pdf page 105].  An extract from Figure 5.2 and the Legend is provided below  

 

 

 

Madingley Slip Road RSV CWS is outside of the Scheme Order limits with the CWS located at its closest 

point to the Scheme on the northern verge at the start of the A428 off slip road.  The Scheme Order limits 
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are shown in more detail in relation to the A428 off slip road as a red line on the Deemed Planning 

Drawings Proposed Site Plans [CD1-16.04, sheet 9 of 17, pdf page 11]) and are south of, and on the 

opposite side of, the A428 off slip.   

 

 

Assessment 

 

In Section 6 of the Ecology Technical Report titled Preliminary Assessment of Likely Impacts and Effects, 

[CD1-11.05 Technical Report 5 -Ecology, pdf pages 54 and 55, paragraph 6.2.8] it is stated:  

 

Of the 12 non-statutory sites located within 1km of the Scheme, four are located within the Scheme 

boundary and are described below.  

-Coton Orchard CWS;  

-Scrubland east of the M11 CiWS;  

-Coton Path Hedgerow CWS; and  

- Bin Brook CiWS. 

 

Madingley Slip Road RSV CWS is approximately 50 metres north of the St Neots Road section and is 

separated from the scheme by the A428. It would not be impacted by noise and vibration, or any other 

construction related activities.  

 

In addition, the slip road is approximately 1.8km from the nearest point in the scheme where it could 

feasibly be reached by construction traffic. Therefore, it is highly unlikely to be impacted by dust (including 

track-out) or other forms of air pollution. This is also described in CD1-11.02 Technical Report 2: Air 

Quality paragraphs 3.1.6 and 3.1.7 (pdf page 13). 
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3.1.6 A construction dust risk assessment is undertaken where there are: ‘human receptors’ within 350m of 

the site boundary, or within 50m of the route(s) used by construction vehicles on the public highway, up to 

500m from the site entrance(s); and/or ‘ecological receptors’ within 50m of the site boundary, or within 50m 

of the route(s) used by construction vehicles on the public highway, up to 500m from the site entrance(s). It 

is within these distances that the impacts of dust soiling and increased particulate matter in the ambient air 

will have the greatest impact on local air quality at sensitive receptors. The construction dust assessment 

study areas are illustrated in Figure 1 in Appendix L. 

 

3.1.7. For construction traffic emissions, consideration has been given to sensitive receptors (human and 

ecological) which fall within proximity (200m) of the routes most likely to be used by construction traffic. 

 

CD1-11.02  , paragraph 5.1.14 (pdf page 25) then goes on to state: 

 

5.1.14 There are no sensitive ecological receptors within the distances specified within the IAQM (Institute 

of Air Quality Management) guidance (see paragraph 3.1.6). Therefore, the potential effects of the 

construction phase on ecological receptors have not been considered further. 

 

In summary, no adverse effects on Madingley Slip Road RSV CWS are predicted as a result of the 

construction and operation of the Scheme.  

 

Clarification in respect of Ralph Lewis’ Proof of Evidence 

Ralph Lewis’ Proof of Evidence [CD26-01-APP-W10-1, pdf page 50, paragraph 5.8.16] contained the 

following wording in respect of Madingley Slip Road RSV CWS.   

“My assessment of the proposals is that the route alignment and environmental siting decisions reflect a 

conscious effort to avoid areas of high ecological sensitivity. The ES has sought to confirm that designated 

sites such as the Madingley Road Verges Local Wildlife Site and the adjacent SSSI have been buffered 

and safeguarded through corridor adjustments. Ecological networks including hedgerows, riparian 

corridors, and species rich grassland mosaics have been identified through detailed baseline surveys and 

retained where possible. Where interactions are unavoidable, the scheme pivots to robust mitigation and 

compensation, ensuring alignment with national expectations around harm avoidance, as per paragraph 

193 of the NPPF. Paragraph 194 addresses the protection of designated habitats and international nature 

conservation sites. The ES confirms that the route does not intersect or adversely affect any Ramsar sites, 

potential Special Protection Areas, or Special Areas of Conservation.” 

It is clarified that the wording could be more accurately amended to the following highlighted in bold:  

“My assessment of the proposals is that the route alignment and environmental siting decisions reflect a 

conscious effort to avoid areas of high ecological sensitivity. The ES has sought to confirm that designated 

sites such as the Madingley Slip Road RSV County Wildlife Site and the nearby Madingley Wood 

SSSI have been buffered and safeguarded through corridor adjustments. Ecological networks including 

hedgerows, riparian corridors, and species rich grassland mosaics have been identified through detailed 

baseline surveys and retained where possible. Where interactions are unavoidable, the scheme pivots to 

robust mitigation and compensation, ensuring alignment with national expectations around harm 

avoidance, as per paragraph 193 of the NPPF. Paragraph 194 addresses the protection of designated 
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habitats and international nature conservation sites. The ES confirms that the route does not intersect or 

adversely affect any Ramsar sites, potential Special Protection Areas, or Special Areas of Conservation”.   

The wording alteration makes no difference to the assessment.   
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APPENDIX A – CAMBIDGE AND PETERBOROUGH 

ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS DESIGNATED SITE SEARCH 
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