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TRANSPORT AND WORKS ACT 1992: APPLICATION FOR THE PROPOSED 

NETWORK RAIL (CAMBRIDGE SOUTH INFRASTRUCTURE 

ENHANCEMENTS) ORDER   

APPLICATION BY NETWORK RAIL 

NOTE of PRE- INQUIRY MEETING Held on Monday 22 November 2021 

at 10:00 via Microsoft Teams Platform 

Introductions and attendance 

1. This note sets out the main points discussed at the Pre-Inquiry Meeting

(PIM) on 21 November 2021, including the relevant dates for the
submission of evidence and other information. The purpose of the PIM was
to discuss the management of this case. There was no discussion as part

of the PIM as to the merits of any party’s case.

2. I introduced myself as the Inspector appointed to report to the Secretaries
of State on the application by Network Rail pursuant to section 6 of the
Transport and Works Act 1992 for an Order under sections 1 and 5 of that

Act for an Order. The purpose of the Order is to authorise the
construction, maintenance and operation by Network Rail of works

comprising the construction of a new station in South Cambridgeshire and
associated improvements to the West Anglia Main Line for the purposes of
improving connectivity and capacity in the Cambridgeshire region and, to

accommodate future growth in the area.

3. The application includes the Compulsory Acquisition of land and rights,
including the temporary possession of land and rights, an application for a
certificate in relation to acquisition of rights over open space, the closure

of level crossings at Dukes No.2 Level Crossing and Webster’s Level
Crossing over the West Anglia Main Line at Shelford and extinguishment

of the existing private access over the crossing together with provision of
alternative access measures.

4. A request is also being made to the Secretary of State for Transport,
under section 90(2A) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 that

planning permission, so far as it is required, shall be deemed to be
granted for the development proposed to be authorised by the order.

5. The applicant was represented by Ms Clutten of Counsel. Several other
members of the applicant’s team were also in attendance.

6. Other parties were represented as follows:

o OBJ 3 Astra Zeneca Ltd and Medimmune Limited (Yaaser Vanderman)
o OBJ 6 Cambridge University Hospital (Beverley Firth and Jacqueline

Lean)
o OBJ 7 Trumpington Residents Association (David Plank)

o OBJ 8 University of Cambridge (Matthew Dale-Harris)
o OBJ 9 Medical Research Council (Mark Westmoreland Smith)
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o OBJ 10 & OBJ 11 CBC Estate Management Company Limited & 
Cambridge Medipark Limited (Andrew Tait QC)  

o OBJ 13 Cambridge Ramblers Group (Paul Cutmore)  
o OBJ 14 Cambridge Past, Present & Future (James Littlewood) 

o OBJ 17 Countryside Cambridge One and Two (Andrew Tait QC)  
o OBJ 18 Cambridgeshire County Council (Gareth Blackett) 
o OBJ 19 St Mary’s School (Hannah Helliar)  

o OBJ 22 Smarter Cambridge Transport (Edward Leigh)  
o OBJ 23 Cambridge City Council (Jack Parker) 

o OBJ 24 South Cambridgeshire District Council (Jack Parker) 
o SUPP/2 Hobsons Conduit Trust (John Latham) 

 

 

Programme Officer and Inquiry Website  

 

7. Mrs Joanna Vincent has been appointed as the Programme Officer for the 
Inquiry and she will be the main point of contact for all parties regarding 
administrative and other procedural arrangements. She will play no part 

in the Inspector’s report to the Secretary of State beyond helping with the 
collation of lists of those appearing at the Inquiry and of Inquiry 

documents, which will be appended to it. 
 

8. Her main duties, under the direction of the Inspector, are:  

o Acting as the link between participants and the Inspector;  
o Keeping records of those attending the PIM and 

Inquiry; 
o Organising and keeping under review the Inquiry programme; 
o Organising practical arrangements for the Inquiry, including 

co-ordinating and advising on appearances; 
o Co-ordinating the receipt and distribution of documents; 

o Maintaining the Inquiry website and document lists; and 
o Planning site visits. 
 

9. The Inquiry website is the central repository for all Inquiry documents and 
announcements. It will be maintained and updated by Mrs Vincent and 

can be found at: https://gateleyhamer-pi.com/en-gb/csie/ 
 

10.All the Inquiry documents including Core Documents, Proofs of Evidence 

and the most up to date version of the Inquiry Programme will be 
available for everyone to see. 

 
11.The Programme Officer’s contact details are:  

 
Joanna.Vincent@gateleyhamer.com 
0148 323 0164 

07483 133 975 
 

  

https://gateleyhamer-pi.com/en-gb/csie/
mailto:Joanna.Vincent@gateleyhamer.com
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The Purposes of the Pre-Inquiry Meeting  

12. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss all administrative and 
procedural arrangements including sitting days, for the Inquiry which is 

scheduled to open on 1 February 2022.  It was also to discuss the format 
of the Inquiry, the focus of the evidence and the most appropriate means 

of testing that evidence.  
 

Scope of the Proposals 

 

13.The proposed station works comprises: 
 
a. A two-storey station building with entrances on the east (Cambridge 

Biomedical Campus) and west (Hobson’s Park) sides of the railway line, 

including a retail/catering unit; 

b. Four platforms with step-free access via a footbridge and lifts; seating 

and platform canopies for waiting passengers; 

c. An emergency evacuation footbridge and stairs a secondary covered 

footbridge at the platforms’ southern end; 

d. Cycle parking on both sides of the railway for a total of 1,000 cycles; 

    e. Pedestrian and cycle access paths on both sides of the railway; 

f.  A station forecourt on the eastern side containing five parking bays for 

Blue Badge Holders; two parking bays for station staff; two parking 

bays for maintenance staff; three bays for drop-off/pick-up by private 

cars; and three bays for drop-off/pick-up by taxis; and 

g. Introduction of two additional loop lines. 

 
The scheme also includes landscaping works within Hobson’s Park to 

provide cycle and pedestrian connections across the park to the new 
station, as well as access for emergency and maintenance vehicles to the 
western station building from Addenbrooke’s Road.  

 
14.The permanent land take of areas of public open space for the works and 

temporary land take for the construction period which includes the storage 
of excavated material. 
 

Inquiry witnesses  

15.The applicant proposes to call 13 witnesses.   There were 15 Objectors 
present at the PIM.  Details of those who have identified themselves as 

representing parties who wish to appear at the Inquiry and their proposed 
representation at the Inquiry, where known, are appended at Appendix 1. 
  

16.Any other objectors and supporters who may wish to speak at the Inquiry 
should notify the Programme Officer of their interest. I shall programme 

time to hear from all interested parties at the Inquiry. 
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17.People who do not need or wish to speak at the Inquiry will, nonetheless, 
be welcome to attend as observers.  In considering the applications, the 

Inspector will take account of all the evidence heard at the Inquiry as well 
as written representations received before it closes.  However, greater 

weight can be attached to evidence given at the Inquiry which is open to 
testing through cross examination. 
 

18.The Programme Officer has received correspondence from some people 
indicating that whilst they would wish to give evidence at the Inquiry, they 

would be unable to attend in person for a variety of reasons. 
Arrangements will be made for these witnesses to give evidence via video 
link.  The Programme Officer will contact the parties concerned to ensure 

that suitable arrangements are in place. 
 

Inquiry Venue 

19.The Inquiry is scheduled to open at 10.00am on Tuesday 1 February 
2022.  It will be held at the Issac Newton Room, Hilton Cambridge 
City Centre, 20 Downing Place, Cambridge CB2 3DT. 

 
20.Details regarding the location of the Hotel  are available here: 

https://www.hilton.com/en/hotels/stnhchi-hilton-cambridge-city-
centre/hotel-location/ 
 

21. A retiring room will be provided for the Inspector and a room for the 
Programme Officer, as well as a breakout room for the applicant. Any 

other parties requiring a breakout room should discuss arrangements with 
the applicant.  
 

 

Inquiry dates and times 

22.The Inquiry was originally scheduled to sit for 12 days.  At the PIM it was 

agreed that due to the number of witnesses that an additional week (w/c 
21 February 2022) should be added at this stage.   Participants were 
asked to provide details of the number of witnesses they proposed to call.   

This information was helpfully forwarded to the Programme Officer 
 

23.Based on the information provided by the parties it would seem that there 
will be about 45 witnesses. Whilst some witnesses may be relatively brief, 
experience would suggest that allowing for opening and closing 

submissions, cross examination, time to consider the suggested planning 
conditions and Protective Provisions it would seem that a further 10 sitting 

days may be required.   Whilst the precise number of sitting days can be 
refined once time estimates are provided closer to the commencement of 
the Inquiry, on the basis of the information currently available, I consider 

that it would be prudent to give consideration to suitable dates for 
additional sitting days if necessary.  I would therefore be grateful if the 

applicant could advise me of their availability and that of their witnesses 
going forward. I am drawing attention to this now, since the nearer we 
get to the start of the Inquiry the more difficult it will be for parties to find 

https://www.hilton.com/en/hotels/stnhchi-hilton-cambridge-city-centre/hotel-location/
https://www.hilton.com/en/hotels/stnhchi-hilton-cambridge-city-centre/hotel-location/
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the additional days necessary.  This information should be submitted as 
soon as possible and no later than 17 December 2021. 

 
24.The Inquiry will normally sit from Tuesday to Friday each week. On sitting 

days the Inquiry will normally commence at 10.00 am (or an earlier time 
if agreed and indicated in advance of that session) and be adjourned at 
about 4.30 to 5.00pm. There will normally be a lunch break of about an 

hour and comfort/refreshment break in mid-morning and mid-afternoon. 
 

25.The timings will be flexible so that breaks are taken at a convenient point 
in the evidence. When the Inquiry is sitting on a Friday the I shall seek to 
adjourn at lunchtime or early afternoon to allow those who need to travel 

back home to do so. 
 

Inquiry Programme & witness availability 

26.The Programme Officer will draw up a programme for the Inquiry. The 
following information must be submitted to the Programme Officer by 18 
January 2022, by all those who intend to appear at the Inquiry to give 

evidence: 
• The duration of any opening and closing statements, if any are to be 

made;  
• The duration of evidence in chief for each of their own witnesses; and, 
• The duration of cross-examination of opposing parties’ witnesses.  

• Any constraints on availability or appearing at a physical event. 
 

27.The draft Programme will be available on the website and in the Inquiry 
Library when the Inquiry is sitting. It will remain in draft and will be 
subject to change throughout the Inquiry. It is important that people 

appearing are available when required, and the onus will be on them to 
keep in touch with the progress of the Inquiry. 

 
28.Based on the information I have at present it would seem sensible that 

once the applicant has presented its case, that I hear from those objectors 

with a limited number of witnesses at an early stage in the Inquiry.  I 
would suggest that this group includes includes OBJ 7 Trumpington 

Residents Association, OBJ 13 Cambridge Ramblers Group, OBJ 14 
Cambridge Past, Present and Future and OBJ 22 Smarter Cambridge 
Transport.  

 
29.I note the availability constraints submitted by the various parties and will 

endeavour to accommodate them.  Once I am aware of the applicant’s 
availability going forward, I am then able to give consideration to the 

availability of other parties.  
 

Main considerations and other matters 

30.On behalf of the Secretaries of State the DfT Transport Casework Team 

has issued a Statement of Matters (SOM) which set out the matters which 
the SoS wish to be informed about in my report to them following the 
Inquiry. This has been sent to all Interested Parties including all those 
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who have objected to the Order and will be published on the Inquiry 
website. 

 
31.The SOM effectively provides an agenda for the Inquiry and should serve 

as a useful tool for all parties when preparing your written and/or oral 
evidence to the Inquiry.  I ask that those producing written evidence for 
the Inquiry to address those matters which are relevant to their case and 

arrange their evidence accordingly (adopting the headings in the SOM) to 
set out all the points they wish to make under each of those headings. 

 
32.Additional topics suggested at the PIM include the adequacy of the 

Environmental Statement in terms of the impact of the proposed 

development on the local road network; the capacity of the station and 
infrastructure proposed. 

 
33.Smarter Transport for Cambridge also proposes to submit an alternative 

to the proposed scheme.  This was due to be submitted to the applicants 

by 26 November 2021.  
 

34.The issue by the SoS of the Statement of Matters does not prevent other 
issues being addressed in evidence if they are pertinent and relevant to 

the case that you are seeking to put.  I will consider and report on these if 
I consider them to be relevant and important to the consideration of the 
applications by the Secretaries of State. 

 
35.Network Rail should ensure that it responds explicitly to every objection, 

including those not the subject of representations at the Inquiry. Network 
Rail is requested to provide a document that identifies the sections of its 
proofs which deal with the particular objections raised on an objector by 

objector basis. 
 

Statements of Common Ground 

36. Statements of Common Ground (SoCG) between the applicant and other 

parties should assist with reducing Inquiry time.  At the PIM Network Rail 
indicated that it was in the process of trying to agree SoCG with a number 

of parties. It would be helpful if at least the main parties try to reach 
agreement on as many issues as possible, thereby enabling them to focus 
on matters of particular importance to them at the Inquiry.   Whilst it is 

not necessary for these to be forwarded to me prior to the exchange of 
proofs of evidence, the early preparation and agreement between the 

parties should reduce the areas that need to be addressed at the Inquiry. 
Any Statements of Common Ground which are submitted will be posted on 

the Inquiry website. 
 

37. I appreciate that SoCG often evolve and differences between the parties 

can narrow up to the commencement of, and even during the Inquiry.  
Notwithstanding this, I ask that completed SoCG are submitted in 

accordance with the timetable below, and if necessary supplementary 
SoCG can be submitted at a later date.   
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38. I would welcome written confirmation, as soon as possible, of areas 
where agreement has been reached, and where any objections are 

withdrawn as a result. 
 

Inquiry procedure 

39.All of the parties present at the PIM were content for the Inquiry to take 
place as a face-to-face event.  It may however be necessary to make 
adjustments for some participants should there be constraints on their 

ability to attend a face-to-face event.  Any party who anticipates such 
difficulty should let the Programme Officer know as soon as possible since 

this may have implications for the running order or the arrangements at 
the venue.  
 

40. Should circumstances concerning the ability to hold face-to-face events 
change, a virtual inquiry would be arranged instead.   If this appears to be 

a likely scenario the Programme Officer will contact you to discuss 
alternative arrangements. 
 

41. At the PIM several participants expressed a preference for evidence to be 
heard on an objector basis rather then a topic basis.   I have now received 

details of the number of intended witnesses and topics to be addressed for 
each party.  Having regard to the comments made by the parties and the 
information received to date I agree that I shall hear the evidence on an 

objector basis.    
 

42.The fact that a party did not attend the PIM does not prevent them from 
participating in the Inquiry, but they should let the Programme Officer 
know if they intend to do so and provide details of any witnesses they 

intend to call. 
 

43. At the Inquiry I shall broadly follow the procedure set out in the 
Transport and Works Inquiry Rules.  Briefly: 
 

• Following my opening announcements, the applicant will be invited 
to make an opening statement outlining its case.  The applicant will 

be followed by those who are entitled to appear in an order to be 
determined following the receipt of time estimates.  
 

• Essentially the first part of the Inquiry will involve Network Rail, the 
applicant, calling each of its witnesses in turn who will each give 

evidence in chief.  Objectors will then have an opportunity to cross-
examine each of the witnesses in turn.  I may also ask questions as 

the evidence progresses.  There will then be re-examination of each 
of the witnesses.  

 

• The second part of the Inquiry will hear the case for the Objectors. 
The parties may then give evidence in an order to be decided 

dependant on availability and other considerations.  The witnesses 
will give evidence in chief. They will be cross-examined by the 
applicant and then they will be re-examined by their own advocate. 
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Again, I may ask questions as they arise during the giving of 
evidence.  

 
• The third part of the Inquiry will involve a session in which any 

other objectors or Interested Persons will be invited to make their 
representations.  

 

• There will then be a roundtable discussion in relation to the 
suggested planning conditions and protective provisions,  

 
• Each party who has given evidence may make closing submissions, 

summarising their cases in light of the evidence. This is not an 

opportunity to introduce new evidence.  They may do this either at 
the end of their individual evidence or at the end of the Inquiry;  

 
• The above sets out a running order anticipated at this time. Parties 

should note that this may be subject to change but that any change 

will be notified in advance so that all parties are aware. Detailed 
programming will take place in the week immediately preceding the 

Inquiry and may need to be updated as the Inquiry progresses. 
 

 

Core Documents 

44.It is likely that some reference documents will be referred to by many 
parties. A number of these have already been submitted by Network Rail, 

a list of which is included in Appendix 1 of its Statement of Case (Core 
Document E01), and the documents concerned are available on the 
Inquiry website.  It will save paper, time and expense if others wishing to 

refer to the same documents would simply refer to them (by document 
number and internal reference) in their evidence without the need to 

submit further copies. The Inspector would welcome suggestions for any 
further documents that could usefully be included as core documents. The 
Programme Officer will maintain the schedule of core documents and any 

Inquiry documents submitted. 
 

Proofs of Evidence  

45.Where a party proposes to give evidence at the Inquiry by reading from a 
document (known as a ‘proof of evidence’), it should be submitted in 
advance of the Inquiry. Proofs of evidence should be succinct and to the 

point. Voluminous documents do not add weight to a case and may 
detract from it by obscuring the key points. Additional evidence may be 

given orally, though as far as possible such material would be better 
included in proofs.  
 

46.In accordance with the Transport and Works Inquiry Rules, if the proofs 
are longer than 1500 words, summaries of the proofs must be submitted 

at the same time as the proofs themselves. Summaries should be no more 
than 1500 words. Only summaries will be read at the Inquiry, but the full 
proofs can be referred to in evidence and be open to cross-examination.  
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47.If, in evidence, reference is made to any other document, which is not 
included in the list of core documents, a copy of that document (or the 

relevant extract plus the cover page), must be submitted as an appendix 
to the proof of evidence. Those who wish to rely on material from the 

internet must provide printed copies of the material in question, as the 
content of websites can change, and it is important that the Inspector and 
the Secretary of State see the information the witness intends them to 

see. 
 

48.The proofs of evidence should be numbered, prefixed with an abbreviation 
to indicate the party on whose behalf it is submitted, followed by a 
sequential number. For example the applicant should use NR as a pre-fix 

and each objector or other interested party has been or will be allocated a 
reference number, which can be confirmed by the Programme Officer, for 

example OBJ/1. Each party should agree their proposed approach in 
advance with the Programme Officer, in the interests of consistency and 
clarity. 

 
49. The Inspector urges parties to ensure that proofs of evidence and 

associated documents conform to the following guidelines:  
 

• Document number on the top right corner of cover page; 
• Indicate on the cover page the name of the party on whose behalf the 

evidence is given, the name of the witness, relevant qualifications and 

the topic(s) covered; 
• Number all pages and paragraphs; 

• Appendices should also be paginated in order that the relevant part can 
be found quickly during the Inquiry.  

 

50.The importance of referencing documents so that they can easily be 
located cannot be overstated. Each party should agree their proposed 

approach in advance with the Programme Officer, in the interests of 
consistency and clarity. 
 

51.Each party should keep an up-to-date list of their documents, providing a 
copy of the list to the Programme Officer at the beginning of the Inquiry, 

with an update if necessary, at the end. 
 

52.Any emails submitted to the Programme Officer should include the title of 

the document to be submitted in the email title so that it can be easily 
found.  

 
53.All professional witnesses are expected to provide a reading list 

accompanying their evidence. The lists need not be exhaustive but should 

be intended to direct the Inspector’s reading to key pieces of evidence 
underpinning the statements. 

 
54.Following the submission of evidence and documents, the Programme 

Officer will upload all submissions onto the Inquiry website as soon as 

possible. 
 

  



10 
 

Site visits 

55. I shall so far as practical familiarise myself with the area prior to the 
Inquiry on an unaccompanied basis, from public vantage points. I may 

make further such visits during or after the Inquiry. If there are any 
particular locations it would be beneficial for me to view prior to the 

commencement of the Inquiry please forward details to the Programme 
Officer preferably at the same time as the proofs of evidence are 
submitted, but no later than 18 January 2022. 

 
56. I may also make accompanied visits to relevant places during or after the 

Inquiry. If anyone wishes to request that I make an accompanied visit to 
a particular location, they should send that request to the Programme 
Officer.  I must emphasise that all visits will be for the sole purpose of 

observing the sites in question. I will not hear any evidence from the 
parties to the Inquiry or receive submissions on site. It is important that 

all that has to be said in evidence should be put at the Inquiry itself. 
 

Timetable for submission of evidence and other information 

57. All proofs of evidence should be submitted to the Programme Officer and 

circulated to others not later than 7 January 2022. 
 

58.In the event that objectors intend to promote alternatives to the proposed 

works, the Inspector would expect their proofs to include an evaluation of 
the merits and practicability of the alternative proposed and whether it 

would meet the aims and objectives set for the original scheme, taking 
into account, so far as practical, its costs, benefits and comparative 

impacts, such as on adjoining land owners. 
 

59.Written Representations  The Inspector requested that if anyone intends 

to submit additional written representations rather than appearing at the 
Inquiry, they should make their submissions to the Programme Officer 

and circulate them to others 7 January 2022. 
  

60.Rebuttal Proofs of Evidence  There is no reference in the Transport and 

Works Inquiry Rules to rebuttal proofs. However, they can sometimes be 
helpful to deal with complex evidence raised for the first time in the proofs 

of evidence, particularly if they deal with points that could reduce the 
need for cross-examination and so reduce the Inquiry time.  However, 
they should not be seen as an opportunity to introduce new issues. 

 
61. Any rebuttal proofs should be submitted to the Programme Officer and 

circulated to others by 18 January 2022. 
 

62. I shall require a hard copy of the proofs of evidence and an A3 copy of 

the relevant plans (preferably in a bound document) every document 
submitted.  A further hard copy for the Inquiry library/Secretary of State 

and an electronic copy for the Inquiry website is also required. These 
should be brought to the Inquiry rather than forwarded to the Programme 
Officer.   
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63.The Transport and Works Inquiry Rules specify that copies must also be 
sent at the same time to the applicant, any statutory objector and anyone 

who has served a statement of case. The Programme Officer will be able 
to provide details. The Rules indicate that only 1 copy is to be sent to 

each of those other parties. The Inspector leaves the parties to negotiate 
directly if they seek additional copies of each other’s evidence or if they 
wish to exchange documents other than in hard copy. 

 

Lesley Coffey  
PLANNING INSPECTOR 
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Appendix 1  

Objectors and witnesses 

 

Objector Name  Represented by  Witnesses/topic 

OBJ 1  St John’s College 

Cambridge 

  

OBJ 2  Chris Pointon   

OBJ 3 Astra Zeneca & 
Medimmune 

Yaaser 
Vanderman 

5 Witnesses 6 topics 
Drainage; existing 

infrastructure; Planning; 
Project Management; 

land/Property issues ; 
Company 

OBJ 4 SABA Infra   

OBJ 5 Environment 

Agency  

WITHDRAWN  

OBJ 6 Cambridge UH Beverley 

Firth/Jacqueline 
Lean 

5 Witnesses.  Topics: 

hospital and site 
operational matters; 
drainage; transport; 

planning land/acquisition 

OBJ 7 Trumpington 

Residents 
Association  

David Plank  SoM 1, 3c, 4, 5 

OBJ 8 University of 
Cambridge  

Matthew Dale 
Harris/Scott 

Lyness QC 

7 Witnesses Topics: 
Operation of the 

University’s affected 
interests; Noise and 
Vibration; Drainage 

Highways; 
Electromagnetic Fields and 

Electromagnetic 
Interference; Planning 
Compensation 

OBJ 9 Medical Research 
Council 

Mark 
Westmoreland 

Smith  

3 witnesses   Dr Jan Lowe, 
Richard Muir, David Purcell 

OBJ 10 CBS Estate 

Management 
Limited (CBC) 

Andrew Tait QC 3 Witnesses – Flood risk 

and drainage;  Road and 
Transport; Remaining 

issues 

OBJ 11 Cambridge 
Medipark Limited 

(CML) 

Andrew Tait QC Witnesses as above 

OBJ 12 Cadent Gas    

OBJ 13 Cambridge Group 
Ramblers  

Paul Cutmore 1 witness 
Hobsons Park 
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OBJ 14 Cambridge Past, 

Present and 
Future 

James Littlewood 1 witness 

SoM 4 & 10 

OBJ 15 Pemberton 
Trustees 

  

OBJ 16 South 
Staffordshire  
Water  

  

OBJ 17 Countryside 
Cambridge One 

and Two  

Andrew Tait QC 1 witness 
Land interests; loss of part 

of Country Park; 
pedestrian cycle link;  

 

OBJ 18 Cambridgeshire 

County Council 

Gareth Blackett  

OBJ 19 St Mary’s School Hannah Helliar No Witnesses 

OBJ 20 D Jackson   

OBJ 21 Richard and 

Vanessa Price 

  

OBJ 22 Smarter 

Cambridge  

Edward Leigh  1 witness 

OBJ 23 Cambridge City 

Council 

Jack Parker 3 witnesses  Hobsons 

Park; Exchange Land; 
Ecology; Trees; Conditions  

OBJ 24 South Cambridge 
District Council 

Jack Parker 1 witness 
Trees; biodiversity; cycle 
network during 

construction; conditions. 

OBJ 25  M Chaplin   

 

 

Timetable for the submission of Documents & Information 

 

17 December 2021 Applicant’s availability  for additional 
sitting days 

7 January  2022 Proofs of Evidence 

 Statements of Common Ground 

 Additional Written Representations 

18 January 2022 Rebuttal Statements 

 Time estimates/witness availability 

 Site visit locations  

4 February 2022 Inquiry opens 

  

  

 


