
APPENDIX B: Amended Parameter Plans 
 
Amendments 
The revisions relate to two key changes but as the parameter plans are interrelated they 
have all been revised to take account of the changes.   
 
Change 1: Open space 
The shape and size of the large public open space known as Central Park has changed.  It 
has been narrowed slightly at its northeast end and widened slightly at its south west end.  
The changes have slightly reduced the area of Central Park but to compensate the 
applicant is proposing an additional area of public open space close to the southeast 
corner of the site.  Taking both together the area of public open space is marginally greater 
than shown on previous versions of the parameter plans. The precise shape and location 
of other areas of open space have altered a little but not in a material way. 
 
Change 2: Main traffic routes 
In the development of the Design Code being prepared for the site, the developer and 
Council officers have come to the view there should be one primary road in the northern 
part of the site rather than three close together.  The indicative alignment of primary and 
secondary roads have altered a little but not in a material way. 
 

Consultation 
Those who had previously been in contact with the department concerning the application. 
 

Comments received following Parameter plans consultation 
 

 

Address Representation  Officer comment 
5 Howes 
Place 

Density too high; especially relative 
to existing residential area.  NIAB 
frontage extremely dense and out of 
keeping. Proposed garden space 
looks too small should be in keeping 
with surrounding properties.  
Gardens along boundary should be 
around 60 feet! 

The area of up to 4 storeys is increased 
but total number of dwellings remains 
limited by outline i.e. up to 1593 
dwellings.  Garden sizes cannot be 
determined from parameter plans - will 
come out in Design Code and reserved 
matters. No change. 

95 
Windsor 
Road 

Support area of 4 storey buildings 
not extending further than original 
plan.  Object to increased area of 4 
storey adj to SE edge of central 
park.  Narrowing of park should be 
on NE edge only so area of 4 storey 
doesn’t increase on eastern side. 

The area of up to 4 storey is increased 
but it would be no closer to the overall site 
boundaries. No planning harm identified. 

99 
Windsor 
Road 

Identical submission to 95 Windsor 
Rd 

See comments on 95 Windsor Rd 



 

100 
Windsor 
Road 

Support area of 4 storey buildings 
not extending further than original 
plan.  Would like assurances that 
pocket park near cycle link to 
Windsor Rd remains.  Why has this 
been removed? Await with interest 
more detail adjacent to 100 and 111 
Windsor Rd. 

Pocket park is not shown on current or 
proposed parameter plans. No change. 

103 
Windsor 
Road 

Identical submission to 95 Windsor 
Rd. 

See comments on 95 Windsor Rd 

Girton PC No particular comments to make. - 

WIRE Open space: Concern about whether 
pitches can be comfortably 
accommodated or leave sufficient 
space for informal uses.   
Why has size and shape of central 
park changed?  What are the hidden 
consequences?  We don’t think that 
changes to green corridors 
compensates for reduction in central 
park.  
Think that SE open space will be too 
small to be sufficiently useful.  Query 
future of existing pavilion. What is 
the consequence of the new SE 
POS on the layout?   
 
 
 
 
Some of the ‘greenspace’ will be laid 
to tarmac to provide cycle routes etc. 

Pitches can still be accommodated, 
leaving adequate space for other uses.  
 
 
Change has come about through 
discussions about the Design Code. 
Changes to green corridors are not 
material.   
 
 
The SE open space introduces some 
POS in the southern part of the site and 
in officers’ view has merit.  It is shown as  
2000 sqm which would be of sufficient 
size to be useable. Future of existing 
pavilion is unchanged by parameter 
plans. The draft Design Code shows its 
restoration an extension for residential 
accommodation.   
The open spaces will have paths and 
cycle ways through them and the 
changes in the parameter plans do not 
change this. 

Primary Road: What was the reason 
for the original layout? What is the 
consequence of the change? Central 
park will now have traffic on 3 of its 4 
sides. 
 
Number of storeys: There is an 
increase in the area of ‘up to four 
storeys’.  Why?  How close would 
buildings be to POS? 
 

There was no particular justification for 
the original road layout or for retaining it.  
The proposed layout reduces the areas 
subject to through traffic. Central park will 
have traffic on 3 of its 4 sides but this is 
acceptable. 
There is an increase in the area of up to 
4 storeys. The proximity of each storey 
height to the boundary is unaffected.  
There is no planning harm identified from 
the increase in the area of 4 storeys. 
The proximity of the buildings to POS is 
not affected by the revised plans.  The 
building frontages are indicative. 

Query: How binding is binding? If changes to a parameter plan (s) are 
acceptable the documents can be 
amended.  Officers consider that the 
proposed changes are minor and 
acceptable. 


