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JOINT DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE - CAMBRIDGE FRINGES  
 16 November 2016 
 10.00  - 11.45 am 
 
Present:  Councillors Bard (Chair), Blencowe (Vice-Chair), Baigent, Price, 
Holt, Ashwood, Hipkin, Kenney, Cuffley, de Lacey and Van de Weyer 
 
Officers Present: 
New Neighbourhoods Development Manager: Sharon Brown 
Legal Advisor: Richard Pitt 
Democratic Services Officer: Daniel Snowdon 
 
Developer Representatives: 
Neal Jennion, Marshall Aerospace & Defence Group 
Andrew Bullmore, Hoare Lee 
Rob Matthews, Vantage Planning 
Christelle Escoffier, Amec Foster Wheeler 
Oiver Gardner, Amec Foster Wheeler 
 

FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE COUNCIL 

 

16/44/JDCC Apologies 
 
Apologies were received from Councillors Bird and Orgee. Councillors Harford 
and Smart attended as alternates. 

16/45/JDCC Declarations of Interest 
 
 

Item number  Councillor Interest 

16/47/JDCC Baigent Personal: City 
Councillor for Romsey.  

  

16/46/JDCC Minutes 
 
The minutes of the meeting held on 14 September 2016 were agreed and 
signed as a correct record. 

Public Document Pack
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16/47/JDCC Pre-application Member Briefing - Cambridge Airport, 
Cambridge East 
 
The Committee received a presentation on the proposed engine testing facility 
at Cambridge Airport.  
 
Members raised comments/questions as listed below. Answers were supplied, 
but as this was a pre-application presentation, none of the answers were to be 
regarded as binding and so are not included in the minutes. 
 
1. Questioned whether the facility would be let for use by third parties and 

asked whether third party use had been accounted for within the noise 
and air pollution modelling.  

2. Asked whether the modelling for wind direction was accurate.   
3. Queried where engine testing would take place if the facility was unable to 

be used due to weather conditions and if the modelling accounted for use 
outside of the facility. 

4. Questioned whether use of the site would increase and whether there 
would be any limit on its usage.  

5. Questioned whether cost had been a parameter when assessing the 
possible locations for the testing facility.  

6. Asked whether hours of operation could be enforced through condition.   
7. Queried whether the facility would be able to accommodate larger planes 

in the future.  
8. Asked how materials and equipment would be delivered to the site during 

the construction.  
9. Questioned what the maximum level of noise that would be generated by 

aircraft at the site.   
10. Clarified whether the Boeing 747 aircraft was louder than the Boeing 777 

aircraft and questioned what the exact noise levels generated by the 
respective aircraft were.   

11. Requested clarification regarding the hours of operation.  
12. Clarified the relationship between the engine testing operation and the 

wing development operation.  
13. Questioned whether more aircraft would be brought to the facility to be 

tested if the application was approved.  
14. Requested an example of the average duration of an engine test.  
15. Noted that government advice stated that 57db was the level at which 

noise caused significant community annoyance and questioned how that 
was compatible with the noise levels of 72db stated in the presentation.   
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The meeting ended at 11.45 am 
 
 
 
 

CHAIR 
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