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Annex C – Responses Using 
Questionnaire Response Form 



APPENDIX C.1 - CONTEXT

1= Support
0 = Don't Support
2 = Don't Know

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
City Centre Boundary:
A – Do you agree with the city centre boundary
Yes 1 1 1 1
No 1 1 1
If no, please explain – feel free to annotate the plan Inconsistent either include all city 

'centre' residential area or exclude 

Bright St/Wedn Rd

I would question the inclusion of railworld 

within the boundary. Whilst it is important part 

of the urban area, it is physically completely 

detached from the city core by the ECML. It 

should be subject to its own specific brief

Opportunity Areas:
Do you agree with the identified opportunity areas
Yes 1 1 1
No 1 1 1 1
If no, please explain – feel free to annotate the plan Flooding on Fengate? Include the station staff and Gt 

Northern!

I believe that the  Cathedral precinct should be left 

unchanged as the most historic and peaceful part 

of the city centre

As above

Vision
Q3 – Have we identified the right vision for Peterborough? 
Yes 1 1
No 1
If no, please explain Who Knows! Execpt that any changes considered for the 

Cathedral Precinct should be very carefully 
examined before approval to ensure that they do 
not adverserlyaffect the historical significance and 
peaceful attributes of this unique  are of the city 
centre



11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1
Remove 

Fengate

Don't know! 

What are the 

choices?

Although generally correct the 

river will be more significant in 

the future and development 

options exist to the lower 

grade southern areas

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1
Remove 

Fengate

Care needs to be taken over destination of Stanley Rec as an 
'opportunities arise' - there needs to be a tight focus on the 
type and scale of opportunities to maintain this as can open 
green space

I feel there should 

be a 'specialised' 

river area

Slightly concerned what large scaled 

on Embankment north and Fengate 

South- not built dev please

Too small to 

see/decide - 

Sorry!

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1

However, making the city centre a 'sought after area to live' 
has implications for the housing market which may have an 
address impact on university. Ambitions to make the city 
centre 'sustainable' need to take more account of flooding @ 
associated with sae land more than is apparant in the plans 
presented

Seem quite generic and not specific 

to Peterborough



APPENDIX C.2 - ECONOMY AND EMPLOYMENT

1= Support
0 = Don't Support
2 = Don't Know

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

 Business Space
Option BS1 - Up to 100,000 sq m 1 2 0 1 2 1 1 0 1 0 1
Option BS2 – Up to 125,000 sq m 1 1 1 0 2 2 1 0 1 1 1

Option BS3 – Up to 150,000 sq m 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 2

Which (if any) of Options BS1, BS2, BS3 should be a priority?
BS1 1 1 1
BS2 1 1 1
BS3 1 1

Innovation Centre
Option ED1 – London Road on the South Bank . 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 0 1 0 1

Option ED2 – Station Quarter 1 2 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 2
Option ED3 –  the North Embankment . 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

Option ED4 – Provision of innovation centre and conference facilities in separate locations 2 0 2 1 2 1 0 0 0

Which (if any) of Options ED1, ED2, ED3 or ED4 should be a priority?
ED1 1 1 1 1 1 1
ED2 1 1 1
ED3
ED4 1

University
Option UN1 –University facilities on South Bank  site adjacent to the river and London Road 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 2

Option UN2 – University facilities on the North Embankment  site 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0

Option UN3 – University campus on Peterborough District Hospital 1 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 1 1

Option UN4 – Dispersed university facilities throughout city centre 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2

Which (if any) of Options UN1, UN2, UN3 or UN4 should be a priority?
UN1
UN2 1
UN3 1 1 1 1 1 1
UN4 1

0 1 2 2 1 1 0 0 0 0
2 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick
PS1
PS2
PS3 1 1 1 1
PS4 1 1 1 1 1

Courts do NOT have to be co-located with PCC/Clinic 

Qfr. Leave where thay are abd do NOT build more 

(PS2) as needed for cathedral views

Peterborough has a relatively compact city 

centre and the distances between sector 

offices are not great, so dispersal is the most 

cost effective option

Public sector offices as 'key snchor' to 

new office hub @ station quarter v finer 

grain intergration of functions/depts 

across whole city cente (more 

approchable' and inclusive 'persona' for 

PCC?

Don’t waste money in 

buildings for public 

sector. Invest it in 

lobbying for more jobs to 

be moved out here

Keep together 

with Bayard 

Place

Public Sector Employment
Option PS1 – ‘Civic quarter’ as part of the green office hub development at Station Quarter .
Option PS2 – ‘Civic quarter’ focused around Rivergate.
Option PS3 – Creation of a ‘civic quarter’ focussed within the City Market  area.
Option PS4 – continued dispersal of public sector and civic functions across the city centre

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options relating to public sector employment facilities in th

Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be considered?

Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary
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1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1
0 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1

1 0 2 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1

1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1

0 0 0 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1
0 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1

0 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 1 1 0

1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1

1
1

1 0 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1

1 1 2 0 2 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1

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

1 1 2 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0

1
1 1 1

1 1 1
1 1 1 1

0 2 0 2 1 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 2 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1
0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 2 0 0 1 0 1 1 0

1
1

1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1
The focus should be on what works best for the  ?? 

To promote ?? Services ar ??. Possible cost to the 

ta2 payer whilst meeting (at least) minimum 

standards for design and building qualities and 

providing good staff working conditions

The city market area is 

currently run down 

creating a civic quarter 

there would hopefully 

result in a nice area.

Must get people in and out. 

Don't want massive car parks. 

Proper park and ride facilities 

required to keep parked cars 

out of city all day

I think improving the 

facilities of the existing civic 

quarter would be great and 

trying to keep 

improvements local existing 

good

I don't think it is a 

problem to have 

these facilities 

disperced across 

the city

Having so many sites is a major 

disadvantage to peoples time for 

meetings/conference. But need to 

be in a central accessible, 

strategic centre

Knock down 

Hereward Arcade 

site, replace with 

market useful 

Market Site/car 

park for all civic 

Quarter needs

There is no 

need for a civic 

quarter on 

prime site
Development in Northminster 

where they already have a 

couple of offices but leaving 

the market there as it is

Public sector and civic 

functions should be in 

areas that are easily 

accessible to the public

What sort of employment is 

Envisngod? Office work is 

being reduced. Work from 

home?

Could look at relocating all other 

non ? Facing functions together 

at e.g. Hynan Wood, S? Way 

business parks



C.3 ECONOMY AND EMPLOYMENT

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Retail

Option RT1 – New shopping facilities in the Rivergate area. 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1
Option RT2 – New shopping facilities in the Northminster area 1 1 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 1
Option RT3 –  New shopping facilities focussed upon redevelopment of 
existing streets. 

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

Option RT4 – Encouragement and enhancement of specialist/niche retail 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 1 1

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? 

RT2 RT1 RT1 RT1 RT1 RT3 RT4 RT1 RT1

RT1

1 1 1 1 1 1

RT2

1

RT3

1

RT4

1

Do you agree that the city centre would benefit from enhanced/specialist retail 
niches (option RT4)? If so what additional niche retail would you like to see 
within the city centre?  

Art craf, Gift type- Sharps 'Evolution' Not all Chains Yes. Butchers, Greengrocers, Hardware, Wool Shop Yes- but the place cannot be 

forced

YES ? P'boro doesn't have the class 
to sustain nice shops, or the 
ability to become a transit 
destination. It'll always be 
ASDA and TopShop

See previous letters. 
Rivergate would be ideal 
for hobby, collectors, 
craft and fringe business 
for tourists

Flexible 
and 
reasonably 
priced units 
must be 
provided

Yes. This is not my area of expertise but I 
suggest the focus should be on shops which 
will bring in 'high spending' shoppers who 
will then also use other shops, cultural 
facilities etc, and this maximise economic 
benefits to the city

Yes. I would like to see the 

conclusion of specialist 

india/pakistani shops with in 

the city centre
Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options relating 
to shopping facilities in the city centre?

Would be benificial to have mix of shops large and small other permanent stores to 
promote choice and competition to existing

Too many phone shops How wage ecomomy and niche 
retail are inconsistent. Groew the 
economy first and support 'start 
up' zones (eg old arcade) and 
support farmers markets and 
local produce(rs)

Doubtful if funtion 

retail is sustainable. 

Particuarly as N. 

West gate unlikely 

to be realised

It would be worth 
considering niche retail 
outlets on South Bank 
to support boating 
activities adjoining the 
River Nene

Desire to open up river to 
city again - retail 
could/should be one of the 
key drivers. Also achieves 
'retail dumbell'/anchors with 
North Westgate

See previous letters. 

Small low rent shops 

needed

No more 

chain 

stores

I think shopping centres 

can eclipse other shops 

else where if they are 

allowed to
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be 
considered?

Important to improve retail 

offer between two new 

anchors (especially around 

cathedral Sq-the 'heart' of 

the city)

See previous letters The new shopping facilities 

in centres should 

compliment the new shops 

in existing streets

Markets 

Option MK1 – Reprovide covered market at Rivergate 1 2 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 2 2
Option MK2 – Retain/redevelop market within wider redevelopment proposals 
for Northminster

1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 1 1

Option MK3 – Reprovide covered market as part of wider development in 
Bridge Street area.

1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 1

Option MK4 – Enhance “themed” street market 1 2 1 2 2 1 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 2

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? MK2
MK2 MK1 MK2 MK2 MK1 MK1 + 3 MK3 MK4 MK3 MK2

MK1 1 1 1
MK2 1 1 1 1 1
MK3 1 1 1
MK4 1

Do you agree that the indoor market should be retained? Yes

Yes YES NO YES YES ?? ?? -Northminister move 
market to south of Bourges 
Boulevard, either option OK

YES YES YES NO YES

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options relating 
to markets in the city centre?

The european and farmers markets are an assett to city would be good to have other 
types at different times of year i.e Bellan type of Xmas Market

Needs more signs to current market. Need more variety 

to goods sold in market

Encourage local food and ethnic 
spaces. And 'co-operate' space 
for seasonal producers and 
display space for local 
organisations/events

Re-establish 
Marketed (aka 
Cathedral Square) 
and Bridge St (of 
Norwich

Needs to be well located 

with key retail anchors

Below: More posh to edge of 

town

Needs to be near station 
quarter/bus station and Q 
gate as stated in 
previous consultation -
see press

Street Market have the potential to look 

'tatty' and destroy the streetscape and 

ambience we are seeing (at considerable 

public expense) to create

Opening 

times, 

closes 

early

The market is an excellent 
opportunity to draw people 
into Bridge Street an area 
with substantial wide open 
spaces

Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be 
considered?

The market should include 

produce that reflects mulit -

cultural Peterborough



16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

Retail Support Don't 

Support

Don't 

Know

No 

Response
1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0 2 1 Option RT1 – New shopping 22 3 4 3
2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 Option RT2 – New shopping 13 9 6 4
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Option RT3 –  New shopping 

facilities focussed upon 
25 3 0 4

1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Option RT4 – Encouragement and 
enhancement of specialist/niche

27 1 3 1

RT1 RT3 RT3 RT4 RT3 RT4 RT3 RT3 RT1 RT3 RT1 RT4 RT3 Which (if any) of the options should 

be a priority? 
1 1 1 RT1 9

RT2 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 RT3 9

1 1 1 RT4 4

Car showrooms 
as in centre 
London should not 
have to go to 
outskirts to see 
cars

More important retailers. More 

ecoproducts -locally sourced 

etc

YES Yes. More  ethnic Lets get away from just 
another town like any where 
else. Attrect quality small 
businesses - no more 
burgers or £1 shops 

Yes- more 

local 

produce

Yes- Don't 

know!

YES Niche retail needs to be 

prioritised

Yes. Needs to 
reduce the 
dominance of 
major retail 
chains to give 
character

Speacialist foods Yes - no more 

humongous chain 

stores

Eco/environmental Yes, individual non 'chain' retail 

stores fashion and small good/gifts 

retail

Do you agree that the city centre 
would benefit from 
enhanced/specialist retail niches 
(option RT4)? If so what additional 
niche retail would you like to see 
within the city centre?  

Have no 
preference but 
think farther 
covered shopping 
(arcade) is a great 
idea

Is the key correct? How can the 

existing primary retail area 

move in each senario?

Totally against 
Queensgate 
obtaining The 
'nights' to close off 
public access at 
certain times

To compete with other cities 

need House of Fraser. 

Debenhams - all accessible

Should be 

included in the 

business 

areas

Small appertave 
should be 
encouraged into 
areas not 
controlled by 
Queensgate

Too many national chains. 

Too much Peterborough 

retail owned by Norwich 

Union

Do need to 

encourage 

local 

independent 

retailers

Please lets not have 
more of the same genre. 
Lets use sesible business 
rates to encourage 
quality products (mainly 
foods)

Consideration given 

to business 

improvement district 

status

Access by train Keep large warehouse retail out of 

the city centre where there is good 

car parking

Do you have any comments on the 

issues, opportunities and options 

relating to shopping facilities in the 

city centre?
By moving the new M&S is 
N.Westgate development 
the lower end of Bridge St 
and Rivergate will die and 
fall into the hands of 'cheap' 
shops

Yes get rid of the covered 
Market. Have the market in 
Market Square. Get iit 
cleared away every night. 
Bring everything up market. 
Bull dose Hereward Arcade 
move Wilkinson's to Orbon

Longer shopping 

hours, more mixed 

cultural/retail to create 

evening atmosphere

Impact of internet. Reserve town 

centre for small chracter non 

sunstance retail with associated 

cafes and bars etc also restaurants

Are there any further issues, 

opportunities and options that 

should be considered?
0

0

Markets Support Don't 

Support

Don't 

Know

No 

Response
1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 0 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 Option MK1 – Reprovide covered 13 7 10 2
1 1 2 1 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 2 1 1 Option MK2 – Retain/redevelop 

market within wider redevelopment 
17 10 4 1

2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 2 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 Option MK3 – Reprovide covered 
market as part of wider 

16 9 5 2

1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 Option MK4 – Enhance “themed” 
street market

16 4 7 5

MK2 MK2 MK1 MK3 MK4 MK2 MK4 mk1 MK1 MK3 MK1 Which (if any) of the options should 
be a priority?

1 1 1 1 1 MK1 8
1 1 1 MK2 8

1 1 MK3 5
1 1 MK4 3

YES YES I think this sort of development 
could look best in close 
proximity to the river

YES NO YES YES NO NO YES YES YES Not sure Do you agree that the indoor market 

should be retained? 
Market provides 
outlet for small 
retailers and 
specialists all in 
one area

Needs to 

look better

Have a look st other really 
successful markets- 
Chesterfield and Hirchin is 
name. They are thriving , 
attractive and quality

See 
comments 
under public 
Sector 
Employment

New market in 

new location will 

be good

Physical works should 

be under take nat city 

market to make it look 

more attractive

Markets are very 

important

Market should compliment vibrant 
retail offering not just be a cheap 
alternative to sustainence retail, 
however a valuable asset if done 
properly

Do you have any comments on the 

issues, opportunities and options 

relating to markets in the city 

centre?
Accessibilty for disabled. 
Please don't repeat large 
shops in bridgr St with a few 
calendars and wrapping 
paper which is sold in 
adjacent shpss- Whats the 
point? For the big, unsighty 
not interesting, not busy

City market needs 

better marketing and 

signage

Are there any further issues, 

opportunities and options that 

should be considered?



APPENDIX C.4 - Culture and Tourism

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Arena 

Option AR1 –Multi-use arena on the North 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1

Option AR2 –Multi-use arena on the North 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2 1 1

Option AR3 – Develop a new multi-use aren 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0- yes but in congestion again 0 2

Which (if any) of the Arena options should bAR1 AR1 AR1 AR3 AR2 AR2 AR3 AR2 AR1 - This seems to make 

most efficient use of land
AR1 1 1 1 1

AR2 1 1 1

AR3 1 1

Cultural Facilities

Option CF1 – Promote multi-use Arena as 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Option CF2 – Strengthen the cultural role of the Stanley Rec area , building on the current attractions of the Broadway Theatre (which will be further improve2 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 2 1-provided that the central of 

Stanley Rec remains open 

green space
Option CF3 – Further enhancement of cultural facilities based around further improvements to the Key Theatre, with development of built facilities on the r1 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 1 1 1

Option CF4 – Establish a cultural role on S 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 1

ny) of the cultural facilities options should be CF1

CF1 CF4 CF4 CF3 CF3 CF4 CF1 CF4 CF3

CF1 1 1 1
CF2
CF3 1 1 1
CF4 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, oPeterborough is a LONG over due a multi use arena for bands/live music/ exhibitions/cultural events Definitley need a better 'music' arena. However 

the city needs to be sure enough people will 

use it-a case of chicken and egg though!

Link South Bank Key Theatre/N E… with a new foot 

bridge

Ensure there is a focal point for 'culture' 

(embankment/key theater) not simply 

more 'dispersal'

Road Congestion

Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be considered?

Restaurants Bars & Cafes

Option RBC1 – Continue to focus these act 1 0 0 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1

Option RBC2 – Promote the introduction of 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 2 1

Option RBC3 – Promote the introduction of 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1

ich (if any) of the options should be a priority RBC1

RBC3 RBC3 RBC3 RBC1 RBC2 RBC1 RBC3 RBC3

RBC1 1

1 1

RBC2

1

RBC3

1 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options relating to markets in the city centre? Difficult to 'promote' or to focus. Will rather be led by 

trends

Must be ?? Related focus with 'cultural 

focus' as complimentary uses-north 

embankment/key theatre

The sq could be a great asset at night, 

instead of a wildeness

Do not remove police station unless 

replaced. This is much needed facility 

particularly by imigrants
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be considered?

Tourism

Option TO1 – Focus tourism development o 1 0 0 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Option TO2 – Focus tourism development in the core area  of the city centre, building on the assets of the Cathedral, Cathedral Square, Priestgate and Peterbo1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1

Option TO3 – Focus tourism development in 1 0 2 1 2 1 1 0 0 1 2 1 1

ich (if any) of the options should be a priority TO3

TO2 T02 TO3 TO3 TO3 TO1 TO2 T03 TO1 TO2

TO1

1 1

TO2

1 1 1 1

TO3 1

1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options relating to tourism in the city centre? City Centre needs intergrating into station 'exit'. 

More signs!

T01- nonsence - open space! (urban) as a tourist draw! 

(not!!) T03 - possible - but needs a theme or major 

attraction. The Cathedral is not enough T02 + TO3 would 

be good

The Cathedral provider/to only real tourist draw, but 

its 'potential' is all within two power of City Counciler 

OP to central. (Though it is being realised by teers)

You seem obsessed with Railword but it’s 

a 3rd rate attraction. The cathedral is world 

class and the Riverpark prime for 

development

Existing assets 

can be 'on the 

way' to new 

destinations

This seems most easily 

deliverable and we need to 

make rapid progress

Link rather than focus two areas, one 

the cathedral, Guildhall and St Johns, 

the ?? The rivers the key and the ?? 

House
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be considered?
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2 1 2 1 2 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 2 1

2 2 2 1 2 1 0 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 1

1 0 2 2 1 1 1 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 2

AR3 AR1 AR1 AR3 AR1 AR1 AR1 AR1 AR1 AR2 AR1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1

1

2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 2 2

1 2 0 1 1 1 0 1 2 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 2

1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1

1 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 0 1

CF3 CF3 CF3 CF1 CF4 CF4 CF4 CF3 CF4 CF3 CF2 CF1,3 CF4 CF2 CF2 CF3

1 1
1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1

See MR2 Appropiate development to enhance the river Do not link 

the cultural 

area with 

POSH

Development of river is well over due. 

Have a look at Bedford for a beautiful 

setting

Encourage 

much wider 

cultural offer

Need to make the current market work in the 

short term before commiting to future relocation
Don't over crowd it - have plenty of 

space for leisure (random)

1 1 1 2 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0

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

1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1

RBC2 RBC1 RBC1 RBC2 RBC3 RBC3 RBC3 RBC3 RBC3 RBC1 RBC2 RBC2 RBC1 RBC1 RBC2 RBC2

1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1

Good off or 

enhanced river 

front area

I don't believe there should be just one 

condertrate of this facility but I strongly believe 

south bank river area would benefit from this 

sort of development

Wider - better 

quality offer 

needed

We need to move away 

from 18-24 vertical 

drinking using licensing 

laws and by-laws if 

possible

This is the best use for the cathedral square 

area, and should be a focus for the southbank 

against the water. Other sites throughout town 

are also important to compliment
Quality, character choice, independent 

business price. E.g. Haviets Safety 

24x7

KEEP THE BREWERY TAP! Its everything we 

need to encourage

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 0 1

TO2 TO3 TO1 T03 TO3 TO2 TO3 TO2 TO1 TO3 TO2 TO2 TO2 TO3 TO1 TO3

1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Priestgate and Cathedral square 

are the historic areas of 

Peterborough and currently are 

not sign posted effectively

Good existing 

offs and river!

It kind of depends what sort of development this 

is but the river connects well eith existing 

attractions Flagfen, Ferry Meadow

Support NWR links with ferry medows. 

Loads of visitors is caravan parks @ 

Ferry Meadows. I wonder how many 

come into P'Boro City centre

TO1and T02 

should be a 4th 

option which I 

would support

TO2 would deliver 

the fabulous culture 

heritage of the 

cathedral

Waterside adds a lot of 

atmosphere. Keep cars 

away though.

Put tourist information centre into the Guildhall 

with glass curtain walls to preserve the building. 

This should be the focal point for visitors
Bus service to Flag Fen to 

encourage tourists to go and see 

such a remarkable site

Publicity/branding engage with National 

Express-promotional materil with other 

cities e.g. Leicester, Nottingham, 

Norwich, M Keynes, York 

We should keep and enhance all the character 

and charm we have in the centre as it is in short 

supply. New development should be high quality 

and intergate in with this 





APPENDIX C.5 Sport and Leisure

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Peterborough United 

Option PU1 – Development of a new multi-use stadium/arena on 
the North Embankment as part of larger mixed use 
development to potentially include community uses, school, hotel,
housing and retail

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

Option PU2 – Retain existing stadium on the South Bank, either 
in its current form or redeveloped broadly on its existing site.

0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 2

Option PU3 – Relocation of football stadium outside the city 
centre

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

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? PU1 PU1 PU1 PU2 PU3 PU2 PU3 PU3 PU2 PU3 PU3 PU1

PU1 1 1 1 1
PU2 1 1 1
PU3 1 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and 
options relating to the location of Peterborough United?

Needs to 
keep 
POSH 
near city 
centre, 
fans use 
trains

Reflects 
reality of 
car b.. 
Spectatior
s. Not in S 
or W of 
city centre

To relocated the ground to 

N.Embankment would be 

meronic-when by P'boro 

standards

Access/transport 
always the key issue
for such uses -so 
unless well retained 
to station, move 'out 
of town'

If it moves, it should be out 

of town, around the ring 

road but see my comments 

on P'boro and the car

Needs to have a 
purpose built rail 
statio near such 
as Nene Valey 
line to connect 
with main line

Cars have the issue -
easy/direct access 
from parkway need. 
Public transport can 
be provided almost 
anywhere

PU1 seems to be most 
efficient use of resources 
PU3 would be 
environmentally censored 
and detrimental to the city 
centre

I think moving  it to the 
North Embankment 
would put too much pre 
?? one area and too 
many eggs in one 
basket

Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that 
should be considered?

Alwe to 
outskirts if 
they get to 
the 
champion
ship!

If as planned, the 
club becomes more 
successful the 
above points will 
become even more 
permanent

Regional Pool, Athletics Track & Lido

Option SPO1 – Reprovide Regional Pool / athletics track outside 
the city centre, with development of the North Embankment for 
sports-led mixed use development incorporating multi-use 
stadium/arena. Enhance Lido.

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

Option SPO2 – Retain or reprovide Regional Pool / athletics 
track as part of University-related development on the North 
Embankment. Enhance Lido.

0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0

Option SPO3 – Retain or reprovide Regional Pool / athletics 
track as part of sports/leisure-led mixed use development on the 
North Embankment.  Enhance Lido.

1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 1 1 2

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? SP03 SP03 SP02 SP03 SP02 SP03 SP01

SPO1 1
SPO2 1 1
SPO3 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and 
options relating to sport facilities in the city centre?

If outside 
city, 
ensure 
frequent 
and free 
travel to 
station

Co-location with 

university a must if 

uni is forthcoming

The UK needs more 50m 
pools, my wife is appalled 
at our lack of provision. 
Why not build, wit hsport 
Council funding, and make 
ourselves world class at 
something!

I confess that the only 

facilities I use is the Lido 

which certainly need 

some investment
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that 
should be considered?



14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 323 33

0 2 2 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0

1 0 2 2 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 2 1 0

1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 1

PU2 PU1 PU1 PU3 PU1 PU1 PU3 PU1 PU1 PU2 PU2 PU2

1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1

1 1 1
Keeping the 

stadium on the 

S.Bank will ensure 

the club retains its 

identity with the city

Must have good 
access not 
interferring with 
other road users. 
Must be close to 
station and pubs

Allow for growth and 

promotion and Premier 

League!

Should not 

be a town 

centre venue

Access for 

cars from 

parkway is 

necessary

Yes in the city area near the

sewage works. Still near 

enough for rail travellers, 

people will spend money in 

town

Keep it 
intefral with 
city centre 
not 
banished to 
outskirts

Fans will be able to 

access the stadium 

much more easily if 

it is in the centre

Accessability/ extra transport 

- car parking is avoided on 

street parking by 

visitors/supporters

Concern that a building 
outside of the city will not 
give people the opportunity 
to visit our vibrant new city ' 
The cultural City of the 
East'

0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 1 0

1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 2 1 1 1

1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1

SP02 SP03 SPO1 SPO2 SP01 SP02 SPO1 SP03 SPO3 SP03 SP01 SP03

1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1
New 50 metre pool 

must be built before 

removal of regional 

pool

Running 
track could 
be more 
accessible 
to non club 
members

SPO2 could work if 
existing facilities were 
improvement 
benefited from 
additional investment 
related to the 
university

I'm not sure I understand 
how options 1 and 3 differ. 
To keep the Lido open for 
only a few weeks each year 
is CRAZY. It's opening times 
are….not fit for purpose

Bretton 
swimming 
pool should 
be replaced 
and new one 
for the 
Ortons

Lobby for 50m 
olympic pool 
and entrance 
lido as part of 
leisure 
offering

Keep football 
out of the city 
centre 
because of 
violent 
behaviour

Look at the Ponds 
Fonge complex at 
Sheffield it 
combines, sport and 
swimming but feeds 
hotels, bar and 
brings in income and 
vision

Accessibility to all residents 
car parking/public trnasport. 
Could consider loading near 
schools is maximise wage. 
Our pools are way past their 
sell by date. Suggest visit 
some in Germany is follow 
their example. 

boating - 

marina in 

centre



APPENDIX C.6 - Housing 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Housing 

Option HO1 – Housing development concentrated on peripheral sites around the city 
centre at densities of between 60 and 90 homes per hectare with some housing developmen
in the central area at densities of up to 100 homes per hectare.

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

Option HO2 – Housing development concentrated upon predominantly residential sites 
around the city centre of densities of between 75 and 90 homes per hectare, along with 
housing as part of mixed-use developments within the core area of up to 130 homes per 
hectare

1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 X

Option HO3 - Housing developed throughout the city centre within mixed use schemes, 
including around Bourges Boulevard (improved with environmental enhancements), at 
densities up to 130 homes per hectare), together with conversion of vacant office buildings 
and space over shops to residential use.

0 1 X 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

Do you agree that the city centre should accommodate residential development? NO YES YES YES yes YES YES yes YES NO YES

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick HO1 HO3 HO1 ho3 HO3 HO1 +2 HO3 HO1 HO2 HO1
HO1 1 1 1 1 1
HO2 1 1
HO3 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options relating to housing in 
the city centre?

Will families want 

to live actually in 

city centre? Has 

this worked in 

other places?

Centre housing is 

supported by 

appropiate 

facilities -parking, 

shops, transport, 

social

Only max inursation 

of city centre send 

entail to ??? - can 

relevance city centre 

living

New homes to 2021 should 

be limited to 2,500 

maximum so as not to 

impact other aspects of 

enhancing the city centre

Don't 'over-egg' 

apartments provision!

The more the better. Its 

green as people walk to 

work. Regeneration the 

centre, adds life at night. 

Gives P'boro a heart

Rowdyism when 

people 'fall' out of 

bars,nightclubs 

etc. May present a 

problem for city 

centre residents

Do not 

build on 

city centre 

green 

spaces

HO3 seems likely 

to be of city centre 

for other uses - 

such as office 

spacew for small 

businesses
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be considered? Provision of housing should 

be secondary to 
establishment of other key 
features, such as the 
university (old PDH site 
preferred) and tourist 
explotation of the South 
Bank

South 

bank/Embankment could 

be really classy. Use the 

big car park near Carters 

for something positive



13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

1 X X X 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 X 1 x

0 X X 1 1 1 1 X X 1 0 1 1 0 x

1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 X 0 1 1

YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES

HO3 HO3 HO2 HO3 HO3 HO3 HO1 HO3 H02 HO1 HO3 HO1
1 1 1

1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Housing within the city 
centre encourages people to 
use this space in the 
evenings. Restaurants and 
cafes could be opened up in 
the evenings to 
accommodate these people

Must be 
residential 
in city 
otherwise 
dead at 
night and 
weekends

More 
housing = 
more 
deman by 
city centre 
services 
e.g. cafes

Housing within the CBD should only 

be provided as part of a mixed use 

dev. Will provide life within the city 

at all times. Area north of river at 

west view-of city-floodplain. Careful 

of embankment an open space

More 
housing 
means 
more cars -
where will 
they 
go/park?

Any office 
development should 
include housing, 
shopping so that office 
ghettos are not 
provided or 'dead' 
areas in evening and 
weekends

We must resist 
temptation to 
pack the city 
centre with high 
density and poor 
quality housing 
stock

Need high rise 

iconic buildings 

for mixed use 

residential - most 

ecological 

housing
People 
need their 
personal 
space. Not 
everyone 
wants to 
live in flats

Mixed use 

housing/sport - 

not FC



APPENDIX C.7 - Housing 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Housing 

Option HO1 – Housing development concentrated on peripheral sites around the city 
centre at densities of between 60 and 90 homes per hectare with some housing developmen
in the central area at densities of up to 100 homes per hectare.

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

Option HO2 – Housing development concentrated upon predominantly residential sites 
around the city centre of densities of between 75 and 90 homes per hectare, along with 
housing as part of mixed-use developments within the core area of up to 130 homes per 
hectare

1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 X

Option HO3 - Housing developed throughout the city centre within mixed use schemes, 
including around Bourges Boulevard (improved with environmental enhancements), at 
densities up to 130 homes per hectare), together with conversion of vacant office buildings 
and space over shops to residential use.

0 1 X 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

Do you agree that the city centre should accommodate residential development? NO YES YES YES yes YES YES yes YES NO YES

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick HO1 HO3 HO1 ho3 HO3 HO1 +2 HO3 HO1 HO2 HO1
HO1 1 1 1 1 1
HO2 1 1
HO3 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options relating to housing in 
the city centre?

Will families want 

to live actually in 

city centre? Has 

this worked in 

other places?

Centre housing is 

supported by 

appropiate 

facilities -parking, 

shops, transport, 

social

Only max inursation 

of city centre send 

entail to ??? - can 

relevance city centre 

living

New homes to 2021 should 

be limited to 2,500 

maximum so as not to 

impact other aspects of 

enhancing the city centre

Don't 'over-egg' 

apartments provision!

The more the better. Its 

green as people walk to 

work. Regeneration the 

centre, adds life at night. 

Gives P'boro a heart

Rowdyism when 

people 'fall' out of 

bars,nightclubs 

etc. May present a 

problem for city 

centre residents

Do not 

build on 

city centre 

green 

spaces

HO3 seems likely 

to be of city centre 

for other uses - 

such as office 

spacew for small 

businesses
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be considered? Provision of housing should 

be secondary to 
establishment of other key 
features, such as the 
university (old PDH site 
preferred) and tourist 
explotation of the South 
Bank

South 

bank/Embankment could 

be really classy. Use the 

big car park near Carters 

for something positive



13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

1 X X X 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 X 1 x

0 X X 1 1 1 1 X X 1 0 1 1 0 x

1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 X 0 1 1

YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES

HO3 HO3 HO2 HO3 HO3 HO3 HO1 HO3 H02 HO1 HO3 HO1
1 1 1

1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Housing within the city 
centre encourages people to 
use this space in the 
evenings. Restaurants and 
cafes could be opened up in 
the evenings to 
accommodate these people

Must be 
residential 
in city 
otherwise 
dead at 
night and 
weekends

More 
housing = 
more 
deman by 
city centre 
services 
e.g. cafes

Housing within the CBD should only 

be provided as part of a mixed use 

dev. Will provide life within the city 

at all times. Area north of river at 

west view-of city-floodplain. Careful 

of embankment an open space

More 
housing 
means 
more cars -
where will 
they 
go/park?

Any office 
development should 
include housing, 
shopping so that office 
ghettos are not 
provided or 'dead' 
areas in evening and 
weekends

We must resist 
temptation to 
pack the city 
centre with high 
density and poor 
quality housing 
stock

Need high rise 

iconic buildings 

for mixed use 

residential - most 

ecological 

housing
People 
need their 
personal 
space. Not 
everyone 
wants to 
live in flats

Mixed use 

housing/sport - 

not FC



APPENDIX C.8 - Social Infrastructure

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Health & Community Facilities 

Option HE1 – Health centre in the Bright Street / Lincoln Road
area 

1 X 1 1 X 1 X 0 0 1 1 1

Option HE2 – Provision of health care facilities on the hospital 
site

1 0 1 X 0 0 1 1 X 0

Option COM1 – provision of appropriate community facilities, 
including facilities for children,  young people and the elderly in
the Stanley Recreation Ground area 

1 X 1 0 X 1 X 1 1 X X

Option COM2 – provision of appropriate community facilities, 
including facilities for children,  young people and the elderly, 
in the Embankment area

X 0 0 X 1 X 1 0 X 0

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? HE3 HE2 HE3 HE1 HE1 HE 2,3,4 HE2 HE1 HE1
HE1 1 1 1 1
HE2 1 1 1
HE3 1 1 1
HE4 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and 
options relating to health and community facilities in the city 
centre?

The 'indicators are a red herring- serve the 
whole community in a central, accessible 
place in an environment which is welcoming 
to all communities. Help workers get 
treatment without missing work. Childrens

The hospital has always been 
seen to be accessible to the 
majority to provide reasonable 
parking

Need to be close to travel 

interchange (bus station) to 

save travelling time
Are there any specific types of community facilities that 
should be located in the city centre?

Retain Walk-in 

Centre

Try to include the 
existing …stones e.g. 
national community 
centres (Italian,polish 
etc)

Out of hours doctors to midnight 

and light casualty facility 

(stitching) 24 hours not a & e
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that 
should be considered?

Children’s Services 

Option EDU1 –Meet a significant proportion of the additional 
requirement through existing primary schools close to the city 
centre, with expansion of capacity where possible

1 X 1 1 X 1 1 0 1 0 1

Option EDU2 – Plan for three new 2 form entry primary 
schools to serve the city centre, at the following locations:

EDU2 - Plan for new 2 form entry primary 
school on Hospital site

X 1 0 1 0 1 0 X 0 0

EDU2 - Plan for new 2 form entry primary 
school on North Embankment or Fengate South

1 X 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0

EDU2 - Plan for new 2 form entry primary 
school on South Bank 

X 1 1 1 0 1 0 X 1 1

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? EDU2 EDU2 EDU1 EDU1 EDU2 EDU2 EDU1 EDU1 EDU2

EDU1 1 1 1 1

EDU2 1 1 1 1 1

Option SED1 – Provision of new secondary school places at 
the closest schools to the city centre.  

1 X 1 X 1 1 1 1 0 1

Option SED2 – Consider the development of an additional 
secondary school to cater for city centre and adjoining 
communities at Fengate South

1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 X 1 0

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick SED2 SED2 SED2 SED1 SED1 SED1 SED1 SED1 SED2 SED1 SED1

SED1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

SED2 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and 
options relating to education facilities in the city centre?

Why knock down 

Bretton Woods 

School, then consider 

building another?

Existing (new) 
academy schools are 
already fully subsided 
do NOT cram in new 
pupils

As previously suggested if 
the university does not need 
all the old PDH site, a primary 
and secondary school could 
use the space and buildings

Existing primary schools are all very poor. 

Start again! Secondary schools are better- 

so consider expansion

The council has just demolished 
three secondary schools with two 
more to follow. What  awaste of 
money to even consider building 
another secondary school

Big may be economical but not 

the best learning . The bigger It 

is the easier to hideaway 

(retired teacher)



Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that 
should be considered?



14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

0 1 1 1 x 1 1 1 X 1 X X 0 1 X 1 X 1

1 X 0 X x 1 1 1 1 X X 0 1 X 0 1 0 1

1 0 1 1 x 1 1 X 1 X 1 0 1 X 1 1 1

1 0 1 X x 1 1 X 1 1 1 0 1 X 0 X 1

COM2 HE1 HE2 COM1 HE1 HE4
1 1 1 1

1 1

1
No Supporting GPs and 

24 hours NHS clinic 
great idea in addition 
to new hospital

? Is be walking 

distance from 

home

Since I don't know 
whats currently 
available I don't feel 
equipped to comment

Community facilities 
have to be ? The 
community  ie. 
Housing , local 

Health 
and sport 
should be 
closely 
associated

No An outdoor seated 

area with café may 

be good on Stanley  

Rec

If hospital removed 
from city centre, 
engaged walk in 
centres would be 
appropitate

Cycle 
stands, 
combined 
post 
office/cou

You can't put 
everything into the 
Embankment

Walk in centre 

future?

1 X 1 1 X 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1

1 X 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 X X 0 1 0

1 X 1 1 X 1 0 1 1 X X X 1 0

X X 1 1 X 1 1 0 1 1 X X X 1 0

EDU1 EDU1 EDU1 EDU2 EDU1 EDU1 EDU1

1 1 1 1 1 1

1

X 1 1 1 X 1 X 1 1 1 X 1 X 0 1

X X 1 1 X 1 1 X 1 X X X X 1 0

SED1 SED1 SED2 SED1 SED1 SED1 SED2

1 1 1 1 1

1 1

If schools are built in 
the centre program 
should be made for 
future extensions and 
an adequate 
infrastructure

Schools should be provided 
adjacent to housing areas. Pupils 
should go to their nearest 
schools. There should be no 
choice execpt in very execptional 
circumstances

Provide 
opportunites for 
children is attend 
local schools - 
avoid more cars 
delivering children

Put the schools 

where the housing 

goes

Don't 
need 
super 
schools. 
Improve 
existing.



Bretton Woods!



APPENDIX C.9 - Transport

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Roads
Options for Bourges Boulevard

Option BB1 - Leave largely unaltered, as a two lane dual 
carriageway with additional pedestrian/cycle crossing facilities 
and signalised junctions.

1 0 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1

Option BB2 – Reduce highway to one lane in either direction for 
all vehicular traffic, with provision of additional space for public 
transport, pedestrians  cyclists with improved crossing facilities  1

0 1 0 X 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 X

Option BB3 – Reduce highway to one lane in either direction for 
all vehicular traffic, with provision of space for pedestrians  
cyclists with improved crossing facilities 

0 1 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 X

Which of Options BB1, BB2 or BB3 would be your preference 
in relation to Bourges Boulevard? BB2

BB1 BB3 BB1 BB1 BB2 BB1 BB1 BB1 BB1 BB2 BB1

BB1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

BB2 1

1 1

BB3

1

Options for Rivergate Gyratory

Option RG1: Leave unaltered 1 0 1 X 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0

Option RG2 – Remove the Rivergate gyratory and provide a new 
highway between the court buildings, linking Town Bridge in the 
south to a new signal contolled junction on Bourges Boulevard (in 
the location of the existing roundabout)

1

0 1 1 X 1 1 0 X X X 1 X

Option RG3 – Remove the gyratory completely, together with the 
existing roundabout on Bourges Boulevard and reopen Bridge 
Street (South) to traffic between Town Bridge and and a new 
signal-controlled junction on Bourges Boulevard at Bridge Street

0 0 0 X 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1

Which of Options RG1, RG2 or RG3 would be your preference 
for Rivergate gyratory?

RG1 RG2 RG1 RG2 RG2 RG1 RG3 RG3 RG2 RG3

RG1
1 1 1

RG2
1 1 1 1

RG3
1 1 1

Options for Crescent Bridge Roundabout

Option CB1 – Leave unaltered 1 X 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 X 0 0 0
Option CB2 – Introduce traffic lights on the roundabout 1 X 1 X 0 0 1 0 1 1 X 1

Option CB3 – Replace with a signal-controlled cross-roads X 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 X 0 1 X

Which of Options CB1, CB2 or CB3 would be your preference 
for Crescent Bridge Roundabout? CB1

CB1 CB3 CB3 CB3 CB3 CB2 CB1 CB2 CB2 CB3 CB2

CB1 1
1 1

CB2
1 1 1 1

CB3
1 1 1 1 1

Junction at Bishops Road / Frank Perkins Parkway

Option FP1 – No junction X 0 X X X 0 0 X 1 1 0 X
Option FP2 – New junction at Bishops Road / Frank Perkins 
Parkway 1

X 1 X X 1 1 1 X 0 0 1 X

Do you agree that Bourges Boulevard should be improved? YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES - Where 'improved' means improving facilities for 

public transport and 'cross bomberard' links for cyclists 

and pedestrians

YES YES

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and 
options for Bourges Boulevard, the Riverside gyratory and 
Crescent Bridge roundabout?

This road has far too much traffic and cuts the 
city centre and proposed development in half. 
The ttraffic should be using a ring road around 
the city centre NOT through it

Need cyclists lane over Cresent Bridge or 

Spital Bridge

Be bold- close Barges Blvd South of Volunteer Fire. 

Execpt for buses.Build W ring road from A1J to 

Bretha plus inner road to west of railway to South of 

town bridge

See separate 

sheet

New junction a must to 

improve access to city 

centre from east

Improve on current traffic flows to prepare for growth in people 

numbers. Better access will encourage tourism

The benefits to public transport of BB2 outweigh the 

disadvantages.

This will be difficult while there are car 

parks untired the area enclosed by 

Bourges Boulevard

Any change made to Bourges Boulevard 

should involve better provision for 

pedestrians and cyclists
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that 
should be considered?

New junction at Bishops Rd and Frank Perkins 
is essential if the Football Ground/mulit purpose 
arena is to be sitedthere. Existing junction by 
Showcase should be dualed as was intended to 
help traffic flow

See separate 

sheet

FP2 seems essential to secure ?? of embankment ??

Bus Access

Option BUS1 – Enhance frequency of buses to the city centre 
along established routes

1

X X 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1

Option BUS2 – Introduce a city centre ‘loop’ service, linking 
major development sites, station and main retail areas

1

1 1 1 1 1 1 0 X 1 1 1 1 1

Public Car Parking Provision

Option PCP1 - Accord with existing Policy x x 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1

Option PCP 2 - Reduce parking supply within the city centre to 
approximately 70% of current supply and complement with other 
measures such as park and ride 

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

Option PCP 3 – Reconfiguring existing surface car parks to 
provide new development, whilst maintaining a level of car 
parking consistent with current policy through the provision of 
new multi-storey car parks 1

1 0 1 X 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0

Option PCP4 – Reduce Long Stay car parking at the station, with 
majority of parking retained to the west of the railway to be 
implemented in accordance with new park and ride facility 1

0 1 1 X 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1

Option PCP5 – Introduce Park and Ride facilities
1

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1

Car Parking Standards for new development

Option CPS1 - Provide car parking supply for new developments 
in accordance with PCC standards 

X X 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1

Option CPS2 - Provide reduced car parking supply for new 
developments, complimented with other measures

X 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1

Option CPS3 – Provide car parking in excess of current 1 1 X 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 X 0 0

Which of Options CPS1, CPS2 or CPS3 would be your 
preference in relation to car parking standards CPS3

CPS2 CPS3 CPS1 CPS2 CPS1 CPS3 CPS3 CPS1 CPS2 CPS2

CPS1

1 1 1

CPS2

1 1 1 1

CPS3 1

1 1 1

Would you make use of Park and Ride facilities to access the 
city centre?

NO

NO YES YES YES YES NO NO YES YES NO YES

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and 
options relating to access and car parking in the city centre?

Live near enough to walk to city centre. I use 
park and ride when I visits other cities. Public 
transoprt in Peterborough is APPALING both in 
provision and cost

Park and Ride won't work for people 

catching trains to London. Its ok for people 

just coming into P'boro though

Ensure residential clients have  … supply. Redirect 

commercial/retail and other means - including car 

pick up from major stores 

P'boro is too small to need a city loop bus. What kind of diability are 

you trying to cater for? Don't reduce parking, its already inadequate. 

Provide Pand R as a incentive to keep cars out of centre. Wouldn't use

P and R as I live in the centre already

People who shop don't want ot be carrying items 

around for hours- popping to the car park is a relief. 

Park and ride is OK for those interested only looking 

around

PCC Standard- 

insuficient 

parking for new 

offices

Lets take part if Bourges 

Boulevard underground. Flyover, 

so ground level access is not split

I think it is unrealistic to expect ? Opportunities to drive to 

park and ride, then take bus to station, then take train to 

London. If they cannot park at the station they will drive to 

London.
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that 

should be considered? When compared to other cities especially for 
scholl children and students, this is why roads 
are SO busy in term time. Other cities provide 
reduced fares fro children/students at ALL times 
NOT outside scholl hours. In peterborough 
students/children travel at full adult fares to and 
from school, this is wrong!

Those working in City centre 

should be encouraged to park and 

ride



15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

1 0 X 1 0 1 X 1 1 0 X 1 0 1 1 0 1

0 X 1 1 1 0 X 0 0 0 1 1 0 X 1

0 1 1 1 0 X 0 0 0 X 1 0 0 1

BB1 BB3 BB2 BB1 BB2 BB1 BB1 BB1 BB1

1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1

1

1 0 X 1 X X X 0 0 X 1 1 0 0 0

X 1 1 1 1 X X X 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 X

0 X 1 0 1 0 X- Not clear how this 

works

X X 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 X

RG2 RG2 RG3 RG2 RG3 RG2

1 1 1 1 1

1 1

RG1

1 X X 1 0 X X 0 0 0 0 1 0 X X 0 X
X 1 1 X X 0 0 0 1 1 X 0 0 X

X 1 1 0 X 1 1 0 X X X 1 1 X

CB1 CB1 CB3 CB3 CB2 CB3

1 1

1

1 1 1 1

0 X X 1 1 X X X 0 X X 1 X 1
1 1 X X X X 1 1 1 1 X 1 X x 1

YES YES YES This would spoil the area of open 

space increasing the  downscale of 

traffic

YES YES YES YES YES YES NO YES YES YES YES YES

Think it is very important to provide good 

pedestrian access to station (w) and river (s) 

from centre

Pedestrians rates (direct, easy to 

use) must take prority as re PCC 

LP Policy TI

Queues for Qgate car 

parks

The whole traffic design must be re thought- Bourges Boulevard must go

traffic should not go over the town bridge. The whole ? Of car parking -

public transport has to be radically  ? To long people into the centre ? ? 

Through it

Any option should be tested on

the PTM, and also not 

constrained to the above 

options

Need to discourage through traffic. 

Heavy traffic on wide raods create a 

physical and psychological barrier is 

entering the city centre

I am genuinley undecided 

about whether such a 

junction will be viable

Consider putting traffic 

underground and 

introduce congestion 

charge

This is a big question, Bourges Boulevard is the main (only) west route round the city 

because of the barriers of the river and railway. Traffic should be kept flowing but 

crossings could be made overhead to take the development of the town over it, not 

through or accross it
Options above unclear Need fo a long term transport 

strategy

All taxis and buses should be silent

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

X 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 X 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 0 x 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 x 1 0

X 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 X 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0

X X 1 0 1 X X 0 1 0 X X X 1 1

X X 1 1 0 X X 0 0 0 1 X X 1 1

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

1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 X 0 1

0 1 X 1 1 0 1 1 X 0 0 X 1 X 1 1 0

1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 X 0 0 0 0 1
CPS1 CPS2 CPS2 CPS3 CPS2 CPS1 CPS1 CPS3 CPS1 CPS2

1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1

1 1

YES YES No- Don't own car NO NO YES NO YES YES NO YES YES NO

PeterboroughNorth and South rail 

stations to reduce commuters driving 

into city centre only to leave cars all 

day!

I would sat if CPS2 implemented the facilities 

alternative must be good

Resident living within the city centre 

shouldn't require a private car -car 

pool-potential

Do not own a car - use public 

transport

P.B's growth based on a 

v.successful parkways

Park and ride must be developed not buses but a new free transport 

system into the centre ? Parking area close to car park just off Parkway

Traffic noise, speed and polution must 

be reduced. If I am to find city centres 

attractive

Introduce congestion 

charge combined with bus 

pass as "transport card"

The city centre has to be accessible for all. We have to look ahead. Parking should 

be enhanced along with better public transport and park and ride in some long term 

cases
Trams. I rarely just go 

from 'A' to 'B' and rely on 

my car for business and 

leisure

Bus station to be 

developed to similar 

standard to airport 

lounges - not "cattle 

class".



APPENDIX C.10 -Environment, Heritage and 
Character

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

Connections, Streets & Spaces

Option CON1 – reduce the car dominance of Bourges Boulevard, Crescent 
Bridge Roundabout and the Rivergate Gyratory to create a better environment 
for pedestrians and cyclists

1

X 1

X 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0

Option CON2 – Improve pedestrian and cycle connections along the River 
Nene on the north and south banks, and create an additional pedestrian and 
cycle crossing to Embankment and the South Bank

1

X 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 X 1 1

Option CON3 – Enhance pedestrian and cycle connections across the railway 
lines, linking the Hospital Site with the station and the core area of the city 
centre

1

1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1

Streets and Spaces

Option SS1 – increase activity and use of existing spaces and streets, 
particularly in Cathedral Square / Bridge Street through promotion of street 
markets, street cafes, entertainment etc.

1

1 1

1 X 1 1 0 0 1 X- Not sure about 

street markets

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 X 1 1

Option SS2 – ensure high quality public realm throughout the city in 
accordance with the emerging public realm strategy

X 1

1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 X 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 X 1 1 1

Option SS3 - Create new spaces and squares within new development, 
particularly at Station Quarter and at Crescent Bridge Roundabout.

1

0 1

1 X 0 1 X 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Option SS4 – Extend pedestrianised areas to additional streets within the city 
centre

1
1 1

1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options 
relating to public realm in the city centre?

Be nice to see 
people (street 
warden) 
stopping 
cycling in Lding 

The priority for 
improvement to 
public realm must 
be Cathedral 
Square - long a 

See Separate 

Sheet

Putting traffic lights up on BB 
will inconvieniance cyclists as 
it will cars. Underpass or (bike-
friendly) bridge, like we have 
over the parkways

Safe and secure 
cycle planning 
must be provided 
if we are to cycle 
into city

I would want 
improve what we 
have for the 
pedestrian then 
SS3

Street Cleaning other than Bridge 

St. Quality shops choice. Don't 

alterise everything. Don't destroy 

everything that already exists

Cleanliness in 
all public 
areas an 
absolute 
must

Essential for 

growth of 

city

The core centre should be 

predestrianised but 

include public art to add 

vitality and interest
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be 
considered?

The improvement: 
eliminate 'tat' use 
natural material, 
resist temptation to 
over design, keep it 
simple

Make more 

use of the 2 

squares in 

Queensgate

11am round The Brewery Jap Special features such as 

talking fountain- see 

www.talkingfountain.org - 

should be encouraged 

and supported
Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary

Green Space

Option GS1 – Reconfigure the Rivergate gyratory to provide better linkage to 
Embankment from the city centre and provide additional leisure or cultural 
uses at Embankment riverfront 

1

X 1

1 X 1 1 X 0 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Option GS2 – Retain existing areas of open space and provide additional 
facilities on the Embankment and at Fengate South to meet the open space 
needs of a growing city centre population

1

1 1

1 1 1 1 0 X 1 X 1 1 X 1 X X 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1

Option GS3 – Use redevelopment opportunities in Northminster to provide 
better physical and visual linkages between the city centre and Stanley 
Recreation Ground, and contribute to enhancement of the open space, related 
facilities and programme of events throughout the year.

1

X X

1 X 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 X 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Option GS4 – Provide additional facilities, particularly for children and young 
people, at Stanley Recreation Ground to meet the open space needs of a 
growing city centre population

1

X 1

1 X 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 X 1 0 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 X

Option GS5 – Enhance the range of facilities and use of open space within the 
cathedral precincts, including events and activities 

1

1 0

1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 X

Option GS6 – Provide new green spaces such as small parks, gardens, 
courtyards and green roofs within major new developments

1

1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick GS1 GS5 GS6

GS2 GS2 GS1 GS1 GS3,4 GS6 GS6 GS1 GS4 GS4 GS6 GS6 GS 1,6 GS5 ALL GS1 GS1 GS6 GS3 GS6 GS6 GS3 GS1

GS1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
GS2 1 1 1
GS3 1 1 1 1
GS4 1 1 1 1
GS5 1 1 1
GS6 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options 
relating to green spaces in the city centre?

The river is a beautiful space and 
VERY under used. It could be a nice 
asset to the city and its citzens

See attached 

sheet

The embankment is a natural 
attraction, Fengate south isn't - 
so improve what people want 
and people will go there. Force 
it in Fengate and you'll waste 
your money

Not 

enough at 

present. 

Only one 

park

New or 
redeveloped 
squares in city 
centre could make 
a great difference 
to centre

Careful what if any 
changes are made to 
the cathedral -event 
yes. Pedestrian priorty 
crossing across revised 
rivergate gyratory

Please don't take down any 

existing trees in Bridge St. We 

need to ?/develop anything like 

this

Yes but they 

must be 

policed in 

maintainence 

adequately

Avoid damage to 
the priceless 
cultural heritage 
from Cathedral 
and its 
precimets

Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be 
considered?

Wherever possible it is preferable to 
have many green spaces scattered 
throughout the city but with sensitive 
developments to enhance their 
public use ie. Pleasant toilets/cafes

You cannot 'develop' the Cathedral precincts- they do 

not ?? To the ?? - and should be left as an oaji of 

calan.

Additional 

Park

How do we educate our society 
not to abolish or spoil any public 
leating. Need to ensure any green 
spaces peating remains 'green' 
for all, not an area of ASB.

Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary

River Nene 
Option RN1 – Promote the river as a location for a focus for education and 
enterprise including the University, innovation and conference centre, office 
and housing development on the South Bank, with other uses at ground floor 
level at key points. 

X 0

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 X 1 1 1 0 X 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1

Option RN2 – Promote predominantly residential development to the north and
south of the river, with other uses including small-scale offices, retail, bars, 
cafes and restaurants at ground floor level in key locations. 

0

X X

0 X 0 X 1 0 X 1 1 X X 1 1 1 X X 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0

Option RN3 – Promote the river as a focal point for culture and tourism 
comprising and enhanced theatre facility and restaurants, bars and restaurants 
at ground floor level on both sides of the river.

1

X 1

1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1

Option RN4 – promote greater use of the river through additional moorings 
and related facilities, floating restaurants, a river festival and river bus

1

` 1

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1

Option RN5 – create attractive riverside pedestrian and cycle routes on either 
side of the river, to include riverside ‘pocket parks’ to act as focal point for 
leisure attractions

1

` 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick RN3 RN5 RN3

RN5 RN5 RN3 RN3,4 RN5 RN4 RN3 RN1 RN3 RN3 RN1 RN3 RN2 RN3 RN4 RN3 RN3 RN5 RN1 RN1 RN3 RN5 RN2 RN 3,4,5

RN1 1 1 1 1
RN2 1 1
RN3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
RN4 1 1 1 1 1 1
RN5 1 1 1 1 1 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options 
identified for enhancing the frontage to the river Nene in the city centre?

The river is a beautiful space it 
should not be too over developed 
but particulary more facilities tp 
back up. More toilets/cafes/bars/ 
restaurants with outside seating

Don't waste the embankment 
on a uni, it'll keep all execpt 
students away. Don't waste 
money on a river bus nobody 
will use it, small scale pleasure 
craft are more realistic

Providing attractive 
facilities is a good 
idea but the river 
itself looks much 
better surrounded 
by grass, trees etc 
not buildings

Hgh road 
congestion 
in this area. 
Keep to a 
low level 
developmen
t

RN1. Seems to offer 

best option for 

economic vitality of 

city centre

The river area should be 
accessible to everyone. Housing 
and office development 
effectively creates a barrier to 
people who wish to enjoy the 
outdoor space

Make 

more use 

of river as 

a feature

Mainly RN3 with 

residential are too!

The river Nene will 
see far more use 
by pleasure boats 
when the ? 
Waterways limits 
are open - lends to 
circular ?

Marketing whatever is decided is 

critical if its succeeds

Attention must be 
paid to the flooding 
risk for any 
development ; dense 
development above 
the riverside might not 
be an option

The river and 

banks must 

be better 

used

The river is 

an asset to 

be treated 

accordingly

River taxi? The river is one of the 

greatest assets we have 

and will one day be the 

centre of the city. RN 

3,4,5 are a MUST
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be 
considered?

Public seating areas . Housing is 
not suited to this area it should be 
a public space with public 
buildings not private dwellings for 
the few!

Flooding. Quality investment Need new bridge from 
southbank to northbank 
east of the key theatre 
(non traffic) to generate 
pedestrain flow an access

Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary

Cathedral Views

Option CV1 - View corridor encompassing Stanley Recreation Ground and 
views from Cattle Market Road, Northminster Road and along City Road. 
Development within this location will be restricted to ensure that views to the 
Cathedral are not blocked by unduly high buildings, and vistas are enhanced 
through the positioning of new buildings..

1 0

1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 x 1

Option CV2 - View corridor encompassing Embankment South and the 
Southbank. Development within this location will be restricted to ensure that 
views to the Cathedral are not blocked by unduly high buildings, and vistas are 
enhanced through the positioning of new buildings..

1

1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 x 1

Option CV3 - Throughout the Commercial Core, primarily along Westgate, 
Cowgate, and Bishop’s Road, views of the Cathedral should been maintained. 
New development must not block any of these views.

1

1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 x 1

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick CV2 CV2
CV2 CV2 CV2 CV2 CV3 CV1 CV2 CV2 CV1 CV3 CV2 CV3 CV3 CV3 CV3 CV1 CV3 CV1

CV1
1 1 1 1

CV2 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

CV3
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Do you agree that the identified views should be protected and where 
possible enhanced?

It would be nice to view the 
cathederal from all parts of the city 
BUT not at the expense of 
essential dvelopments

YES YES

Obviously. All 
views have merit. 
The problem of ? 
Resultant height 
??? Best ?? by 
funding 

Yes Yes Yes, for the city (centre) and 

the Embankment

YES YES YES Yes. I do not agree with 

building stractured that 

supposedly enhance but in 

effect complete

Yes I think some city 

centre views could 

to enhanced

YES YES Yes but not to the exclusive of 

everything else!

YES YES- Absolutley Don’t forget 
the long views 
from the 
outside the 
town and from 
the parkways

YES YES There 
should be 
better 
cathedral 
view from 
Cresent 

Unsure

Which of the views listed do you believe are the most important?  Which 
are the least important?

The growth of the city is AS 
IMPROTANT as protecting its 
history. The strong 'Cathederal 
Lobby' have in the past held back 
the development of the city. In 
some aspects

CV3

CV2 -It has the most impact due to distance and absence of 
existing clutter

Option CV2 most 

important others 

still important

Views from 

south/south 

east most 

promiment/ 

important

Views from 

main city 

centre. 

Bayard 

place to 

town bridge

NO high 

rise in the 

city -5 

storeys 

max

CV2 is most 
important because it 
is the view point 
which is currently 
most 'open'. There is 
limited scope for 
improving CV1 and 
CV3 (but we should 
try)

I think all the views listed are 

equally important as the 

cathedral is one of the most 

beautiful views in the area. 

CV3. Some streets 

look great but 

people not 

'directed' this way

Views should be 

protected

From Railway Station from 

Cathedral Sq

Most 

important 

is CV3. 

None are 

the least 

important

CV3. No view is least 

important

All Ensure views 

of mosques 

are also taken 

into account

CV2 most 

important of the 

cathedral is a 

beacon of 

quality, heritage 

culture
Are there other views of the cathedral or other features of the city centre 
which should be protected – please indicate on the plan below.

It is desirable to pressure older 
properties in a sensitive way when 
developing the city. This is evident 
in Rivergate/Bridge St when 
presenting the frontage of older

From 
archway 
near 
Cathedral 

St Johns Church and the 

Guildhall

Yes Don't forget other churches, 

mosques e.g. St John's Church, 

St Mark, RC Church

Long causeway, 

Bridge St Westgate, 

GN Hotel!



Environment, Heritage and Character
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

Option UE1 – Further increase capacity at Peterborough Central Substation on 
the South Bank to serve city centre developments

X 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 X 0 X 0 0 1 0 0 X X 0 1 0 1 1 0 X X 0

Option UE2 – Reconfigure the Peterborough Central Substation to release some 
riverside land for alternative uses, with alternative electricity capacity provided 
elsewhere within the city centre or outside the centre

1 X 1 1 X 1 0 0 0 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 X X 1

Option UE3 – Promote where possible the opportunities for district level 
combined heat and power or micro-generation within the city centre, including the 
use of on-site renewable energy technology

1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 0 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick UE2 UE3 UE1 UE3 UE3 UE1 UE2 UE3 UE2 UE2 UE2 UE3 UE3 UE3 UE3 UE3 UE3 UE3 UE1

UE1 1 1 1
UE2 1 1 1 1 1
UE3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Solid Waste

Option UW1 – All new development to make adequate provision for the collection 
of waste and recyclable material

1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1

Option UW2 – Promote potential for system of vacuum collection across city 
centre 

1 X X X X 1 1 0 X 1 X 1 X X X 1 X 1 X X X X 1 0 0 X X X X 0 X

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW2 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1 UW1
UW1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
UW2 1



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Preferred Scenario Impressible to anwer too many variables 3 2 3 3 1 2 2

1 1

2 1 1 1

3 1 1 1

Any issues missing Safe access for cyclists from west 

of city into town. Covered walkway 

needed from station right into 

Queensgate

Future of the railway 

station and its 

surroundings

In the foreseeable future the likely 

economic climate sums sit to under all 

this a mere pipe dream. With so many 

variables in the equation how can a tick-

box exercise at this junction be any more 

than a fatuous piece of pseudo science 

masquerading as public consultation?

Scenario 3 preferred 

for Unitversty location 

(PDH site) improved 

pedestrian and cycle 

access, south bank 

development but NOT 

the Bourges Blvd one 

lane proposal

Thorough  consultation, intresting to think the 
options - but missed out the importance of the 
car (and the impact of a larger population) - 
plus the fact that a Uni, Embankment 
Development and mere shopping will bring 
more people into the city (by car,by default). 
Look at Leeds-how its transformed itself over 
the park in 25 years, using an interior riverside 
and attracting high-value jobs. Look at how 
specialists Sheffiled has failed with misguided 
investment in shawpiece games and flashy 
public transport.

Maintenance 
and cleanliness 
of new and 
existing 
developments. 
Peterborough is 
a grubby city 
now and I am 
concerned that 
new 
development etc 
may just be a 
temporay fix

Option 2 but with the football and 

university swapped over
Other Options Public Security issues- 

caveway, Wardens, 

designs for safety etc

Do Nothing? Bus service out to 

Flag Fen. The 

service could be 

part of views of the 

city which are 

currently run from 

the museum

The city of Peterbrough swimming 
club is the regions leading 
swimming club. The closure of 
Bretton Pool was ? The club to use 
pool time at Whittleson and 
Oundle. There for the new 50m 
pool must be built before the 
regional pool falls down or is 
knocked down



16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33

3 1 3 Even I have 
absolutley no idea 
what you mean 
with this question

3 3 A mix of 2 and 3 3 2

1 Scenario 1

1 1 Scenario 2

1 1 1 1 1 1 Scenario 3

Park and 

ride 

provision

1. What does this 

mailshot cost? 2. 

Sqator etc in the 

Inner city 3. Safety 

at night in the 

Inner City 4. What 

will the ? Cost me 

in the Gonnal 

Twe?

This survey is far too 
long. Many people will 
give up I'm sure. Small 
print - too small for 
vesiclurs with eyesight 
problems. 
Questions/optioned 
should have been 
proof-read e.g. Q re 
'market' when asking 
Q's about other issues, 
topics.

As part of the cultural 
redevelopment I improvements 
would be good to have beter 
facilities for the museum to 
provide improved access and 
conservation for its 'reserve 
collections' such as in the form 
of an open access storage 
facility. This would enable 
greater access for the general 
public and researchers and 
specialists

What came through strong by yesterday ? Pm was 
that any development should have a good mix of 
business, retail, housing and open space in order to 
avoid 'ghettos' or dead spaces at night and during 
the weekend. Attractive open spaces with 
seating/shade would be welcomed by walkers - via 
the green inplant of the cathedral. The museum does 
extremely well with what it has available but think 
what draw it would be on the embankment with more 
space for the displays,activities, lectures, tearoom. A 
smaller version of the Burnel Collection is Pollock 
Estate, Glasgow would be magnificent. 

Much more effort 
needs to be made to 
reduce the physical 
and psychological 
barriers of the rail line 
and Bourges 
Boulevard from the 
west . Many more 
crossing and may be 
develoments that 
span these barriers. 
Could the railing in 
places be a feature?

The great 
Northern Hotel in 
a cultural gem 
and MUST be 
preserved. It can 
be part of a 
redevelopment of 
the staion 
quarter, but must 
not be lost or 
submerged by 
low quality 
development

The quicker we 

can demolish 

the Corn 

Exchange the 

better! Get rid 

of burger van 

in Bridge St. 

Preserve 

Westgate 

arcade

Yes, need 
iconic buildings 
(not football 
ground) on 
entrance to city 
and more bold 
moves - e.g. 
underground 
highways 
(where 
appropriate), 
trams, even 
underground 

il

I am sure there are! 
This is a very 
complex picute where 
every stated intension 
has numerous 
repifications - not 
least financial. This 
cannot be resolved by 
multiple choice 
responses and needs 
vision and experience 
to deliver

Please 

speed up 

process 

and start 

building!

Sorry don't know. Not 

clear

Would it not be better to buld a new Catholic church 

to ? The immigrant population and any new 

communities being built rather than adding a modern 

extension to a Victorian Edifice - Park Road? Even a 

multi faith structure could help and give a ? Of 

community to a new build area.

Just 

mainly 

make the 

city look 

better in 

general

2 Move the 

Gates 

memorial from 

the Bishop's 

Gardens to a 

prominent city 

centre location

Tramway
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Annex D – Other Written 
Representations 



D.1 - CONTEXT

01 - Rapleys on Behalf of Network Rail Station Quarter opportunity area correct. Area should be extended to Bourges Boulevard and Midland Road, and Mayors Walk to North and Thorpe 
Road to south mirroring Station Quarter brief.
General Comment
Assumed CCAAP will supersede Station Quarter Brief
Objective of AAP should be to promote and facilitate development not constrain or frustrate market/operator led proposals which may come forward 
in the future.
Document should identify uses, but not specify their quantum thereby allowing ultimate flexibility to enable the delivery of a regeneration scheme.

No reference to financial contributions required from developers.
Upgrading of Peterborough Station not mentioned within Issues and Options Report, which will require funding from developers.
Appropriate uses within Station Quarter should include:
Upgraded station including double sided facility
Station related car parking
Supporting retail, restaurant, bar and café uses plus potentila foodstore
Residential development including potential student accomodation and other types of housing
Commerce, subject to demonstrating need/viability
Hotel accomodation (potentially to replace existing station hotel)
Other suitable town centre uses.
Document should be market demand led (unless full funding in place for alternative uses) and create an attractive environment in which to live and 
work as well as providing transport interchange.
Uprgrade of station and delivery of other infrastructure improvements should be addressed in the report, including funding and developer 
contributions, where relevant.

02 - Peter Williams Lambert Smith Hampton 1)The central thrust should be to produce a high quality built environment providing a high quality “offer”.
2)Transport solutions must not alienate City centre users. Failure to adhere to this principle will only serve to drive business ,residents , tourists and 
shoppers out of town or to other competing centres.
3)The City’s assets are the Cathedral, the River Nene, the Parkway system,the railway service, access to open countryside and it’s environmental 
credentials.
Any policy should identify and build upon these strengths which start to define it’s USP.
4)Any policy should be in the manner of guidance –it should guide developers and development but should not be wholly prescriptive as there will 
be windfalls of opportunity that may provide easy wins in terms of provision to meet overall objectives
The hospital site is a key opportunity.Unlike all the other opportunity areas it is in cohesive ownership and  deliverable from 2011.I do not think it 
should be seen (as I suspect it currently is) as a  massive residential site.
It would be an ideal base for a university , it interfaces with the station opportunity area and could be used to reroute or absorb road and public 
transport capacity  -  for example as a way of turning traffic around before it crosses the Bridge in the manner of a drop off zone.It could also provide 
cycle routes and pedestrian routes as part of a City-wide structure.We don’t have much in the way of proper access to”green space”-  through the 
parks, joining with links through say the Precincts, the embankment, river footpaths and so on.There is opportunity to create new green spaces 
(lungs) within new development and join this space up

03 - Theatre Trust Draft vision 
We broadly support the vision’s aims and ambitions to deliver a vibrant, attractive and welcoming city centre. The vision might usefully convey how
the role of key locations around the centre will change over the period to 2021.  We acknowledge the city’s aspiration as an environment city. 
Major redevelopment in the city centre, such as within the station quarter, will have the significant environmental benefits in terms of travel, reducing
the loss of greenfield sites and bringing under-used and unproductive land back into viable use. Given the nature of city centre redevelopment a
careful balancing act is required in moving forward with changes in the environmental performance of buildings to ensure that the provision of much
needed homes and workspace is not stifled and as a consequence that the environmental benefits outlined above are not lost. 
Due to the specific nature of the Trust’s remit we are concerned with the protection and promotion of theatres and therefore anticipate policies 
relating to cultural facilities.
We appreciate the unique design of this document and the use of icons for themed issues.  The layout, maps and presentation are very clear and 
comprehensive.

04 - Ashwell Property Content of the AAP
Ashwell supports the preparation of an Area Action Plan for the City Centre (CCAAP) and the inclusion within the CCAAP of the Station Quarter as
an Opportunity Area . Peterborough, and the city centre, is well-placed to provide for major development to enable the City to fulfil its potential and
role in the London-Stansted-Cambridge-Peterborough Growth Area (LSCP). However, there are a number of significant challenges to delivering
major regeneration proposals within the city centre. As such we consider that the CCAAP should provide a flexible enabling framework to help
deliver transformational change. One of the key aims behind Government’s reforms of the planning system is to ensure the system is more flexible
and responsive to changing circumstances. The CCAAP should be a strategic document which focuses on the key objectives to be achieved and
provides a framework within which developers can work with the Council, Opportunity Peterborough (OP) and local stakeholders to deliver
regeneration. The CCAAP should not repeat policies from the Core Strategy or DC policies DPD, so any strategic policies should be bespoke to the
City Centre.  In our representations we suggest a policy and text for inclusion within the CCAAP in relation to that part of the Peterborough Station Qu

Peterborough Station Quarter: proposed policy

 “Policy CC#: Peterborough Station Quarter

Land at Peterborough Station is identified for major mixed use redevelopment.  Given the Station’s central and highly accessible location the area is 
suitable for a range of town centre uses including:

a)       residential development
b)      office development 
c)       a university and student residential accommodation 
d)       leisure uses
e)       cafés, restaurants and local retail facilities (Uses Classes A1/A3/A4/A5)
f)        healthcare facilities
g)       station-related car parking
h)       hotel accommodation

To the west of the East Coast Mainline the design & layout of proposals should:



i)         deliver a new station square providing a transport interchange and new urban public space
j)         provide active frontages at ground floor fronting onto the station square
k)      improve the connectivity of the west of the city with the central area
l)         seek the relocation of the listed Wagon Repair Shop and Lathe House to alternative locations.

To the east of the East Coast Mainline….[Ashwell’s development interest lie to the west of the railway. We do not seek to prescribe the approach to
design matters east of the railway. ]  

Peterborough Station is a key, but underused asset. The station is in need of major configuration if it is to meet demand for rail services. It also has
potential to provide a greatly enhanced gateway to the city centre. Given its location within the city centre and its excellent transport links it is
appropriate to deliver significant levels of development in the area. The station’s central location means that a range of uses are appropriate and
consequently this DPD does not prescribe the uses or their quantum. Rather it sets out an enabling framework which will allow proposals to come
forward and their merits be examined through a design-led masterplanning process.  

The objectives for the station quarter are to:

·         create a new high quality gateway to the city
·         provide a high quality transport interchange through creation of a double-sided station 
·         create vibrant mixed use quarter
·         reduce severance and improve connectivity 

Fundamental to achieving the aspirations for the station is the provision of a modern transport interchange and improved access from the western

suburbs to the station and rest of the city centre.  The new interchange will provide for a double sided station significantly improving access to rail

services from the west of the city. The proposals will also facilitate improved cycle and pedestrian access to the city centre from the west of the city

across the railway.  The new Station Square West will provide an important new urban space.

Two listed buildings are located in the south west corner of the site – the Crescent Wagon Repair Shop (Grade 2*) and Lathe House (Grade 2). 

Retaining these buildings is unlikely to be compatible with major redevelopment and they are unlikely to be adaptable for new uses. Interest has

been expressed by railway societies/groups to relocate the buildings.  This would enable the buildings to remain in active use.

To the east….

The regeneration of the Station Quarter is a complex process that will evolve over a number of years. In this context temporary uses are likely to
make an important contribution toward deliverability of regeneration by supporting development viability and/or phasing. Temporary uses may also
facilitate other city centre redevelopment proposals.

If land assembly is being frustrated, consideration will be given to the use of Compulsory Purchase powers.”

Ashwell is keen to work with the Council and OP to agree appropriate format and wording for the AAP and would welcome the opportunity to
discuss our representations.

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and Heritage Services 
Manager - PCC

1. Embankment South should not be developed with anything that potentially intrudes upon cathedral views and setting. Embankment North 
should be redeveloped with consideration to enhancing cathedral views and setting.
Priestgate, as an important heritage asset, can sustain only sympathetic low key development in keeping with the existing built environment and 

the cultural opportunities afforded by the enhancement of the museum and its environs. The cathedral precinct is a nationally important historic 

environment asset which is not suitable for extensive redevelopment. Only small scale enhancement schemes should be considered.
I would wish to see the mention of heritage as it is part of what makes a city unique – its identity – important for residents and visitors.

The document states on page 23 that the themes, ‘are not mutually exclusive’ but the Cultural services do not seem to be developed quite logically 

across the main three themes:  Culture and tourism, Leisure and Environment, Heritage and Character.  In addition the relationship between the 

themes listed on page 23 and the individual sections that follow are not clear and difficult to follow.

For example.  For the Culture and Tourism Theme – culture is focussed on theatre and performance without mention of other Cultural facilities such 
as the museum as a cultural venue with great potential but requiring development aswas listed on the draft issues document from EDAW. Rather 
The issues under tourism do not mention the museum but focus on the Cathedral and railworld.  It is the complete Heritage offer which requires 
support and development as that is what in totality makes Peterborough unique as a tourist attraction and can make Peterborough a viable visitor 
destination against surrounding places as Cambridge and Stamford.

Under the theme of sport and leisure it is difficult to locate leisure within the following sections, only ‘Restaurants, bars and café’s’.  Cultural services 
offer a major source of leisure opportunities which should be clearly expressed and an issue should be to develop the cultural facilities as part of 
that leisure offer,  for both residents and visitors.  Culture also has the potential to address the evening offer in Peterborough by bringing different 
audiences to the city centre for a different type of experience.

Regarding education the issues focus on children and formal education.  It is important to remember that education does not only happen in the 
classroom or for children.  See the notes below on inclusion of informal and lifelong learning through culture.  At the heart of this is basic pride, 
citizenship, confidence and aspiration.

The theme Environment, Heritage and Character is explored under ‘Connections, Streets and Spaces’, which is a tenuous link. The theme refers to 
Heritage Buildings but only ‘Cathedral Views’ are addressed.  There is an issue to raise the profile of all Heritage buildings as contributing to the 
uniqueness and attractiveness of Peterborough in their own right and their ability to deliver against the other themes in the document.  This would 
support the approach within the emerging Heritage Strategy.

The Archaeological sites of interest and the historic environment are important considerations within the growth and development of Peterborough 
as part of a sustainable future.

In general, within the document it seems unclear as to what constitutes culture and how the issues are explored within the structure and scope of 

this plan.  In my view it would be opportune to revisit this in relation to the emerging Cultural strategy and 6 underlying strategies, including The 

Heritage Strategy, where this is set out.  I realise this may well be a timing issue with strategies and plans being necessarily delivered to different 

timelines.  But one we would wish to fully explore before finalising of this document.

One last request – a picture of the museum in the plan.  It’s a fantastic historic building.



06 - Ben Robinson, PCC Historic Environment 

Manager, Peterborough Museum

Embankment South should not be developed with anything that potentially intrudes upon cathedral views and setting. Embankment North should 
be redeveloped with consideration to enhancing cathedral views and setting. Priestgate, as an important heritage asset, can sustain only 
sympathetic low key development in keeping with the existing built environment and the cultural opportunities afforded by the enhancement of the 
museum and its environs. The cathedral precinct is a nationally important historic environment asset which is not suitable for extensive 
redevelopment. Only small scale enhancement schemes should be considered in this area. Important, well preserved archaeological remains 
occur over large parts of the area covered by the CCAAP. In order to avoid unnecessary damage to especially important archaeological remains 
and to avoid high costs for excavation and recording in advance of site development, it will be important to map archaeological potential across 
the CCAAP area, and then carry out detailed site appraisals and assessments, prior to drawing up specific development proposals. The 
archaeological and built environment heritage of the city should be seen as a positive resource, which can be used, in a controlled and sustainable 

07 - Henry H Bletsoe and Son We generally support the redevelopment of the Peterborough City Centre and the objective to create a first class City Centre utilising the River

Nene as a feature. In order to achieve this, development should be focused around the river with the retail area extending from Cathedral Square

and Queensgate towards the Nene to enable close linkage with the South Bank and Embankment Opportunity Areas.   

We particularly support the development of Fengate South for residential development. This provides an opportunity to create an attractive City
Centre residential scheme. We believe that the majority of the site should be used for development and that open space provision should be
sought in other locations to take full advantage of this brown field site. In addition, the Local Planning Authority should seek replacement flood
storage to enable the site to be fully utilised.

We believe that the North Embankment site should also be developed to its full capacity with replacement open space provided at a suitable
alternative location.  It is a prime central location and it should be fully utilised.

We support the concept of Peterborough becoming an Environmental Capital and support the establishment of a University and other educational
facilities. Any replacement open space could be utilised to support the educational facilities in terms of environmental learning and should provide
the opportunity to further build on the credentials of the Environmental City status.  

5.                  Residential development should not exceed densities of 60 dwellings per hectare. Other cities have embarked on very high-density
city centre developments which have performed poorly in the market place with rapidly falling values and low demand. This presents a danger of
creating ‘modern slums’ which will do further irreparable harm to the image of Peterborough. There needs to be a mixture of houses at a mixture of
densities to attract families as well as single person households. To ensure that the City Centre accommodates enough dwellings, as set out in the
emerging Core Strategy, areas such as Fengate South and the North Embankment should be developed to their full extent.

08 - DPP The emerging Preferred Core Strategy proposes approximately 11,600 sq m convenience retail floorspace development within the City Centre Area

Action Plan (CCAAP) area. The retail section of the CCAAP does not mention any additional convenience retailing in the City Centre, although we

are aware there is likely to be an extension to the food element of the Marks & Spencer store as part of the North Westgate planning application.

We agree that the additional convenience floorspace should not be located in the CCAAP area as there are already numerous foodstores located
within this area (including Asda, Tesco, Marks & Spencer, Waitrose and Iceland). Instead, we believe that that future convenience retailing within
the City Council's boundary should be focussed within existing district centres.

09 - Indigo Planning on behalf of Sainsbury's PLC We support the AAP's provision for 100,000 sq m of additional retail floorspace within Peterborough. However, we note in the Peterborough 
Integrated Growth Study that up to 168,700 sq m is potentially required both in the city centre and district centres. Clearly an element of this 
floorspace should be provided outside the city centre, to cater for the new housing allocations.
Support implementation of Scenario 3, providing retail development to serve 5,000 new homes to be delivered throughout the city centre and 
ourside the city centre within mixed use schemes.
In accordance with scenario 3 we object that there is insufficient retail floorspace allocated within the South Bank and Railworld opportunity areas. 
This could, as part of a range of uses, provide a further opportunity for a new market and would serve the housing proposed south of the railway 
line. We recommend altering the AAP in this way, which would ensure the sustainable regeneration of the Railworld and South Bank areas and 
serve new housing proposed.
Following this we threrefore support Option RT3 presented in the Area Action Plna, as this provides additional retail development both outside and 
inside the city centre, in particular within South Bank. However, we suggest that the retail component south of the railway line should be larger than 
that proposed in Option 3. This is particularly important given that the Peterborough Integrated Growht Study identifies potential floorspace in 
excess of that allocated in the document.

10 - English Heritage Overall, the City Centre Area Action Plan (CCAAP) needs to have a greater emphasis on the historic environment issues that will be affected by
changes to the city centre over the next 15 years. Whilst there is welcome recognition of the cathedral as the “iconic building”, there is a historic
character to the entire CCAAP area. The next version of the document needs to acknowledge that there are over 100 listed buildings within the
CCAAP, two conservation areas, a number of scheduled ancient monuments and an historic park & garden (as part of the cathedral precinct).
Beyond these designated features, there are wider townscape and landscape qualities within the city centre, along with unlisted buildings of
architectural and/or historic merit. There is likely to be significant areas of archaeological potential within the city centre, with as yet undiscovered
remains.

All of the above assets need to be properly considered and addressed by the CCAAP. We would encourage the production of an historic
environment assessment, where all heritage features within the city centre can be identified and analysed, which will help to inform the final
contents of the CCAAP. Such assessment would also help with the wider LDF process and decisions made at the planning application stage. We
would be happy to provide advice on the production of this work.
The consultation document rightly points out the need for the CCAAP to integrate a number of planned developments into a comprehensive set of
proposals for the city centre. Out concern however, relates to the different timeframes of planned developments versus the CCAAP production
process. The CCAAP is not due to be adopted until 2010, by which time a number of developments may be well advanced. The biggest challenge
for the CCAAP is how to deal with these conflicting timeframes.
We have no objections to the boundary of the CCAAP or the boundaries of the character areas shown in Figure 3. We welcome the designation of
an “historic core” character area, but this should not imply that the rest of the city centre has no historic character. Every character area will have
historic qualities, with specific designations affecting most areas. It is not possible to list every designation in this letter, but the following should be
noted:

·        Historic Centre and Commercial Core
There are numerous listed buildings within this area, including a large number of highly graded (i.e. Grade I and II*) buildings. The cathedral is the
most obvious feature and is listed Grade I but there are many more, including approximately 18 other Grade 1 listed structures within the cathedral
precinct alone. There are important streets and spaces within this area, from the historic Cowgate and Priestgate routes to Cathedral Square. The
cathedral precinct is a Grade II Registered Historic Park & Garden, and contains a number of Scheduled Ancient Monuments, emphasising its
archaeological significance.  Much of the area falls within the City Centre Conservation Area.

·        Bright Street/Lincoln Road/Broadway/Northminster
These character areas incorporates parts of the City Centre and The Park Conservation Areas and also contain a number of Grade II listed
buildings

·        Station Quarter
There are a number of listed buildings within this character area, including a Grade II* train repair shed. Given its proximity to the city centre, this
area also impacts on the setting of the conservation area and a number of listed buildings.

·        Hospital Quarter
This area contains a Grade II listed building (the Old Gaol on Thorpe Road).



·        Bourges Boulevard and Rivergate
The southern end of Bridge Street contains a number of Grade II listed buildings and the southern portion of the City Centre Conservation Area.

The Custom House adjacent to the bridge and the river is Grade II listed and is also a scheduled ancient monument.

·        Southbank
There are two Grade II listed railway buildings alongside the river, along with the Grade II* listed railway bridge. There are potential impacts on the
setting of the historic city centre to the north depending on how this area is redeveloped.

·        Embankment
This character area contains the Grade II listed Lido building and also impacts on the setting of the City Centre Conservation Area and the cathedral
precinct.

Opportunity Areas (Question 3)
We broadly support the identified opportunity areas on pages 16-17, although the map doesn’t tally with the text descriptions (for example, the

Cathedral Precinct is shown on the map but not described, whereas Northminster is described but not shown on the map). We have concerns

regarding the eventual form of development in particular areas including the Station Quarter and would need to be consulted on plans as they

evolve.  We generally welcome the identification of improvements to the historic Priestgate area, provided that this is done sensitively.

Vision / Objectives (Question 4)
The draft vision needs to make reference to the historic environment, as this is an essential part of the city centre’s character. For example, the
third sentence could be revised to read “distinctive and historic streets and spaces”.

The cross-cutting objectives also need to make explicit reference to the historic environment and the need to preserve and enhance it. The Design
Quality objective is useful but does not make sufficient reference to the historic environment.

11 - Peter Melkowski My concerns are that Peterborough will lose its grip on it’s heritage and the southern development needs to attract certain type of people for its 
cultural and economic success. 

The Nene is very much under utilised, from the city’s perspective, and I feel an opportunity to bring the river more into play along with the historical 

sites along it would be a terrific advantage. I have strong concerns that the planners need to think less of creating new cultural facilities and need to 

support the existing ones such as: Cathedral, Flag Fen, Nene Park, Nene Valley railway etc. Infrastructure relating to these sites and encouraging 

new people to settle/visit Peterborough through such important sites is a must.
Railworld and Luminus fully endorse the defined Peterborough City Centre Area Action Plan boundary which was presented at 6 March workshop 
which contains the Railworld redevelopment site.  The containment of the Railworld site within the AAP boundary is fully justified as the site 
represents the gateway to the City centre when arriving from the west on foot, cycle or by river.  The redevelopment proposals for the Railworld site 
will have a positive environmental impact which would respond positively to the key issues relating to the dramatic growth of the City centre to help 
deliver a development which would enhance and create new heritage and tourism, public realm, access to the river and improved walking and 
cycling facilities.  All of these factors are integral to the plans which Railworld and Luminus intend to bring forward.

12 -  Bidwells on Behalf of Railworld and Luminus Railworld and Luminus fully endorse the defined Peterborough City Centre Area Action Plan boundary which was presented at 6 
March workshop which contains the Railworld redevelopment site.  The containment of the Railworld site within the AAP boundary is 
fully justified as the site represents the gateway to the City centre when arriving from the west on foot, cycle or by river.  The 
redevelopment proposals for the Railworld site will have a positive environmental impact which would respond positively to the key 
issues relating to the dramatic growth of the City centre to help deliver a development which would enhance and create new heritage 
and tourism, public realm, access to the river and improved walking and cycling facilities.  All of these factors are integral to the plans 
which Railworld and Luminus intend to bring forward.

13 - Peterborough Music Making Our members’ major concern is the lack of adequately sized, quality, affordable and accessible venue(s) with toilet and green room facilities to 
accommodate musical and other performing events.  The ideal venue would be:

reasonably central and perceived to be part of the "heart of Peterborough". 
Size to accommodate upwards of 600 audience, plus an orchestra of up to 65 players and a choir of up to 100.  
Hire costs to be within the ability of voluntary organisations related to the ticket price they can levy.
Accessible for both audience and performers alike, including people with disabilities, including car parking and public transport.

The basis for our concern is that none of the current venues really fit the bill.   For example:- 
St John’s Church – good acoustics, no facilities or parking.
Cresset              –  poor acoustics and not central. 
Cathedral           – the hire cost and limited facilities including audience size.
Key Theatre       –  space restrictions for music and too small to make costs feasible.
Broadway          –  good facilities, some acoustic problems for music, hire costs and not 

     always available.

We are aware and welcome the new proposed facilities (recording and small performing space) at the Key Theatre, but it does not satisfy this 

concern.  At one time it was said that in the longer term the City Council might wish to see a larger venue being created on the embankment - 

flexible enough to take a range of different events. We would like to know if this is still their intention, or is this part of the present reviews? 

We recognise the difficulties, but without some breakthrough in the foreseeable future we may never realise what we believe is a shared aim with 
Peterborough City Council, to promote accessible quality events, increase access in the widest sense, develop and increase audiences and 
participation in local groups and by local communities.

14 - Lidl Seeking to build Lidl foodstore and 80-100 room hotel on Dickens Street site.



D.2 - ECONOMY AND EMPLOYMENT

Business Space
01 - Rapleys on Behalf of Network Rail Concerned about the viability of office development within Station Quarter and within city centre. Advice from Rapleys 

Business Space Agency Team concluded very limited, if any, demand for large scale office development in Peterborough. 
Any new office development would be speculative - no demand at present. Significant pre-lets would be required to make 
development viable.
If continued reference is to be made to offices within Station Quarter, reference should be made to market demand and a
allowance for alternative uses if market dictates.
Innovation Centre
Such a facility will require public subsidy which brings into question the viability and deliverability of such a proposal.

The suitability of Station Quarter for delivery of the innovation and/or eco-construction traning centre is questioned.

University
Station Quarter not considered to be an ideal location for the single provision of a university, it may be able to provide 
support elements such as student development as part of a mixed development.
Public Sector Employment
Viability issues with all three options. Not appropriate to include such a proposal within the document due to uncertainty 
and lack of guidance for developers.

02 - Peter Williams Lambert Smith 

Hampton

University is a must.We must introduce higher education standards, give an opportunity to young people in our City , 
provide training to support business growth and create the dynamic of a student population with it’s different demands and 
spending priorities. The Southbank, hospital site or existing PUFC site could all offer solutions 

04 - Ashwell Property Business space
Given the station’s accessibility and suitability for a range of uses we consider that the AAP should provide a flexible,
enabling framework which defines a range of uses which would be acceptable as part of mixed use redevelopment. We
foresee office space forming an element of that mix. With the reconfiguration of the station providing a new gateway to
the city centre the CCAAP should enable the provision of office space. However, given the weak office market in the city
the AAP should not prescribe any particular levels of floorspace within the quarter. To the west of the railway we foresee
office space being accommodated as one of a number of uses around the new station square. 
University
Accommodating the universitywithin the Station Quarter west of the railway should be considered as a further option. The

AAP should also allow for the provision of student accommodation as part of the mix within the station quarter.
Civic quarter
The Station Quarter’s credentials as the most accessible location in the city by public transport suggests it should be the
location for significant mixed use redevelopment. An office element in the station quarter could provide accommodation

for public service employment. The balance between the mix of uses and users within the station quarter will emerge from

more detailed masterplanning within the overall strategic framework provided by the AAP.

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and 
Heritage Services Manager - PCC

1. The potential benefits of sharing community sporting and cultural facilities with university developments should be 
considered.
2. A university presence within the city centre area is desirable, but this need not mean all the university facilities have to 
concentrated within the city centre.

06 - Ben Robinson, PCC Historic 
Environment Manager, Peterborough 
Museum

1. The potential benefits of sharing community sporting and cultural facilities with university developments should be 

considered.
2. A university presence within the city centre area is desirable, but this need not mean all the university facilities have to 
concentrated within the city centre.

10 - English Heritage Business Space / Innovation Space (Questions 5-8
All of the proposed options (BS1-3 and ED1-3) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described

above.  This does not rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features.

University (Questions 9-12)
All of the proposed options (UN1-4) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above.  Th
does not rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features.

Public Sector Employment (Questions 13-15)
All of the proposed options (PS1-4) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above. This
does not rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features.



D.3 - RETAIL

01 - Rapleys on Behalf of Network Rail The aspiration to enhance retail offer of Peterborough city centre is acknowledged and supported, albeit not at the expense 
of other development within the town or with adverse effect on development opportunities within the Station 
Quarter.Morley/Hammerson propsoasl underdetermined and subject to review by applicants following latest round of 
consultation.
Some retail development to be incorporated in the redevelopment of the station to meet the needs of potential new 
businesses and residents to the area, focussed towards meeting local needs.
May be potential to provide a foodstore on eastern side of the Station Quarter to meet increasing need for food retailing and 
the potentially displaced Waitrose store.

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and Heritage Services 
Manager - PCC

1. North Westgate should be balanced by creating a retail offer to the south.

2. Option RT3 possibly RT4.
Yes if developed well and to balance the large retail development proposed.  The Priestgate area is not suitable for major 
retail development, but may be able to support a small quantity of specialist retail outlets in sympathy with the historic 
buildings and as the approach to the city museum as a key cultural 

06 - Ben Robinson, PCC Historic Environment Manager, 

Peterborough Museum

1. North Westgate should be balanced by creating a retail offer to the south and by enhancing the cultural offer. For 

example, enhancement of the Museum facilities and creation of more attractive routes from station area to Priestgate.
2. Option RT3.
3. The Priestgate area is not suitable for major retail development, but may be able to support a small quantity of specialist 
retail outlets.

08 - DPP The emerging Preferred Core Strategy proposes approximately 11,600 sq m convenience retail floorspace development
within the City Centre Area Action Plan (CCAAP) area. The retail section of the CCAAP does not mention any additional
convenience retailing in the City Centre, although we are aware there is likely to be an extension to the food element of the
Marks & Spencer store as part of the North Westgate planning application.

We agree that the additional convenience floorspace should not be located in the CCAAP area as there are already
numerous foodstores located within this area (including Asda, Tesco, Marks & Spencer, Waitrose and Iceland). Instead, we
believe that that future convenience retailing within the City Council's boundary should be focussed within existing district
centres.

09 - Indigo Planning on behalf of Sainsbury's PLC We support the AAP's provision for 100,000 sq m of additional retail floorspace within Peterborough. However, we note in 
the Peterborough Integrated Growth Study that up to 168,700 sq m is potentially required both in the city centre and district 
centres. Clearly an element of this floorspace should be provided outside the city centre, to cater for the new housing 
allocations.
Support implementation of Scenario 3, providing retail development to serve 5,000 new homes to be delivered throughout 
the city centre and ourside the city centre within mixed use schemes.
In accordance with scenario 3 we object that there is insufficient retail floorspace allocated within the South Bank and 
Railworld opportunity areas. This could, as part of a range of uses, provide a further opportunity for a new market and would 
serve the housing proposed south of the railway line. We recommend altering the AAP in this way, which would ensure the 

sustainable regeneration of the Railworld and South Bank areas and serve new housing proposed.
Following this we threrefore support Option RT3 presented in the Area Action Plna, as this provides additional retail 
development both outside and inside the city centre, in particular within South Bank. However, we suggest that the retail 
component south of the railway line should be larger than that proposed in Option 3. This is particularly important given that 

the Peterborough Integrated Growht Study identifies potential floorspace in excess of that allocated in the document.

10 - English Heritage Retail (Questions 16-18)
We would prefer Options RT3 and RT4, as these would have the least physical impact on the historic character of the city
centre. We support efforts to improve the retail provision to the southern part of the city centre, as this would balance the
North Westgate proposal and regenerate historic streets and spaces towards the river. We have concerns regarding
Option RT1, as a large scale retail development in the Rivergate area could harm a number of historic environment features
as described above. We also have concerns regarding Option RT2, as this could exacerbate the decline of the southern
part of the city centre to the detriment of the historic environment.

We have enclosed a copy of our guidance on Retail Development in Historic Areas, which we hope is of interest. Copies
can also be found at www.helm.org.uk. 

Markets (Questions 19-22)
All of the proposed options (MK1-4) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above. This

does not rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features. We support efforts to

enhance historic streets and spaces such as Cathedral Square through the careful provision of regular markets.



D.4  - Culture and Tourism

01 - Rapleys on Behalf of Network Rail Arena funding, deliverability and viability issues need to be addressed before inclusion in AAP 

Station Quarter not considerd suitable for such a use.
Restaurants, Bars and Cafes
Allowance should be made for development of restaurants, bars and cafes within Station Quarter to support uses including residential and commerce.
Restaurants, Bars and Cafes should be dispersed within the AAP area meeting the needs of occupiers/users throughout area day and night

03 - Theatre Trust We are pleased to see a section on cultural facilities and comment that all the CF options are justifiable and compelling.  A multi-use arena would provide a 

regional facility although might cream off funding for the refurbishment of existing facilities.  However the improvement to existing and the creation of other cultural 

attractions would encourage a range of complementary evening uses which would appeal to a wide variety of age and social groups ensuring that provision is 

made where appropriate for a range of leisure, cultural and tourism activities such as cinemas, theatres, restaurants, public houses, bars, nightclubs and cafés.

We know the difference a theatre experience makes to our lives and the protection and improvement of theatres is essential if future generations are to have the 
opportunity to experience the joys of drama, dance, music and opera.  A flourishing arts scene helps give a sense of local identity and vitality, and entertains and 
stimulates local residents and businesses.  Visiting audiences enliven the surrounding area in the evening, and provide regular custom for local bars and 
restaurants outside normal working and shopping hours.

We look forward to being consulted on the next stage of this document and further LDF documents especially the Core Strategy, Development Control Policies 
and Planning Obligations.
Restaurants, Bars and Cafes
Allowance should be made for development of restaurants, bars and cafes within Station Quarter to support uses including residential and commerce.
Restaurants, Bars and Cafes should be dispersed within the AAP area meeting the needs of occupiers/users throughout area day and night

04 - Ashwell Property Cultural facilities
Our proposed policy wording enables the provision of a range of leisure facilities within PSQ, which could include an arena. However, at present, we consider that
such an arena is not a viable proposition within the Station Quarter when combined with the range of infrastructure being delivered. An arena may best be located
in association with the football stadium, providing a major events hub.
Restaurants, bars & cafes
With the provision of a transport interchange and a new station square forming a major new public space, the west of the ECML will become a key attractor of
people. It will be vital that the new space is animated and the provision of a range of units within use classes A3/4/5 will be important ingredients within the
development of Station Square West. In order to meet the day-to-day needs of existing and new residents an element of local convenience shopping should be
allowed for by the CCAAP

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and Heritage 

Services Manager - PCC

1. Culture:  The prominence of the Arena (AR1, AR2, AR3) is misplaced. The development of a multi-use arena should not be the primary aspiration for the 
cultural sector within the next decade. The primary focus should be placed upon a theatre/venue capable of acting as a receiving house for major touring cultural 
events. The creation of a large arena on the north embankment is likely to compromise important cathedral views and may introduce unsustainable nuisance to 
nearby housing.
The discussion centres only on ‘a place to visit’ what about residents?
This section should include all culture - theatre, art, film, sport, Heritage – including buildings and environment. Development of the museum and art gallery 

provide a cultural venue to include art and performance space and greater potential to deliver towards the evening economy.
2. Not AR1 or AR2.

3. Comments as above. CF1 not justified. In reality there is unlikely to be a funding or demand for a second museum within the city centre area within the planned 
period. Option CF4 could include a city Heritage presence but it is envisaged that City museum development should be focussed on the existing city site as a 
primary museum site.  A range of non-heritage related uses could be accommodated within refurbished railway sheds (conference and exhibition centre, 
education, food and drink, craft, arts, retail, etc.).
4. Consideration should be given to enhancing existing cultural facilities and heritage assets, including the museum. The Museum on Priestgate is attracting 
growing audiences and has ambitious formative strategies and finance to extend the quality and range of its offer. Development of the setting, improved signing 
and pedestrian links from the station, Cathedral Square and Bridge Street, are important to these strategies. Expansion into under-used Trinity Street car park 
areas to the rear, would allow it to fulfil its potential within the growing city. The ‘Guildhall’ is an iconic building within the city centre which has potential but is 
currently under-used and vulnerable. There is growing support for a range of heritage, community, and culture-related uses for this building and recognition that 
5. Key theatre and riverside area represents a natural and potentially exciting alternative hub for restaurant, bar and cafés. Mixture of RBC1 and RBC2.
6. As above.
7. As above.  The potential for Cultural venues to deliver on the evening economy and offer should be explored and supported.  They offer a potential to attract 
wider and different audiences (not just the young clubbers) by offering activity to compliment the restaurants and theatre, make for a more rounded evening 
experience.  eg.  Tours, talks, performance etc

06 - Ben Robinson, PCC Historic Environment 

Manager, Peterborough Museum

1. The prominence of the Arena (AR1, AR2, AR3) is misplaced. The development of a multi-use arena should not be the primary aspiration for the cultural sector 
within the next decade. The primary focus should be placed upon a theatre/venue capable of acting as a receiving house for major touring cultural events. The 
creation of a large arena on the north embankment is likely to compromise important cathedral views and may introduce unsustainable nuisance to nearby 
housing.
2. Not AR1 or AR2.
3. Comments as above. CF1 not justified. There is unlikely to be a demand or funding for a second museum within the city centre area within the plan period. 

Option CF4 need not include a city museum facility. A range of non-heritage related uses could be accommodated within refurbished railway sheds (conference 

and exhibition centre, education, food and drink, craft, arts, retail, etc.). City museum development should concentrate on the existing city museum site.
4. Consideration should be given to enhancing existing cultural facilities and heritage assets in preference to creating entirely new ones. The Museum on 
Priestgate is attracting growing audiences and has ambitious formative strategies and finance to extend the quality and range of its offer. Development of its 
setting, pedestrian links from the station, Cathedral Square and Bridge Street, are important to these strategies. Expansion into under-used car park areas to the 
rear, would allow it to fulfil its potential within the growing city. The role of the ‘Old Guildhall’, an iconic building within the city centre, should be considered. It is 
under-used and vulnerable to decay. There is growing support for a range of heritage, community, and culture-related uses for this building and recognition that 
these could be achieved with sensitive refurbishment.  
5. Key theatre and riverside area represents a natural and potentially exciting alternative hub for restaurant, bar and cafés. Mixture of RBC1 and RBC2.
1. Visits and use of Peterborough Museum has increased dramatically in recent years. It is now the most visited heritage attraction in Peterborough. There are 
formative plans to increase the quality and range of its offer and a necessity to ensure that it develops in accordance with the needs of a growing city. The CCAAP 
should reflect and support the ambitions of the Museum by facilitating the enhancement of its environs and encouraging better and more attractive pedestrian 
links to Priestgate.
2. None of the options are mutually exclusive, and all could be linked, together with improved access to Peterborough Museum, to create a critical mass of 
attractions.
3. There are very poor links to Flag Fen Bronze Age site. This is a site of international heritage significance. While it is not in the CCAAP area, links to the site 
should be improved following the theme of strategic pedestrian and river links along the River Nene, and the development of wider transport choices across the 
city.

10 - English Heritage Cultural Facilities (Questions 23-26)
All of the proposed options (AR1-3 and CF1-3) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above.  This does not rule out any of the 
options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features. We support the general aims of Option CF4, which could result in the re-use and
enhancement of historic (and listed) buildings.

Restaurant, Bars and Cafes (Questions 27-29)
All of the proposed options (RBC1-3) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above. This does not rule out any of the options,
but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features. We support the general aims of Option RBC2 as it could enhance existing historic streets and
spaces if implemented correctly.

Tourism (Questions 30-32)
All of the proposed options (TO1-3) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above. This does not rule out any of the options,
but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features. A mix of all three options would be the preferred approach, to link together key cultural and
historic features of each area.  Option TO2 is particularly welcome with the suggested investment in historic streets and spaces.

13 - Peterborough Music Making Our members’ major concern is the lack of adequately sized, quality, affordable and accessible venue(s) with toilet and green room facilities to accommodate 
musical and other performing events.  The ideal venue would be:
reasonably central and perceived to be part of the "heart of Peterborough". 
Size to accommodate upwards of 600 audience, plus an orchestra of up to 65 players and a choir of up to 100.  



Hire costs to be within the ability of voluntary organisations related to the ticket price they can levy.
Accessible for both audience and performers alike, including people with disabilities, including car parking and public transport.

The basis for our concern is that none of the current venues really fit the bill.   For example:- 
St John’s Church – good acoustics, no facilities or parking.
Cresset              –  poor acoustics and not central. 
Cathedral           – the hire cost and limited facilities including audience size.
Key Theatre       –  space restrictions for music and too small to make costs feasible.
Broadway          –  good facilities, some acoustic problems for music, hire costs and not 
     always available.

We are aware and welcome the new proposed facilities (recording and small performing space) at the Key Theatre, but it does not satisfy this concern.  At one 
time it was said that in the longer term the City Council might wish to see a larger venue being created on the embankment - flexible enough to take a range of 
different events. We would like to know if this is still their intention, or is this part of the present reviews? 

We recognise the difficulties, but without some breakthrough in the foreseeable future we may never realise what we believe is a shared aim with Peterborough 
City Council, to promote accessible quality events, increase access in the widest sense, develop and increase audiences and participation in local groups and by 
local communities.

14 - Ian Auger I am writing to express my concerns at the proposal to
relocate a new, larger capacity football stadium and concert hall on the
Embankment. In my opinion the scheme has the following flaws :

1) The requirement for car parking and an access road off the Parkway
would mean that a significant proportion of or perhaps all of the
grassed area would be built on. The embankment is one of the few
remaining grassed open spaces in Central Peterborough and is frequentlt
used for activities such as jogging, dog walking, childrens football
kickabouts and hosting events such as the Peterborough Beer Festival.

2) The central location of the existing pool, running track and all
weather sports pitches allows them to be easily reached from central
Peterborough on foot / bicycle and from outer areas by public transport.
Relocating some or all of these facilities would make participation in
sport more difficult for many people.

3) The scheme is likely to involve a massive capital outlay over a
significant time period before any returns were realised. The pool,
running track and all weather sports pitches would need to be rebuilt
elsewhere, before demolition work could start. With current concerns
over health and obesity, I hope I am right in presuming that the council
would not allow these facilities to be temporarily lost while building
work progressed.

It is good for Peterborough that the local team are doing well and
hopefully starting on a long steady progression. It will also be good if
the team and its fans are rewarded with the improved facilities they
deserve. However, this need not involve the loss of central grassed
areas or relocation of valuble sports facilities.

In my opinion, an edge of town location for the football stadium /
concert hall development is a better option. It would allow plenty of
room for car parking and possible further stadium expansion, should Posh
reach the premiership. Shuttle buses could be provided to transport
people from various parts of Peterborough to the venue on match days or
when concerts were held.

The new Darlington stadium was recently quoted in the ET as lacking in
atmosphere because it was built in an out of town location. This is not
true, it lacks atmosphere because its capacity is far in excess of
current attendances. 
Over the last 30 years,  I have watched many matches at Elland Road,
Leeds. A ground which usually has atmosphere, despite being sited 2
miles away from the city centre and beside the M621.



D.5 - Sport and Leisure

02 - Peter Williams Lambert Smith Hampton

I would support re siting PUFC to the north embankment .It is important that a successful City has a successful football club because 
it makes a statement about the enthusiasm and commitment of the community. By definition any such development must therefore 
embrace the community and should include compatible elements such as an arena, a hotel, offices, other leisure uses ,possibly 
some residential .The parking associated with any development should be capable of supporting the mix of use at different times of 
the day and week.Any scheme must make a material contribution to improving the currently poor public realm of the embankment , 
access to it and better use of it 

04 - Ashwell Property Peterborough United
The football club adds character and vitality and should remain in city centre. We would suggest that the most appropriate locations
would be either to remain at the South Bank or relocate to the Embankment. 

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and Heritage Servi 1. The development of a multi-use stadium is not a priority for Peterborough’s cultural sector within the next decade.
2. The Lido is a unique and attractive facility and should be sympathetically enhanced to encourage greater use and appreciation.

3. SPO3
Development of sporting and cultural facilities in conjunction with university, school and hotel developments should be considered in 

order to maximise integration and synergy.  The regions desperately needs a 50m pool.  Currently clubs travel to Norwich to train – 

the location of Peterborough is perfect for this provision and could become a swimming venue of excellence

06 - Ben Robinson, PCC Historic Environment Ma
1. The relocation of the football club to the North Embankment is not sustainable. It will affect Cathedral views and setting and 
would present traffic and nuisance issues for adjacent areas.
2. PU2 and PU3 preferable.
1. The development of a multi-use stadium is not a priority for Peterborough’s cultural sector within the next decade.
2. The Lido is a unique and attractive facility and should be sympathetically enhanced to encourage greater use and appreciation.

1. Development of sporting and cultural facilities in conjunction with university, school and hotel developments should be 
considered in order to maximise integration and synergy.

10 - English Heritage Peterborough United (Questions 33-35)
All of the proposed options (PU1-3) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above. This does not

rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features. If Option PU3 is implemented, any

proposed location for the football club would have to be assessed against the impact on any historic environment features.

Regional Pool, Athletics Track and Lido (Questions 36-39)
In response to Question 37, we strongly agree that the Lido should be retained and enhanced. As a Grade II listed building, a very
robust justification would have to be put forward for its demolition, following advice from PPG 15. Refurbishment of the Lido would
need to protect its special interest and would need to be discussed with the council’s conservation officer.

All of the proposed options (SPO1-3) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above. This does
not rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features. If Option SPO1 is implemented, any
proposed location for a regional pool / athletics track would have to be assessed against the impact on any historic environment
features.

14 - Ian Auger I am writing to express my concerns at the proposal to
relocate a new, larger capacity football stadium and concert hall on the
Embankment. In my opinion the scheme has the following flaws :

1) The requirement for car parking and an access road off the Parkway
would mean that a significant proportion of or perhaps all of the
grassed area would be built on. The embankment is one of the few
remaining grassed open spaces in Central Peterborough and is frequentlt
used for activities such as jogging, dog walking, childrens football
kickabouts and hosting events such as the Peterborough Beer Festival.

2) The central location of the existing pool, running track and all
weather sports pitches allows them to be easily reached from central
Peterborough on foot / bicycle and from outer areas by public transport.
Relocating some or all of these facilities would make participation in
sport more difficult for many people.

3) The scheme is likely to involve a massive capital outlay over a
significant time period before any returns were realised. The pool,
running track and all weather sports pitches would need to be rebuilt
elsewhere, before demolition work could start. With current concerns
over health and obesity, I hope I am right in presuming that the council
would not allow these facilities to be temporarily lost while building
work progressed.

It is good for Peterborough that the local team are doing well and
hopefully starting on a long steady progression. It will also be good if
the team and its fans are rewarded with the improved facilities they
deserve. However, this need not involve the loss of central grassed
areas or relocation of valuble sports facilities.

In my opinion, an edge of town location for the football stadium /
concert hall development is a better option. It would allow plenty of
room for car parking and possible further stadium expansion, should Posh
reach the premiership. Shuttle buses could be provided to transport
people from various parts of Peterborough to the venue on match days or
when concerts were held.

The new Darlington stadium was recently quoted in the ET as lacking in
atmosphere because it was built in an out of town location. This is not
true, it lacks atmosphere because its capacity is far in excess of
current attendances. 
Over the last 30 years,  I have watched many matches at Elland Road,
Leeds. A ground which usually has atmosphere, despite being sited 2
miles away from the city centre and beside the M621.



D.6 - Housing 

01 - Rapleys on Behalf of Network Rail Station quarter provides opportunity for urban mixed use development.
The format of hosuing and density should be led by design and should include a mix of housing types responding to market demand

02 - Peter Williams Lambert Smith Hampton I counsel caution on the subject of residential.I don’t think “City centre living” is the panacea it is often made out to be.
The experience of Leeds is a good example  - rampant construction, an abundance of single and two bed apartments, high sales to 
investors,
transient singles or single families often occupying as tenants , people leaving the City at weekends and no community as a result.No 
schools , community or medical facilities to support the growth, meaning that couples or families have to move out of town after short 
stays.Very high levels of vacancy and falling values, inward migration of low income tenants to bail out desperate landlords.Result 
urban degredation.
There has to be the right mix targeted at the right demographic groups and not an aspiration of unit numbers for the sake of it.
Because you will be forced by planning policy to adopt high densities and provide affordable accommodation anyway ,I would advocate 

scaling back on available sites and putting the emphasis on access to the City centre .In other words,getting back to where I started on 

the quality of the offer and the environment, a policy of pulling people in rather than submitting to a policy of cultivating an audience in 

the centre itself. Note the assets I refer to in point 3 above and you can understand why I consider this would be a workable policy.
Development in the defined City centre should also respect the communities on the fringe of it ( eg Mayors Walk area and 
Eastfield).These are poor areas in terms of income, housing standards ,accessibility and amenity. It would be nice to think that 
contributions could be spilled out to these areas so they integrate and feel the benefit of what is going on “over the fence”.
As an aside we need as a City to start to be honest about our demographic mix,inward migration and our social problems and 
challenges.Until we are open and honest ( and fundamentally have the stats on the table) t is difficult to see how we can design in the 
solution and create a more cohesive and happier community.

04 - Ashwell Property Housing
The station quarter offers a significant opportunity to provide high quality, urban development in a highly sustainable location. The

provision of a range of housing will help bring vibrancy to the city centre. The site’s location and proposed mix of uses means the site

can accommodate a range of residential accommodation. We foresee that the policy approach should enable the provision of

residential accommodation as part of a mixed use scheme without prescribing the precise form or quantum of development.

The scenarios offer a range of densities for new development. We do not subscribe to the notion that density levels should determine
quantum of development. What is important is the quality of design and the living environment that is created rather than a numerical
calculation based on subjective density levels. 

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and Heritage Services Manager - PCC 1. Development of city centre housing should not take place at the expense of amenity space, green spaces, or heritage assets and 
their settings.
2. Yes, but only in accordance with the above principles.
3. HO3 implies significant housing development in the Priestgate area – this is unlikely to be sustainable. Only small scale 
development is likely to be acceptable at this location.

06 - Ben Robinson, PCC Historic Environment Manager, 
Peterborough Museum

1. Development of city centre housing should not take place at the expense of amenity space, green spaces, or heritage assets and 
their settings.
2. Yes, but only in accordance with the above principles.
3. HO3 implies significant housing development in the Priestgate area – this is unlikely to be sustainable. Only small scale 
development is likely to be acceptable at this location.

10 - English Heritage Housing (Questions 40-43)
The capacity exercise referred to under Issue HO3 does not appear to be available publicly, despite its importance to the CCAAP. As
with comments made above, the evidence base for the CCAAP is either lacking or not widely available.

All of the proposed options (HO1-3) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above. This does not

rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features. Options HO1 and HO2 would impact on

the setting of the historic core as well as historic features on the periphery, whereas Option HO3 would have the greatest impact on the

character and appearance of the historic core, particularly with development in the Cowgate / Priestgate area.



D.7 - Social Infrastructure

04 - Ashwell Property Health & community facilities
The AAP should provide an enabling framework for redevelopment at the station which allows for 

a variety of uses in this highly accessible location. Healthcare facilities could be provided as part

of the overall mix within the station quarter.  

If community facilities, or contributions toward facilities, are to be sought as part of
redevelopment proposals the AAP will need to be based on a sound audit of existing facilities
and future needs.

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and Heritage Services 
Manager - PCC

1. It should be remembered that the Museum, historic buildings and libraries provide important 
community venues which should be promoted as such and use lends itself to Pride in 
1. It is important to remember that education does not only happen in the classroom or for 
children.  Cultural provides important education and learning opportunities.  The government 
‘Cultural entitlement’ agenda advocates education through culture for children and Lifelong, 
learning is a major aspect of culture.  The museum and other culture/heritage organisations are 

10 - English Heritage Health and Community Facilities (Questions 44-48)
All of the proposed options (HE1-2 and COM1-2) have the potential to impact on historic
environment features as described above.  This does not rule out any of the options, but care will 

Children’s Services (Questions 49-52)
All of the proposed options (EDU1-2 and SED1-2) have the potential to impact on historic
environment features as described above.  This does not rule out any of the options, but care will 



D.8 - Transport

01 - Rapleys on Behalf of Network Rail Proposals to reduce the barrier effect of Bourges Boulevard will be welcomed encouraging the flow of people between the city centre and station 
quarter.
Further consideration needs to be given to the funding of such road improvements given that it is an aspiration not a necessity.
Access and Car Parking
The role of car parking is important and necessary to allow it to compete with out of centre business and retailing.
Issues within document do not identify station car parking but there is an aspiration to increase station car parking from 1,200 to 2,300 spaces. 
Such car parking needs to be provided within close proximity to the station and its design and compatability with other uses needs very careful 
consideration. In the majority of circumstances it is not considered that station car parking is compatable commercially with other uses. However, 

the role of station car parking is critical to the success of Peterborough as a town in which to live and work.

02 - Peter Williams Lambert Smith Hampton 6)I would very much support a new junction at Fengate off Frank Perkins Parkway. This will answer some of the issues about traffic pressure on 
Thorpe Road, Bourges Boulevard etc by acting a safety valve and distributing traffic to the east.The existing route in from Boongate via St Johns 
Street is untenable.
The station gateway is fundamental. We have a fantastic railway service both north, south east and west but we don’t sell it.A city will clearly be 
judged on first impressions. 

04 - Ashwell Property Roads
A key task for the AAP must be to deliver a cohesive and coherent City Centre. In this respect existing road infrastructure within the city centre
acts as a barrier to movement. Proposals to change the impact of Bourges Boulevard are welcomed, although it should be noted that these
changes are desirable in order to improve the environment of the city centre, rather than essential in terms of delivering capacity to enable
development to proceed. The AAP will need to demonstrate that proposals for changes to Bourges Boulevard do not restrict or diminish the
opportunity for the city centre to accommodate significant development. Much of the need for change results from the existing poor quality
environment created by Bourges Boulevard. Given that these changes are desirable rather than essential to facilitate development consideration
will need to be given as to how major changes to the road infrastructure will be funded, including appropriate funding from the public purse.
Access & parking
Whilst it is acknowledged that there is significant car parking provision in the city centre and steps need to be taken to reduce car use, account
must also be taken of the significant potential for out of centre development which already has consent with generous parking provision.  Any
policy approach to commercial development in the city centre must not put that development at risk due to inability to compete with out of centre
development.  
Proposals to reduce long stay parking in the centre need to recognise the desirability of providing for long stay parking for station users. Proposals
should also recognise that once people have to decided to visit the city centre, for example to shop, it is desirable to retain those people in the city
centre to undertake other leisure activities, such as visiting the cinema and/or eating out. Replacing long stay provision with short stay [through

pricing policy] may impact on economic viability of the city centre and actually encourage more car trips by causing a greater turn over of spaces.
Option PCP4 requires further detailed consideration.  It is not clear what is meant by “majority of parking retained to the west of the railway”. The
PSQ brief already identifies significant provision of station related parking west of the railway. Any further increase in public/station parking here is
likely to diminish the potential of this area to drive transformational change and provide an enhanced gateway to the city centre. It is also likely to
have significant transport impacts. The Station Quarter Brief seeks to accommodate parking to the west of railway in order to intercept station
traffic travelling from the west of the city and discourage such traffic from crossing Crescent Bridge. Option PCP4 is likely to have the opposite
effect and encourage traffic from the northern, central and eastern parts of the city to cross Crescent Bridge to access this parking, exacerbating
congestion.  The CCAAP should be based on an approach which accommodates station-related parking both east and west of the ECML.
Parking Standards
Agree that PCC’s parking standards for the wider district council area need re-visiting and that a restraint-based approach should be operated. 
However the city centre standards already provide for a restraint-based approach to parking provision in accordance with PPG13. It is unlikely that
the City Centre standards could be made more restrictive without impacting of deliverability of development.

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and Heritage Services 
Manager - PCC

1.  If the city centre is developed it is crucial that people can get to it and between the different areas of interest.  BUS 2 may deliver 
this
The issues of legibility, orientation and access are seriously affecting venues within the city including the museum.  Signage and 
orientation seriously need addressing if we are to maximise the uniqueness of the city and the value of the historic attractions.  
Priestgate should be included in the area considered

06 - Ben Robinson, PCC Historic Environment 

Manager, Peterborough Museum

Create a surface car park and ride facility at the old municipal land fill site at Fengate. It could be served by an enhanced junction from 
the Frank Perkins Parkway. Use a concrete lattice system that will allow grass to grow through, so that the visual impact of the surface 
will be reduced.

10 - English Heritage Roads (Questions 53-59)
All of the proposed options (BB1-2, RG1-3, CB1-3 and FP1-2) have the potential to impact on historic environment
features as described above. This does not rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance
these features.

In particular, we broadly support the efforts of Options BB2 and BB3 to reduce the negative effects of Bourges Boulevard

and improve the setting of the historic city centre. Options RG2 and RG3 could have a positive effect depending on how

they are implemented, whilst Option CB3 could be particularly beneficial if successfully implemented.

We have enclosed a copy of English Heritage’s guidance on Transport and the Historic Environment, which sets out the broad principles that
should be applied to transport proposals.  The document can also be found at www.helm.org.uk. 

Access and Parking (Questions 60-64)
We support efforts to reduce car journeys to the city centre and the associated need for parking provision, as this could
have a beneficial impact on the quality of the historic environment. Option PCP5 (park and ride facilities) could help to
achieve these efforts. We do not support Option CPS3 (provision of car parking in excess of current standards), as this
will put more pressure on land for parking, with detrimental impacts on the quality of the city centre.

The CCAAP currently makes little reference to the role of the train station in reducing the number of car journeys, despite
the fact that the railway line serves a number of ‘commuter’ settlements.



D.9 - Environment, Heritage and Character

01 - Rapleys on Behalf of Network Rail Aspiration to enhance ped and cycle links across the railway lines welcomed, this is an aspiratiosna dn will be expensive requring major investment in bridge links.
Such a proposal is supported in principle by Network Rail, will require developer contributions who would benefit from the proposal as cannot be justified by Network Rail.

04 - Ashwell Property Connections, Streets & spaces
The proposals appear to be mix of improvements caused by poor environmental quality and provision of additional capacity. The AAP will need to be founded on a credible and robust implementation

plan, including consideration as to how infrastructure will be funded. The identified improvements will provide significant public benefits, and some of the proposals are desirable rather than essential to

facilitate development, and should be funded, in part at least, by the public purse.  
Green space
Given the suitability of the city centre for urban development along with the need to deliver viable developments a flexible approach to open space is required which does not slavishly adhere to

standards, but recognises that urban spaces (such as new squares) fulfil a recreational function and that green space will not always be an appropriate design option. As such we would support an

approach based on Option GS6 which recognises the value of urban spaces, squares, courtyards and green roofs as being able to meet amenity needs in city centre developments.

Improving the connections across the railway line, linking the station with the city centre, and the west of Peterborough with the city centre is vital. Delivering a double-sided station with new transport

interchange to the west of the ECML will not only help meet future railway needs, but will also improve connectivity. The precise form of those connections will emerge through detailed masterplanning,

although we currently envisage that a new bridge connection across the ECML linking the double-sided station would also connect across Bourges Boulevard at a high level. 
River Nene
The riverside is an underused asset and making greater use of it would provide a boost for the city centre. We foresee the riverside as being able to contribute in a number of ways to city centre vitality
and could include elements of each option outlined.

05 - Gillian Barclay - Learning and 
Heritage Services Manager - PCC

Increase other smaller green spaces which would significantly enhance the city centre and visitor experience.  One such example would be priestgate and in particular the museum environment creating 
some green space aroung the museum.  Places to sit and enjoy the attractive parts of the city centre
Improve view to Museum, Guildhall and other vantage points from cathedral square.  Removing unsightly street features.

06 - Ben Robinson, PCC Historic 
Environment Manager, Peterborough 

Ensure that quality, uniform materials are used for surfacing, signage, and furniture with the city centre area to help reinforce a city centre identity. 

Enhancement of pedestrian and cycle links at both ends of Priestgate to encourage greater use and appreciation of this area.
69. The north embankment green space should be maintained to preserve Cathedral views and setting.
A pedestrian and cycle bridge is needed near the old railway sheds and Key Theatre to link existing housing and new housing development south of the River Nene, with the city centre. Encouraging 
greater access through this area will help support retail and leisure development. 
Yes. Enhancement of the views and setting of this spectacular building will increase the attractiveness of the city centre, and the value of proposed housing, retail, and leisure development in the vicinity.

CV2, although the cone should be widened to the west and north. CV3 is also very important – it should increase visual interest and promote access from the station area. CV1 is also very important, 
though less well defined at present, there are opportunities for framing the view at this location
There are several other views and settings that require preservation and enhancement. The Old Customs House on the river is a landmark building. The Old Guildhall and St John the Baptist’s Church 
are focal points within the city centre. The latter is unfortunately dominated by the Corn Exchange tower and so not fully appreciated. 

10 - English Heritage Connections, Streets and Spaces (Questions 65-68)
All of the options (CON1-4 and SS1-4) have the potential to benefit the historic environment by improving pedestrian/cycle links through the city centre and enhancing streets and spaces.  The supporting
text on page 67 does not make enough reference to the role of the historic environment in improving the quality of Peterborough’s streets and spaces. English Heritage has produced guidance on how to
enhance streets and spaces in its publication Streets for All.  A copy is enclosed for your reference and can also be found at www.helm.org.uk. 

Green Space (Questions 69-71)
All of the options (GS1-6) have the potential to benefit the historic environment if implemented properly. Option GS5 would have to be very carefully implemented given the highly significant historic
character of the cathedral precinct.

River Nene (Questions 72-74)
All of the proposed options (RN1-5) have the potential to impact on historic environment features as described above. This does not rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or
enhance these features.  The river and the buildings that run alongside it have an historic character that needs to be carefully considered.

Cathedral Views (Questions 75-77)
We welcome the inclusion of this topic, given the significance of the cathedral to Peterborough’s character and image. The study undertaken by the Peterborough Civic Society referred to on page 76
does not appear to be available publicly, despite its importance to the CCAAP.  We would be grateful if we could have a copy of this study.

We support all three options (CV1-3) and hope that other important views are not missed as proposals develop. Discussion of other views should take place with the council’s conservation officer and
the Civic Society.

Whilst we welcome this topic, there needs to be more discussion and assessment of wider historic environment issues within the CCAAP. We hope that the next version of the document contains this
information, supported by an adequate evidence base.


