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APPENDIX C.1 - CONTEXT

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

2 3 5 6 7 10
City Centre Boundary:
A — Do you agree with the city centre boundary
Yes 1 1 1 1
No 1 1
If no, please explain — feel free to annotate the plan Inconsistent either include all city I would question the inclusion of railworld
within the boundary. Whilst it is important part
‘centre' residential area or exclude of the urban area, it is physically completely
detached from the city core by the ECML. It

Bright St/Wedn Rd should be subject to its own specific brief
Opportunity Areas:
Do you agree with the identified opportunity areas
Yes 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 | believe that the Cathedral precinct should be left |As above

unchanged as the most historic and peaceful part

Northern! of the city centre
Vision
Q3 — Have we identified the right vision for Peterborough?
Yes 1 1
No
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 J1 1 |1 |1 1 1 |1 1 1 1 ]1 [1 1
1 1
Remove Don't know! Although generally correct the
river will be more significant in
What are the the future and development
options exist to the lower
Fengate choices? grade southern areas
1 1 1 |1 1 1 |1 1 1 |1 1 |1
1 1 1
Remove [Care needs to be taken over destination of Stanley Rec as an | feel there should Slightly concerned what large scaled Too small to
‘opportunities arise' - there needs to be a tight focus on the - .
. o be a 'specialised’ on Embankment north and Fengate see/decide -
type and scale of opportunities to maintain this as can open
Fengate [green space river area South- not built dev please 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

12 [3 215 |6 7 B 9 10 11
Business Space
Option BS1 - Up to 100,000 s m 12 [0 12 [t 1 o 1o 1
Option BS2 - Up to 125,000 5q m 1T o 2 |2 T o N T
Option BS3 - Up to 150,000 sq m CHE o 2 o o B o o 2
Which (if any) of Options BS1, BS2, BS3 should be a priority?
BST 0 1 0
BS2 0 Y
BS3 0 0
Innovation Centre
Option ED1 - London Road on the South Bank FIEEY 12 |1 o o 1o T
[Option ED2 — Station Quarter 12 1 12 o 0 0 0 2
[Option ED3 — the North Embankment 2 o o 2 [o o o 0 o o
[Option ED4 — Provision of innovation centre and conference facilities in _separate locations 2 [0 2 T 2 T 0 o o
Which (if any) of Options ED1, ED2, ED3 or ED4 should be a priority?
ED1 11 T 0 0 T
ED2 0 0 T
ED3
ED4 0
University
Option UNI —University facilities on South Bank site adjacent to the river and London Road 0 o 11 [0 o o 0 T 2
[Option UN2 — University facilities on the North Embankment site 0 T o [T [0 T o o o o
(Option UN3 — University campus on Peterborough District Hospital 1o [T 12 |1 o T N T
[Option UN4 — Dispersed_university facilities throughout city centre 0 2 o [0 o T T 0 o 2
Which (if any) of Options UNL, UN2, UN3 or UN4 should be a priority?
UNT
UN2 T
UNS T 0 1 Y T
UNa T
Public Sector
Option PS1 — ‘Civic quarter”as part of the green office hub at_Station Quarter O 2 2 |1 0 o 0 o o
Option PS2 — ‘Civic quarter focused around Rivergate. 2 o 2 1 Jo o o 0 o o
Option PS3 — Creation of a ‘civic quarter’ focussed within the_City Market area. 11 112 Jo o o 0 T o
Option PS4 — continued dispersal of public sector and civic functions across the city centre 0 o o Jo [t 1 1 1 o 1
Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick

1

2

3 Y 0 T

T

4
Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options refating to public sector employment facilities in

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

0

Peterborough has a relatively compact city
centre and the distances between sector
offices are not great, so dispersal s the most

cost effective option

1
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?

ST o
buildings for public
sector. Invest tin
lobbying for more jobs to

be moved out here

Keep together

with Bayard

Place

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

Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary




12 ] 14 5 Ji6 7 FERF JFERE)
B B 1L B 1L 1L [0 1L o L o IS
g T B Tt Tt Tt FR O PR TR Y CEECE
B o 2 B 1L 1[0 o o 10 o |2 o z o |t
T T T T T
T T
T 1L T 0
T T T T T T T2 FR PR P TR Y T 0 |t
0 0 [0 B 1L 1L 12 R O P PO 0 o [T
g 0 o 2 0 1o 0 |2 Tt o o o FRRNTRTY
g 2 [0 T T o [0 0 |t z o o |2 | [0
T T T 1L
T T T T T
T
T
T g T B T T T [0 FR PR PR TR Y T 0 T
T T 2 [0 B T T T [0 Tt o oo T 0 T
T T T T T T Tt T L o T 0 |t
T T 2 [0 T T o o [0 T L |t o o T o
T
T T
T T T
T T T T
0 2 [0 B T [0 o 2 0 L o |t o _o_Jo
0 1o 2 0 1o 1o 11 Jo 1 Jo 2 2 |1
0 0 0 0 1L 0 |t 1o Jo [t |t 0 1|t
0 0 L 0 1L 0 L 12 2 o Jo [t o 11 Jo
0
T
T T T
T 1L T T T
0 T
The focus should be on what works best for the 77 The ity market area is Wiust get people in and out. | tink improving the T dont think it s & Having so many sies is a major Knock down There is no
Hereward Arcade
To promote 22 Services ar 2. Possible cost to the currently run down Don't want massive car parks, |faciliies of the existing civic| | o0 1o have disadvantage to peoples time for
site, replace with need for a civic
quarter would be great and
a2 payer whilst meeting (at least) minimum creating a civic quarter Proper park and ride facilies hese facilties meetings/conference. Butneed to | [market useful
1ying to keep Market Site/car quarter on
standards for design and building qualities and there would hopefully required to keep parked ¢arS [ ovements focal exising| | dSPerced across be in a central accessible, ok ol civic
providing good staff working conditions resultin a nice area. out of city all day good the city strategic centre Quarter needs prime site
Developmentin Public sector and civic What sort of employment s Could look at relocating all other
where they already have a |functions should be in Envisngod? Office work is non ? Facing functions together
couple of offices but leaving |areas that are easiy being reduced. Work from at e.g. Hynan Wood, S? Way
the market there as itis __|accessible to the public | |home? business parks




C.3 ECONOMY AND EMPLOYMENT

3 |0 5 6 7 I8 o [10 [11 [12 [13 [14 [15
[Reta
[Orion RT1 — New Shopping aciies n e RIvergate area i1 0 T B T T T o T o T 0 0
area R o 0 2 o o 0 o o o 2 1
[Gpiion RTS — New shopping faciles focussed uponedevelopment of o 0 T T T T 0 0 T o 0 0
lexisting strets.
retal B T 2 T T o 2 T B T B B
RT1 RTL RTL RTL RT3 RT4 RT1 RT1
[\hich 1 any) of the opions shouid be a prioiy?
B T T T B B
lRr1
0
lrr2
T
lRrs
T
lra
o you a7 Tt ey cente woul " it type- Sharps Evouon Notal Chans Ves. Butchers, Greengrocers, Hardware, Wool Shop | Yes- but the place cannot be VES g [Pboro doesn't have the class See previous letiers. |Flexible |Yes. This is not my area of expertise but | [Ves. 1would fike to see the
S0 what additonl ke 0 see
[within the city centre? o sustain nice shops, or the Rivergate would be ideal [and suggest the focus should be on shops which
y t ; [conclusion of specialist
reasonably |will bring in "high spending’ shoppers who
abilty to become a transit for hobby, collectors,
priced units will then also use other shops, cultural indialpakistani shops with in
destination. Itll always be craft and fringe business |mustbe  [facilities etc, and this maximise economic
forced |ASDA and TopShop for tourists provided _|benefits to the ci the city centre
z Would be BerTal o ave i of shops arge and Small aiher permanent S0res 1| Too many phone shops How wage ecomomy and niche Doubtful if funtion |1t would be worth Desire to open up fiver o See previous letiers. | No more 1 think shopping centres
o shopping faciles in the ity centre promote choice and competiion (0 existing retail are inconsistent, Groew the  etai is sustainable.|considering iche retail[cty again - etail
leconomy first and support 'start outlets on South Bank  [could/should be one of the can eclipse other shops
; Particuarly as N. Small low rent shops ~ [chain
up' zones (eg old arcade) and to support boating key drivers. Also achieves else where if they are
likely : y
support farmers markets and [ West gate unl v retail it
local produce(rs) to be realised River Nene North Westgate needed stores allowed to
e e Important to improve retail See previous letiers [The new shopping facilties
offer between two new
i centres should
anchors (especially around
cathedral Sq-the ‘heart' of [compliment the new shops
the city) in existing streets
arkets
[Opton #RT— EB 0 o 0 o 0 T o T o B B B
pment proposar o o T 0 T g o B T o 2 T B B
o Northminster
i o T o o T o g T o o B 2 B B
[Brigge Steet area
[Oriton We ~ Ertance “hemed" sreet market 0 B B T T 0 T 0 B 0 B B
VK2 MKL K2 3 WKL MKL+3 K3 KA VK3 VK2
Which (1 any) of the options shouid be a pioriy? iz
[ 1 1 o
K2 T 0 T T 0
ik 1 0 1
[ 0
Ves VES NO VES VES 7272 Northminister move | VES VES VES NG VES
market to south of Bourges
100 you agree that the indoor marke shouid be retained? . Boulevard, either option OK
[D0 you ave any commerts on the isues, opportuniies and optors elaing Needs more signs o current market. Need more variety |Encourage local food and ethnic Re-establish [Needs to be well located _|Below: More posh to edge of [Needs (o be near station [Street Market have the potential to look _|[Opening | The market is an excellent
o marketsinthe city cenre? spaces. And ‘co-operate’ space Marketed (aka quarter/bus station and Q| tatty and destroy the streetscape and times,  |oPPOTtunity to draw people
for seasonal producers and Cathedral Square) gate as stated in into Bridge Street an area
be good to have oiher| display space for local and Bridge St (of previous consultation - ambience we are seeing (at considerable  closes |ty substantial wide open
vear type of Xmas Market to goods sold in market Norwich with key retail anchors __|town see public expense) to create earl spaces
e e any omer s, ppaes adcpors Tt shou e The market should include
produce that reflects mulit -
lcuttural Peterborough




[ [i7 [i8 [is [20 7 [22 [23 2 5 T PR} [25 [30 £ [z [z T T T I T
Retal Support [bont  [Dont N0
support_[know _|Response]
T B 0 T 1 T T B T 0 T T 0 B T [Gption RTL— New shopping 22 3 4 3
2 T 2 T 0 2 0 2 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 (Option RT2 — New shopping [ o 6 0
T T 0 T T T T T T T T T 0 T T (Option RT3 — New shopping 25 3 g @
facites focussed upon
T B 0 T T 0 T T T T 0 T 0 T T T i (Option RT4 — Encouragement and |27 0 g T
RTL RT3 RT3 RTZ  |RT RT4 RT3 RT3 |RT1 RT3 RTT RT4 RT3 Which (i any) of the options should
be a priority?
T 0 T RTL g
RTZ 0
T T T T T 0 T T RT3 g
0 0 0 RT4 n
Car showrooms Viore important retalers. More [YES | Ves. More eihnic |Lets get away from just | Yes- more [Ves- Dont VEs Niche retall needs fobe | Ves. Needs 10_[Speacialst foods Ves -no more [Ecolenvironmental |Ves, indwidual non ‘chain retall D0 you agree that the oty centre
mhome another town like any where proscata poiabonrran
ondon should nof| jominance of enhancedispecialist retail niches
4 i
oveto oo ecoproducts -localy sourced else. Attrect quality small  [local ior et humongous chain stores fashion and smal goodigis ¢ 4eECERSES B RETeS |
outskirs to see businesses - no more chains to give niche retail would you like to see
cars etc burgers or £1 shops procuce o priortsed character stores retai within the city centre?
Have 1o |5 the key correct? How can the Totally agaimst _[To compete with other cities Should be, Small appertave Too many national chains. [Do need (o |Please Iefs not have _[Consideration given | Access by train Keep large warehouse refall out of Do you have any comments on the
preference but Queensgate should be encourage | more of the same genre.
hink farther obtaining The included in the encouraged into Too much Peterborough ots uee seablo bucinoes| 1@ business issties, opportunities and options
existing primary retail area ovtainy need House of Fraser. local the city centre where there is good
covered shopping nights'to close off business jareas ot retail owned by Norwich |1 (o [1ES 0 encourage improvement distict relating to shopping facilies in the
(arcade) is a grea public access at controlled by ndependent | quality products (mainly
idea move in each senario? certain times Debenhams - all accessible areas 2 e Union retaiers foods) status car parking ciy centre?
By moving the new M&S is Ves get id of the covered Conger shopping _|Impact of internet. Reserve town _|Are there any further issues,
N.Westgate development Market. Have the market in
{he lower end of Bridge St Market Square. Get it Ihours, more mixed |centre for small chracter non
cleared away every night lopportunities and options that
and Rivergate will die and Bring everything up market. to retail with associated
[fall into the hands of ‘cheap’ Bull dose Hereward Arcade
shops move Wilkinson's to Orbon levening atmosphere_|cafes and bars etc also restaurants |should be considered?
g
g
Warkets Support [oont  [Dont  [No
support_|Know _|Response]
0 B B T T B B B 0 T 0 0 0 B T 0 [Option MK - Reprovide covered |13 7 10 2
T T B T 0 0 T T 2 g 0 g T B 0 T (Option MK2 - Retainredevelop |17 10 @ T
market within wider
B B 0 T T 0 T T 0 B g T g T T i B [Option MK3 — Reprovide covered |16 g 5 B
market as part of wider
T B T T T T T T g T 0 T T (Option MKé — Enhance “hemed” |16 @ 7 5
oo market
MKz VK2 VKL K3 Wka VK2 MKa i VKL |WK3 VKL WWhich {f ) of e optons Showid
e a priority?
T 1 0 0 T K B
0 T 0 K2 B
0 0 K3 5
T 0 B
Vs vEs T hink this sort of development = No Yes  |ves No No ves Ves = Not sure o you agres that the indoor market
could look best in close
proximity to the river shouid be retained?
Market provides Needs 0 Have alook st other really See New market i Physical works should|Varkets are very | Market should complment vibrant _|Do you have any comments on he
outet for small successful markets- comments e under take nat ity retal offering notjust be @ cheap g5, opportunities and options
retailers and Chesterfield and Hirchin is under public new location will altemative to sustainence retai,
specialists all in name. They are thriving , Sector market to make it look however a valuable asset if done ~ |@lating to markets in the city
ook better attractive and quali be good | more atracive important properly centre?
[Accessibilty for disabled City market needs [Are there any further issues,
Please don' repeat large
shops in bridgr Stwith a few]
calendars and wrappin
Pping better marketing and lopportunities and options that
paper which is sold in
adjacent shpss- Whats the
point? For the big, unsighty
ot nteresting, not bus signage should be considered?




APPENDIX C.4 - Culture and Tourism

0 2 3 Z 5 6 7 B o 10 11 12 13
[Arena
[Option ART -Multi-use arena on the North 1 1 o g o g o g 1 g 1
[Option AR2 -Multi-use arena on the North 1 g o o T 1 g o 1 2 1 1
[Option ARS — Develop a new muli-use aref 1o g T B o B g 1 [0-yes butin congestion again g 2
[Which (if any) of the Arena options should f/ARL [ART [ARL [AR3 ARz |ARZ [AR3 [ARZ [ARL - This seems to make
most efficient use of land
[ARL 1 0 1
[AR2 i 0 0
AR i 0
[Cultural Facilities
[Option CF1 - Promote multi-use Arena a| 1 o i o i 0 0 0 0 i i 0
[Option CF2 - Strengthen the cultural role of the Staniey Rec area, building on the current attractions of the Broadway Theatre (which will be further improvd2 g 1 2 g g g 2 |0 2 T-provided that the central of
Stanley Rec remains open
green space
[Option CF3 — Further enhancement of cultural faciliies based around further improvements to the Key Theatre, with development of built facilities on the |1 1 0 2 i 0 0 o 0 i 1
[Option CF4 — Establish a cultural role on 1 0 i 2 i 0 0 2 0 0 i 0
CF1 cFa CFa CF3  [cF3 cFa [CF1 [cFa CF3
) of the cultural facilies options should be CcF1
CF1 1 1 1
CFz
CF3 1 0 1
1 1
Do you have any comments on the issues, | Peterborough is a LONG over due a mult Use arena for bands/live music/ exhibitions/cultural events Definitley need a better‘music’ arena. However|Link South Bank Key Theatre/N E... with a new foot Ensure there is a focal point for culture] Road Congestion
the city needs to be sure enough people wil (embankmenukey theater) not simply
use it-a case of chicken and egg thought bridge more dispersal
[Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be considered?
Bars & Cafes
[Option RBCI - Continue to focus these act 1o o i 2 i 0 0 0 0 2 i
[Option RBC2 — Promote the introduction of 0 i 0 0 0 0 o 0 2 i
[Option RBC3 — Promote the introduction of 1 1 T 2 T g g g B T T 1
RBC3 RBC3 RBC3 |RBC1 RBCZ RBCI |RBC3 RBC3
ch (if any) of the options should be a priori RBC1
0 0
RBCL 1
B
RBC2
0 i i 0 i
R
Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options relating to markets in the city centre? Difficult to ‘promote” o 1o focus. Will rather be led by’ Must be 72 Related focus with ‘cultural | The sq could be a great asset at night, Do not remove police station unless
focus' as complimentary uses-north replaced. This is much needed facility
trends theatre instead of a wildeness particularly by imigrants
[Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that should be considered?
[Tourism
[Option TO1 - Focus tourism development o i 2 i 0 0 0 0 i i
[Option TO2 — Focus tourism development in the core area of the city centre, building on the assets of the Cathedral, Cathedral Square, Priestgate and Peterb] 1 1 i 0 i 0 0 o [0 0 i
[Option TO3 - Focus tourism development | 1 2 i 2 i 0 o o 0 2 i 0
T02 [Tz T03 o3 [103 [Tor 702 [103 To1 T02
ch (if any) of the options should be a priori T03
0 i
To1
i 0 0 i
T02
i i 0 0
T03 1

Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and options refating (o tourism in the city centre?

More signs!

City Centre needs intergrating into station ‘exit

[T01- nonsence - open space! (urban) as a tourist draw!
(nottt) T03 - possible - but needs a theme or major
attraction. The Cathedral is not enough T02 + TO3 would

be good

[The Cathedral providerfto 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 its
a 3rd rate atiraction. The cathedral is world|

class and the Riverpark prime for

[Existing assets
can be 'on the

way' to new

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 22 The rivers the key and the 22

House

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







14 15 16 17 18 1o Joo ot [o2 3 Toa 26 30 oL Jez 33
2 T2 T B T 0 T T 0 T T 0 T T B T
2 2 |2 T B T 0 T T 2 T T T T B 2 T
T o |2 2 T T T 0 B 0 2 Q 0 B o o g 2
ARG [ARL [ARL ARG [ARL [ART [ART ARL [ARL ARZ [ARL
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0
0
B T2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 T 0 B B
T 2 o T T T 0 T 2 T 0 0 T T T 2
0 FR Y B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FR Y 0 0 0
0 z |t B 0 0 0 0 B 0 0 0 0 0 0 T2 0 0
cF3 cF3[cr3 cF1 Cra|cra CFa CF3 Cra|cF3 CF2[cFi3 CFa cF2 CF2 CF3
i T
0 0 T
i T T i T T
T 0 i
See MRz [Appropiate development to enhance the river Do not link | Development of river is well over due. Encourage [Need to make the current market work in the
the cultural
Have a look at Bedford for a beautiful much wider
area vith
PosH setting cultural offer short term before commiting to future relocation
Don't over crowd it - have plenty of
space for leisure (random)
0 FI Y B 0 0 0 0 0 g 0 0 0 0 Tt 0
0 FI Y 0 0 0 0 0 g 0 0 0 0 o [0 0 0
T T2 T T T T T T T T T 0 0 T T T T
RBCZ RBCI [RBC1  |RBC2 RBC3 RBC3 RBC3 RBC3 RBC3 [RBCL RBC2 [RBC2 |RBCI |RBCL [RBCZ [RBCZ
FR Y 0 FR Y
T T T T T T
0 0 0 0 0
Good off or | don' believe there should be just one [Wider - better [We need to move away This is the best use for the cathedral square
condertrate of this facilty but I strongly believe from 18-24 vertcal area, and should be a focus for the southbank
lenhanced river quality offer drinking using licensing
south bank river area would benefitfrom this against the water. Other sites throughout town
laws and by-laws if
front area sort of needed possible are also important to compliment
Qualty, character choice, independent [KEEP THE BREWERY TAP! Iis everything we
business price. E.g. Haviets Safety
24x7 need to encourage
0 PR Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B FR Y 0 0 0
0 FR Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 B 0 0 0 O 0 g 0
g FR Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 B 0 0 0 B T2 0 g 0
0z 03 [To1 T03 03 02 ic3 Toz [To1 703 |10z To2 |10z [103 [TOL 03
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Priesigate and Cathedral square Good existing [t ind of depends what sort of development this| Support NWR links with ferry medows. [Tozand 102 [T02 would defiver [Waterside adds alot of _[Put tourist information centre into the Guildnall
e the historic areas of Loads of visitors is caravan parks @ [should be a 4th the fabulous culture
is but the river connects well eith existing [atmosphere. Keep cars  [with glass curtain walls to preserve the building.
Peterborough and currently are Ferry Meadows. | wonder how many loption which | heritage of the
ot sign posted effectivel offs and river! atiractions Flagfen, Ferry Meadow come into P'Boro City centre would support cathedral away though This shoud be the focal point for visitors
Bus service to Flag Fen (o Publicity/branding engage with National We should keep and enhance all the character
[Express-promotional materil with other and charm we have in the centre as itis in short
lencourage tourists to go and see
cites e.g. Leicester, Nottingham, supply. New development should be high quality
jsuch a remarkable site [Norwich, M Keynes. York 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 |1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
the North Embankment as part of larger mixed use
development to potentially include community uses, school, hotel
housing and retail
Option PU2 — Retain existing stadium on the South Bank, either |0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 2
in its current form or redeveloped broadly on its existing site.
Option PU3 — Relocation of football stadium outside the city 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0
centre
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 Needs to |Reflects To relocated the ground to Access/transport If it moves, it should be out Needs to have a [Cars have the issue [PU1 seems to be most |l think moving it to the
options relating to the location of Peterborough United? keep reality of always the key issue] . purpose built rail [easy/direct access |efficient use of resources |North Embankment
POSH carb.. N.Embankment would be for such uses -so  [°f town, around the ring statio near such |from parkway need. [PU3 would be would put too much pre
near city |Spectatior . ; ; ; "
contre < Notin S meronic-when by P'boro unlesg well retained road but see my comments a}s Nene Valey |Public transport can enwronmentally censorgd ?? one areg and too
! ) to station, move 'out line to connect [be provided almost |and detrimental to the city|many eggs in one
fans use |or W of ; , . -
s ., . standards of town on P'boro and the car with main line anywhere centre basket
Are there any further issues, opportunities and options that Alwe to If as planned, the
should be considered? outskirts if club becomes more
they get to successful the
the above points will
champion become even more
ship! permanent
Regional Pool, Athletics Track & Lido
Option SPO1 — Reprovide Regional Pool / athletics track outside| 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
the city centre, with development of the North Embankment for
sports-led mixed use development incorporating multi-use
stadium/arena. Enhance Lido.
Option SPO2 — Retain or reprovide Regional Pool / athletics 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0
track as part of University-related development on the North
Embankment. Enhance Lido.
Option SPO3 — Retain or reprovide Regional Pool / athletics 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 1 1 2
track as part of sports/leisure-led mixed use development on the
North Embankment. Enhance Lido.
Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? SP03 SPO03 SP02 SPO03 SP02 SPO03 SPO1
SPO1 1
SPO2 1 1
SPO3 1 1 1 1
Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and If outside Co-location with The UK needs more 50m | confess that the only
options relating to sport facilities in the city centre? city pools, my wife is appalled
ensure at our lack of provision. facilities | use is the Lido
frequent university a must if [Why not build, wit hsport
and free Council funding, and make which certainly need
travel to ourselves world class at
station uni is forthcoming  [something! 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 Must have good Allow for growth and Should not Access for Yes in the city area near thelKeep it
stadium on the access not f sewage works. Still near  |intefral with
. interferring with . . cars from . city centre
S.Bank will ensure promotion and Premier be a town enough for rail travellers,
other road users. parkway is not
the club retains its Must be close to people will spend money in |panished to
identity with the city| station and pubs League! centre venue necessary town outskirts
Fans will be able to Accessability/ extra transport Concern that a building
. . . outside of the city will not
access the stadium - car parking is avoided on give people the opportunity
much more easily if street parking by to visit our vibrant new city *
The cultural City of the
itis in the centre visitors/supporters 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 SPO1 SP02 SPO1 SP03 SPO3 SP03 SPO1 SP03
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
New 50 metre pool Running SPO2 could work if I'm not sure | understand Bretton Lobby for 50m|Keep football
' track could existing facilities were how options 1 and 3 differ. swimming olympic pool [out of the city
must be built before be more |mproyement To keep the Lido open for pool should and entrance |centre
iol benefited from W af K h be replaced lid tlo ;
removal of regional accessible additional investment only a few weeks each year and new one do as part of |because o
to non club related to the is CRAZY. It's opening times for the leisure violent
pool members university are....not fit for purpose Ortons offering behaviour
Look at the Ponds Accessibility to all residents boating -
Fonge complex at car parking/public trnasport.
Sheffield it Could consider loading near
combines, sport and schools is maximise wage. .
L ) marina in
swimming but feeds Our pools are way past their
hotels, bar and sell by date. Suggest visit
brings in income and some in Germany is follow
vision their example. centre




APPENDIX C.6 - Housing

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Housing
Option HO1 — Housing developmentconcentrated on peripheral sites around the city 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1
centre at densities of between 60 and 90 homes per hectare with some housing developmern
in the central area at densities of up to 100 homes per hectare.
Option HO2 — Housing development concentrated uponpredominantly residential sites 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 X
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
Option HO3 - Housingdeveloped throughout the city centre within mixed use schemes,| 0 1 X 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
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.
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 HO?2 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 Will families want|Centre housing is Only max inursation [New homes to 2021 should|Don't ‘over-egg’ The more the better. Its |Rowdyism when |Do not HO3 seems likely
the city centre?

to live actually in |SuPPOrted by of city centre send  |be limited to 2,500 green as people walk to [PeoPle falloutof 1y, 4 o to be of city centre
) appropiate ) ) ) bars,nightclubs ) for other uses -
city centre? Has entail to ??? - can maximum so as not to work. Regeneration the city centre

this worked in

other places?

facilities -parking,
shops, transport,

social

relevance city centre

living

impact other aspects of

enhancing the city centre

apartments provision!

centre, adds life at night.

Gives P'boro a heart

etc. May present a
problem for city

centre residents

green

spaces

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 HO02 HO1 HO3 HO1
1 1 1
1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Housing within the city Must be More Housing within the CBD should only More Any office We must resist  [Need high rise
centre encourages people to residential housing = |be provided as part of a mixed use housing development should temptation o |iconic buildings
; ; i include housing, ;
use t_hls space in the in city ) more dev. Will provide life within the city means shopping so that office pack the'cny. for mixed use
evenings. Restaurants and otherwise deman by . ) more cars - centre with high . .
. . at all imes. Area north of river at i ghettos are not . residential - most|
cafes could be opened up in dead at city centre where will provided or ‘dead" density and poor
the evenings to night and services  [west view-of city-floodplain. Careful they areas in evening and quality housing  |ecological
accommodate these people weekends e.g. cafes |of embankment an open space go/park? weekends stock housing
People Mixed use
need their
personal
space. Not housing/sport -
everyone
wants to

live in flats

not FC




APPENDIX C.7 - Housing

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Housing
Option HO1 — Housing developmentconcentrated on peripheral sites around the city 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1
centre at densities of between 60 and 90 homes per hectare with some housing developmern
in the central area at densities of up to 100 homes per hectare.
Option HO2 — Housing development concentrated uponpredominantly residential sites 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 X
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
Option HO3 - Housingdeveloped throughout the city centre within mixed use schemes,| 0 1 X 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
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.
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 HO?2 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 Will families want|Centre housing is Only max inursation [New homes to 2021 should|Don't ‘over-egg’ The more the better. Its |Rowdyism when |Do not HO3 seems likely
the city centre?

to live actually in |SuPPOrted by of city centre send  |be limited to 2,500 green as people walk to [PeoPle falloutof 1y, 4 o to be of city centre
) appropiate ) ) ) bars,nightclubs ) for other uses -
city centre? Has entail to ??? - can maximum so as not to work. Regeneration the city centre

this worked in

other places?

facilities -parking,
shops, transport,

social

relevance city centre

living

impact other aspects of

enhancing the city centre

apartments provision!

centre, adds life at night.

Gives P'boro a heart

etc. May present a
problem for city

centre residents

green

spaces

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 HO02 HO1 HO3 HO1
1 1 1
1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Housing within the city Must be More Housing within the CBD should only More Any office We must resist  [Need high rise
centre encourages people to residential housing = |be provided as part of a mixed use housing development should temptation o |iconic buildings
; ; i include housing, ;
use t_hls space in the in city ) more dev. Will provide life within the city means shopping so that office pack the'cny. for mixed use
evenings. Restaurants and otherwise deman by . ) more cars - centre with high . .
. . at all imes. Area north of river at i ghettos are not . residential - most|
cafes could be opened up in dead at city centre where will provided or ‘dead" density and poor
the evenings to night and services  [west view-of city-floodplain. Careful they areas in evening and quality housing  |ecological
accommodate these people weekends e.g. cafes |of embankment an open space go/park? weekends stock housing
People Mixed use
need their
personal
space. Not housing/sport -
everyone
wants to

live in flats

not FC




APPENDIX C.8 - Social Infrastructure

1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Health & Community Facilities
Option HE1 — Health centre in the Bright Street / Lincoln Road 1{X 1 1 1 X 0 0 1 1 1
area
Option HE2 — Provision of health care facilities on the hospitall 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 X 0
site
Option COM1 — provision of appropriate community facilities, 1{X 1 0 1 X 1 1 X X
including facilities for children, young people and the elderly il
the Stanley Recreation Ground area
Option COM2 — provision of appropriate community facilities, X 0 0 1 X 1 0 X 0
including facilities for children, young people and the elderly,
in the Embankment area
Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? HE3 HE2 HE3 HE1 HE1 HE 2,3,4 HE2 HE1 HE1
HEL 1 1 1 1
HE2 1 1 1
HE3 1 1 1
HE4 1
Do you have any comments on the issues, opportunities and The 'indicators are a red herring- serve the | The hospital has always been Need to be close to travel
options relating to health and community facilities in the cit itv i i .
szre? 9 y Y whole community in a central, accessible  |seen to be accessible to the ' )
place in an environment which is welcoming L K interchange (bus station) to
i majority to provide reasonable
to all communities. Help workers get A o
_ _ _ treatment without missina work. Children parking save travelling time
Are there any specific types of community facilities that Retain Walk-in Try to include the Out of hours doctors to midnight
should be located in the city centre? existing stones e.g
national community and light casualty facility
centres (ltalian,polish
Centre etc) (stitching) 24 hours nota & 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 1{X 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1
requirement through existing primary schools close to the city
centre, with expansion of capacity where possible
Option EDU2 — Plan for three new 2 form entry primary
schools to serve the city centre, at the following locations:
EDU2 - PTan for new 2 form entry primary X 1 0 0 1 0 X 0 0
school onHospital site
EDU2 - PTan for new 2 form entry primary 1 X 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0
school on North Embankment or Fengate South
EDU2 - PTan for new 2 form entry primary X 1 1 0 1 0 X 1 1
school on South Bank
Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? EDU2 EDU2 EDU1 EDUL 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 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 0 1
the closest schools to the city centre.
Option SED2 — Consider the development of an additional 11 1 1 1 0 1 X 1 0
secondary school to cater for city centre and adjoining
communities at Fengate South
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 Why knock down Existing (new) As previously suggested if Existing primary schools are all very poor. The council has just demolished |Big may be economical but not
options relating to education facilities in the city centre? d hool th . ity d t d th d hool ith tw
Bretton Woods academy schools are e university does not nee ree secondary schools wi 0 |the best learning . The bigger It
already fully subsided all the old PDH site, a primary Start again! Secondary schools are better- more to follow. What awaste of
School, then consider do NOT cram in new and secondary school could money to even consider building is the easier to hideaway
building another? pupils use the space and buildings S0 consider expansion another secondary school (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 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
COoMm2 HE1 HE2 com1l HE1 HE4
1 1 1 1
1 1
1
No Supporting GPs and ? Is be walking Since | don't know Community facilities Health
24 hours NHS clinic _ whats currently have to be ? The and sport
X i . distance from B - should be
great idea in addition available | don't feel community ie. closely
to new hospital home equipped to comment Housing , local assaociated
No An outdoor seated If hospital removed Cycle
area with café may from city centrg, Stand.s,
engaged walk in combined
be good on Stanley centres would be post
Rec appropitate office/cou
You can't put Walk in centre
everything into the
Embankment 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 Schools should be provided Provide Put the schools Don't
the centre program adjacent to housing areas. Pupils opportunites for need
should be made for should go to their nearest children is attend where the housin super
future extensions and schools. There should be no local schools - 9 schools.
an adequate choice execpt in very execptional avoid more cars Improve
infrastructure circumstances delivering children goes existing.




Bretton Woods! ‘




APPENDIX C.9 - Transport

[ B B 5 N E 7 B B 0 i [ = i
ads
Options for Bourges Boulevard
Gpion BE1 - Leave argely unalered, 2 @ two fane dual T g F PR Y T T T T T g T
o diional
Jand signalised junciions.
Gpion 652 - Reduce highviay 1 one fane n eiher drecion o] g T T x o T g g g g T T B
all vehicular affc with provision of adional space for public
[nanspor, pecesrians cyclists with improved crossing faciiies |
Gpion 553 — Reduce highviay [0 one fane n eilherdrecton o] g T T x Jo g g g g g T i
all vehicular affc, with provision of space for pedestrians.
eyclists with improved crossing facilies
= g = = 3 = = = = 3 =
Which of Opions BB, BB2 or BB3 would be your preference
inrelation to Bourges Boulevard? ee2
T T T T T T T T
881
1 1
882 1
1
883
Gpiions for RIvergate Gyraiory
Gpion RGL: Leave unalered B g ENCG d B B B d d d
Gption RG2 ~ Remove the Rvergate gyralory and provide a e g T F P Y T g B B B T i
nighway between the court buidings, inking Toun Bridge n the
signal contoled uncion on Bourges Bouievard (|
the locaion ofthe xisting roundabou) i
Gpion RG3 ~ Remove The gyratory compietly. ogether wih T g g T x Jo g g T g T T T
lexising roundabout on Bourges Boulevard and reopen Bridge
St (South) to affic beween Town Bridge and and  new
signal-contolled junciion on Bourges Boulevard at Brdge Streel
e of Opions RGT. RGZ or RG3 would be your preference S Rz S Rz Rz ES) B B B3 B
for Rivergate gyratory?

T T T
RGL
1 1 1 1
RrG2
1 1 1
RrG3
[Options for Crescent Bridge Roundabout
Option CB1 ~ Leave unaltered X T Pt o o B X g g g
[Gption CB2 — Introduce traffic Tights on the roundabout 0 X TP g T g 0 T X T
[Gption CB3 — Replace with a signal-contrlled cross-Toads X g FRN P Y 0 g g X g T i3
IATGh of Optons CB1, CB2 or B3 wiould be your préference [T B3 [cea [cBs B3 B2 [T B2 B2 B3 oz
for Crescent Bridge Roundabout? jes1
T T
ce1 1
1 1 1 1
ce2
111 1 1
cea
[Sunction at Bishops Road | Frank Perkins Parkway
[Option FPL— o junclion X o R E o o X B B g X
(Option FP2 — New Junclion al Bishops Road | Frank Perkins X T ERN PR 0 0 i3 g g T i3
iy 4
Do you agree thal Bourges Boulevard should be mproved? VES VES VES VES VES VES VES VES VES VES - Where mproved means improving faciiies for [VES =

public ransport and ‘cross bomberard! links for cyclists

land pedestrians

Do you have any comments on the Issues, opportuniies and Need cyciits lane over Cresent Biidge or |Be bold- close Barges Bivd South of Volurteer Fre See separale [New junciion a must ©0_[Improve on current traiic lows (0 prepare or growth in people [The benefis to public Gransport of BB2 outweigh the [This will be aificull while there are car] Any change made to Bourges Baulevard
loptions for Bourges Boulevard, the Riverside gyratory and

Crescent Bridge roundabout? Execpt for buses.Build W ring road from ALD to

improve access to city parks unired the area enclosed by |shouid involve better provision for
|This road has far too much traffc and cutsthe Bretha plus inner road to west of railway to South of
ity centreand proposed development i hal.
[The traffc shoulg be using a ring oad around
the city centre NOT through it pital Bridge town bridge Jsheet lcenre from east numbers. Better access wil |asadvaniages, Bourges Boulevard
[Ave there any further issues. opportunites and optons that See separate FP2 seems essental 0 secure 72 of embankment 77

|should be considered?
[New junction at Bishops Rd and Frank Perkins
is essential if the Football Groundmulit purpose
arena s to b stedhere Existing junciion by
[Showcase should be ualed as was intended to

Jsheet
Bus Access
[Gption BUS1 — Enhance frequency o buses (o the ciy centre X X ERN F Y 0 0 T g T T
Jalong established routes |
Option BUS2 — Introduce a city centre T00p’ service, Inking i 0 ERN F Y i g X T T T T T
major development sies, station and main retail areas |
Public Car Parking Provision
Option PCP1 - Accord wih exising Policy X x T g 0 0 g T g T
Option PCP 2 - Reduce parking supply within the city centre fo g 0 I 0 g g T T T T T
|approximately 70% of current supply and complement with other
measures such as park and ride
[Option PCP 3 - Reconfiguring existing surface car parks to 0 g T g g 0 T g g g
provide new development, whist maintaining a level of car
o
new mult-storey car parks q
[Option PCP4 — Reduce Long Stay car parking at the stafion, vi g 0 TP 0 g 0 g g T T T
majorty o parking retained 10 the west of the railway (0 be
implemented in accordance with new park and ride faciity Bl
[Option PCP5 — Intraduce Park and Ride faciiies 0 ERN F Y 0 0 i3 T T T T
Car Parking Standards for new development
[Gption CPS1 - Provide car parking supply for new developmenty X X T g 0 g g T g T
in accordance with PCC standards
[Option CPS2 - Provide reduced car parking Supply for new, X B TP i g 0 g g T T
|developments, complimented with other measures.
[Gption CPS3 — Provide car parking in excess of current 1 X ES GO o o 0 0 X g g
Which of Options GPS1, CPS2 or CPS3 would be your [cPsz [cPsa [cPsT [cPsz [cPsT [cPsa [cPsa [cPsT [cPsz [cPsz
prefert lcsa
T T T
cps1
T T T T
cps2
T T T
cpss q
WouId you make use of Park and Ride faciies 10 access the No VES VES [VEs VES No No VES VES No VEs
N0
Do you have any comments on the Issues, opporiuniies and Park and Ride wont work for people | Ensure residental cients have  supply. Redrect [Poro 1 (00 smal © need a city 100p bus. What kind of diabily are _[People Lot take part  Bourges Think it 15 unrealisi 1o expect 7 Opportunies (o drve (o
optons refating to access and car parking i the cily centre?
[vou ying to oon't its quate. - |around for hours parkis a reliet.insuficient park and ride, then take bus to station, then take rain to
g trains to London. Its ' other means - including car Boulevard underground. Fiyover,
[Live e enaugh 0 walk 0 city centre, | use rovide Pand R as a incentive to keep cars out of centre. Wouldnt us{ Park and ride is OK for those interested only lookinglparking for new ondon. Ifthey canno park at the station they wildrive:
o e Provide Pand R tive to keep tof centre. Wouldn't usqPark and rde is OK for those interested only lookindparking I London. f they cannot park at the station they willdrive t
lwansopr in Peterborough s APPALING both in
Just coming into Pboro though stores P and R as | ve in the cenre alreacy Jaround Joffices 50 ground level i Lond
“Ave there any further issues, opportunites and options that [Those working in City centre
should be considered?

[When comparet o ater cities especially for
schallchildren and students, this s why roads.
are SO busy interm time. Other citiesprovide
recuced fares fro childrensstudents at ALL times|
side scholl hours. In peterbarough
students/children travel at full adult fares to and
from school,tis is wrong! ide.

should be encouraged to park an




= % [ [ EENE 3 3 o7 ED E
T g B o T g i T T
g B T T g g T B
g T T T g g B g
= g 3 Go1 |62 = =
T T T T
1 1
1
B g i B i d i d
B T T T B g T g B
g B T o ot cear how s g g g B
Jworks
Rz B3 ReT [roz
1 1 1
1
Ro1
B i L d i d d i i
B T T B g T g B
i T T g g B T B
oL Car ez a3
T T
1
1
G i L S i i
T T B B B T T B T
VES VES VES [T would spol the area of pen |YES [VES VES 3 VES VES VES
space increasing the downscale of
nafic
[Tk s very important o provide good Pedestians rates (drect, easy 1o | QUeUes for Qgale car [T whole rafic design must be e THought- Bourges Boulevard must gd Any opton shouid be esied o BE 77 = & Big question, Bourges Boulvard s e mai (ony) westrouts ound T o
nafic shoul not o over the town bridge. The whole ? Of car parking - [ihe PTM, and also not because of the barrers of the iver and raway. Trafc should be kept flowing but
pedestrian access o station () and rver (5) use) must take proriy s e PCC about whether such a
pubic ransport has to be radically 2 To long people ntothe cenre 2 2 |consirained to the above the town over i, not
o centre Lp policy i parks hvougn lopiions Juncion vl be viable iough or accross it
Optons above uncear Need fo a long term ransport
suateq
T T T T T g T T
B T T T T g T T T
T T T g B g T g g
B T T T g g g T g
B B T g T g T i T
i i T T g g g i T
T T T T T T T T T
T T T g g g T B T
g T Eam T g g g T g
T G T T T G T G T
C= sz 3 CPs3 [crsz C C= 3
T T T
T T T T
T
VES VES [No- Don owm car 3 3 VEs 3 VES 3
PeterboroughNorh and South ral |1 would sal 1 CPS2 mplemented T faciies| Resident Iving wilhin he cy cenir Do ot owm & car - use puble[P8s growh based ona Pk and ide mus be Gevaloped not uses but & new e Tansport [T aiy centre has 1 be accessibi for a. We have 1o ook ahead. Parking shouid
stations to redtuce commuters driving
shouidnt recuire a private car car and park and ide in some fong term
into ctycentre only o leave cars all
Jaayt aermaive must be good ool potenial Jransport v successiul parkways e 2 Parking area dlose to carpark ust of Parkwa cases
rams. 1 rarely just go
om ¢ to & and ely on
imy car for business and
e




APPENDIX C.10 -Environment, Heritage and

Character
[ I Iz IE] I« 5 I6 Ir IC Is T10 [iT IEF) IEE] [1 [15 [16 a7 [18 1] T20 [t [z 3 oa 5 To6 [27 2T P ) I3 |2 ] 1
Comactions. Sveets & spaces
[Opion CONE—ece T arGominane f Bares Boevar. Crescet g i3 T g T g g o T T T X T T T T T T X T T T T g T T T T g
(o edesuians and yets
x B
g T T T T T T T T T T T T X T T T T T T T T T T g T T X T T
eyl rossng o Embankimentand he Sotn Bank
x B
g T T T T T T T T T T T T X T T T T T T T T T T g T T T T T
1 B
[reet st S
(Gpion 551 1 g X T T g g T X ot s g T g T g T g g T B T B T B B T g X T B
ks, St cale, enenaiment .
p 1
g g T T T X T g g X g X g T T T T g T T T g X T X T T T
accordance wih h emeraingpuic ean stcteny
x B
(Goion 533 Craate i spaces and squres Wil v Gevopment g T 3 g T X T X T T T T T T T 3 T T T T T T T T T T T T T
paricsar at S Guarte and s Crescen Bcge Rdsbout
o 1
1 g g g g T g T g g T g X g T X T T B T B T B X T T B T B
i 1 B
onyorFar oy ComTaT a7 S SO o e ice 1o see | The prioly or [See Separaie Puting waifc Tgnis up on 65 Safe and secure Tvwoud want Street Cleaning other than Bridge Teaniness & Core cente Should be
(e o pue e i h ity cente? inconvieni i [mprov ) ’
g o pu v peopl T willnconvieniance cyclsis as cycle planning improve what we st Qualy shops chalce, Dont il public oredestranised bt
warden) publc reaim must itwill cars. Underpass or (bike- must be provided nave for the y Jareas an lgrowth of
stopping be Cathedral friendly) bridge, like we have it we are to cycle pedestrian then |alterise everything. Don't destroy labsolute: include putiic ertto add
cyciing in Laing [Square -long a__|sheet Jover the parioways into ity ss3 everything tht aready exists must iy [vialty and interest
Fhe morovemere Viake more T1am round The Brewery Jap. TSpeci foatres urias |
consrear
e of the 2 Laling fountain- see
|www.talkingfountain.org -
over design, keep squares in should be encouraged
simple ueensgate
G Space
(Gpoon GE1 1 g X T T X g g T g T X T T T T T T B X B T B B T T T B
i Embaricment e
x 1
1 g g T T g X g X g T X T X X T T T B X B T X B T T B T B
necds o agrowng iy cent pouiion
p 1
1 g X T T T T g X T g T X T g X g T T B X B T B B T T B T B
ot prysicl o v kage beween h iy cenr and Sy
aciis and programme of event thoughout heyea.
x x
1 g X T T T T g X g T T T X g g g T X B T B T B B T T B g X
oo oy cone popin
x 1
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Environment, Heritage and Character

[ [1 2 [3 [4 [s [6 7 [8 [o [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 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

the South Bank to serve city centre developments

Option UE2 — the P Central to release some |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

riverside land for alternative uses, with alternative electricity capacity provided

elsewhere within the city centre or outside the centre

Option UE3 — Promote where possible the opportunities for district level 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

combined heat and power or micro-generation within the city centre, including the

use of on-site renewable energy technology

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

UEL 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 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
of waste and recyclable material

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

Which (if any) of the options should be a priority? Please tick uwi uwi uwil uwi uwi uwi uwi uwi uwi uwi uwi uwi uw2 uwi uwi uwi uwi uwi

uwi 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

uwz




[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 |Future of the railway In the foreseeable future the likely Scenario 3 preferred Thorough consultation, intresting to think the [Maintenance Option 2 but with the football and
. ) options - but missed out the importance of the |and cleanliness
economic climate sums sit to under all  |for Unitversty location car (and the impact of a larger population) - |of new and
plus the fact that a Uni, Embankment existing

of city into town. Covered walkway|

needed from station right into

Queensgate

station and its

surroundings

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?

(PDH site) improved
pedestrian and cycle
access, south bank
development but NOT
the Bourges Blvd one

lane proposal

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.

developments.
Peterborough is
a grubby city
now and | am
concerned that
new
development etc
may just be a
temporay fix

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 | have 3 3 A mix of 2 and 3 3 2
absolutley no idea
what you mean
with this question
1 Scenario 1
1 1 Scenario 2
1 1 1 1 1 1 Scenario 3
Park and 1. What does this This survey is far too  |As part of the cultural What came through strong by yesterday ? Pm was Much more effort The great The quicker we|Yes, need | am sure there are!
mailshot cost? 2 long. Many people will |redevelopment | improvements  |that any development should have a good mix of needs to be made to |Northern Hotel in | .o qemolish  |ICONIC buildings This is a very
] give up I'm sure. Small [would be good to have beter  |business, retail, housing and open space in order to reduce the phygcal a cultural gem the Corn (not football  |complex picute where
Sqator etc in the print - too small for  [facilities for the museum to avoid 'ghettos' or dead spaces at night and during and psychological  and MUST be ground) on - oyery stated intension
Inner city 3. Safety vesiclurs with eyesight |provide improved access and  [the weekend. Attractive open spaces with barriers of the rail line|preserved. It can |Exchange the - entrance to city has numerous
i s ! ; ; and Bourges be part of a | .4 |and more bold -
. L problems. conservation for its 'reserve seating/shade would be welcomed by walkers - via better! Get rid repifications - not
ride atnightin the estions/optioned collections' such as in the form [the green inplant of the cathedral. The museum does Boulevard from the - redevelopment of Mmoves - €.9. least financial. This
Inner Citv 4. What Questi pu ! u ! 9 inplant ‘ o useun west . Many more  [the staion of burger van underground ! fal. Tht
y 4. should have been of an open access storage extremely well with what it has available but think crossing and may be |quarter, but must |in Bridge St |highways cannot be resolved by
will the ? Cost me proof-read e.g. Q re  |facility. This would enable what draw it would be on the embankment with more develoments that not be lost or P (where multiple choice
) ‘market’ when asking |greater access for the general |space for the displays,activities, lectures, tearoom. A span these barriers. |submerged by reserve appropriate), [responses and needs
in the Gonnal Q's about other issues, |public and researchers and smaller version of the Burnel Collection is Pollock Could the railing in  |low quality Westgate frams, even  |vision and experience
provision Twe? topics. specialists Estate, Glasgow would be magnificent. places be a feature? |development arcade underground |45 geliver
Please Sorry don't know. Not Would it not be better to buld a new Catholic church [Just 2 Move the Tramway
immi i i Gates
speed up to ? The immigrant population and any new mainly "
communities being built rather than adding a modern |make the memorialirom
process the Bishop's
extension to a Victorian Edifice - Park Road? Even a |city look
Gardens to a
and start multi faith structure could help and give a ? Of better in prominent city
building! clear community to a new build area. general centre location
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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

03 - Theatre Trust

04 - Ashwell Property

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 2011.1 do not think it
should be seen (as | 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

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.

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

9) station-related car parking

h) hotel accommodation

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



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

i) deliver a new station square providing a transport interchange and new urban public space

)] 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
) 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.

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.
| 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. | 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

07 - Henry H Bletsoe and Son

08 - DPP

09 - Indigo Planning on behalf of Sainsbury's PLC

10 - English Heritage

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

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.

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.

We support the AAP's provision for 100,000 sg 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.

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 | and II*) buildings. The cathedral is the

most obvious feature and is listed Grade | 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 |l 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 Il 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 Il listed building (the Old Gaol on Thorpe Road).
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Bourges Boulevard and Rivergate
The southern end of Bridge Street contains a number of Grade |l listed buildings and the southern portion of the City Centre Conservation Area.

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

Southbank
There are two Grade |l 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 Il 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.

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 | feel an opportunity to bring the river more into play along with the historical
sites along it would be a terrific advantage. | 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.

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.
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.

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

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 &
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.

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

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.

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.

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.

Business Space / Innovation Space (Questions 5-&
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. TI
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 environmentfeatures as described above. This
does not rule out any of the options, but care will be needed to preserve or enhance these features.
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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 propsoas! 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.

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

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.

The emerging Preferred Core Strategy proposes approximately 11,600 sg 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.

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.

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.
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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

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

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

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

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.

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.

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.
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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.

| 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, | hope | 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, | 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.
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| would support re siting PUFC to the north embankment .1t 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

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.

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
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 PUS3 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.

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 Il 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 SPOL1 is implemented, any
proposed location for a regional pool / athletics track would have to be assessed against the impact on any historic environment
features.

| 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, | hope | 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, | 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.
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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

| counsel caution on the subject of residential.| 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 ,| would advocate
scaling back on available sites and putting the emphasis on access to the City centre .In other words,getting back to where | 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 | refer to in point 3 above and you can understand why | 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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

Al 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.
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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.

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 entittement’ agenda advocates education through culture for children and Lifelong,
learning is a major aspect of culture. The museum and other culture/heritage organisations are

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
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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.

6)! 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.

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. Itis unlikely that
the City Centre standards could be made more restrictive without impacting of deliverability of development.

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

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.

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.
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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.

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.

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.

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.

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.



