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Save Honey Hill Group 
 
 

Comments on Post Consultation Three Order Limit Changes 
 

General  
 
SHH comment: in some instances, the justification for the changes proposed is incomplete or 
unclear and/or the complex nature of the changes mean that the final order limit being proposed 
is not clearly visible on the attached plans at the scale provided. The consultation material does 
not contain any revised design details that can be overlain with these order limit changes and 
there appear still to be areas of land included within limits that have not yet been justified.    
 
Map 1 
 
SHH comment: No comment on these proposed changes. 
 
Map 2 
 
SHH comment: We have noted that the southern and eastern boundary of the order limits has 
been reduced, removing land which we identified as not being required. Between Horningsea 
Road and Green End, there still appears to be scope to move that boundary further north by using 
the same corridor for both the transfer tunnel and the Waterbeach pipeline. 
 
Change 2-4 - Include Red House Close within scheme order limits to apply development 
restrictions to land above the tunnel for protection of the tunnel infrastructure. 
 
SHH comment: the level of development restrictions to be imposed is not clear. If this interferes 
with the normal enjoyment of the residents’ house and garden land e.g., they would not be able 
to develop a garden or build small structures in keeping with the location, this could affect their 
quality of life. The residents need to be given appropriate assurances as to the nature of the 
powers being taken and that these are unavoidable. 
 
 
Change 2-5 - extension to use existing access track to Horningsea Road from Jessie’s Hen 
Farm for inspection and maintenance access during operational life of the project. 
 
SHH comment: this would appear to only require the first 30 or so metres of the existing access 
track, which is away from the hen pens. This, for occasional access by light vehicles, is probably 
acceptable. 
 
Map 3 
 
SHH comment: We have noted that the order limits around the eastern edge of the core site 
have been rationalised and slightly reduced to bring them back to coincide with topographic 
features/existing plot boundaries, which is acceptable. We continue to take the view that the order 
limits should have been extended in the field immediately to the north of Lower Fen Drove Way 
and to the east of Horningsea Road, in order to accommodate more effective off site landscape 
screening of views from Horningsea Road. We comment further on this point in relation to Map ? 
We also note that the order limits for the proposed new PRoW along the former railway, extending 
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into Map 4, has been reduced to the bare minimum, covering only the track bed. This change 
would, for example, prevent reinforcement planting to the hedges on either side of the path under 
order powers and the order limits should be adjusted back either to the existing field boundaries 
or by a minimum of 3 metres on either side to allow a minimum overall width of 15 metres. This 
would be consistent with the changes along the permissive path proposed on Map 5.     
 
Map 4 
 
SHH comment: The comments above in relation to the proposed PRoW apply to this map. 
Change 4-1 to include the surface of Station Road is acceptable. 
 
Map 5 
 
SHH comment: These changes are acceptable. 
 
 
Map 6 
 
SHH comment: We note that the order limit has been pulled back to coincide with the highway 
boundary on the west side of Horningsea Road (avoiding land take from the cemetery, for 
example) and that the land take on the eastern side of Horningsea Road has been widened. 
These are both desirable changes, particularly if this will allow additional planting to reinforce the 
line of occasional trees along the eastern side of the road, helping to screen views of the new 
works by pedestrians from the road/footways and footpaths. We are not aware that any 
substantial construction works to Horningsea Road are proposed in this location, so the general 
description as ‘temporary construction working space’ is a little misleading. Any construction 
vehicle/materials access to the Waterbeach pipeline corridor itself should be taken via the 
main/core site access, not from this stretch of Horningsea Road between Lower Fen Drove Way 
and the village.  
 
SHH’s previous representations, in response to Con Three, argued that additional land within the 
field north of Lower Fen Drove Way, shown as ‘land not to be taken’ on the revised plans, should 
have been included in the order limit, to allow more effective landscape screening of views from 
the north west from Horningsea Road. We are disappointed that this well thought out suggestion 
has apparently been rejected.    
 
 
Change 6-2 – This is noted as to ‘provide corridors from Clayhithe Road via Gayton Farm to fields 
east of the farm, plus reflect need to access north and south / west and east of two large field 
drains for inspection and maintenance access during operational life of the project.’  
 
SHH comment: This is a substantial additional land take, not included at Con 3, which appears 
to use narrow existing dog-legged tracks/hard standings through Gayton Farm. It is difficult to 
believe that an entirely new access is needed just for field drain maintenance here (or that the 
access as proposed will be adequate for large machines). If access is required to these drains, it 
could be better achieved from the construction/maintenance access already being proposed at 
the layby north of the village, now shown in revised form as Change 7-1.   
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Map 7 
 
Change 7-1 revises the order limits coverage of Clayhithe Road, Clayhithe Road layby and the 
field between the layby and Waterbeach pipeline corridor for access for temporary construction 
access and traffic management requirements. Inspection and maintenance access during 
operational life of the project.  
 
SHH comment: The additional trapezoidal land take proposed at the south end of the lay-by 
appears to offer a far more practicable construction (and long term maintenance) access, 
separated from the continuing public use of most of the layby, which is an important parking 
area/entry point onto the public footpath network. We note that parts of the existing lay-by and 
footpath are being kept inside the order limit. This is acceptable if needed for traffic management 
or temporary footpath closures or diversions, but this land should not generally be used by 
construction machinery accessing the pipeline corridor. 
 
 
Changes 7-2 to 7-5 – These changes generally appear to improve the use of land and reduce 
impacts at what is described as Mulberry House Farm. 
 
SHH comment: These farm buildings (now partly commercial units) have been known for many 
years as ‘Grange Farm’, not ‘Mulberry House Farm’ and are signposted as such. Please use 
this label in the DCO documents and maps to avoid confusion.  
 
Changes 7-2 and 7-3 create a new direct construction access eastward from the hardstanding 
effectively replacing the dog-leg route shown at Con 3. The alignment of the pipeline corridor is 
also adjusted slightly. We note that the original route is being kept in the order limit as a narrow 
corridor, presumably for light vehicle maintenance access.  These changes appear sensible and 
are welcomed.  
 
Changes 7-4 and 7- 5 amend the order limits to properly reflect the boundaries on the ground to 
the highway access and hardstandings to Grange Farm. Given the extent of these hard areas, it 
seems likely that construction use of these can co-exist with the present commercial uses, 
provided that there is appropriate liaison. These changes are welcomed in that they protect 
existing tree planting and maintain screening from Horningsea Road. 
 
Map 8 
 
SHH comment on naming: Hatridge’s Lane is labelled as such on the OS base mapping, so 
should be taken as correct spelling. The group of farm buildings labelled as Riverside Farm on 
the AW mapping are not and never have been known locally by this name and this name is not 
used by OS. There is a risk of confusion with Riverside House (which was formerly Clayhithe 
Farm), which is on Clayhithe Road.  
 
SHH comment: Change 8-1 is very minor and acceptable.  Changes 8-2 and 8-3 involve 
creating a much wider access corridor than at Con 3, using the field to the south of the existing 
Hatridge’s Lane and also use of some existing hardstanding adjacent to the farm buildings.  
 
These changes are generally welcome if this allows segregation of existing users and construction 
traffic. However, our concern here has always been to avoid the removal of any existing mature 
trees (and hedges) at this location just for temporary construction activities. The photos included 
in Annex A  (Photos 1 to 3) show that there is a mature ash and an oak within the new limits on 
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the field boundary/ in the field to the south and several ash and other trees in the hedgeline on 
the northern boundary. Can we please have a clear assurance that these particular mature trees 
will not be removed and that the established hedgerows will be retained, wherever possible?  
 
Change 8-4 involves a widening of order limits on the north west side of Hatridge’s Lane, beyond 
the farm buildings. This part of the Lane is characterised by a line of ‘standard’ trees, mainly 
sycamore, about 30 years old, close to the carriageway. See photos 4 and 5. Change 8-5  seems 
to involve a substantial rectangular extension to land in order limits. The justification given for this 
expansion in limits is very general and it is not obvious why it is needed at this location. Can we 
please have a clear assurance that the mature trees within limits for Changes 8-4 and 8-5 will not 
be removed?  
 
In written response at Con Three, we were also assured1 that the HDD drive site for the River 
Cam crossing would be from the west/north, Waterbeach, side of the river. The reason for seeking 
this assurance was to confirm that the largest machinery needed for the HDD would not have to 
be brought across Clayhithe Bridge or need to use Hatridge’s Lane for access. The extended 
limits now being proposed in Change 8-5 now suggest that this assurance may no longer be valid. 
Can this earlier assurance please be repeated? 
  
Changes 8-6 to 8-9: No comments on these changes. 
 
Map 9 
 
SHH comment: No comments on these proposed changes. 
 
SHH comment on changes to the traffic management outside order limits (as described in 
page 2 of the consultation letter to property owners): 
 

• Temporary overnight full closure of the A14 between Junction 33 and 35 for bridge 
works would not be necessary if the access to the site were to be via the layby between 
junctions 34 and 35. This has been a strong recommendation by Parish Council, District 
Council, Save Honey Hill and Lucy Frazer, MP. 
These closures will impact commercial traffic travelling to Felixstowe. 

• Temporary speed limit restrictions on Clayhithe Road. We welcome these restrictions 
but reiterate from the Con Three consultation that Clayhithe bridge is narrow, with a 
steep approach ramp and not intended for heavy construction traffic, so may require 
further temporary works.  

• Waterbeach traffic management - these are likely to impact residents and commercial 
units on Convent Drive. 

 
 
M. Starkie, 
Chair, Save Honey Hill Group 
12 August 2022 
 
  

 
1 Email from Project Team to Ian Gilder, 3 May 2022  
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Annex A: Photographs of Trees, Hatridge’s Lane, Clayhithe 
 
Photo 1 Mature Ash, in hedgeline on south side of existing Hatridge’s Lane, between 
Clayhithe Road and farm buildings 
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Photo 2 Mature Ash (and other trees), in hedgeline on north side of existing Hatridge’s 
Lane, between Clayhithe Road and farm buildings 
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Photo 3  Large mature Oak about 5m into field on south side of Hatridge’s Lane, 
between Clayhithe Road and farm buildings 
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Photo 4 ‘Standard’ trees, mainly Sycamore, on north west side of Hatridge’s Lane to 
north of farm buildings 
 

 
 
 



 9 

 
 
Photo 5 ‘Standard’ trees, mainly Sycamore, on north west side of Hatridge’s Lane to 
north of farm buildings 
  
 
 

  
 
 


