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Four generic suburban archetypes

Pods

Closed cell

Open cell

Linear
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Local Spatial Frameworks

Single use ‘Pods’:
• Quite similar to 

current proposals
• Supports hierarchical 

road pattern and 
disaggregated 
process of land 
release

• Single access, low 
permeability



Local Spatial Frameworks

Closed Cell:
• Inward-looking ‘closed 

cell’ neighbourhoods at 
Addenbrookes and Clay 
Farm

• Integrated main road 
network with cul-de-sac 
access off

• Higher density 
commercial expansion on 
Monsanto site,  but NOT 
on closed cell model –
Trumpington remains a 
historic open cell



Local Spatial Frameworks

Open Cell option1:
• Boulevards and streets 

giving access to the 
hearts of open cell 
neighbourhoods

• Clay Farm is integrated 
with  Trumpington

• Grid pattern
• Mixed use high density 

centres



Local Spatial Frameworks

Open Cell option2:
• Potentially a more radical 

open cell option working 
towards a   

• Long term potential for 
major subcentre of 
Cambridge adjacent to a 
new Addenbrookes
railway station

• Maximizing 
Trumpington’s growth by 
shifting the P&R



Local Spatial Frameworks

Linear:
• Reinforce PT spine into 

Cambridge and permit ‘high 
street’ development in 
Trumpington

• Incentives to support High 
Street improvements and high 
density mixed-use counter-
magnet  

• Linear guided bus routes 
follow the development not the 
old railway line

• Addenbrookes more an open 
cell than part of linear township


