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		Councillors: M Farrar, S Johnstone, D Kelleway and A Kent
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Cambridge City Council
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Councillors: J Batchelor, G Elsbury, J Healey and S Kime


Officers: D Hussell, K Miles and M Monk





CALC


Councillor M Mason





Also in Attendance


Councillor E Knowles (Cambridge City Council)


Councillor J Percy (Cambridgeshire County Council)








48.	NOTES – 21ST July 1999





The notes of the meeting held on 21st July 1999 were approved as a correct record.








49.	SOUTH TRUMPINGTON PARK AND RIDE SITE





The Forum discussed a paper giving an update on the current position surrounding the proposed Trumpington Park and Ride site and related development issues.





Members recalled that on 14th January of this year, the County Council’s Environment and Transport Committee, following consultation, had resolved to pursue Site 4A on land within the Green Belt owned by the PBI as an option for siting a new Park and Ride facility.  Since then it had become clear that there were strong financial and functional links between this project and the emerging proposals for the Grand Arcade shopping development in the centre of Cambridge: firstly, because commuted parking payment from the Grand Arcade could pay for a large part of the Park and Ride site; and, secondly, because the John Lewis Partnership (JLP) was making it a condition of their participation in the Grand Arcade scheme that there must be direct links from the development to Park and Ride in Trumpington and that their service building should be relocated adjacent to the Park and Ride site to enable linked customer pick-up.





It was reported that the County Council would submit a planning application for the Park and Ride site before the end of 1999, and that a separate planning application was likely to be submitted to develop the adjacent non-Green Belt site for the JLP service building and other facilities.  In addition, the City Council’s Planning Sub-Committee was likely to consider the Grand Arcade application in December 1999.





A further strategic issue had now arisen concerning the facilities to be provided on the Park and Ride site itself.  In addition to a coach stopping facility and a drop-off/pick-up point for school children, the City Council was now also keen to explore the possible use of a visitor centre as a facility for managing tourists.  Coach-based visitors from the south would stop for information and refreshment while awaiting a managed arrival in central Cambridge.  





The Forum was asked to comment on whether it was desirable to have a visitor centre attached to the Park and Ride site and, if so, what facilities this should include and whether it should be sited within the Park and Ride area or on the adjacent non-Green Belt land.





During discussion, the following issues and concerns were raised:





The proposed visitor centre should only cater for tourism management, and should not be so large as to be an attraction in itself.  It should only include facilities that could reasonably be considered ancillary to Park and Ride or made a contribution to reducing congestion in the city.  On the other hand, facilities needed to be attractive enough for coaches to wish to use them.





It would be desirable to include a coach drop-off/pick-up point at the Park and Ride site as this would reduce the number of journeys into the busy centre of Cambridge.  Options to include a facility for buses to independent schools could also be explored.


 


Apart from the usual passenger facility, all new buildings, such as the proposed JLP service building, should be sited outside the Green Belt.





The guided bus option should remain a key element of transport planning for the southern corridor and be protected in scheme design.





If the Grand Arcade scheme went ahead, then it was vital to have the Park and Ride facility up and running before the start of the temporary closure of Lion Yard car park. 





The Forum noted the overall strategy emerging for the Trumpington Park and Ride site and links to the Grand Arcade development.  It was agreed that any separate tourist facility would need to be included on land not within the Green Belt. 


�



50.		TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR GREEN BELT REVIEW





Members considered a paper prepared jointly by the chief planning officers of the three councils with the aim of formulating agreed terms of reference for the Cambridge Green Belt component of the Cambridge Sub-Regional Study.


 


The Study, which was to be sponsored by SCEALA and mainly funded by the DETR with local authority contributions, was intended to provide an independent and thorough overview of the strategic choices facing the sub-region.  This would provide the foundation for Structure Plan consultation next year and for Local Plan review.





A key element of the study was a review of the Cambridge Green Belt, and the Regional Panel had recommended that the scope of this should be by agreement between the three relevant authorities.  Considering how the detailed terms of reference might be framed, an officer group advised that the starting point should be a vision for the future of Cambridge and its environs and the qualities which needed to be safeguarded.  





Key Qualities





At the outset, agreement was needed on the following key qualities of Cambridge which the Green Belt should help to safeguard and enhance and which were regarded as essential whatever the future development strategy:





a)	A city with good access to surrounding countryside which supports biodiversity and provides good opportunities for recreation.





b)	Green corridors and wedges within the city, connected to the countryside.





c)	A suitable degree of separation to be maintained between the city and surrounding villages and between villages.





d)	A close relationship between homes, jobs and services.





e)	An urban structure well suited to sustainable modes of transport.





f)	Equitable provision of homes and services for the needs of the population of Cambridge and surrounding villages.





g)	A city which can support the continued expansion of a knowledge based economy, innovation, and essential research and development.





h)	Key elements of the landscape setting of Cambridge to be maintained and enhanced.





Thematic Futures





In addition, the officers had identified two groups of key components which might form part of a vision of the future.  The first group were likely to form part of any vision because they commanded general agreement, were part of national policy or outside local control (such as high-tech networks, equity/affordable housing, environmental efficiency).  The second group were components over which there was most choice and which were likely to become the subject of vigorous debate in drawing up the future strategy (such as business role, relationship to landscape, city size and character and public transport infrastructure investment).  Taking account of the natural affinity or conflict between the various components, a number of contrasting thematic visions could be identified, for example:





Cambridge as a preserved city stabilised around its current size;





Cambridge as the hub of a wider network of urban centres; or





Cambride expanding outwards as a modern centre and capital for the Eastern Region





The paper also identified those areas of the Green Belt which were of the greatest sensitivity and those which might have most prospect to be considered for development.





The Forum noted that if there was sufficient agreement, the brief for the study could include the key qualities and thematic visions identified in the officers’ paper.  A resolution from each council would then be needed to this effect. 





During discussion, Members were in broad agreement that the key qualities and the thematic visions listed in the report were an appropriate starting point for the Green Belt review.  Comments made included:





The list of key qualities should also include maintenance of good quality countryside, greater biodiversity and public access.





It was important that green corridors and wedges should be connected to the countryside to preserve biodiversity





Drainage of streams into pipes had a detrimental effect on biodiversity.





Necklace villages, including Trumpington, needed a degree of separation from the city.





South Cambridgeshire District Members generally supported the paper.  However, they felt that Green Belt key elements should not be site-specific and that it was premature to identify areas which might be suitable or otherwise for future development at this stage. 





It was agreed that it was not necessary to include references to specific sites in the report and that they should be taken out.





It was also agreed that all the authorities in the Forum would seek formal endorsement of the paper, as amended, as the basis for the terms of reference for the Green Belt review (to be conducted as part of the Cambridge Sub-Regional study).








51.		ADDENBROOKE’S 2020 VISION





The Forum received a paper setting out some of the strategic issues raised by the proposals published by Cambridgeshire Health Authority for development and expansion on the Addenbrooke’s site.  These included:





the need for expansion into green belt land/landscape issues





the need for improved/new transport facilities and services





feasibility of delivering transport infrastructure needs





parking and traffic implications, particularly in the southern corridor





location strategy for high tech clusters, including the need for proximity to medical, research and hospital activities





jobs/housing balance





It was noted that the Health Authority was seeking to work in partnership with the three councils by bringing forward their proposals at an early stage for debate.  While the councils would need to work through their separate statutory planning processes and the Local Transport Plan in due course, it would be helpful if there was broad agreement on the strategy for the site.





The Forum discussed initial reactions to the proposals, which included:





appreciation that the Health Authority had brought forward their proposals early, enabling debate of strategic and green belt issues





some concern that the proposals did not include a smaller and complementary district hospital, perhaps making greater use of capacity at Fulbourn Hospital (the Health Authority had ruled out this possibility)





concern about the effect of relocating Papworth Hospital on the village of Papworth





the question whether or not the proposed research facility needed to be in such close proximity to the hospital





concern that proposals would add to the already considerable development along the southern transport corridor





The Forum supported the consideration of additional mechanisms for joint working in relation to these proposals and the Southern Fringe in general.
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52.		TRANSPORT UPDATE





The Forum noted a paper giving an update on the following key transport issues:





(a)	Cambridgeshire Transport Plan Consultation





The provisional Cambridgeshire Transport Plan had been submitted to DETR in July and the announcement of the award of grant for 2000/2001 would be made in December 1999.  In the meantime, the local authorities were consulting with the wider community to prepare the “full” Cambridgeshire Transport Plan for submission next July.  A joint County/Districts public consultation would be held in October and November, which included a leaflet with questionnaire for widespread distribution and exhibitions in key locations throughout the county.





Officers gave an oral update on progress with the County’s expression of interest in becoming a pilot for a workplace parking levy scheme in Cambridge. It would not be known until the Queen’s speech in November whether or not new transport legislation was forthcoming that would enable a workplace parking levy scheme to be considered in detail.  In the meantime, preliminary work sought to assemble as much information as possible, ahead of any announcement.  However, much more detailed assessment would be needed if Cambridge was included in the list of pilot authorities. 





(b)	Southern Corridor Area Transport Plan





Further to previous consideration of the proposed area plan for the southern corridor of Cambridge, the Forum noted that development opportunities had been identified and a preliminary assessment made of transport schemes necessary to serve the area.





Cambridge City Council was currently consulting on the plan with stakeholders with a view to adopting it as supplementary planning guidance in November 1999.  The County Council’s Environment and Transport Committee would consider the plan at its November meeting.
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