CAMBRIDGE CITY/SOUTH CAMBRIDGESHIRE


ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT JOINT STRATEGIC FORUM : NOTES








Date:		Wednesday, 18th October 2000





Time:		1430h – 1700h





Place:		The Guildhall, Cambridge





Present:	County Councillors


		M Farrar, S F Johnstone, D C Kelleway and A C Kent





		Cambridge City Councillors


		K Blencowe, N Harrison (Chairman) and G Stuart





		South Cambridgeshire District Councillors


		J Batchelor, G Elsbury, J M Healey and S Kime





		CALC


		M Mason





		Also present


		J E Durrant and P Slatter.(Cambridge City)


		R Summerfield (South Cambridgeshire)








62.	NOTES – 19TH JULY 2000





The notes of the meeting held on 19th July 2000 were agreed as a correct record.








63.	CAMBRIDGE NORTHERN FRINGE - REVISED DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY





The Forum received a progress report on the review of the development strategy for the Cambridge Northern Fringe.  The project team’s brief was to produce a revised strategy for consideration by the Forum in December and the three Councils’ committees in January.  This would enable the strategy to be included in the South Cambridgeshire Local Plan, which was currently under review.





Efforts had been made to enlist the co-operation and involvement of the major landowners, with the objective of securing a development strategy that would attract wide support.  It was becoming increasingly apparent that to secure housing in the medium to short term, development at the western end of the Fringe might need to proceed first.  Also needed would be an area-wide approach to securing infrastructure investment, and the integration of new development and transport links with the existing city.





Based on a list of uses which it was considered to have an essential need to be located in Cambridge, five development options had been worked up for public consultation.  This would take place in November and included press releases, a consultation leaflet and public exhibitions.  The views of the Forum were therefore sought on the list of essential uses, the development options and the public consultation.  





In discussion, the comments and suggestions made,  concerns raised and issues noted included: 





List of ‘Essential Needs’





The need to include general, low tech employment as well as high tech research and development.





The need for transport Infrastructure to be in place before the area was developed.  A corridor type approach was suggested.





Requests that the list should include the possible relocation of the courts, a driving test centre and education services.





The importance of giving housing the highest priority. 





Doubt whether there was a need for the inclusion of a hotel. 





The importance of specifically providing for the relocation of small businesses from elsewhere in the city.  This would free up more space in the city for housing.





The need for drainage problems at the western end to be addressed in any S106 agreement





The Joint Forum agreed that the relocation of small businesses, lower tech employment, and the possible relocation of the courts should be specifically provided for in the options to be consulted on. 





Options





The need for open spaces and public facilities in housing developments





The importance of consulting on traffic implications of options.  





Concern whether infrastructure opportunities via planning agreements would be sufficient for high quality development.





A request for an option that included more business development on the western side and more employment, so that testing could raise public awareness of its implications for transport.





The need for all options to include adequate leisure use and specific areas reserved for relocations. 





The importance of conducting the public consultation so as not to give people an impression that the options were fixed and could not be changed.





The possibility of varying densities in the options.  Tests could then show the effects, for both housing and business





The need to address the problem of shielding housing at the west end from A14 noise.  The power lines would also need to be removed.





The Joint Forum agreed to include in the consultation an option with a major concentration of employment, including a downsized SWT, and the issue of variable densities.





Consultation





The Joint Forum agreed the public consultation as proposed in the report.





It was also agreed to hold a special meeting of the Forum on Thursday, 20th December 2000 at 10.00 a.m. to consider the revised strategy in the light of the outcome of consultation  (Kreis Viersen Room, Shire Hall, was subsequently booked.)








64.	EASTERN CORRIDOR AREA TRANSPORT PLAN





The Joint Forum received an update on progress in developing the Eastern Corridor Area Transport Plan as part of the Cambridge Transport Strategy.





The Plan covered a segment of the city of Cambridge defined by Mill Road, the ring road and the River Cam and had been prepared to address the transport infrastructure that would be required from the development of a number of sites identified in the Local Plan.  It followed the successful mechanism established in the Southern Corridor Plan for calculating developer contributions towards transport improvements.  Although it still had to be adopted as supplementary planning guidance by the City Council, its principles had already been used in negotiations with developers and significant contributions achieved.  A comprehensive consultation exercise on its proposals had been carried out in September and initial results indicated widespread support for the approach.  It was anticipated that the Plan would be reviewed annually to ensure it remained relevant and robust, so that it could be amended if necessary to take account of other transport schemes identified through the LTP.





Speaking as a Local Member, Councillor D C Kelleway proposed that the Plan area should be extended to include the Foxgloves estate and the path along the railway line for possible improvements.  As this additional area was located within South Cambridgeshire, it was noted that the District Council might therefore also wish to consider, at some point in the future, whether to adopt the Plan as supplementary planning guidance.


 


The Joint Forum agreed to:





i)	endorse the principle of the Eastern Corridor Area Transport Plan;





ii)	support adoption of the ECATP as Supplementary Planning Guidance to the Cambridge Local Plan by Cambridge City Council; and





iii)	support the principle of regular reviews of the Area Transport Plans to ensure they remained relevant and robust.








65.	ADDENBROOKE’S HOSPITAL: REVISED S106 AGREEMENT





The Joint Forum received a briefing on progress with revising the S106 agreement with Addenbrooke’s Hospital covering transport and parking issues.  





Since the last progress report, detailed discussions had been held between the City’s officers and staff at the NHS Trust and key elements for a two tier agreement – a formal, legal S106 agreement and a second tier framework for achieving targets and initiatives for action aimed at reducing the proportion of staff and visitors travelling to the site by car – had been drafted.  The agreement would be able to be reviewed over its five year life to reflect changing circumstances.





In discussing the key elements of the agreement, Members’ comments’ included:





The recognition that the Trust already had achieved great success in encouraging walking, cycling, car sharing and the use of public transport.





Concern that improved bus facilities had not been included.  It was noted that this issue would continue to be pursued.





A suggestion that the Trust might ‘enable’, rather than just ‘encourage’ visitors to travel by means other than car.





The recognition that car use was appropriate for patients, who might not be well, and for certain shift workers for personal safety reasons. 





The difficulty of controlling parking in neighbouring streets.





The hope that, in future, bus routes to Addenbrooke’s might be linked to the Real Time Bus Information system planned for Cambridge.  





It was agreed to endorse the revised S106 agreement for Addenbrooke’s Hospital.








66.	PROGRESS REPORT ON CAMBRIDGE SUB-REGIONAL STUDY





M Vigor of Cambridgeshire County Council gave a presentation on further progress with the Cambridge Sub-Regional Study.





Data review and methodology and the defining of options had been completed.  Option testing and preliminary results were reaching final stages.  The full draft report would be available in mid-December and during Structure Plan consultation, with the final report to be issued in April 2001.





It was noted that Regional Planning Guidance required 31,500 dwellings to be built. Most recent progress with the Study had been to put together an up-do-date assessment of new housing development commitments since 1996 and other sites which had already been agreed to be suitable for development.  In addition, a large array of potential sites had been mapped and these were being tested as to their suitability for development, by following the suggested sequential process in the RPG.





It was agreed to note the further progress of the Study.
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