SOUTH CAMBRIDGESHIRE ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT AREA JOINT COMMITTEE : MINUTES








Date:		Monday, 7th December 1999





Time:		1430 – 1550





Place:		The Council Chamber, South Cambridgeshire Hall, Cambridge





Present:	County Councillors


		P R Bishop, J E Coston, M Farrar, S F Johnstone, D C Kelleway.





		District Councillors


		R Driver (Chairman), R F A Murfitt (substituting for G Elsbury), S Kime, 


D Spink, C W Tulitt (substituting for J M Healey).





CALC Councillors


D Wherrell, J A Warwick





Also in Attendance:


County Councillors A Orgee and M Scott


District Councillors S Kindersley and J A Muncey


CALC Councillor M J Mason





Apologies:	District Councillors G Elsbury and J M Healey, CALC Councillor 


D Wilkinson








75.	MINUTES – 15th September 1999





The minutes of the meeting held on 15th September 1999 were approved as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.








76.	PETITIONS





(a)	Safety Barrier WI Hall, Gamlingay





District Councillor S Kindersley, on behalf of Sunshine Pre-School in Gamlingay, presented a 62-signature petition, supported by local Members and Gamlingay Parish Council, requesting the installation of a safety barrier outside the entrance of the WI Hall, Gamlingay.





In accordance with the County Council’s petition procedure, a full response to the points raised would be sent to the petitioners following further consideration.








(b)	Pampisford Road, Abington





Mrs Anne Dunbar-Nobes, on behalf of local residents, presented a 200-signature petition, supported by local Members and the Parish Council, requesting speed limits, a safe crossing and a footpath/cycle path on Pampisford Road.





In accordance with the County Council’s petition procedure, a full response to the points raised would be sent to the petitioners following consultation.





(c)	Histon Road, Cottenham





Mrs F Stafford, on behalf of local residents, presented a 101-signature petition, supported by local Members and Histon Parish Council, requesting measures to improve the safety of the B1049 approach into Cottenham. 





The petitioners were informed that a scheme under the Jointly Funded Minor Highway Improvements programme 2000/2001 was recommended for approval under a later item on the agenda.








77.	JOINTLY FUNDED MINOR HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT SCHEMES





The Area Joint Committee considered a report setting out the bids submitted by Parish Councils for financing under the Jointly Funded Minor Improvement Schemes budget of £80,000 in the next financial year.  This budget would not be finalised until the budgets of both Councils had been agreed and the Local Transport Plan settlement was known.  





The Committee noted that 54 schemes had been submitted, including 19 schemes repeated from the 1999/2000 bidding round.  Each site had been visited by a joint team of officers from the District and County Council and had been scored according to agreed scoring criteria.  





The most common requests had been for speed reduction measures and local lengths of footway or cycleway.  The cost of each scheme had been estimated as part of the process.  The maximum level for any single scheme and parish was £25,000.  Schemes costing less than £5,000 would be considered under existing discretionary programmes.  Requests for cycleways, which did not qualify for consideration under the County/District Jointly Funded Cycleway Programme, had been assessed for minor improvement schemes.  





The Committee noted that in selecting the schemes for implementation during 2000/2001, it was appropriate to take account of schemes’ evaluated score, estimated cost and practicability.  On that basis four schemes were recommended at a total estimated cost of £86,000.  The total value of the financial contributions (60p per person on the electoral roll) offered by the four Parish Councils would be in the region of £6,000.





In discussion, the following general points were noted:





Each scheme had been evaluated by a joint officer team and presented a consensus of opinion.





Although road safety was an important element, Government funding criteria required other issues, such as encouraging walking, cycling and public transport, to be addressed as well.





Consideration should be given to amending the scoring method to give bids from smaller villages a better chance of success.





The Committee supported the list of recommended schemes.  In addition, Local Members commented on the following bids:





Councillor S F Johnstone felt that recent police checks should have been taken into account when evaluating the bids from Knapwell.





Councillor D S K Spink commented that the footway at Eltisley had become very uneven and was difficult to use by people with pushchairs and wheelchair users.





Councillor P R Bishop drew attention to the fact that heavy commercial vehicles were using the B1049 at Histon as a short-cut to the A10.





Councillor D R Bard felt that Link Road, Sawston, was used as a rat run to Babraham Road.  A controlled pedestrian crossing there would contribute to the Safer Routes to School programme.  Councillor A Orgee spoke in support , adding that this would also benefit the many elderly people having to cross to the health centre.





Councillor R F Collinson commented that the dual use cycleway at Rampton was used by many students attending the Village College.





Councillor S G M Kindersley said that a new footway between Hatley St George and East Hatley would be a large improvement for the local community.





Councillor D Wherrell felt that the junction at Orchard Road and Water Lane, Melbourn, was very busy and should have scored higher for traffic flow.





It was resolved unanimously:





(i)	to reaffirm a maximum £25,000 for any single scheme and for any single parish;





(ii)	to approve the following schemes for the implementation in the next financial year:





a dual use cycleway/footway along Cambridge Road, Fen Drayton/Fenstanton between the Mill Road junction and the existing footway at the old Knights Garage site;





speed reduction measures on Histon Road, Cottenham;





a pelican crossing on High Street, Histon in the vicinity of the Barclays Bank and the Methodist Church, and





a pelican crossing on High Street, Willingham, near the Co-op store.





(iii)	to request the officers to review the minor improvements scoring method before the next round of bids is invited and to report to a future meeting  with suggested changes to give bids from smaller villages a better chance of success.








78.	CAMBRIDGESHIRE PARTNERSHIP FOR FREIGHT





The Area Joint Committee noted progress in delivering actions from the A14 Corridor Study set out in Appendix A to the report.  The Environment and Transport Committee in January 1998 had commissioned an investigation through a multi-agency Working Group into the problems caused by Heavy Commercial Vehicles (HCVs) using County roads, following a motion from Councillor J E Reynolds. 





Consultations and joint working on an M11/A10 Corridor Study were welcomed.  Unofficial overnight parking was found to be much less than along the A14 Corridor and a Traffic Regulation Order had alleviated problems in the Whittlesford area.





In line with the Government’s White Paper on the future of transport, multi-agency working would be developed towards an integrated Quality Partnership for Freight.  An action plan for the Partnership included a Member seminar on freight on the morning of the 27th January 2000 before the Environment and Transport Committee meeting, a joint strategy with District Councils to identify possible sites for rail freight opportunities/ overnight lorry facilities and input into the Local Transport Plan.  





Members expressed their appreciation of the prompt action that had been taken to ease problems at Whittlesford.





It was resolved unanimously:





	to note the report and to support the development and proposed action plan of the Cambridge Partnership for Freight.














									Chairman
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