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Agenda Item 
CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL 
 

 

REPORT OF: Urban Growth Project Manager 
 

TO: East Area Committee     6/4/2017 
 

WARDS:  Abbey, Coleridge, Petersfield, Romsey 
 

S106 DEVOLVED DECISION-MAKING: 2016/17 PRIORITY-SETTING 
 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 

In late 2016, the council invited ideas to improve open spaces and 
play areas in Cambridge as part of the latest S106 funding round. 
Ten proposals have been suggested for wards in the East Area. 
Section 3 sets the context and Section 4 assesses the applications 
against the council’s S106 selection criteria. 
 

Table 1: East Area list of proposals Ward 

A. Abbey Mosaics and Memories Abbey 

B. Ashbury Close play area Coleridge 

C. Brothers Place landscaping and natural play Coleridge 

D. Coldham’s Lane play area Romsey 

E. Coleridge Rec path resurfacing and bulb-planting Coleridge 

F. Coleridge Rec Ground play area expansion Coleridge 

G. Lichfield Road park landscaping Coleridge 

H. Lichfield Road play area  Coleridge 

I. St. Matthew’s Piece play area Petersfield 

J. Romsey Rec Ground: basketball court resurfacing Romsey 

 

2. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

That the East Area Committee prioritises the following local project 
proposals for the use of devolved S106 contributions from the Area, 
subject to business case approvals (as appropriate): 

a. Coldham’s Lane play area improvements for older children 
(estimate: £60,000 ‘provision for children and teenagers’ and 
£20,000 ‘informal open space’ contributions); 
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b. Lichfield Road play area improvements (estimate: £30,000 
‘provision for children and teenagers’ and £15,000 ‘informal open 
space’ contributions); 

c. St Matthew’s Piece play area improvements (estimate: £25,000 or 
more ‘provision for children and teenagers’ and £10,000 ‘informal 
open space’ contributions); and 

d. Brothers Place landscaping and natural play (estimate: £4,000 
‘informal open space’ and £3,500 ‘provision for children and 
teenagers’ contributions. 

 

3. BACKGROUND 
 

3.1 New homes and development lead to more demands on local 
facilities. The council can ask developers to pay off-site S106 
contributions to mitigate that impact when not addressed on-site. An 
overview of the council’s approach to S106 contributions can be 
found at https://www.cambridge.gov.uk/our-approach-to-s106. 

 

3.2 Decision-making over the use of some off-site, generic1 S106 
contributions from local developments has been devolved to area 
committees since 20122. The East Area Committee has received 
S106 priority-setting reports every year since then. 

a. Since the beginning of 2016, the S106-funded projects completed 
in the East Area have included: 

 Bath House play area improvements (Petersfield); 

 Coleridge Rec Ground entrance improvements (Coleridge)3; 

 Dudley Road play area improvements (Abbey); and 

 Kelsey Kerridge sports centre new health suite and gym 
changing rooms (Petersfield). 

                                                 

1. Generic contributions relate to broad infrastructure types (eg, ‘informal open 
space’) and were the sort that the council tended to secure prior to the changes to 
government regulations in April 2015. Since then, however, the council can now 
only seek specific contributions relating to improvements to particular facilities 
(which can only be used for the stated purposes, if they are to be used). 

2. Whilst this report is focussed on the generic S106 funding round, it is worth noting 
that a number of specific S106 contributions have been agreed to mitigate the 
impact of local development. This includes funding specifically for: improving 
facilities, equipment and access to open spaces at Coldham’s Common (including 
BMX track facilities); and the provision of an advanced climbing tower at Romsey 
Recreation Ground. Local consultation will be carried out to seek views on 
whether/how to make use of these specific S106 contributions. 

3. This follows earlier improvements to the play area, tennis courts and multi-use 
games area at Coleridge Rec Ground (a £300,000+ project). 

https://www.cambridge.gov.uk/our-approach-to-s106
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b. Three other projects allocated generic S106 funds will be 
implemented soon as their business case have been approved: 

 Ditton Fields play area improvements (Abbey); 

 Abbey Pool outdoor gym (Abbey); and 

 Mill/Cavendish Road public realm improvements (Romsey)4. 
 

c. Other open space improvements, which have been allocated S106 
funding and are ‘projects under development’, include: 

 Improvements to the BMX track on Coldham’s Common 
[£85,000 of devolved contributions allocated in addition to 
specific contributions being collected] (Abbey); and 

 Mill Road cemetery footpath improvements [£175,000 ‘informal 
open space’ contributions allocated to this ‘city-wide’ project 
(Petersfield). 

 

This provides important context for understanding both current S106 
funding availability levels5 and the previous investment in S106 
mitigation projects6 (not least in Abbey ward). 

 

3.3 S106 funding availability: Reports over recent years have alerted 
the Area Committee to the implications of new national restrictions7 
and regulation changes. Receipts of generic S106 contributions 
(agreed before April 2015) are tapering off. Overall, generic S106 
funds are running down. In order to maximise the spending power of 
the remaining generic contributions, officers are carrying out a further 
review of previous S106 spend and funding allocations in order to 
strengthen links between the developments from which S106 
contributions have arisen and the mitigation projects on which they 
are spent8. Whilst this review is on-going, Table 2 features a 
provisional analysis9 of S106 funding availability (as at late March 
2017). 

                                                 

4. The details of a ‘railway workers commemorative public art project’ in the same 
place are being developed, with a public consultation and planning application 
soon. The budget for this project has been increased to up to £60,000 following a 
decision by the Executive Councillor for Streets and Open Spaces last month. 

5. Variations in S106 funding availability levels also reflect different levels of 
development in each ward. 

6. More details about S106-funded projects can be found at 
https://www.cambridge.gov.uk/s106-projects. 

7. S106 funds can no longer be sought from developments of fewer than 11 homes. 

8. Officers aim to fund local projects from relevant, devolved S106 contributions from 
nearby developments in the same ward before allocating contributions from nearby 
developments in neighbouring wards in the same (area committee) area. 

9. As further checks are made, the funding availability figures may change. 
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3.4. Table 2 takes account of an issue highlighted in the report to the 
Community Services Scrutiny Committee on 16/3/2017, which 
particularly applies to East Area. It has come to light that, for a few 
recreation ground improvements over six years or so ago (eg, at 
Thorpe Way), too much S106 spend was attributed to (play) 
‘provision for children and teenagers’ contributions10. Rectifying this 
has helped to boost S106 funding availability levels for Romsey ward, 
in particular. 

 
Table 2: Availability of S106 funding devolved to East Area11 

Ward ‘Play provision’ ‘Informal open space’ 

Abbey £0   £15,000-£30,000   

Coleridge £75,000-£100,000   £30,000-£50,000   

Petersfield £15,000-£30,000   £15,000-£30,000   

Romsey £50,000-£75,000   £30,000-£50,000   

 
3.5 The arrows in Table 2 show whether funding availability levels have 

increased (), reduced () or stayed pretty much the same (), 
compared to the October 2016 analysis, which was sent to 
councillors and made available on the council’s Developer 
Contributions web pages. Reductions in funding availability in Abbey 
and Coleridge reflect the fact that more of the spend on local projects 
in those wards has now been funded from those wards12. 

 
3.6 2016/17 funding round: The overall arrangements for the latest 

round were agreed following a report to the Community Services 
Scrutiny Committee in October 2016. 

a. All remaining generic S106 contributions for providing/improving 
‘informal open space’ and play ‘provision for children and 
teenagers’, which have been received from developments in a 
local area13 are devolved to the relevant area committee. 

                                                 

10. There should have been more use of ‘informal open space’ and ‘formal open 
space’/’outdoor sports’ contributions instead.  

11. Whilst S106 contributions have been devolved on an area basis, the need to 
provide a ward-level analysis becomes more important given the funding 
constraints outlined above. However, this does not mean that S106 contributions 
from a particular ward can only be used to fund projects in the same ward (as parts 
of other wards may come within the catchment area for an improved facility too). 

12. Where S106 contributions from major developments in East Area had previously 
been assigned to strategic funds for ‘city-wide’ projects (benefitting more than one 
area), more of this funding has now been spent on city-wide projects in East Area. 

13. Based on area committee boundaries (North, East, South and West/Central). 
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b. At the same time, the use of all remaining contributions in the 
‘outdoor’ and ‘indoor sports’, ‘public art’ and ‘public realm’ types 
are decided by the relevant executive councillor14. 

c. proposals for the use of the ‘community facility’ and ‘public realm’ 
contribution types have not been sought in the 2016/17 round, in 
order to allow the council take stock of the findings of the on-going 
strategic review of community provision and the budget 
implications of a number of on-going public realm improvements. 

 

3.7 The 2016/17 S106 funding round has proceeded as planned. 

a. Local residents and community groups were invited15 to put 
forward proposals over seven weeks (from late October until 
19 December 2016) for improving open spaces and play areas. 
However, given low-levels of funding availability, no proposals 
were received from members of the public. 

b. Following the 19/12/16 deadline, councillors were given until mid-
January to put forward any other proposals. Council services were 
also asked to suggest possible schemes which would complement 
the proposals from local councillors, mitigate the impact of 
development and address needs identified in recent strategies 
(such as the Outdoor Play Investment Strategy). 

c. All proposals received have been assessed by officers against the 
council’s 2016/17 S106 selection criteria (see Appendix K). These 
highlight that proposals need to be for capital projects that are: 
eligible (appropriate use of the contribution types available); 
affordable; an effective use of resources; about providing 
additional benefit (not repairs/maintenance); accessible; realistic, 
achievable and ready to be considered; and financially viable. 

d. S106 grant applications for small-scale public art projects in 
Cambridge were reported to the Community Services Scrutiny 
Committee on 16 March 201716. 

                                                 

14. Even so, the council continues to seek to fund projects in a particular ward or area 
from S106 contributions received from developments in the same ward or area. 

15. Awareness of the funding round was raised amongst residents / residents’ 
associations, community groups, equalities groups and councillors by email, social 
media, the council’s website, news releases and ‘Cambridge Matters’ magazine.  

16. In the East Area, S106 ‘public art’ contributions have been allocated (subject to 
conditions) to the ‘Radio Local’ project at The Junction in May 2017 and the 
‘Rhythm, Rhyme and Railways’ project in Romsey and Coleridge. 
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4. CONSIDERATIONS: ASSESSMENT OF THE S106 PROPOSALS 
 

4.1 The ten East Area proposals received in the 2016/17 round are set 
out in Appendices A-J. Of these, three proposals, although good 
ideas, are not eligible for S106 funding. 

a. The ‘Abbey Mosaics and Memories’ proposal (A) was submitted 
as a public art grant application, but was not eligible for the use of 
S106 public art funding17. Unfortunately, it does not meet the 
criteria for ‘informal open space’ funding either because it is not 
about ‘providing, improving or giving better access to open space’. 

b. The first Coleridge Rec Ground proposal (E) is partly a repairs and 
maintenance issue in terms of footpath re-surfacing (not an 
additional benefit) and partly about operational (not capital) spend 
in terms of bulb-planting. These suggestions have been passed to 
the Streets and Open Spaces Development team. 

c. The ‘Romsey Rec Ground resurfacing of basketball court’ 
proposal (J) is outside the scope of this S106 funding round, which 
is focussed on the use of (play) ‘provision for children and 
teenagers’ and ‘informal open space’ contributions. The basketball 
court comes under the ‘outdoor sports’ S106 category. Last 
October, the Executive Councillor for Communities agreed that all 
future use of S106 sports contributions should be focussed on 
schemes identified within the Playing Pitches and Indoor Sports 
Strategies. As mentioned above, resurfacing works would be 
repairs and maintenance, which would not be eligible for S106 
funding. These suggestions have been passed to the Sports and 
Recreation team within Community Services. 

 

4.2 An assessment of the seven other proposals is set out below. 
 

B.  ASHBURY CLOSE PLAY AREA 

Not recommended 

This play area is near the recently refurbished Coleridge Rec 
Ground. Scope for increasing play facilities in the narrow space at 
Ashbury Close play area is limited. Officers consider that investing in 
improvements to Lichfield Road play area would be a more effective 
use of resources, in line with the Outdoor Play Investment Strategy. 

 

                                                 

17. The public art application was assessed in the S106 report to Community Services 
Scrutiny Committee on 16 March 2017 as follows: “The existing public art to be 
installed in phase 1 is not site-specific or new - the community would not be 
engaged in (the development of public art through its installation). The other funds 
for the overall project are not in place. Plans to start in 2017 are unrealistic.” 
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C.  BROTHERS PLACE LANDSCAPING AND NATURAL PLAY 

Recommended 

There is an opportunity to get some more public benefit for local 
residents in the vicinity out of this small public open space (which 
some people, perhaps, do not realise is there) by making some 
small-scale landscaping improvements (eg, a walkway, trees/shrub-
planting, landscaped mounds and natural play) which would be 
sympathetic to the local residential area. £7,500 of S106 funding is 
likely to suffice (£3.500 ‘play provision’ and £4,000 ‘informal open 
space’ contributions). 

 

D.  COLDHAM’S LANE PLAY AREA AND LANDSCAPING 

Recommended 

The increased availability of S106 funding in Romsey ward would 
enable a major refurbishment of this tired play area. The Outdoor 
Play Investment Strategy confirms that the ‘play value’ (60%) could 
be improved. Romsey Rec Ground play area has already benefitted 
from some S106 funding and has a very high ‘play value’ score 
(91%), so it makes sense to focus investment on Coldham’s Lane 
play area. It is estimated that a major refurbishment might involve 
around £60,000 of (play) ‘provision for children and teenagers’ and 
£20,000 of ‘informal open space’ contributions. 

 

F.  COLERIDGE REC GROUND PLAY AREA EXPANSION 

Not recommended 

The recent major refurbishment of the play area (as well as 
improvements to the tennis courts, multi-use games area and Rec 
Ground entrance) has proved to be very popular. Officers would 
advise against an expansion of this play area, however, because this 
could encroach of the wider open space and football pitch provision. 
S106 funding has helped to improve larger neighbourhood play 
areas across the city – including planned improvements to 
Nightingale Avenue play area (prioritised by South Area Committee). 

 

G. LICHFIELD RD PARK: LANDSCAPING, PLANTING, BENCHES 

Not recommended 

Officers would suggest incorporating some of these landscaping and 
bench provision proposals into a wider improvement of the play area 
at Lichfield Road (next proposal). (Bulb-planting would not be eligible 
for S106 funds).  
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H.  LICHFIELD ROAD PLAY AREA 

Recommended 

It would make more sense to improve this play area, rather than 
Ashbury Close because there is more room to increase play value 
without detracting from the wider open space. Lichfield Road play 
area has a higher ‘location’ rating than Ashbury Close (71%, 
compared to 60%) and is easier to find/access. Besides, it would 
help to meet the play area needs of those who wanted to see 
improvements to the nearby Ashbury Close play area. Some of the 
landscaping improvements, suggested in proposal G, could be 
incorporated into this project. 

 

I.  ST. MATTHEW’S PIECE PLAY AREA 

Recommended 

The review of S106 funding/allocations has helped to make available 
more (play) ‘provision for children and teenagers’ contributions (in 
the region of £25,000), which would enable a much-needed 
improvement to play facilities in this part of Petersfield. The aim 
would be to make use of all these available play provision 
contributions from the ward, as well as around £10,000 of ‘informal 
open space’ contributions from the ward. 

 
4.2 The proposals prioritised by the Area Committee will be allocated 

appropriate S106 contributions and added to the council’s ‘projects 
under development’ list. Consultation will be carried out, as 
appropriate, on the proposals and designs for these prioritised 
projects. The business case for the recommended improvements to 
Coldham’s Lane play area (with its £80,000 estimated costs) would 
be brought back to the Area Committee for sign-off. Business cases 
for local projects estimated to cost between £15,000 and £75,00018 
will be developed and considered by the council’s (officer-level) 
Capital Programme Board. Comments from the Area Chair, Vice 
Chair and Opposition Spokes19 will then be sought prior to sign-off by 
the relevant service manager under delegated authority. 

                                                 

18. Whilst projects below £15,000 do not require a business case, local councillors are 
still consulted on the development of the details. 

19. The business case sets out the project’s scope, design, costs, delivery timescales 
& other implications. It takes account of consultation findings too (as appropriate). 
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5. IMPLICATIONS 
 

5.1 Financial implications: Whilst it has been possible for this report to 
recommend a number of substantial projects for S106 funding from 
the Area Committee’s devolved funds, it is clear that there is 
significantly less room for manoeuvre than in the past. Once this off-
site generic funding has been used, there will be little or no more. 

 

5.2 Last October’s Community Services Scrutiny report on the S106 
priority-setting process highlighted that, although it will not be 
possible to come to a definitive view until after the 2016/17 round, 
this might be the last full priority-setting round covering such a range 
of the generic contribution types and all areas of the city. In future, 
there might have to be narrower priority-setting exercises based on 
certain contribution types or areas. Consideration may also need to 
be given to using residual generic contributions to supplement the 
funding of projects for which specific projects are being collected20. 

 

5.3 Staffing implications: Those projects that are prioritised will be 
developed and (assuming business case sign-off can be secured) 
taken forward by council officers in the Streets and Open Spaces 
Development team, in the coming year as/when on-going projects 
are completed. 

 

5.4 Other implications: Business cases for individual projects will 
consider a range of factors including equalities and anti-poverty 
implications, climate change ratings, community safety, procurement 
matters and communications and consultation. 

 

6. BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

6.1 These background papers on the S106 devolved decision-making 
process were used in the preparation of this report: 

 ‘S106 priority-setting (Streets and Open Spaces)’ report to 
Community Services Scrutiny Committee on 16/3/2017; 

 ‘S106 priority-setting process’ (Streets and Open Spaces) report 
to Community Services Scrutiny Committee on 6/10/2016; 

 ‘S106 priority-setting process’ (Communities) report to Community 
Services Scrutiny Committee on 6/10/2016; 

 ‘Outdoor Play Investment Strategy, 2016-20’ report to Community 
Services Scrutiny Committee on 8/10/2015; 

                                                 

20. More details about the council’s interim approach to seeking specific S106 
contributions can be found at www.cambridge.gov.uk/changes-to-s106-funding.  

http://www.cambridge.gov.uk/changes-to-s106-funding
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 ‘S106 devolved decision-making: 2015/16 priority-setting’ report to 
East Area Committee on 29/10/2015; 

 ‘Overview of S106 funding’ briefing note, November 2016. 

 

6.2 Further information (can be found on the Developer Contributions 
web page (www.cambridge.gov.uk/s106). This includes sections on 
the council’s approach to S106 funding, S106-funded projects, the 
S106 priority-setting process and changes to S106 funding. 

 

7. APPENDICES 
 

S106 proposals for improvements at 

A. Abbey Mosaics and Memories 

B. Ashbury Close play area 

C. Brothers Place landscaping and natural play 

D. Coldham’s Lane play area 

E. Coleridge Rec Ground: footpath resurfacing and bulb-planting 

F. Coleridge Rec play area expansion 

G. Lichfield Road park: landscaping, planting and benches 

H. Lichfield Road play area 

I. St. Matthew’s Piece play area 

J. Romsey Recreation Ground: resurfacing of basketball court 

K. 2016-17 S106 selection criteria (Cambridge City Council) 
 

8. INSPECTION OF PAPERS 
 

To inspect the background papers or if you have a query on the 
report please contact: 

 

Author’s Name: Tim Wetherfield 
Author’s Phone Number:  01223 – 457313 
Author’s Email:  tim.wetherfield@cambridge.gov.uk 

http://www.cambridge.gov.uk/s106
mailto:tim.wetherfield@cambridge.gov.uk
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Appendix A 

Abbey Mosaics and Memories 

 
This proposal has been suggested by Abbey People. It was initially put 
forward as a S106 public art grant application in the 2016/17 round but the 
proposal is not eligible for that funding type in its current form. Here is a 
summary of the key points from the point of view of the proposed use of 
‘informal open space’ contributions instead. 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

The first stage (over 2 years) would be installing existing large historic 
mosaic walls into Abbey green public spaces (for example, Ditton Rec, 
Dudley Rec, Thorpe Way Rec, Abbey Orchard and Peverel Road play 
area). The second stage would be the creation of new mosaics – by local 
children, other residents and local artists - on the blank side of each wall. 
The overall project costs have been estimated by Abbey people as being 
£27,000. 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

The wall mosaic was made in the early 1990s at an Abbey wartime nursery 
(originally an air raid shelter) that was demolished in about 2010. It was 
saved by the late Cllr Margaret Wright, the council and local residents. 

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

Each mosaic wall could become the focal point of community gatherings 
like a pop-up cafe for teens, or seniors, or mums/dads & kids, at different 
times. 

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

It was considered for S106 public art grant funding in March 2016 but was 
deemed ineligible. 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

- 
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Appendix B 

Ashbury Close play area improvements 
 

Suggested by Children & Young People's Participation Service 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

 Remove all current equipment. 

 Landscaping to make the park more welcoming –fencing and new 
underfloor soft surface. 

 New climbing frame to challenge children - with monkey bars and a 
slide. 

 Trampoline. 

 Swing 1x adult 1x toddler. 

 Mini multi-use games area. 

 Cone climber/ rota web- roundabout that can be climbed on. 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

There are lots of children that live in and around Ashbury Close and they 
cannot access other parks as they would need to cross main roads.  The 
park is currently extremely basic and has not been updated for several 
years. More challenging equipment would encourage children outside with 
or without their parents and play with other children.  Through play children 
are able to have exercise, make new friendships and learn what their own 
boundaries are.   

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

Children have been requesting this equipment for several years. They will 
be able to have free and independent play - increasing exercise and 
making new friends at a more welcoming park. 

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

Children have spoken to council officers and requested new and improved 
play equipment to make the park more welcoming and more challenging.  
More of this could be done if needed. 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

No. 
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Appendix C 

Brothers Place: 
landscaping and natural play improvements 
 
Suggested by Streets and Open Spaces Development team 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

Landscaping improvements (eg, walkway, trees/shrubs, mounds and 
natural play) to this small public open space.  

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

Raise the quality and value of the green space. There is an opportunity to 
enhance the site without it being out of character with the area. 

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

Local people, including children, would benefit from being able to make 
use of a public open space. 

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

Not as yet. 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

Not aware of any. 
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Appendix D 

Coldham’s Lane play area improvements 
 
Suggested by Streets and Open Spaces Development team 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

A major refurbishment of the play area (within its current boundaries) to 
provide more play facilities for older children (eg, a climbing dome). 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

The Coldham’s Lane site has potential to provide a better range of facilities 
for older children and teenagers. Although the nearby Abbey Pool play 
area has been improved in recent years (not least, with the provision of a 
‘splash pad’), this has been more for younger children. 

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

Improvements to the teenage / youth provision within East area. Has good 
links to Abbey estate as well so serves both Romsey and Abbey wards.  

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

Not as yet.  

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

Not aware of any prior to local consultation. 
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Appendix E 

Coleridge Rec Ground: 
footpath resurfacing and bulb-planting 
 
Suggested by Councillor Moore 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

Resurface the footpath so that it is smooth. Plant some more bulbs or 
flowers, inside the park and along the fence on Coleridge Road. 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

In places the footpath is very rough and uneven. The park is heavily used 
by dog walkers, runners and families using the playground and there is just 
one circular path. To add colour to the park making it more enjoyable for 
users as it is currently more like a recreation ground. 

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

The path would be safer (less of a trip hazard) and more pleasant for park 
users, particularly runners, the elderly and small children. The planting 
would make the park more pleasant for all of its users and if bulbs were 
planted along Coleridge Road everyone who travels past would benefit. 

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

No. 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

I do not think that there would be any opposition to improving the footpath 
or more planting. 
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Appendix F 

Coleridge Rec play area expansion 
 
Suggested by Councillor Moore 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

Increase the children’s playground at Coleridge park. 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

Coleridge park has a new and fantastic playground but it is a victim of its 
own success and it is often very overcrowded so I think that it needs 
expanding. I think that Cambridge has an unmet need of something like an 
adventure playground, but sadly this wouldn’t fit in Coleridge Park. We 
really need more for older children and teenagers. 

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

All the children who use the playground would benefit from it being larger. 

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

No. 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

I think that there might be some opposition to this proposal as we might 
need to increase the footprint of the playground and take some of the 
grassed area. If this was necessary then speaking to local residents would 
be crucial. 
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Appendix G 

Lichfield Road park: 
landscaping, planting and benches 
 
Suggested by Councillor Moore 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

Planting some plants and bulbs to brighten the area up and add some 
benches for the users. One near the play area and some at the other end – 
hopefully near the flowers! 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

It is a fantastic resource but is pretty dull and boring. Planting would really 
brighten it up and improve it. This would be particularly good for local 
elderly residents from the Lichfield flats, who would also benefit from a 
bench or two. 

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

The local residents, particularly elderly residents from the Lichfield and 
Neville flats plus parents of children who use the playground and dog-
walkers. 

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

No. 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

I do not think that there would be opposition to planting in particular and 
possibly benches 
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Appendix H 

Lichfield Road play area improvements 
 
Suggested by Streets and Open Spaces Development team 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

Improvements to play equipment and landscaping – similar to the recent 
refurbishment of St Thomas’ play area in Coleridge ward. 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

This would provide improved play area facilities for children living between 
Coleridge Road and Perne Road, reducing the need to cross busy roads. 
The Outdoor Play Investment Strategy gives Lichfield Road a 71% rating 
for its good location, but just 40% for its current ‘play value’ – meaning that 
improvements here would represent an effective use of resources.  

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

Improved play facilities for local children. Could help to ease demands on 
Coleridge Recreation Ground play area.  

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

Not yet. 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

Not aware of any prior to local consultation. 
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Appendix I 
 

St. Matthew’s Piece play area improvements 
 
Suggested by Streets and Open Spaces Development team 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

Improved play area equipment and safety surfacing for local children, plus 
bins and benches. 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

This play area is looking tired. The Outdoor Play Investment Strategy 
confirms that it is in a good location (71%), but that its ‘play value’ is only 
51% - meaning that improvement would represent an effective use of 
resources. 

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

Local children would have better play facilities, helping to mitigate the 
impact of local development. 

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

Not yet. 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

Not prior to local consultation. 
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Appendix J 

Romsey Recreation Ground: 
resurfacing of basketball court 
 
Suggested by Councillor Barnett 
 

1.  What sort of improvements do you have in mind? 

To resurface the current basketball court with a covering similar to that of 
the basketball court on Coleridge Recreation Ground. 

 

2.  Why is this project needed? 

The current covering is uneven and uninviting for local children to play on. 

 

3.  How would local communities within Cambridge benefit? 

Resurfacing the basketball court would make the court more inviting to 
local residents particularly children and increase the number of residents 
who can make use of the facility. The surface would also be more durable 
and long standing. 

 

4.  Have any preparations/discussions taken place about this? 

Not yet discussed 

 

5.  Any opposition / potential issues? How might this be overcome? 

None that I am currently aware of – the project was suggested by a current 
resident with experience of using the facility. 
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Appendix K 

2016-17 S106 selection criteria 
 

This is a shortened version of the criteria, tailored to the bidding process 
for proposals for play area and open space improvements and applications 
for small-scale public art grants. 
 
Project proposals need to… 
 
1. be ELIGIBLE for S106 funding 

 

a. Proposals need to be about providing, improving or giving better 
access to a facility within the city of Cambridge, in order to help 
mitigate the impact of local development. 

b. ‘Informal open space’ S106 funding can be used to fund 
improvements to the city’s parks & open spaces, such as 
paths/surfacing, landscaping (including BMX tracks and skate parks), 
drainage, fences/gates, habitat creation, trees, shrubs and trim trails. 

c. ‘Provision for children and teenagers’ S106 funding can be used to 
fund improvements to the city’s play areas, such as play equipment 
and safety surfacing under that equipment. 

d. To be eligible for S106 public art funding, the project needs to focus 
on original, high quality public art that is: 

 designed, produced or facilitated by an artist or craftsperson; 

 engages local communities; 

 is publicly accessible; and 

 has a legacy (there would need to be a permanent record of 
temporary artwork). 

Small-scale, public art grants are for projects (normally, seeking up to 
£15,000 of public art S106 funding). Applications are expected from 
local organisations or community groups (not directly from an artist). 
Public art within schools (which is visible to school users, parents and 
visitors) comes within the scope of public art S106 funding. 

 
2. be AFFORDABLE within the S106 funding available for the relevant 

contribution type in that part of the city to which it relates 
 

a. S106 funding availability is running down and spread unevenly 
between wards given variations in levels of development and the 
distribution of previous S106-funded projects. 
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b. We would particularly encourage proposals for the following 
contribution types from: 

 Informal open space: Trumpington, Castle, Coleridge, East and 
West Chesterton; 

 Provision for children and teens: Trumpington, Coleridge and 
Queen Edith’s ward; 

 Public art: Trumpington, Coleridge, Romsey and Queen Edith’s. 

c. Unfortunately, S106 funding availability is currently low for the 
following wards and so, realistically, it is not likely to be worthwhile 
making an application in 2016/17: 

 Informal open space: Arbury, King’s Hedges, Petersfield and 
Romsey; 

 Play areas: Arbury, East and West Chesterton, Abbey, Castle, 
Market and Newnham; 

 Public art: Cherry Hinton. 

d. For those wards not mentioned in these lists, it may be possible to 
put forward small-scale proposals, but please be aware that funding 
availability may be limited. 

e. Please note: councillors may not wish to invest all the available 
contributions available (for a particular contribution type) from a 
particular ward in a single project. 

f. Public art grant applicants must give assurances that they need the 
S106 funding that they are seeking (i.e., that they do not already 
have sufficient funding for the project). 

g. Local groups seeking S106 public grants should carry out other fund-
raising too. 

 
3. be an EFFECTIVE USE OF RESOURCES 

 

Priority will be given to proposals where it is clear that the project would 
be consistent with council strategies, facility audits and related reports. 

Tips: Focus proposals for play area improvements on larger play areas. 
Check which play areas & open spaces have already had S106 funding 
(see the recent/on-going project list). 

 
4. provide ADDITIONAL BENEFIT 
 

S106 funding cannot be used for replacing like-for-like 
facilities/equipment or repairing and maintaining existing facilities. 
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5. be ACCESSIBLE, in line with the council’s grants and equalities policies 
 

a. Play area and open spaces need to be publicly owned and 
accessible to all. 

b. Successful public art grant applicants must sign a grant agreement 
(which is monitored), including an undertaking that the project will not 
to discriminate against any community group (eg, in relation to race, 
gender, religion, disability, sexual orientation and/or, age). 

 
6. be REALISTIC, ACHIEVABLE AND READY TO BE CONSIDERED 
 

a. Proposals need to be clear about what is proposed, where it would 
be and how it would be implemented. 

b. Applicants seeking a S106 grant for a project they would take forward 
would need to give details of preparations being made to secure 
planning permission (if necessary) and steps taken to engage the 
local community about the proposed project. 

c. Grant applicants would also need to provide evidence of their fund-
raising efforts and expected timescales for completing fund-raising. 

d. Priority will be given to project proposals which could reasonably be 
expected to reach the final stages of project delivery within 18 
months of the priority-setting decision. 

 

7. Be FINANCIALLY VIABLE, WITH ROBUST MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 

a. The council would need to be satisfied that sufficient resources are in 
place to ensure that the effective management and running of the 
new facility in future. 

b. Grants applicants seeking S106 funding would need to demonstrate 
that they could continue to resource the project in future. Grant 
agreements feature clauses for returning to the council grants 
received (in whole or in part) should the project not provide the 
expected public benefit for its expected lifespan. 

 

Any organisation/community group seeking grant funding needs to have its 
own bank account. 
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