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JOINT DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE: CAMBRIDGE FRINGES  
 22 February 2012 
 10.30 am - 12.16 pm 
 
Present:  Councillors Bard (Chair), Nimmo-Smith (Vice-Chair), Blencowe, 
Dryden, Smart, Tunnacliffe, Znajek, Kenney, Orgee, Reynolds, Shepherd, 
Harford, Heazell and Nightingale and Wotherspoon  
 
Officers Present: 
Sharon Brown (New Neighbourhoods Development Manager – City), Patsy 
Dell (Head of Planning Services – City), James Goddard (Committee Manager 
– City), Penny Jewkes (Legal Advisor - City) and Mark Parsons (Principal 
Planner (New Neighbourhoods - City) 
 
Other Officers Present: 
David Abbott (Highways Agency), Gerry Corrance (Transport Assessment 
Manager – County) and Michael Osbourn (Senior Planning Officer – South 
Cambs) 
 
Developer Representatives: 
Greg Callaghan (Peter Brett Associates), Tim Gent (WSP) and James Lindsay 
(Atkins) 
 
 
FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE COUNCIL 
 

12/7/JDCC Apologies 
 
Apologies were received from Councillors Bygott, Pegrum and Shelton. 
 

12/8/JDCC Declarations of Interest 
 
None. 
 

12/9/JDCC MInutes 
 
The minutes of the 25 January 2012 meeting were approved and signed as a 
correct record subject to the following amendments: 
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(i) To show that Councillor Heazell was in attendance, whereas 
Councillor Harford had sent her apologies. 

(ii)  Item 12/6/JDCC question 2 “Queried if ground level parking facilities 
would cause light issues for property occupiers. For example, blocking 
light into rooms adjourning adjoining parking facilities.” 

 
The New Neighbourhoods Development Manager undertook to circulate 
responses to Member’s questions raised at the 25 January 2012 meeting by 2 
March 2012. 
 

12/10/JDCC Post-Submission (Transport) Briefing - Land between 
Huntingdon Road, Madingley Road and the M11 
 
WSP, Atkins and Peter Brett Associates gave a post submission presentation 
on land between Huntingdon Road, Madingley Road and the M11. 
 
Members sought clarification concerning: 
 

(i) Areas covered by development map zones. 
(ii) Accuracy of the Cambridge Sub-Regional Model. Councillors 

expressed concern regarding the accuracy of models for other historic 
applications, and queried if information from these had been factored 
into the current model. 

(iii) Permeability of the site. 
(iv) If NIAB 2 or the proposed Chesterton Station were factored into 

transport assumptions. 
(v) The probability of residents moving from out of town locations onto the 

development. 
(vi) The effectiveness of trip banking in limiting the number of vehicular 

movements. 
(vii) The number of car parking spaces provided on site. 
(viii) The speed limit on Huntingdon Road. 

 
In response to Member’s questions the Transport Assessment Manager plus 
Mssrs Callaghan, Gent & Lindsay confirmed the following: 
 

(i) South Cambridgeshire and Cambridge were included in the 
Cambridge Sub-Regional Model. 

(ii) The Model conformed with Highways Agency and other national 
guidance. It provided information regarding hourly averages of traffic 
flow. These would not reflect individual incidents such as traffic 
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accidents, but would provide trend information. The Model predicted 
acceptable traffic flow to/from the development site. The Applicant 
accepted this was a guide, based on the best information available, 
rather than a definitive prediction. There was no analytical work to 
support confidence intervals (measuring and recording uncertainties 
in traffic modeling) for the Model to draw upon. 

 
2006 travel figures provided the baseline for the Model, but this was 
augmented with a 5 year forecast to future proof the Model and make 
it comparable with others to ensure consistency.  

 
Service vehicle movements to/from the site had been factored into the 
Model. 

(iii) The Applicant had held discussions with Stagecoach. The Citi 5 route 
would service the application site and provide a link to the Guided 
Busway. Negotiations concerning the University 4 service were on-
going. The Citi 6 route was not expected to service the application 
site. 

 
The County Council were responsible for managing bus company 
tenders. The tendering process was open to all European bus 
companies, but most of the Cambridge contracts were currently 
allocated to Stagecoach.  

(iv) NIAB 2 and the proposed Chesterton Station were not factored into 
transport modelling assumptions. These could be serviced by an 
orbital link. 

 
The Cambridge Sub-Regional Model currently assumed that no 
improvement works would be undertaken on the A14. This was to 
provide conservative capacity trend information to ensure the Model 
was robust. 

(v) Currently there was no direct evidence to show that people would 
move from out of town locations onto the development. It was 
expected that the 2011 Census would demonstrate the general trend 
that that people move from (rural) out of town locations onto urban 
developments (and vice versa). 

(vi) The County Council were happy to support trip banking in principle as 
a way of limiting the number of vehicular movements if this could be 
covered by the section 106 agreement. 

 
The Highways Authority actively encourages developers to pursue the 
concept of trip banking as a way of off setting vehicular movements 
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from one site to another in order to lower the average number of 
(generally peak hour) trips to/from an organisation’s premises. 
 
The site Transport Assessment set out its trip banking proposal in 
detail. 
 
The University (Applicant) were in discussion with the Travel to Work 
Partnership to join up north west city developments in an overarching 
Travel Plan. 

(vii) Circa 7,700 car parking spaces and 12,300 cycle parking spaces 
would be provided. 

 
The site Travel Plan encouraged car sharing plus reliance on public 
transport, cycling and pedestrian travel to/from the site. Full details 
were set out in the Transport Assessment. 
 
New residents to the site would be able to access individual travel 
plan information through the Travel to Work Partnership and 
information on the County Council website. 

(viii) There was a proposal to reduce the speed limit in Huntingdon Road to 
40 mph near the site access. Negotiations were in progress with the 
County Council to reduce the overall speed limit for the road to 30 
mph in future. 

 

12/11/JDCC Long Road Plantation, Long Road - Erection of a Series 
of Hoarding Signs in Association With the Clay Farm/Showground 
Development 
 
This item was withdrawn from the agenda at the request of the Applicant who 
has withdrawn the application. 
 
 
 
 

The meeting ended at 12.16 pm 
 
 
 
 

CHAIR 
 


	Minutes

