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To:   City Councillors: Pitt (Chair), Tunnacliffe (Vice-Chair), Abbott, Boyce, Bird, 
Brierley, Gawthrope, Kerr, O'Reilly, Price, Todd-Jones and Ward 
 
County Councillors: Manning, Onasanya, Sales and Scutt 
 

Dispatched: Wednesday, 29 January 2014 

  

Date: Thursday, 6 February 2014 

Time: 7.30 pm 

Venue: Shirley Primary School, Nuffield Road, Cambridge CB4 1TF 

Contact:  Toni Birkin Direct Dial:  01223 457013 
 

 

6    DEVELOPER CONTRIBUTIONS DEVOLVED DECISION-
MAKING: 2ND ROUND PRIORITY-SETTING  (Pages 5 – 38) 
 
UPDATED REPORT 

AND 
BROWNS FIELD BMX TRACK - CONSULTATION FEEDBACK AS OF 21st 
JAN 2014 
 

 

 8.00pm 
 (Pages 5 - 38) 
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Meeting Information  
 
   
Public 
Participation 

Speaking on Planning Applications to other 
rules. Guidance for speaking on these issues 
can be obtained from Democratic Services 
on 01223 457013 or 
democratic.services@cambridge.gov.uk.  
 
Further information about speaking at a City 
Council meeting can be found at; 
 
https://www.cambridge.gov.uk/speaking-at-
committee-meetings    
 
Cambridge City Council would value your 
assistance in improving the public speaking 
process of committee meetings. If you any 
have any feedback please contact 
Democratic Services on 01223 457013 or 
democratic.services@cambridge.gov.uk. 
 
 

 

Filming, 
recording 
and 
photography 

The Council is committed to being open and 
transparent in the way it conducts its 
decision-making.  Recording is permitted at 
council meetings, which are open to the 
public. The Council understands that some 
members of the public attending its meetings 
may not wish to be recorded. The Chair of 
the meeting will facilitate by ensuring that 
any such request not to be recorded is 
respected by those doing the recording.  
 
Full details of the City Council’s protocol on 
audio/visual recording and photography at 
meetings can be accessed via: 
 
http://democracy.cambridge.gov.uk/ecSDDis
play.aspx?NAME=SD1057&ID=1057&RPID=
42096147&sch=doc&cat=13203&path=1302
0%2c13203  
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Fire Alarm In the event of the fire alarm sounding 

please follow the instructions of Cambridge 
City Council staff.  
 

 

Facilities for 
disabled 
people 

Level access is available at all Area 
Committee Venues. 
 
A loop system is available on request.  
 
Meeting papers are available in large print 
and other formats on request prior to the 
meeting. 
 
For further assistance please contact 
Democratic Services on 01223 457013 or 
democratic.services@cambridge.gov.uk. 
 

 

Queries on 
reports 

If you have a question or query regarding a 
committee report please contact the officer 
listed at the end of relevant report or 
Democratic Services on 01223 457013 or 
democratic.services@cambridge.gov.uk. 
 
 

 

General 
Information 

Information regarding committees, councilors 
and the democratic process is available at  
http://democracy.cambridge.gov.uk/  
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Agenda Item 

CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL 

REPORT OF: Director of Environment 

TO: North Area Committee     06/02/2014 

WARDS:  Arbury, East Chesterton, King’s Hedges, West Chesterton 

DEVOLVED DECISION-MAKING AND DEVELOPER CONTRIBUTIONS: 
SECOND ROUND PRIORITY-SETTING FOR NORTH AREA 

1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Following the short-listing of second round project options last 
October, this report invites the Area Committee to identify five local 
project priorities (including at least one grant-based project). The 
choice of options will need to reflect the availability of devolved 
funding in the relevant contribution types and is likely to be based on: 

 two of the three options for improving community facilities at 
Buchan Street, Chesterton Methodist Church & Milton Road library 

 two informal open space/play projects, out of proposals for trim 
trails (at Alexandra Gardens or Chesterton Recreation Ground) or 
play area improvements (at Discovery Way or Hawkins Road or 
Woodhead Drive) or a new play area by Perse Way flats; 

 one outdoor sports project - either improved multi-use games area 
(MUGA) lighting at the Meadows Centre or Nun’s Way or tennis 
court provision at Nun’s Way. 

In considering priorities, please also note paragraphs 3.7 and 3.8. 

1.2 The financial constraints facing North Area were highlighted in last 
October’s report. Some of these pressures have been eased in the 
last four months. Whilst the Area Committee now has more room for 
manoeuvre, there will still be some difficult choices over priorities. 

2. RECOMMENDATIONS 

 It is recommended that the North Area Committee: 

2.1 identifies five local priority projects to be funded from devolved 
developer contributions funding in the second priority-setting round, 
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subject to local consultation, project appraisal and the availability of 
other sources of funding (as appropriate); 

2.2 adds a further £15,000 informal open space contribution to the 
existing first round priority project for the BMX track improvements 
next to Brown’s Field community centre to seek to address concerns 
about potential noise and other potential impacts on neighbouring 
properties and local residents. Paragraph 3.7a refers. 

2.3 highlight any issues or concerns that the North Area Committee may 
wish to bring to the attention of the relevant Executive Councillors 
(see in particular paragraphs 3.7b and the issues raised under 
Option F in Table 2 on pages 7-8. 

3. CONTEXT 

3.1 Background information on the Council’s approach to developer 
contributions and devolved decision-making can be found on the 
Developer Contributions web page (www.cambridge.gov.uk/s106).
Paragraphs 3.6-3.8 provide an update on on-going developer 
contribution funded projects in North Area. 

Devolved decision-making process:

3.2 For the second round, the two-stage process of short-listing and 
priority-setting (for all four area committees) was mapped out in a 
report to the Environment Scrutiny Committee last June. The key 
points of this process are that: 

a. each area committee has been asked to set as many second 
round priorities as it has wards (not necessarily one per ward) 
and, if applicable, an additional grant-funded priority to be 
delivered by a local community group; 

b. officers would recommend that devolved project priorities draw on 
a range of different contribution types to help make sure that 
contributions with expiry date conditions can be used on time; 

c. at the same time, area committees may wish to defer using up all 
the funding available in particular contribution types in order to 
leave some for future priority-setting rounds or allow more to 
accrue so that more larger projects can be undertaken in future. 

3.3 The guidance on devolved decision-making has also highlighted that 
a project can only be taken forward where: 

a. there is sufficient developer contributions funding already available 
in the relevant contribution types; 
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b. there is sufficient officer capacity to take forward project 
development, appraisal, procurement and delivery in the context 
of the overall programme of strategic and area priority projects; 

c. it is formally agreed as a priority (eg, by the Area Committee or 
relevant Executive Councillor, as appropriate). 

Devolved funding:

3.4 Drawing on the analysis of available devolved funding at the time, 
last October’s Area Committee took on board potential constraints as 
to which short-listed options or combinations of projects could be 
afforded. Over the last four months, some of these funding pressures 
have been eased. 

Table 1: Devolved developer contributions available to North Area 
(as at late January 2014; figures rounded down to nearest £25k) 

Contribution type Oct ‘13 NOW  

Community facilities £200k £225k

Indoor sports < £25k < £25k  

Informal open space £0k £50k

Outdoor sports £50k £75k

Play provision < £25k £25k

Public art < £10k £50k

Public realm £0k £0k  

 Note: Of the devolved community facilities contributions, £60,500 has 
to be contractually committed by June 2015. 

3.5 Alongside newly received payments and on-going reviews of existing 
contributions to maximise the funding available to each area, the 
main reasons for these changes are as follows. 

a. Following calls by this Area Committee for more funding for 
projects, the Executive Councillor for Public Places last October 
agreed to return to the devolved local fund those informal open 
space contributions (over £15k) from North Area which had 
previously been assigned to the strategic/city-wide fund. 

b. The allocation of contributions to the splash pad projects 
(including King’s Hedges) have been revised, freeing up more 
devolved funds for informal open space, play area and public art. 
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Other S106-funded projects in North Area:

3.6 Priority projects identified in the first round of devolved decision-
making are moving forward. 

a. The skate park improvements at Nun’s Way are set to be 
delivered this spring. 

b. Work on a fishing platform and footpath improvements is under 
way on the strategic priority project at Logan’s Meadow local 
nature reserve. Reed bed habitat creation and new footpaths will 
be implemented in March-May this year. 

c. The delivery of the splash pad project at King’s Hedges paddling 
pool is also scheduled to take place in May. 

d. The play area improvement at Chestnut Grove, identified as a 
local first round priority last August, is scheduled for delivery by 
the end of 2014. 

3.7 A couple of first round priorities have encountered some issues. 

a. Consultation on the proposed improvements to the BMX track 
(corrected) next to Brown’s Field Community Centre1 has 
highlighted clear support amongst cyclists, but also some 
concerns about noise and other impacts on neighbours. For the 
scheme to be able to go ahead, it will need to secure planning 
approval and, in doing so, demonstrate that steps can be taken to 
address these concerns. For this to be possible, officers would 
recommend that a further £15,000 of informal open space 
contributions be added to the current allocation of £30,000 for 
measures such as improved fencing and noise mitigation. The 
alternative would be for the Area Committee to resolve not to go 
ahead with the proposed project. 

b. St Andrew’s Hall has alerted Community Development to news 
that the quotes for the extension works for this strategic project 
are significantly larger than expected. As well as exploring ways to 
bring down project costs, the organisers have asked officers 
whether there would be any scope for further developer 
contributions to be provided. Given that this is a strategic project 
prioritised at Executive Councillor level, and given the other calls 
on the devolved community facilities funds, it is anticipated that 
this is not an issue that the Area Committee can address directly. 
However, Members may wish to consider formally drawing the 
issue to the attention of the Executive Councillor for Public Places. 

1. Corrected to refer to the BMX track next to Brown’s Field Community Centre (not at 
Nun’s Way, as stated in the original version of the report, published on 29/1/14). 
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3.8 Members are also asked to note that an agreed scheme for the play 
area project at the Vie site is now being installed: after extensive 
public consultation the numbers of pieces of play equipment there 
has reduced.  The developer of the Vie site has given consent for the 
surplus equipment to be used 'off-site'. As the equipment was 
intended for installation at Vie site, a range of sites within a short 
walk (10-15 minutes) have been considered for installation of the 
surplus equipment. The options are being discussed with relevant 
local Members and the Executive Councillor for Public Places. Once 
a decision has been made on the preferred location, it is envisaged 
that the installation of this surplus equipment can take place during 
the 2014/2015 financial year. 

4. CONSIDERATIONS OF THE SHORT-LISTED OPTIONS 

4.1 The Area Committee last October short-listed the following options: 

A. Chesterton Methodist Church community facilities 

B. Buchan Street Neighbourhood Centre extension 

C. Community rooms at Milton Road library redevelopment

D. Trim trail at Chesterton Recreation Ground or Alexandra 
Gardens

E. Play area improvements at Discovery Way, Hawkins Road or 
Woodhead Drive 

F. New play area by Perse Way flats 

G. Improved lighting for multi-use games areas at The Meadows 
and/or Nun's Way 

H. Tennis courts provision at Nun's Way 

Please note: Tennis4Cambridgeshire have opted to focus on 
Nun’s Way instead of its earlier proposal to look at improving 
courts at North Cambridge Academy too. 

4.2 Table 2 on pages (corrected) 6-8, provides a summary of each of 
the options. Please note the approach to priority-setting suggested in 
paragraph 1.1. See also the Appendices. Please read these before 
returning to Section 5. 

5. NEXT STEPS 

5.1 Following the setting of the Area Committee’s second round 
priorities, and as first round priority projects are completed, officers 
will take forward local consultations on the new priority projects, as 
appropriate, and develop project appraisals. 
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5.2 These appraisals will provide more details about the project 
proposals and will highlight any particular implications (including any 
revenue implications). Depending on the size of the projects, the 
appraisals will either be reported to the Area Committee for approval 
(if above £75,000k) or for sign-off by the Area Chair, Vice Chair and 
Opposition Spokes (if below £75,000). 

5.3 As a consistent message to all area committees, if it becomes clear 
by next Spring that some projects within an area committee’s second 
round priorities are straightforward to deliver and there may be scope 
for more second round priorities to be taken forward within available 
resources and staffing capacity, there may be an opportunity for a 
follow-up priority-setting report to that area committee next spring or 
summer.

6. IMPLICATIONS 

6.1 Financial implications: The importance of ensuring that local 
priorities are affordable within the devolved contributions available 
has already been stated in paragraph 3.3. This has been reinforced 
by the update on the availability of devolved funding in Table 1. The 
role of the project appraisal process in identifying any revenue 
implications for the Council arising from running and maintenance 
costs of prioritised projects has been mentioned in paragraph 5.2. 

6.2 Staffing implications: The number of local priorities which each 
area committee is invited to identify principally reflects the need to 
make sure that the overall programme of local and strategic priorities 
across the council is manageable and achievable within the staffing 
capacity available. 

6.3 A delicate balance has to be maintained across all area committees 
to safeguard this fundamental principle which is crucial to delivering 
local and strategic S106-funded projects across Cambridge. At the 
same time, paragraph 5.3 reflects officers’ commitment to enable 
area committees to take forward as many priority projects as 
possible. 

6.4 Equality and environmental impact assessments and community 
safety implications will be addressed for prioritised projects as part of 
the project appraisal process. 
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7. CONCLUSIONS 

7.1 Whilst this report is focussed on the second round of priority-setting 
(and the process that this involves), the reason why we are doing this 
is to help take forward and deliver S106-funded projects that help to 
address the impact of development in Cambridge and make a 
difference to local communities. The Developer Contributions web 
page (see below) features an up-to-date list of projects that have 
been and are being delivered as well as photos of some recently 
completed projects that have been funded by developer 
contributions. 

8. APPENDICES 

Appendix 1: Projects profiles for community facilities options A-C 

Appendix 2: Extracts of virtual tour of play areas for Option E 

Appendix 3: Consultation feedback for play area option F 

Appendix 4: Project profile for outdoor sports option H 

9. BACKGROUND PAPERS 

The following papers on devolved decision-making and developer 
contributions were used in the preparation of this report. 

 Report to North Area Committee, 3/10/2013 

 Report to Environment Scrutiny Committee, 11/6/2013 

 Report to Environment Scrutiny Committee, 8/10/2013 

 Report to Community Services Scrutiny Committee, 10/10/2013 

(Added) Brown’s Field BMX track consultation – feedback as at 
21/1/142

Other background information can be found on the Council’s 
Developer Contributions web page (www.cambridge.gov.uk/S106).

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

Author’s name: Tim Wetherfield, Urban Growth Project Manager
Author’s phone number:  01223 – 457313  
Author’s email:  tim.wetherfield@cambridge.gov.uk 

2. View the consultation feedback on the Area Committee agenda (6/2/14) web page: 
http://democracy.cambridge.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=199&MId=2612&Ver=4
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Appendix 1 

Projects profiles for community facilities options A-C 

OPTION A: Chesterton Methodist Church community facilities 

Update from Deacon Ian Murray, Chesterton Methodist Church 

A1. In October 2013 an outline proposal was submitted to the Area 
Committee. Soon after that meeting the Cambridge Methodist Circuit 
(grouping of all Methodist churches in the City and surrounding areas) 
embarked upon a review of its strategy which will lead to decisions to 
be taken in March 2014. The church in Chesterton will continue to be a 
top priority and the review will establish the extent of Methodist capital 
and other resources that are available to invest in the development 
project. It is possible that the scale of the development project at CMC 
will grow considerably and therefore no further detailed plans have 
been drawn up at this stage. 

A2. I have continued to engage in conversations with a number of groups 
and agencies in the local area including for example, Hundred Houses 
Housing Society, Cam Sight, Romsey Mill, Childrens' Centre, 
Chesterton Parents Group, Cambridge City Foodbank. Use of the 
premises will be growing, not least with the launch of a new Tuesday 
morning Foodbank distribution centre in May 2014, working closely 
with the Foodbank and the parish churches of St. Andrew's and St. 
George's. Other developments of use are being pursued. 

Outline proposal: October 2013 

A3.  The church is situated on a large site in Green End Road and serves a 
highly deprived part of East Chesterton. There is a significant amount 
of social housing and high incidence of families experiencing struggle 
and various needs. The buildings date from the 1960’s and 1980’s. 

A4.  From September 2013 the Cambridge Methodist Circuit has appointed 
Deacon Ian Murray to a 5 year post which is 80% focussed on 
Chesterton Methodist Church, with the intention of enabling 
development of the church community and its buildings, in 
collaboration with others wherever possible. Over a number of years, 
Chesterton Methodist Church has worked hard to provide 
improvements to the site as best it can with the limited resources at its 
disposal. The church has been grateful for a previous small grant 
which assisted the replacement of some windows. There are 3 
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meeting spaces – main hall, small hall and chapel – all of which are in 
multi-purpose use by a number of users. The Methodist Church 
recognises the huge potential for this site. 

A5.  Current user groups include: weekly drop-in coffee morning; toddler 
group; Girls’ Brigade; other youth activities; CamSight user groups; 
Macular Degeneration group; Chesterton Choral Society; Moves 
Fitness group (with crèche); Parents Group; Bi-monthly MP’s surgery; 
Polling station; Mount Zion Apostolic Church. 

A6.  It is our intention and commitment that the premises be developed 
further to be available to community groups, to serve the locality 
especially those in situations of need, and to develop the mission of 
the Church. We are currently exploring the possibility of the site being 
used as a new distribution centre for the Cambridge City Foodbank. 
We are rapidly establishing links with the new Chesterton Primary 
School who will come to the church for occasional social and cultural 
activities, festivals, etc. 

A7.  What the project could involve: 

 Rearrange, renew and improve toilets and utilities. 

 Replace ceilings throughout halls and corridors. 

 Replace kitchen to ensure complies with appropriate standards. 

 Improve roof security to prevent further vandalism. 

 Renew main entrance to improve security and meet good practice 
in respect of safeguarding children and vulnerable adults. 

 Replace old windows in small hall. Improve heating in main hall. 
Improve flooring in main hall, small hall and chapel. 

 Redecorate throughout. 

 Improve quality of lighting in chapel to make more activities more 
accessible. 

 Provision of induction loops throughout the building. Implement 
other pan-disability aspects of legislation. 

 Improve external access from some fire exits. 

A8.  At this stage we anticipate a scheme of works completed by 
December 2014, costing at least £150,000. We seek an indication of 
interest in the project from the community to assess the viability of this 
project. We shall pursue partnerships with others as the plans emerge, 
and are possibly extended further. 
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OPTION B: Buchan Street Neighbourhood Centre 

Update from Trevor Woollams, Head of Community Development, 
Cambridge City Council 

B1. Members will recall from a previous report that officers are working 
with the County Council with a view to expanding pre-school age child 
care facilities at Buchan Street Neighbourhood Centre. Buchan Street 
Neighbourhood Centre is in an ideal location and it has a purpose-built 
room with children’s toilets and access to a safe garden area. The 
issue is that demand is very high in the area and the room is only half 
the ideal size for a fully viable childcare programme. 

B2. Officers have drawn up an outline scheme for a single storey 
extension which could be constructed in the garden, adjacent to the 
existing child care room, to provide the required space. In addition, 
officers propose to create a new meeting room of similar size to the 
existing room which would be ‘lost’ by converting the large entrance 
foyer and creating a new entrance adjacent to it. The proposals are 
shown on the plan below. 
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B3. The proposals would have lots of benefits for local people including: 

 help to meet the high demand for pre-school age child care 

 create a new meeting room which would protect community use 

 reduce the net cost of running the centre through increased 
income, making the centre more sustainable. 

B4. Initial estimates for all the work are 150k-170k including fees and 
project management. The County Council have indicated that they will 
seriously consider providing some capital to help fund the childcare 
element of the building. 

B5. The works would be subject to planning and building regulations 
approval, capital funding from the County Council and a tender 
process to confirm costs. If the Area Committee agrees to allocate 
£100k to this project, officers will complete negotiations with the 
County Council and bring a project appraisal back to the committee for 
detailed approval. 

OPTION C: Community rooms at Milton Road library redevelopment 

Update from Ian Douglas, District Library Manager: Cambridge, 
Community and Cultural Services, Cambridgeshire County Council. 

C1. A community facility for West Chesterton: Under this project, the City 
would allocate funds to support the development of community 
facilities alongside a library in a new building on the site of Milton Road 
Library. The existing building has serious structural defects and the 
proposal is to demolish and rebuild, with the sale of flats above the 
community and library facility paying for much of the work. 

C2. The community Steering Group has worked together to produce a 
design brief for the joint library & community facilities. The brief 
emphasises flexible use of all parts of the building. Around 60m2 of 
dedicated community space will be available for groups to book at any 
time. This will be in the form of a well-equipped meeting room, with 
kitchenette facilities, and will probably have a flexible partition allowing 
for use by two smaller groups. In addition, the library will be equipped 
with fully mobile furniture, so that a much bigger combined area 
(around 250-300 m2) can host community activities outside library 
opening hours. All the community facilities would be on the ground 
floor providing full accessibility. The garden will be retained and 
enhanced. It will be integrated into the whole design: easily accessible 
but also offering safe and quiet places for reflection and play. 
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C3. The additionality in terms of community facilities resides in all three 
elements: especially the dedicated community room, but also in 
making the whole building more flexible and enhancing the garden. 

C4. How would it make a difference?: The area is poorly provided with 
community buildings, with only a small church hall, some heavily used 
facilities at schools and a badly deteriorated scout hut. The new 
building would make possible a broad range of activities, welcoming all 
members of the community. It would also improve opportunities to 
work in partnership with other public & voluntary sector agencies, 
offering them a base for outreach in the neighbourhood. 

C5. A community consultation has been carried out by members of the 
Steering Group.  This included a paper and on-line questionnaire; 
open meetings; 3 surveys at Milton Road School of Key Stage 1, Key 
Stage 2 and parents; and a young persons’ group discussion (aged 14 
to 17). The list of activities suggested by respondents is set out below, 
and this consultation has informed the design brief. 

Activities suggested by consultation respondents 

Children’s Events: story making sessions; regular story-time & rhyme-
time; children’s parties; children meet children’s writers; creative 
sessions for pre-school children; guest visits from the Ministry of 
Stories; more children’s reference books; guided access for children to 
online resources 

Teenagers’ / young adults’ events: after-school study space; film 
nights; Facebook page; career talks. 

Adults’ events: poetry sessions; story telling for all ages; sharing 
stories; community groups’ events held in the library; day-time book 
club; day-time scrabble club; board games sessions for children and 
adults; new book events / book groups in the evenings; talks by 
authors etc; cinema club; knitting group; chair-based exercise classes; 
stand-up comedy evenings; adult education; monthly prize draw. 

Provision of a café: informal drop in café; refreshments in the garden; 
weekly café; more cake; comfy seats. 

Other ideas: more newspapers; play area / benches in the garden; 
exhibitions by local artists; link up with Open Studios; information 
centre  - statutory services etc; centre for community use; meeting 
room for local organisations and interest groups. 

Facilities: Wifi access – users bring their own lap tops; scanning to pdf; 
leasing e-books; community notice board 
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C6. The County Council is managing the development of the project. Local 
residents, community groups, young people, schools and the City’s 
Community Development service have been heavily involved in the 
planning through their participation in a Steering Group working with 
the County Council officers and local councillor. Developers are 
working on outline plans, and pre-application discussions are currently 
awaiting report back from the City planners. It is hoped that a planning 
application will be submitted this summer with work starting before the 
end of the year and being completed by the end of 2015. 

C7. The share of the costs relating to the dedicated community facilities 
alone has been estimated at £130k-150k (based on apportionment by 
floor area of the County Council’s estimate for construction and fit-out 
costs). A contribution of £75k-100k is sought from the Area 
Committee. We believe that this partnership between the City Council, 
County Council and community groups offers a chance to provide a 
high quality community facility in a very cost effective way. It would 
also be highly sustainable, without any call on the City Council for on-
going running costs. 

C8. Once built, the Library Service will run the library (27 hours per week 
as at present) and the community use will be managed by the 
community with the expectation that all costs will be met from charges 
to users, as they are at St Andrew’s Hall.  The Friends of Milton Road 
Library may evolve into a new charity to do this, or link with an existing 
one such as Chesterton Community Association with whom 
discussions are taking place. The Association already acts as an 
umbrella group for local projects, publishes Chesterton News, has 
support for community centres as a primary object (in particular St 
Andrew’s Hall) and is interested in covering other facilities as well. 
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Appendix 2 

Extracts of virtual tour of play areas for Option E 
from the 1/8/13 report to the North Area Committee 
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WOODHEAD DRIVE (West Chesterton Drive) 

Location: There is no longer a play area here as it was de-commissioned. 
This is where it used to be. (Red star marks its former location; the green 
triangle shows the play area at George Nuttall Close) 
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Appendix 3 

Consultation feedback for play area option F 

OPTION F: New play area by Perse Way flats 

Extracts from October 2013 report: consultation feedback: 

F1. This proposal is for a play area on the green space near the block of 
flats / beside the cul-de-sac end of Cockerell Road. The family that 
I'd been working with concerning this proposal were keen on a fairly 
simple, 'traditional' play area for young children (eg, swings, 
roundabout etc). Both the size of the site and the demand in terms of 
local families was very much in favour of younger children. However, 
(with the best of intentions) the proposal morphed into a relatively 
complex scheme, involving more technical, interactive equipment, 
that wasn't really what the demand appeared to be for. I don't think 
there is capacity / space for this ‘technical’ provision and the 
suggested use for teenagers. Obviously a more complex scheme is 
likely to be more expensive, less deliverable and, perhaps, less likely 
to be chosen compared to other schemes. The original request for a 
small-scale, simpler scheme may have a much greater chance of 
getting through at the next round. [Cllr Todd-Jones]

F2. Your own website’s playgrounds map shows that there is a desert of 
facilities for children south of Arbury Road, west of Milton Road, east 
of Histon Road and north of Victoria Road.  This represents a rather 
large part of Cambridge, and one where there is a rather high 
proportion of children. A new play area at Perse Way flats would be 
welcome. [MG] 

F3. Everyone would benefit from the play park, including the five new 
homes built in the past couple of years. There are so many young 
local children that have nowhere local to play….There are parked 
cars everywhere. With the fast cars racing past, residents are in 
constant fear of a child being knocked down. The children would be 
able to benefit from the play area on their walk home from the nearby 
school. Don’t forget the amount of young families living in the flats of 
Perse Way / Harris Road / Cockerell Road that don’t have a garden 
for their children to play in. A new play area would give the children 
somewhere they can go and play safely. It would bring the 
community together. It would be money well spent and have plenty of 
use in a deprived area in desperate need of a play park! [LH] 
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Appendix 4 

Project profile for outdoor sports option H 

OPTION H: Tennis courts for Nun’s Way 
From Mark Sanders, Tennis4Cambridgeshire  

H1. Our proposal for Section 106 funding is to construct three new Tennis 
Courts at Nuns Way recreation ground. Two of these to be floodlit. 

H2. The location is in an area which has one of the highest levels of social 
and economic deprivation in the County.

H3. At Nuns Way I understand that the recently set up kings Hedges 
Neighbourhood Partnership would be able to manage and encourage 
court use. 

H4. Another community group I am involved with (Sport Cambridge CIC), 
which ran the Manor sports sessions last summer and has a grant to 
run Mini Tennis at Nun’s Way, will apply for Sport England funding to 
offer more sport in the north of the city: this will include tennis activities 
at these two venues, particularly if this project goes ahead. 

H5. I propose to consult with members of Tennis4Cambridgeshire 
recommending that, if this project is approved, they will commit to 
supporting Tennis Coaching at both venues over the next five years. 

H6. Tennis4Cambridgshire will also make available Steve Goswell to 
assist in applications to Landfill Tax funding bodies. He is of the view 
that there is a good chance of obtaining equal matching funding for 
both parts of the project – and at Nuns Way, a 90% grant is possible. 

H7. Subject to the state of our reserves, Tennis4Cambridgeshire will also 
consider a small grant of up to £3k for this project for the capital costs 
involved. I believe that the County LTA Executive Committee, a group 
we work closely with, may also provide up to £5k grant for this project. 

H8. Based on estimated costs recently at other projects we are involved in 
the cost of this project, excluding VAT, will be; 

 Providing three new courts at Nuns Way – £75,000 

 Floodlights to two courts at Nuns Way, assuming electricity supply 
is not an issue - £25,000 

H9. Total project cost £125,000. We suggest S106 funding be allocated for 
half of this - £62,500. I am confident that if half the cost is allocated by 
the City Council then the balance will be obtained from the sources 
mentioned above. 
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BROWNS FIELD BMX TRACK - CONSULTATION FEEDBACK AS OF 21st JAN 2014

DATE/ 
RESPONSE 

TYPE 
Please tell us your views about the Proposed BMX Track 

Support the 
Proposal?

18/12/2013
WEB
SURVEY 

As a longtime resident of Sherbourne Close, Brown's Field I will be 
affected by the building of a BMX track.  I live in a first floor flat of 
which the main view out is over the recreation area.  All the first floor 
flats in the long row overlooking the area only have one bedroom 
and are mostly occupied by singletons.  To my knowledge there are 
no children.  We have to put up with shouting, screaming children at 
week-ends and whenever the weather isn't totally awful and this can 
cause stress, anxiety and anger.  To this you propose to add a BMX 
track with sound effects to add to our woes.  Why?  You say that the 
area is already used as an informal track but that is hardly the case 
in my experience.  Who is driving this proposal?  There seems to be 
no demand for it.  It certainly hasn't been made by anyone thinking 
and caring about the local residents.  I have lived long enough in the 
Cambridge City Council area to realise that, when you say 
"proposal", what you really mean is "this is the way it's going to be" 
and that this consultation is just a sop to the electorate.  I also 
realise that you will receive more votes in favour of the proposal than 
against and you will see this as a "green light" not taking into 
account that those in favour will not live next to Brown's Field (like I 
do) and will see the BMX track as, either something their own kids 
can do to get them out of the house, or a way of clearing their local 
streets of unruly youths.  In the same way if there was five tons of 
smelly manure that had to be stored I would vote that it goes in the 
front garden of whoever "proposed" the BMX track knowing full well 
that he doesn't live anywhere near me.  Believe me that, if I could 
move away from this area, I would.  But I can't.  I am stuck here and 
will, unfortunately, have to live with the manure you're going to put 
near me.

NO

19/12/2013
WEB
SURVEY 

I think the track design is fine, if a little unimaginative and repetitive, 
but the electronic timing system is a really unnecessary expense and 
a bad gimicky idea. People can have fun without it being 
competitive, or if they especially want to time each other they can 
use a stopwatch app on the smartphone they undoubtedly own. The 
system would probably just break or be vandalised and presents a 
potential obstacle for riders to crash into. 

YES BUT WITH 
RESERVATIONS 

23/12/2013
RECEIVED 
IN THE 
MAIL 

Given that it is a bit of a wasteland, it makes sense to turn it into 
something that can be enjoyed by kids. Also gets them out of main 
green area where we walk with children and dogs. 

YES 

24/12/2013
RECEIVED 
IN THE 
MAIL 

As I live in Sherbourne Close flats, I am concerned amount 
increased noise, also young people climb over the fence into our site 
I am concerned these incidents might increase and possibility of 
petty crimes therefore insurance. 

NO
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DATE/ 
RESPONSE 

TYPE 
Please tell us your views about the Proposed BMX Track 

Support the 
Proposal?

24/12/2013
RECEIVED 
IN THE 
MAIL 

Sherbourne Close property owner, in order of importance:- 
1) during warm weather children often climb or jump over the fence 
into Sherbourne Close and then behind the properties swing on the 
washing line or hang around in the buildings. Please ensure 
investment is made to strengthen and improve the security + fences 
- otherwise I have little objection. I would like the fence to be climb 
proof.
2) BMX will also mean skate boarding I would like to see more 
sound proofing barrier around the track. 
3) it is important to make it clear that motorised bikes  (especially the 
bike with sound reduction removed) 

YES BUT WITH 
RESERVATIONS 

02/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

I think this is a terrible proposal. I live in Sherbourne Close & my flat 
backs on to the grounds of the community centre.  In 13 years I have 
never seen any use of the grounds by BMX bikes. I can see most of 
the grounds from my windows, so I am not at all mistaken.    Motor 
cycles are used (no license plates of course) to race around and 
cause much noise. The police are not interested when I or my 
neighbours report this.   Children using the community centre 
facilities regularly jump over the fence separating the properties, 
behaving abusively & littering. On discussion with community centre 
staff, they tell me that anyone using the field grounds are not under 
the centre's responsibility as the grounds are considered 'high ways' 
and anyone using the grounds inappropriately have nothing to do 
with them. This includes ANYONE using the centre, child or adult.  I 
want to know who will be responsible for monitoring the use of such 
a track which I understand to be on grounds not under community 
jurisdiction, bearing in mind the problems already in existence, 
especially in school holidays?    This field is right in the middle of a 
residential area and the rights of residents living in close proximity to 
be able to enjoy their homes and surrounding area does not appear 
to be of importance.  If this goes ahead, with the same premiss of no 
responsibility and regular monitoring of the grounds, I say it is a 
waste of tax payers money and a tick boxing exercise for some PC 
community 'do gooder' who has no real sense of the community as a 
whole.

NO

04/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

We live opposite this site and we already experience youths causing 
trouble and especially when the nights are drawing in, i feel this will 
attract more kids to hang around and would oppose this, how is it 
going to be managed. It is not overlooked and i feel it will be a area 
for trouble. Also how will it be lit, this is a residential area and lighting 
would show up too much. Build it on a common land like stourbridge, 
more accessible and more space.     

NO

04/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Great idea for the children and teenagers in the area. Should also 
include a sheltered seating area for those waiting and watching 
(similar to that at Orchard Park skate ramp), and enough bins to try 
and prevent littering becoming an issue. 

YES   

04/01/2014
WEB

Brilliant idea. I don't necessarily think that the sound effects are 
needed. Will there be any on going maintenance annually? 

YES   
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DATE/ 
RESPONSE 

TYPE 
Please tell us your views about the Proposed BMX Track 

Support the 
Proposal?

SURVEY Reshaping etc. The possibility of having the 180 degree berms of 
tarmac instead of dirt for durability. This is very popular in the same 
projects in London. 

06/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

I think the track is a great idea we do not have enough off road 
cycling activities in the area, the nearest national BMX track is at 
Royston. Its a known fact that many of the current crop of 
professional cyclists started out racing BMX.  I am not sure the 
timing lights are required the additional cost of this would be better 
spent on tarmacing the berms to make the track truly all weather and 
will reduce the maintenance of having to resurface the berms 
regularly with fresh limestone. Most BMXs now have tarmac berms. 

YES 

06/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Great idea, need more of these for the kids to use. I have been 
involved with royston bmx club for a number of years and seen a lot 
of happy children enjoying and keeping kit, regularly using the 
facility, Need more in Hertfordshire as well 

YES 

06/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Please do it!    I am moving to Cambridge from Reading. In Reading 
there are at least four such tracks. They are all well used and an 
excellent and cheap activity for children. My son (7) uses them at 
least two days a week. 

YES 

06/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

To whom it may concern.    Firstly I should point out that I am a UCI 
BMX Commisaire, British Cycling BMX Commission member and 
Chairman of the Royston BMX Racing club and have been involved 
at all levels of the sport for over 20 years so my comments are 
purely based on BMX Racing as a sport.    I am very concerned that 
you plans show a closed loop circuit that is being fitted with some 
form of timing system that will encourage riders to race as fast as 
they can around the track which appears to have no fencing or 
control for other riders entering the track at any point - or indeed 
riding the wrong way round the track - an accident waiting to 
happen!     Just imagine a 15yr old rider coming up to the end of the 
lap, head down, not looking at anything apart from the track 
immediately ahead and then running into the back of 6yr old rider 
waiting at the start!    The design of BMX tracks is very difficult if it is 
to be ridden by riders of all ages and abilities - I would hope you will 
be contracting a professional track building company to finalise the 
design and carry out the build - just have a well meaning digger 
driver building jumps and berms is asking for a track that can't be 
ridden by all ages and abilities and may well be the cause of 
accidents.    I would strongly suggest you build a standard format 
BMX track - no closed loop of riding surface, a proper start hill, no 
timing equipment to encourage BMXers to race and non BMXers to 
vandalise!

YES BUT WITH 
RESERVATIONS 

07/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Thinks it's an excellent proposal.  Promotes fitness, competitive spirit 
and fun - what every young (and old) person needs! Crack on with it 
- I'll be bringing the bmx... 

YES 
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DATE/ 
RESPONSE 

TYPE 
Please tell us your views about the Proposed BMX Track 

Support the 
Proposal?

07/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

I think that the children and young people who currently use the 
informal track, and the young people in the area should be consulted 
on their views, to ensure that this idea fits with their usage and what 
they would like. It would be a shame to see something that has been 
used and developed informally by the young people, become 
disused because the new formal/permanent track is not suitable. If 
this is what they would like then great, it is good that facilities are 
being created for them. 

YES BUT WITH 
RESERVATIONS 

08/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

It is embarrassing a city the size of Cambridge does not have a BMX 
track and draw National events from all of the Country. Cambridge 
used to lead the World in many areas, now it is just filled with cars, 
students and flats, a great shame. Cambridge really needs a proper 
Skate Park (like in the 1970's on Newmarket Road) and an Olympic / 
National BMX Track, indoor Velo area. 

 GENERAL 
COMMENT 

08/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Good idea.  Please do it. YES 

08/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Excellent idea. Great to see Cambridge supporting BMX YES 

08/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Wow, this is brilliant news. I am flabbergasted that Cambridge City 
council have shown this much vision with such an exciting project, 
especially after the disastrous news that Bar Hill lost its skate park. 
Well Done.   BMX and street sports are very popular with the 
youngsters, and are often overlooked by councils, especially, I think, 
because many of the kids who partake are from the lower end of the 
economic scale. It is because of these kids that it is so important to 
have facilities like this and the skate parks at Arbury park and Jesus 
Green. These kids cannot afford to join most rugby clubs and often 
struggle to get parental commitment to take them to other activities 
such as football away games.   I will be really pleased to see this 
happen. I would encourage the council to put plenty of litter bins in 
with signs asking them to use them, making sure they are clear of 
the track in case of crashes and to ensure that any track timing 
device proposed is very robust. 99 percent of the kids will look after 
this facility, but there will always be one or two kids who will try to 
muck it up for others.  It will be good to have a quality track in 
Cambridge, as the nearest decent tracks are Royston and 
Peterborough.  Thank you for this, I really hope it goes ahead. I 
expect you may have lots of NIMBY complaints, lets hope this does 
not spoil this for all the youngsters who so desperately need quality 
facilities to stimulate their minds and bodies. 

YES 

09/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

I highly recommend this gets built.  If one of these was available to 
me as a kid, I'd have been thrilled!    Good exercise, fun, should 
keep the young 'uns from getting into unsavoury past times.. like 
listening the music of today.. that should be a crime against 
humanity but that's for another debate.    Please please build this :) 

YES 
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DATE/ 
RESPONSE 

TYPE 
Please tell us your views about the Proposed BMX Track 

Support the 
Proposal?

09/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

I think it is an excellent idea.  As I don't live alongside the site, I 
personally would not be affected by the noise from children's chatter 
and shrieks.  During the day any such noise would be masked by the 
usual traffic noise from Green End Road or activities within the 
dwellings.  There could be a problem in the light long summer 
evenings.  If that were to occur, perhaps the Centre Manager or the 
police community support officer could talk to the children. 

YES 

09/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Excellent way to spend public funds - I race and I know the kids are 
passionate about it and it's a great way of keeping kids occupied 
outside / alternative to gaming stations .  Well done and let's hope it 
comes to fruition 

YES 

09/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Awesome! YES 

12/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Brilliant idea. (I'm too old to use it!) YES 

13/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

I am not and have never been a BMX-er? but i think it looks great, 
and amazing way to entertain and include more people with a 
physical exercise benefit. Go for it! :) 

YES 

13/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

I think it looks a very exciting initiative and I hope the proposal goes 
ahead.

YES 

19/01/2014
WEB
SURVEY 

Looks like a great idea, I am sure it would be well used.  Three or 
four wide would be ideal, and there would be less queuing.  Would 
be great to have well signed recycling options.  Saffron Walden 
skate park is good example of this kind of facility working well.  Very 
positive.

YES 

SUMMARY 

SUPPORTS 18 

SUPPORTS BUT WITH RESERVATIONS 4 

DOESN'T SUPPORT (A NEARBY RESIDENT) 4 

GENERAL COMMENT PROVIDED 1 
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