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/A, That this Council is dissatisfied with the lack of action
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Notice of Motion in the name of Councillor Robin Page to be
included on the Agenda for the next meeting of South
Cambridgeshire District Council

taken by the Statutory Authorities in dealing with possible
pollution in lend at Hauxton, close o the water pipes of the
AgrEvo Chemical Plont. In particular this Council is concerned
at the lack of action taken by the National River's Authority cnd
Her Majesty's Inspectorate of Pollution. In addition, the Council
Is perturbed by the refusal of the NRA to take ground water
samples, on land farmed by Peter and Courtenay Elliott, in
contravention of its own stctutory requirements.

B. That this Council is worried by the failure of its own
Environmental Health Department to take action ot Hauxton,
and in particuler it fadled to take water samples on land farmed
by the Elliotts. This sampling could, and should, have been
carried out under the Public Health Act 1936 as the Council has
a statutory duty to 'inspect the district for nuiscmces’. Further
more, it deplores the fact that minutes of a meeting held by the
Statutory Bodies at South Cambridgeshire Hall on 11/4/95 was
marked ‘Confidential' cand not circulated to all Councillors cnd
interested pcoties.

C.  That this Council is concemed by the almost total lack of
concem shown by the Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Food in the possible pollution ot Hauxton. We believe that
MAFF should be acting to safeguard the public from
contaminated food and it should also be fighting for, and
supporting, the small farmer - in this case the Elliotts of Houxton.

D.  That this Council deplores the lack of action taken by the
NRA over repeated pollution fears at Fowlmere, Hoffers Brook
(ributary of the River Rhee). The brook has been polluted on
three separate occasions in one year, by the same polluter with

diesel, yet the NRA has only taken action on one occasion.
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Robin Page

Mr Ballantyne
SCDC

Hills Road
Cambridge

21st July 1995

Dear Mr Ballentyne

1 have had time to do a considerable amount of research into
the case of alleged poltution ot Heruxton .

The whole situction worries me deeply because it seems clear {0
me that the Statutory Bodies responsible for checking and
dealing with pollution incidents have not carried out their
lawful and required duties. Because of this, I would like
included on the Agenda of the next full Council Meeting the
"Notice of Motion' that is aitached 1o this letter.

It seems imperative and urgent to me that the NRA  carries out
its duties and takes ground water samples on the Elliott’s lond as
it proposes to do on the land of a neighbour of Mr Elliott, who
could also have poliution problems. Failing this it seems quite
clear to me that our Environmental Health Department should
have faken water scamples under the Public Health Act 1936.

[ have taken expert advice on this matter omd it does seem that
much more should have been done 1o help the Elliotts. It really
is a very depressing and distressing case.

I look forweand fo hearing confirmation from you that this Notice
of Motion' will be on the Agenda, and also that pressure will be
put on the NRA to toke the water samples required on the
Elliotts land.

In addition I enclose 3 alder twigs taken from the Eliotts lamd. I
have shown these to a leading officer of the RSPB who wdas
shocked, and believes that it signifies serious pollution of the air
or water. I would be grateful if you would ask the



Environmental Health Department to analyse these twigs to
ascertain the cause of the pollution and whether cny noxious
substomces are contained in the leaves. As I understand it, the
leaves may have broken down any polluting chemical sprays
but may have retained heavy metals.

Yours sincerely

Robin Page




Notice of Motion in the Name of Councillor Robin Page to be
included on the Agenda for the next meefing of Souih
Cambridgeshire District Council.

A.  That this Council is dissatisfied with the lack of action
taken by the statutory authorities in dealing with possible
pollution in land at Hauxtion, close to the waste pipes of the
AgrEvo Chemical Plant. In particular this Council is concemed
at the lack of action taken by the National River's Authority ond
Her Mdjesty's Inspectorcte of Pollution. In addition the Council is
perturbed by the refusal of the NRA to take ground water
samples, on land farmed by Peter and Courtenay Elliott, in
contravention of its own statutory requirements.

B. That this Council is worried by the failure of its own
Environmental Health Deportment to take cction ot Hauxton
cand in particular it failed fo take water samples on lond farmed
by the Elliotts. This sampling could; and should, have been
carried out under the Public Health Act 1936 as the Council has
a statutory duty to ‘'inspect the district for nuisances'.
Furthermore, it deplores the fact that minutes of a meeting held
by the statutory bodies, ot South Cambridgeshire Hall on 11/4/95
was marked ‘confidential” and not circulated to all Councillors
and interested porties.

C.  That this Council deplores the lack of action taken by the
NRA over repeated pollution fears at Fowlmere, Hoffers Brook
(tributory of the River Rhee). The brook has been polluted on
three separate occasions in one year, by the same poliuter with
diesel, yet the NRA has only taken action on one occasion.
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Resolution for south cambs;district council meeting to be

held September 28.

Resolution in the names of councillors Paul Raymentg and Rex

Collinson.
RESOLUTION.

e
Ry

" The $outh €ambridgeshire Pistrict €ouncil requests that the
Bepartment for Education and &nployment reconsiders its decision

to move the Cambridge job centre.

The central site for the job centre was a proven success.It

was well used by the public and local employers.

The €hesterton foad site is less accessible,less encouraging
to job seekers or people wishing to change their jobjparticularly

for people from the surrounding villages.

Tt must be to the benefit of the individual and the economy

for people to have easy access to their local job centre.

As the new job centre sitgis to be closed in the autumn for
re furbishment(Henry Giles House)and given that there is
L —— e
considerable public opinion against the move;could the whole

question be reconsidered?.

.”/ .‘
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RESOLUTION. ¢ 0. . = L5780

Lhope South. Cambs District Council-will support the Res“elutidy//é{at ADA.S.
should not hold a National Tillage Demonstration in June 1996 on the land
sitaated near Boxworth alongside the A 14.

s g o e

¥ iftii re is an accident on that road, then the only way the traffic can get to the
site is through the villages of Conington, Knapwell, Boxworth, Swavesey and Fen
Drayton. With the expectation of anything up to 1,000 cars and a site
deliberately chosen bordering a trunk road, the possibility of accidents caused in
part by people looking at the site activity when driving along the road, is
decidedly within the bounds of reality. There are enough accidents on that
particular stretch of road now, without encouraging any more.

Also the land in question is an area of long term Set-Aside as opposed to a yearly
rotational section, so how can A.D.A.S. justify ploughing up the land when every
other farmer in the country is barred from doing so? (The land is not owned by
A.D.A.S. but by a local farmer who will derive an unfair benefit from the=
ploughing). Surely a far more suitable site could have been found in the area
which would dispel the impression that there is not an overall policy which is
rigidly followed by the majority, but can be ignord by a few.

Finally, June is a time when ground nesting birds are in full operation and are
vulnerable especially on land where they have nested in previous years. The
Conservation lobby is always telling farmers to help save skylarks etc. as they
are rapidly deminishing in numbers .

J.B. McGregor
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Too Mrs K.J.Crandall LB, 28th December 1995,
Legal & Housing Director,

South Cambs D.C.
From, Donald Allen,

Dear Mrs Crandall,

I regret having to correct impressions contained,firstly in the
Chairman's letter of 13th November,I merely pointed out that Bar Hill was far
more viable for a swimming pool thag the peripheral Swavesey parish with a mere
1900 population, Swimming pools have given many Districts subsidy problems which
1 hope South Cambs will awoid,

Secondly I suggest that if discussions had taken place as your
letter of 2ist Nov infers, concerning the £650,000 which I proposed showld be credite
to the G,P.balances,BUT on the understanding that Virement would transfer much to
Parish projecits,then S.0.'s have been ignored in that the Proposer of that item
on 16th December 1994 has never been invited to participate,

How the Chairman can sugpest that "the topic has been adequately ¢
discussed" I could ask "By Whom",I certainly have learned that by an abuse of SJ0. 35
the Cttee Chairman has avoided the matter being debated, at all,

As Housing "Chief" you will kmow how our "nest—egg"for recreation
purposes has been created and how quickly that could disappear by another national
directive,Whilst we have put £2 million into County Council estates,the V.C's,we
have dome nothing for our small Parishes and the IMGT Pink Pages merely indicated
where they were,but without addressing their needs.

Sections xv (a) & (b) of our Terms of Reference for Recreation &
Ledsure(which includes Dual Use) and when as in 1982 with a"massive" total funding

of £29,719, you will appreciate how spending at our current rate can be misleading
to new Members, In 1983/4 when we disbanded the Policy Cttee we agreed that if a truly
"Policy" issue arose it would be dealt with by Council.We adopted this when nominating

Members to the L.G.Review Steering Groupgat Council,I believe that Council should
excercise control now as the Motion below suggests,

yours sincerely

Motion to Council- 1ith Jamuary 199§.

Bearing in mind that Council in 1983/4 disbanded the Policy Cttee when it was agreed
: that major polievy issues would be detrmined by "Council,

and * " " " a mational directive could rapidly reduce the balances which
provides funding for Recreation & Leisure purpose{inciuding
Dual Use Grants)

I beg to Move:-
g That Council determines the funding of such projects which

individually exceeds £100,000 so that ALL Council Members cap
participate in Voting for projects which could require subsidy
in later years,thus affecting future Council taxes. .




Mrs K.J. Crandall

KJC/YB/C.11

23rd November 1995

Councillor Mrs J.M. Jones,

Dear Councillor Mrs. Jones

I enclose, for your information, copy letter dated 22nd November
which I have received from Councillor Allen. The procedure in
Standing Order No. 9 (copy attached) relates to giving notice of
a question to a Committee Chairman when the question is to be
raised at a Council meeting. There is no similar procedure for
asking questions at Committee and it is not necessary to give
notice as a gquestion may be asked about anything on the agenda.

Although the specific matter Councillor Allen raises will not be
on the Agenda, I have no doubt he will pose the question
regarding the funding of recreation and leisure items and you may
therefore wish to give some thought as to how you will deal with
the matter.

Perhaps we can discuss this when yvou next call into the office.

Yours sincerely

Legal and Housing Director
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< To. Mrs K.J,Crandall LiBE. {5{5 / 22nd November 1995,
Legal & Housing Director, N
South Cambs D.C. B

From., Donald Allen

Degr Mrs Crandall,

I appreciate that in order to demonstrate to Council the lack
cf recreation provision in approx 504 of our Parishes,whichk I did to slow down
Clir ¥rs Jomes in her swimming pool pussuits,and I have never heard her saying
that she had z non pecuniary interest in the proposed Swavesey swimming pool,l
produced a Map at Council highlighting those deficiencies which she failed to

represent to the IMGT party,and which conseguently was not addressed by them
adeguately,We HAVE NEVER Debated that Item,

iy main concern with regerd tc yvour letter of 2ist is that in
Jan,Colin Barker,David Bard and myself asked for this item %o be addressed by
Virement which would have been possible readg for the 1995/56 Estimates in Feb,
¥y concern this time is to emsure that there is adeguate funding for Parishes
in the 1996/7 Estimates and I therefore would appreciate you notifying the G.P,
Cttee Chairman of the u.m, QUESTION,

"Bearing in mind that you have indicated amocunts of funding reguired for
the Arts,Dual Use and other Recreation & Leisure items,piease explain to Ctiece
how you arrived at suck figures,”

The above gives adequate Notice of a Question under S.0.'s

Perhaps you will alsc take notice of a Motion to Council to
prevent,in future,gagging as I have experiencedgover the last 10 months.

_ The reason no other Councils have similar problems is because
they operate under Party Politicazl systems,but I am sure that in 1973 Members
of our Steering Citee were quite positive that to avoid frictionsliembers would
be able to put Motions to Cttee and Council AS THEY WISHED to obviate any
nopsenses such as Chairmen "Gagging" Members,that usually ends in adverse comment
in the Press and not favourable towards the Council

I would be delighted to highlight how,despite three Members reguests
which C1ir Buliman can confirm because he was present at the G.P.Cttee Working
Party, the Chairman avoided transferring money from Dual Use because of her
Swavesey V.C.Item,rejected a request to debate the issue. My letter to you of
10th July refers,and then finally trying to slip the Swavesew Item through Cttee
on 26th OCT,BEFCRE we had time to debate whether we wished to transfer that money
to help rectifying the lack of our support to our Parishes,

— TT e ewupne mmy €O ‘DrE“@mpt
etion which wWas,and I hope

our nest egp wili vamish,

Pltiee Chairman has mit §ntn 4 oo -5,




Motion for Debate-~G.P.Cttee 30th November 1995, ggg\
Yy

o ‘Bearing in mind ‘*he provisiohal: #igures 1nserted in the Financial Strat
e Cttee Chairman a.wd which sadly fails to ‘fefleet the cost of trying even to a
small extent to meet the def1¢1ency clearly identified in most of our Parishes

"I beg tc Move:- i R
That these figures should receive careful examination on 30th November so that
Members have time to amalyse them,to ecomnsider to what extent funding may be made
available by the District Council to help those Parishes provide youngsters with
football,cricket,and tennis,and with better provision for the elderly e.g bowls
because the District's ability to fund such projects may well be limited,

That the Bistrict should ascertain from Parishes the needs,i,e the most essential
in the opinion of the Parishes,so that a programme of funding by areas can be
protiuced to enable the sports officer to get on with the work involved in pursuing
individual projects to a successful outcome,because funding and time may well be
limited with a General Electior only months away."
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ff/éeo Hrs K.J.Crandall 21st Wovember 1985,
’ Legal 2 Housing Titector
South Cambs D,C,

From.Donald Allen

You will see from the amended letier I sent to @-Bistrict Cilrs who
represent 38 Parishes that when I learned from Mr Swmith that there was objection to
my including his name in my letter I altered that to "The G.P.Ctise™,

#y concern with the then Clirs David Bard,Colin Barker and myself at _
the Sawston V.C.Workipg Party in Jamsary that it was not our intentionm to Ieaﬂe/%ﬁg
amount of £112,300 in Recreation & Leisure and this reguest which Clir Buliman wiil
confirm was put off by the Cttee Chairman in her pursuit of securing the funding for
Swavesey Village Colleg's swimming pool, We,those seekinmg Virement wanted more 4o be
transferred to provide amentties,the extent of which we did not then know,in mang
pParishes across our Districteand this reguest came after the pools item on 26th Oct,

t

Your letter to Parish Councils of 18th, suggests that "The Consultang's report

implied other additionzl needs"when s I understoeﬁ/%he Council asked Parishes %o send
details of deficiencies,but the Comsultants were not asked to examine them and suggest
a programme aiffecting them, Those details were in the Pink Pages,an addendum but not
pert of their remit, Dr Torkildser indicated this during his visit,

I extracted the detail of those deficiencies and assembled them in a
$ page presentation showirgBand "D" tax per Parish,the cash amount that wouid produce
which,to me,is adequate evidence that even if they increased those precepts to our
highest Band "D" tax of over £30 the cash equivalermt would fail to provide even part
of the amount regquired to remedy deficiencies,

As Impington has discovered,swimming pools need about £} million per
pool,they still have 2 debt cutstanding,whilst a pool at Bar Hill might,with the size
of that Village with 4500 populatiom,with pupils bussed in from there to Swavesey
at 9 am amd back at 4pm,the base of use at Swavesey only 1900 has to guestion the
financial viability of a pool there, Villages like Dry Drayton and Longstanton so
close to Bar Hill would be supportive alsc,The enthusiasm from Bar Hill to have a
swimming pool was their suppori for the Slate Hall development whieh would have put
20,000 more vehicles on the A.14, Sites could be available at Bar Hill if Council so
wished,

Whilst from a2 Council's point of view to leave any consideratiom of a
policy to the Sports Officer,unless we are going to hamd him the Council's chegue
book,Members have to involve themselves into creatimg 2 policy for fundinmg amd to
ascertain well in advance of that appointment some costimgs per ares,so that the Officer
can have 2 plan fto work too and that largely depemds on our Fimance Director,

ObviouY¥sly from the Financial strategy and the removal of the negative
tax,Parishes which can reduce their precepts to counter that increase will take steps
to do that.Dr Bard wanted us to keep the negative tax to help Sawston's £32,69 tax,
But when we offer Waterbeach a fraction of the cost of their pavilion,Over and others
we offer amounts in parts.Even West Wickham has been offered £35,000 buwt I understand
that they need nearer £190,000 to replace their timber hal%fyet their Member Cllr Agnew
apparently supports Clir Mrs Smith in Linton®s pool,the cost of which must affect the
ability to finance the sma2ller Villages in that area as the atta hed 5 page paper
discloses.

We do pot know whether the Chancellor will give us an RSG,he may to pre-empt
Labour intentions,force us to spend in Council house construction which was,and I hope
is?our policy,but Labour will urdoubtedly revert tc that and our nest egg will vanish,

I see no karm in getting information as to the paramount need of Parishes.
I have kept my word to Mr Ballantyne that I would not go to them direct,but I see
considerable advantage in the G.P.Ctiee having some idez of the pofential liability
because I think that the "Hoped For" amounts reguired by the Parishes is going €o be
considerably in excess of the amount the G.P,Cttee Chairman has rut into the fibures,

%—'bu‘y‘——a 7 el M“"’E‘i




e Clll e nenaennnesennenenes November 1905,
Ward NO.secersosesaosan
Sout}l Cambs DtCa

From. Donald Allen. Parish Recreation facilities,

Dear Cllr.on.-o.......

I make no apology for writing personally in connection with the
above.For some two years now I have been concerned about the inability of the G,P.
Cttee with a mere £112,000 to do much to help Parishes provide their youngsters
with foothball and cricket pitches,or tennis courts or bowls for the elderly.

The problem was created in the seventies when the policy was to
let the Parishes provide themselves with the facilities they wanted and by so doing
kept the District Rate low, Recently the Parishes were invited to identify recreation
deficiencies and 1 have indicated below the details concerming your Ward,

Obviously larger Parishes have been able to do much by raising
their Precepts,some Parishes to nearly £40,but however many times scme of our
Parishes raised their Precepts to that figuore it would make little impact on the
total cost of the facility to ocur smaller Parishes,but perhaps on a much smaller
area basis,say two adjacent Parishes could share, we could possibly provide cne
facility on =z stated preference by a Parish,much could be done with goodwill,

At Council on 9th November I listened with interest to the support

I was receiving from Members because it seemed to me that it had taken a long time
for some to recognise that whilst we were putting massive sums into large Parishes
where children were bussed in at 9 am and back at 4pm leaving those"Privileged" ones
with the faecilities after 4pm,at weekends,holidays etc,many other Parishes especially
the smaller cnes had no facilities and no hopes of getting any unless we re—examined
them in the light of the Council's current assets which,as I stated at Comncil on
9th November,could disappear overnight,

Cbvicwsly the initial problem is in discovering the extent costwise
to the District of providing such a facility,it might even involve some smzll
additional precepting by the Parish,much has to be done by negotiation and I wiil
be happy to assist in discussion,because as a Member of the G.P.Ctiee I can submit
Motions to Council through the Cttee,

The first step is for you ic talk,as soon as possible with Parish
Chairman who might be able to give some idea as to what "He/She feels would be most
appreciated by the Parish,giving if possible Some details e,pr Would land purchase

he invelved,if not cost of equipment,It should be berne in mind that the District
Council "for the time bheing® would determine whether future assistance would be

given for maintemance,but most Parishes could afford to cut the grass of a Recreation
Ground,

You hawe my phome mmber in the diary,I am sure also that [ the G.p.
£tfea would be pleased to take note of your views on this matter,My hope is that
with our assets NDW,we can help some Parishes have a better future,

yours sincerely

ward Deficiencies identified.
Parish.coccescscassnss

Mrs Crandall,

These 9 letters had enclosed slips showing the details of Parish deficiencies sent
to us,the Band "D" Tax and it's cash eguivalent.They were prepared for 15th.
Any delay may well cause the same nonsense as last year namely that by Feb the "fiddling
amount" included in the Financial strategy will be well short of what is required,which
as for the last two gears regquires expedition in case our funding is changed by a
national directive to recommence Council house construction,

h L,f{({ﬁf
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6 February 1996

Mrs KJ Crandall, Legal and Housing Director,
South Cambridgeshire District Council.

DISABILITY MOTION FOR NEXT COUNCIL.

Please would you arrange to table the following motion for the next Council meeting.

/ “This Council believes that disabled residents should be enabled to live and work in its area with
minimum disadvantage from their disability.

Towards this end

(1) The Council will appoint, initially, a part-time Disability Policy Officer whose
responsibility shall be:

{a) toseekout and ascertain the needs of disabled people

{b) to promote their needs across all areas of the Council's responsibilities

(c) to co-ordinate the Councif's response to those needs and 1o legisiative requirements
(d) to budget for expenditure to meet identified priorities.

{2) The Council wili make suitable bugigetary provision.

o TORE . , .
The Chief Officers’ Management Eommitiee will be requested to advise on placing of the post, job
description, remuneration and spending budget.

It is suggested that, initially, the Management Committee recommendations be submitted via the
General Purposes Committee to the Finance, Resources and Staffing Committee.

it is suggested that, through carefully researched advertising, an attempt is made to attract

applications from suitably qualified disabled persons for this post.” f/f
o

/

| am not sure if | have correctly fitled the Chief Officers’ Management Commitiee and would be
grateful to be advised so that it could be correctly designated in the wording of the motion.

{ would also welcome advice as to whether or not the motion would benefit from having its clauses
numbered and also whether or not any or all of the last three paragraphs are necessary or
superfluous in that such a procedure would automatically apply.

Yours sincerely

Clir. Mrs G. Joan Smith

&/
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Mrs K.J. Crandall
KJC/PF

18 January 1996

Councillor Mrs P Grounds

Dear Councillor Mrs Grounds

Thank you for your letter of 16 January enclosing your motion for
the next Housing Management Committee meeting. I have already
discussed with Councillor E Monks and Councillor Mrs Sutherland
the introduction of a points system before we install the new
computer system later this year. They have indicated their
support for this proposal.

1 have also discussed with them the 1likelihood that Housing
Management Committee will have a further reduced workload and may
become a Sub-Committee of Housing Committee when a points system
is introduced.

We are studying various points systems used by other Councils at
the present time. I agree also that we must be aware of best
practice and put the various options before Members. Thank you
for raising this matter.

Yours sincerely

K J Crandall
Legal and Housing Director




Tel:

Mrs XK. J. Crandall;
ing Director,
South Cambridgeshire District Council,
Hills Road,
CAMBRIDGE CB2 1PB

Dear Mrs Crandall,

I would like to request that the following
the next meeting of the Housing Management
21 February 1996:

"staff be asked to study best practice

draft points scheme for allocation of
housing for consideration by the next
Management Committee".

16 January 1996

motion be laid before
Committee, Wednesday

and produce
social
Housing

I am copying, as a matter of courtesy, this letter to Councillor

Monks for information.

Pauline Grounds (Mrs)



To, Mrs K,J.Crandall L1B t72 é March 1996,
Legal & Housing Director

South Cambhs D.C.

Motion to Council~11th April 1996,

;

fﬁ Bearing in mind that the Cambridge Northem Fringe Working Party hgs been in

A existence since August 1590,that the Cambridge Nathern

: K Bypass was constructed to take traffic on the strategic
route from Birmingham and the Midlands to the Bast Coast
Ports

and ¥ o That the northern areas of Cambridge have expanded
concurrently with the Parishes north of the city creating
a conflict of uses on that route,part of the same route
now,the A,14 which a Public Inquiry recorded should take
ne more traffic

and " n " That the Highways Agency has Directed a Refusal to this
Application and the Applicants Messrs Sainsbury's has
sought Appeal on the grounds of Non-determination

I beg to Move
That South Cambs D,C. formally resolve to Refuse this Application,

Signed
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A £30 MILLION light rail scheme
to relieve traffic chaos in Oxford
is set 10 becorme the latest to be
strangled at birth because govern-
ment prants {or such projects are
“virtually unobtainable™.
BD has established that in the
12 years since it was introduced,
I only one scheme — the £110
{ million Manchester Metrolink —
¢+ has been given a capital grant
[ under section 56 of the 1968
Transport Act. The scheme was
\ nearly 20 years old when it was
approved last year.
? Transport coasultants claim
; rules governing private-sector
{ contrbutions, value for money and
{ revenue expenditure give rail
- ' promoters little chance of success.
BD revealed last week that at
least two other rail schemes —
Sheffield Supertram and the
- extension of the Docklands Light
Coe Railway to Lewisham, south of
the Thames — are 2iso foundering
T because of Treasury requirements
and a shortage of funds.
A report by architects and
i planners Barton Willmore oa the
= viability of = light Taui scneme in
Oxford identified a possible 10km
- route, circling the southern edge
. of the city, passing north through
" the city station aod on to
Kidlington and Islip.
Oxfordshire County Council,
which commissioned the report,
is enthusiastic about light rail,
but a city council report obtained
by BD says the scheme is “unlikely
A to be viable™.
i : According to one consultant
who has studied transport requite-
ments in Oxford, the main
¢ stumbling block is the Department
[ of Transport's insistence that “the
non-user ot external benefits
exceed in value the whole of the
public sector grant contribution™.

L

4
;
B

>

{ugm rail scheme
heads for sidings

This will be mainly in terms of
congestion relief, but the con-
sultant said itis “*hard to quantify
in money terms. How do v
assess, say, man hours lost?™

Promoters also have to show
that contributions from deveiopers
and businesses which would
henefit from the line **have been
fully explored™.

But in Oxford thereisonly one
possible big development site, the
Rover car factory in Cowieyy
which is expected to close in the |
next few vears. There are several
smaller development sites along
the earmarked route — Little-
more Science Park, Scuth End
Yard, North End Yard and
Lucy's/Trap Ground — but these
will not yield the millions the
DTp is now looking for in the
wake of the deal it struck last
year over the £1billion exteasion
10 the Jubilee Line in London’s
Docklands.

—

Major rethinl

CHAPMANTAYLOR are re-
drawing their designs for the
massive “Galleries™ retail
scheme at Birmingham's Buli
Ring because they contradict
urbaa design guidelines {or the
area drawn up by Fraocis
Tibbalds.

According to Birmungham
councillor and plannmiag com-
mittee chairman Frank Mec-
Loughlin, the floor area will be
reduced from 112.000sq m, as
proposed last July, to less than
100,000sq m.

Other changes include scrap-
ping a ceniral glazed dome,
moving parking off the roof of
the development, re-¢stablishing
the area’s original strcet patiern
and an apparent reducton in
the height of the scheme.

McLoughlin said the revised
plans, presented 10 a privaic
councitlors’ meeting by Chap-
man Tayior and developer LET
carlier this month, were still

sketchy but 2appeared 1o indic
a radical rethink.

“The council askeé LET
come back wath a aew concept
idea which would bz more
keeping with Francis Tioba
ideas.” he said.

“The aew scheme s no:
omnipresent, with mors hut

By Richard Keow

scale and proporuons thro
reduced massing and clovan.
and a street pattem is begin
1o re-emerge.”’

Tibbalds, commissienec
the council for the plan:
strategy last November (F
November 24}, visited Chap
Taylor’s offices in Februar
confirm that “the new ideas
in line with his thinking™.

According 10 2 rcpor
Birmingham's direcior of
velopment, Graham Shaylc
and Tibbalds then outlin

Another problem is the Treas-
ury's refusal to fund schemes
“fikely te require coatinuing
subsidy": Few rail schemes are
profitable, cad svon e Docldonde
Light Railway in Loodou has
made losses of more than £2 A
million in each of the last two
financizl years.

Now Oxford city planners say
the best they can afford isto open ||
the Cowley branch line — now
confined to freight — asa shuttle 4
service to North Oxford, thraugh
the city centre. But even this
scheme would reguire “developer
funding™, eatailing a “phased
provision of the service™.

Earwood told BD: “Traffic in
Oxford is growing at the rate of
5 per cent per annum. We can't
go on looking to car-basedf
tion as the major way |
to get people in and out.” ]

: TRANSPORT sccretary Cectl
; . Parkinson has scrapped the £2
i billion maiorroad building plans
. for inner London proposed as
part of the London Assessment
Swudtcs.
Roads which have been
shelved are:
® 2 6.5km tunnel from Chiswick
10 Wandsworth;
® the Western Environmental
Improvement Route, to bypass
Earl's Court;
® rcbuilding of the South Circu-

lar, with the abandonment of

major improvements at Stan-
stcad Road and Brownhill Road,
and tunncls under Clapha

— - 4 wm g = e

-

* London roads veto

® improvemenis to the
M23/A23 junction in the south
west, a bypass scheme at Hooley
and road widening and junction
improvements between
Coulsdon and Thornton Heath!
@ minor improvements along the
South Circular and the A3 West
Hill; and

@ improvements at Archway
Roundabout and Highbury
Carner.

Parkinson will discuss with
local authorities plans to im-
prove the Inner Ring Road (rom
King's Cross to Aldgatc, and
possible widening of the A23 in

Norbur‘y and Streatham. i

I ST S

Staifix Composite Bracket Angle System

Fully adjustable lightweight brickwork suppot
system combining the benefits of |
continuous angle and the B
adaptabifity of brackets.




&5 Network SouthEast

Divisional Director

West Anglia & Great Northern
3rd Floor, Hertford House

1 Cranwood Street

LONDON

ECIV 9GT

Telephone 071-713-2107 J.M. Crow

Facsimile 0771-7713-27109 Planning & Marketing Mgr,

Mr Donald Allen (Clir)
South Cambridgeshire District Council

O/r: NSE/8/060 30th November, 1992

Dear Mr. Allen,

Bob Breakwell has asked me to thank you for your letter of the
16th of November regarding the former St. Ives branch and to
reply on his behalf.

As you are no doubt aware, freight traffic has now ceased and
our freight business does not see any future possibility of the
route being used again. You are certainly correct in your
belief that it would be far more to expensive to maintain the
route for passenger traffic and modern barriers would certalnly
be required at all points where roads cross the railway.

You are possibly aware that Cambridgeshire County Council
undertook a study some time ago that indicated that the cost of
operating the route as a passenger railway would exceed revenue
by a very significant margin and that the route would have very
marginal impact on relieving congestion on the A604. Our
freight business is holding discussions with the County Council
regarding = purchase of the route and I understand that the - -County
Council are reviewing their previous study as part of their
interest in acquiring the route but I do not detect’ any
willingness to invest the huge sums that would be necessary to
restore the conventional rail passenger service, or to subsidise
its future operation.

Yours sincerely -

JIM. CROW
Pl ing & Marketing Manager
West Anglia & Great Northern
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rhultip Schotield and Ermma Forbes.

7.30 Coronation Street Liz is being
watched.

8.00 World in Action A report on the future
of Britain's fire service.,

8.30 Kavanagh QC Kavanagh fights for
compensation for a boy crippled in an
industriat accident,

10.00 News & weather 10.30 Anglia news and weather
10.40 Cover Story 11.10 The Brits Uncut 12.40 Bushell
on the Box 1.1¢ Footbal! Extra 1.55 Custormns Classified
2.40 Jones and Jury 3.05 Film: On the Third Day Arrived
the Crow (1973) 4.30 The Time... The Place 5.00 An
Invitation 10 Remember 5.30 News

1.55 Beil on a Desr 2.15 Film: The eve of
St Mark (1944) 4.00 Jimmy’'s 4,30
Countdown 5.00 Keepers of the Kingdoms

6.00 The Casby Show
6.30 Hollyoaks
.06 Channel 4 news

7

7.6

8.00 Go Fishing River Fisheries.

8.30 The Greatest Under consideration this
weak are ice skaters Jayne Torvill and
"Christopher Dean.

8.00 Cutting Edge: Special Faorce
Documentary about Special
Constables with Derbyshire police.

10.00 Film: Raising Arizona (1487) 11.45 The Sandman
12.00 The Late Late Show 1,05 Doltie 2.35 Film: The
Unhoty Garden (1931} 3,55 Close
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“I have noticed the decline of certain
types of flora over the last seven years and
ance caught a man who had dug up 36
primrose plants,” he said.

“Security is a problem because the wood
relies on volunteer wardens, but I am
prepared to involve the police to stop the
offenders.”

Mr Coulthurst is particularly keen to gel
across his warning before Good Friday, the
traditional day to pick flowers from the
woods.

He said: “This is the best example in
Cambridgeshire of this sort of wood. { came
away in disheiief last Easter at the amount
of damage that had been done.,

"It should be a case of ‘Loek, but doa™
touch’.”

W If you would like to help at the wood,
contact Mr Coulthurst on (01480} 219309,

Destroyed . .
woods stripped bare of flowers.

\,_g‘.\, A RO Id ¥ )

. Simoen Coulthurst in an

‘The CPRE’s rurs
ollicer, Gregor Hu
saidi “The Governn
proposed to weal
protection given to 4
land in response to
projections of future
hold formation.

“These indicate a
for housing from 4.4
new households by 2

“Yet the Governn
no accurate figures
much agricultural
: sffected by this pr

; nor which uareas
ﬁ countryside would

! most af risk.”

Mr Hutcheon saic
picture painted by o
ings is bleak,”

area of the
Picturo: Rogar Adams. 2345968,

@ IMPINGTON: Sainsbury’s has thrown
{ down the gauntlet in the fight to develop
a big retail complex at Arbury Park.

The supermarket giant has appealed against
l South Cambridgeshire District Council's failure to
g deal with the application, which coud lead to a full-
j scale public inquiry early next year.

Sainsbury’s application is for a 41,800 sq metre
(500,000 sq ft) cenire, with a major supermarket,
two department stores and five or six large shops.

They would be built on the Arbury Camp site,
which lies just south of the Al4 trunk road, and is
bounded by Histon Road and King's Hedges Road.
8 The proposal received a setback in Jenuary when
k the Department of Transport stcpped 1o and

directed South Cambridgeshire to refuse planning
permission on traffic grounds.

The council says it wants 10 hear the report of the

Shops site inquiry loo

Sainsbury plea
for decision

Northern Fringe Working Party, which is
considering long-term development of al! the land
up to the Al4, before making a decision.
Among the projects it will be considering is a
rival retail site in the area of Chesterton Sidings,
Managing director of J Sainsbury Developments,
Barry ﬁdemon. said: “Taken together with the
time spent in preparing the planning application, we
have now had approximately three years of
negotiations with the authorities aboui Arbury
Park.
“We have become increasingly concerned about

|

the timescale, and the latest news from the N
suggests a decision could be a very long way of

“We need 1o protect our posilion against
continuing delays.”

The public inquiry seems destined to becc
major gatlleground for the future of Camt
retail sites, with Arbury Park ranged agains
only the Chesterton site but also against plai
city centre development, including the Robert
site.

The city council’s director of planning, |
Studdert, said: “Sainsbury's decision 1o app:
extremely unhelpful 10 the whole proce,
deciding the long-term future of the area,

“It is wrong for one developer 1o seck to bull
authorities in this way.

"The development of the northern fringe
very, very dillicull strategic issue which needs |
tackled with the invelvement of all concerned.”

BUSINESS EXCELLENCE — SEE BUSINESS REVIEW TOMORROW

oum s[eAll Jjo ystjod o3
pofie] s12a0y AUNISENAY

PSLI 'ON o
R 1S Ta Yt~ Tal al=u(~laTaTa =1 "} EE

SoLW0h 02710 Yeanetinde auocud

AIDNIDO



South Cambridgeshire Hall
9-11 Hills Road

SOUTH CAMBRIDGESHIRE
DISTRICT COUNCIL

Cambridge
LEGAL & HOUSING CB2IPB
DEPARTMENT
This matter is being dﬁ?(:\?g;y: K J Crandall Telephone: Cambridge (01223) 351795
Our Ref: Fux: Cambridge (01223) 360416
Your Ref: DX: 58448 Cambridee

28 March 1996

Clilr D Allen

Dear Councillor Allen
MOTION TO COUNCIL - 11 APRIL 1996
Thank you for your letter of 26 March enclosing your motion to

Council regarding the application by Sainsbury’s to develop in
the northern fringe, together with enclosures.

I have passed

; ayy,and will ensure that it will be
included on the Agenda. '

Yours sincerely

K J Crandall
Legal and Housing Director
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To, Mrs K.J.Crandall.LlB.
legal & Housing Director.
South Cambs D.C.

N 7 o
A& March 1996

Motion to Council-l11ith April 1996,

From. Donald Allen.,

The atfched Motion follows the decision that Council and not the

Planning Cttee are to determine the Application by Sainsbury's to develop their fringe
shopping scheme at the Arbury Camp Farm Site,

Some indication of my reasons,l believe,are necessary,when proposing
that the Application be refused,and they go back to the 1972 Northern & Western bypasses
Ingquiry where the Inspector recorded in paras 399 to 402 that 1 beljeved that with the
expansion of the Arbury and Kings Hedges estates,plus expansion at Parishes north of
the bypass that there would be a conflict of uses impeding the free flow of traffic
on that strategic route from the Midlands to the East Coast Ports,

At the Structure Plan Inguiry the Panel,as indicated on p.ix of the
Regional Controller(Planning) letter of 2ist March 1989 stated "No more traffic on the
A.604" Regrettably the Dept of Transport who had the funds to dual the original route
to Eaton Socon decided to engage in false economy and put both routes from Girton to
the A,1 - M.1 link road,with the disastrous results now on that A.14,

However it was the County Council who was prepared to accept the Slate
Hall proposal before that A.1-M.1 link was open,some of us realised what a disaster
that would have proved with 20,000 more vehicles on the A,14 and so it will prove if
Sainsbury's are allowed to develop off the A.14 at Impington. i a

In August 1990 SCDC joined in a Northern Fringe Working Party,the City
wanted houses on the Histon Rd and have got them.,There will be no Fairy with a wand
creating a rail link to St Ives,the letter copy attached from BR Network Southeast
dated30th Nov 1992 with the further extract from Building Design indicating the kind
of Govt Grant likely on recreating rail links,together with the refusal SCDC had when
proposing to relocate our Offices at Impington.At the public meeting the County said
that the Impington Interchange couldn't take the additionmal traffic.Can it,the traffic
Sainshury's would generate,?77??

Again,No Fairy is going to wave a wand apd move the Sewage Works and
we would be well advised not to support a Parkway Reilway station,because like the 6000
Settlement proposed at Chittering in the "Proposed Policies"document of August 1986 we
could find that many more commuters anxious to get out of the flight paths ,would commute
from Stansted to ouwr Northern Parisﬂes and they “Are choc a bloc"mow.,Certainly no one
is going to catch a train from Parkway to Cambridge station to catch a bus back to the
City centre,

With regard to the use of the St Ives rail base,;in a letter ref504536/
1/002 Pt 14 and dated 15th April 1993 Mr Keith Miller of the Dept of Tramsport at
Bedford wrote"The underbridge,,s it stands,which takes the old St Ives line under the
Northern Bypass seems unlikely to accommodate even a single carriageway road built to
their standards.He added that the bridge construction does not lend itself to widening
which would be difficult and consequently expensive". Does this suggest that our County
Council now turning off lights and closing libraries has the resources to do much there,

On 16th Jan 1991 I submitted to Mr J.R.Sheppard our Local Plans Inspecto
a paper with the self explanatory title "The Cambridge Northerm Fringe'er WIPYing 6
get a quart ipnto a Pint Pot"(Imguiry Refs 0161-4"afid 0704-8) .After only #ix months I
felt that the Working Party was wasting it's time and our money in trying to pull
rabbits out of 2 hat for the City's benefit,

The enclosed copy of the C.ELN dated 25th March "Shops site inquiry
looms"shows that the City still wishes to flog this dead horse Enough is Enough.
Council should REFUSE this Application NOW,and on i1th April.
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