
 

 

Agenda Reports Pack, Highways Committee, 13th September 2016 

 

 
  

  

  

  

  

  

 

 

AGENDA REPORTS PACK 

 

HIGHWAYS COMMITTEE 

 
13th September 2016 



 

 

Agenda Reports Pack, Highways Committee, 13th September 2016 

 

16H/044. Minutes  
 

 
 

Meeting Minutes of the Highways Committee 
held in the Village Hall, Lambs Lane, Cottenham 

On Tuesday 14th June 2016 at 7.30pm 
 

Present:  Cllrs McCarthy, Hodson, Morris, Nicholas, Young, Assistant Clerk 
In attendance:   1 member of public  

 

16H/028. Election of Chair – Cllr McCarthy was re-elected, proposed by Cllr Young, seconded by Cllr Nicholas. 
16H/029. Any Questions from the Public or Press – Standing orders suspended at 7.31pm.  Resident contacted SCDC 

in March and April 2015, regarding large number of static caravans arriving at Smithy Fen, but none have 
been seen leaving.  No response received, can Cottenham Parish Council (CPC) investigate – Assistant Clerk to 
chase District Councillors. Resident asked if there was any progress regarding fencing by the wall of the Old 
Rectory. Cllr McCarthy said it was a planning issue and enforcement has been notified.  Resident said as it’s 
on county land, it’s highways - it’s an eyesore and it’s used as a rubbish dump.  CPC will consider best way 
forward i.e. planning or highways, it’s supporting a garden wall of a listed building within a conservation area.  
Assistant Clerk will contact highways.  Standing Orders reinstated at 7.39pm. 

16H/030. Chairman’s Introduction and Apologies - Apologies accepted from Cllr Ward (litter pick). Cllr Collier and 
SCDC Cllr Wotherspoon were absent. 

16H/031. Declarations of Interest – None received. 
16H/032. Minutes - Resolution that the minutes of the Committee meeting held on 12

th
 April 2016 be signed as a 

correct record. RESOLVED Cllr Morris asked that no abbreviations be used in future minutes as they are a 
standalone record of meetings.  

16H/033. HCV joint committee – update following attendance at May meeting - report circulated prior to meeting.  Cllr 
McCarthy pointed out that most of the villages included in the report are north of Cottenham.  Cllr Nicholas 
found the report to be very useful and it was pleasing to know that other villages are also concerned.  Cllr 
Ward arrived at 7.45pm (litter pick cancelled).  Cllr Ward said that focus has altered to reducing HCV access 
and 20mph introduced to villages.  Cllr McCarthy asked what the long term plans were.  Cllr Ward unable to 
answer at this stage, but pleased that County and County Councillors are responding. Possibly waiting for A14 
upgrade and Ely bypass to gauge effect.  Loading is easier to approve/police than access.  Cllr McCarthy asked 
if CPC should be doing anything.  Cllr Ward answered that the Neighbourhood Plan ideas need thinking 
through regarding HCV implications. 

16H/034. TRO applications – update on progress re Lambs Lane Parking Restrictions, High Street Parking Restrictions 
(outside Shaun’s Newsagent), Twentypence Road Layby, Twentypence Road Speed Humps and 
Remembrance Day Road Closures.  Cllr Nicholas asked if SCDC had been asked about Paxton Close signage, 
Assistant Clerk to check that right council is being asked. 

 Cllr McCarthy outlined report circulated prior to meeting.  Cllr Morris confirmed that all 3 are now going 
through to advertising at a cost of £3,878.  Approval expected late June/early July, approximately a 2 month 
progress to completion.  Remembrance Day road closures will be advertised with other villages near the 
time.  Cllr McCarthy said that the Twentypence Road Speed Humps could be replaced with cushions.  Cllr 
Morris stated that the Neighbourhood Plan included 18 responses from Twentypence Road, 6 of which 
wanted to remove humps and that the Neighbourhood Plan was resident’s chance to air their views.  Cllr 
McCarthy suggested a more focussed consultation.  Cllrs Ward and McCarthy reiterated that the 
Neighbourhood Plan responses were not specific enough. 

 
Standing Orders suspended at 7.57pm.  Member of public said that we may be able to receive funding from 
County as existing humps are old and are not up to current regulations and suggested that the Parish Council 
apply directly to County.  Standing Order reinstated at 7.59pm.  Cllr Hodson agreed that we should consult 
with residents and that funding sources ought to be investigated.  Cllr Young said that if the humps are to be 
removed, alternatives must be investigated before consulting with residents.  Cllr Hodson said there was 
other traffic calming measures in a relatively short run; a priority feature, humps, mini round-about.  Cllr 
McCarthy said as part of the same consultation, we will also look at installing a 40mph to 30mph buffer zone, 
like the one along Beach Road which has slowed traffic coming into the village.  Cllr Young pointed out that as 
Beach Road has no additional speed reducing measures, it cannot be used as a comparison.  Cllr Morris 
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pointed out that police are able carry out speed checks within the buffer zone, but not on a national speed 
limit road.  Cllr Ward, asked why not just remove offending speeding hump.   
Standing Orders suspended at 7.07pm.  Member of the public said the mini roundabout had to be there to 
enable speed humps to be installed.  Cllr Nicholas confirmed that this was part of an overall package (at the 
time of installation).  Standing Orders reinstated at 8.08pm.   
Cllr Ward suggested we contact County for advice and clarification of rules governing speed reduction 
measures and include that we are considering removal of a sped hump and go from there.  Cllr Young 
suggested including that the current humps appear not be compliant with current standards. 

16H/035. Highways Issues - report circulated prior to meeting.  Cllr McCarthy said we should encourage residents to 
report potholes, via online system to County website.  Cllr Young Said that Beach Road, from Long Drove to 
Data Racks, outbound, is puddling badly and not draining, causing vehicles to go onto wrong side of road.  
Assistant Clerk to report. 

16H/036. Speeding – consider steps to reduce speeding on Histon Road.  Cllr Morris outlined responses from 
Neighbourhood Plan; 36 responses from Histon Road, 19 wanted 20mph, 13 more speed humps, 15 no HCVs, 
therefore there’s obviously an issue. Speed humps are not viable as they are disruptive to neighbours.  Cllr 
Young suggested contacting County for advice on acceptable passive road markings, so that options can be 
investigated.  Cllr Hodson asked whether Speed Watch could visit.  Cllr Morris stated that there currently isn’t 
a coordinator and more local support/ engagement was needed.  Cllr McCarthy stated that Speed Watch has 
no connection with CPC.  

16H/037.  Update on pavement improvement project with CCC - report circulated prior to meeting.  Cllr Morris 
explained that progress was slow due to restructuring at highways, cost estimates have been received.  Cllr 
McCarthy has serious safety concerns, regarding the proposed crossing between the High Street and Wilkin 
Walk.  Cllr Morris said that we must rely on experts; traffic and pedestrian surveys will be carried out and the 
outcome would dictate what sort of crossing would be given the go ahead.  

16H/038.  Matters for consideration at the next meeting 

 Local Highways Initiative (LHI) bid. 

 Feedback from Highways Depot open day 4
th

 July 2016 (Cllrs McCarthy and Morris). 

 Upgrading of illuminated speed warning signs (Cllr Nicholas).    

 HCV update (Cllr Ward). 
16H/039.  Date of next meeting – 13

th
 September 2016 

16H/040.  Close of meeting - 8.34pm 

 
 
 
 Signed _____________________________ (Chair)  Date_______________________ 
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16H/045.  TRO Applications  
 

The consultation period for the 3 TROs ended on 15th July 2016, there was 1 objection to the High 
Street parking restrictions (outside Shaun’s/Post Office), this was withdrawn on 4th August 2016 
AWAITING UPDATE.  Remembrance Day road closures will be advertised with other villages near 
the time.  Cllr McCarthy attending training course on 10th October 2016.  Road closures will be 
notified in the next Cottenham Newsletter. 
 

16H/046. Highways Issues 
 

Footpath from Pelham Way to High Street – very uneven, cracks, potholes, puddling - County 
informed AC on 25th May that they will visit the site shortly. AWAITING UPDATE.   
Harlestones/Lyles Road, Franklin Gardens and Eastlands Close – Lines have been painted and 
drains raised and unblocked. 
Beach Road following surface dressing road puddles badly and there is lots of residual gravel, 
blocking gullies.  Road surface has worsened since redressing carried out. Due to be inspected 
29/07/16 AWAITING UPDATE.  (See 16H/048) 
Rampton Road – Junction with High St/The Green due to be resurfaced 15th September 2016.   
Overgrown Vegetation – see spreadsheet below; these are issues that Asst Clerk is aware of and 
has written to residents asking for vegetation to be cut back to boundary – please email any others 
to AC when spotted. Ones with a number reference are County. 
 

OVERGROWN VEGETATION 
  

Address Date Ref Notes 

Broad Lane 27/05/2016 249616 Vegetation obscuring signs to ind est 6/6 reply: will be scheduled in this financial 
year 

High St - Bus stop opp 
Cost Cutters 

27/05/2016 249615 Lower part of tree overgrown path/road - 7/6 reply:  will trim after nesting, Sept 
2016 

300 High St 20/07/2016   Tree order applied for, on Planning Agenda 09/09/2016 

37 Harlestones Rd 20/07/2016 Letter 
Overgrown shrubs across pavement - will be cut when resident has recovered 
from hip replacement 

COMPLETED 
   129 High St 06/06/2016 Letter Conifers across pavement - done 16/6 

44 Lamb's Lane 06/06/2016 Letter Brambles/Roses - done 10/6 

46 Lamb's Lane 06/06/2016 Letter Buddleia over footpath  - Resident replied 9/6 "not within his boundary" 10/6  
reported to County - wife wants to keep 17/6 

48 Lamb's Lane 06/06/2016 Letter Buddleia over footpath  - done 15/6 

304 High St 06/06/2016 Letter Trees overhanging pavement - no number 304, written to 302/306 29/6 Trees 
belong to 300 (resident of 302 informed AC) - done 15/7 

80 Rampton Road 06/06/2016 Letter Tree causes obstruction for high vehicles turning right 6/6 resident informed AC 
"will be trimmed at earliest convenience" 

302 High St 20/06/2016 Letter Trees overhanging pavement  (number 304) 

306 High St 20/06/2016 Letter Trees overhanging pavement  (number 304) 

258 High St 20/06/2016 Jo Hedge over pavement -Jo to speak to owners 

Narrow Lane 24/06/2016 251490 Weeds/nettles 

Wilkin Walk (High St end) 24/06/2016 251491 Weeds/nettles 

44 Telegraph St 28/06/2016 Letter Hedge over pavement - mobility scooters, etc unable to pass 

312 High Street 26/08/2016 Letter Ivy growing over wall onto Wilkin Walk  
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6H/047. Consider speeding, parking issues and implementation of weight restrictions 
 
 Beach Road 

SCDCllr Edwards has asked for roundels to be painted on the road (as part of S106 monies 
discussion at the Highways Meeting May 2015 “check whether we can add roundels onto the road 
to reinforce the speed limits”).  He mentioned to residents in the area last year that the PC were 
going to enquire if it might be possible to provide them and now the residents are asking what the 
progress is. 
 
Denmark Road 
EMAIL FROM RESIDENT 23

RD
 JULY 2016: 

I understand from Histon police station that we need to notify the parish council about highways issues. 
Please see photos for an example of a typical afternoons parking (it is a lot busier on evenings and 
weekends) and of farm vehicles struggling to pass and needing to mount the pavement. It is by a busy 
junction, and people park opposite the entrance to a busy industrial unit entrance (polar glaze etc) and it 
is a danger to pedestrians on the pavement and those attempting to cross between parked cars with 
overtaking traffic speeding by. We believe that double yellow lines would encourage people to park in 
more appropriate, wider and less busy areas of the village. 
 

    
 

REPLY FROM ASST CLERK: 
Thank you for your email and photos regarding parking along Denmark Road. 
It is a responsibility of the Police, not the Parish Council, to take action with parking obstructions.  It is the 
responsibility of Cambridge County Council (CCC) to maintain roads and implement road markings.  The 
Parish Council can suggest improvements and pass on resident's concerns to CCC. 
Modern agricultural vehicles are wider than the road lane width, as in one of your photos - whilst 
Cottenham is a working and farming village our roads aren't designed to accommodate them. 
I will add Denmark Road Parking Issues onto the Agenda of our next Highways Meeting which is on 13th 
September 2016 at 7.30pm in the Village Hall (I will include your comments in the Reports Pack) - please 
do come along. 

 
PHONE CALL FROM RESIDENT TO CLERK 27TH JULY 2016: 
Unhappy with the amount of cars parking along the road and is blaming the Chequers.  Would like 
to see double yellows installed.  Will sue SCDC and CPC if we don't do anything!  (Police are already 
monitoring parking and will issue tickets if vehicles are parked illegally or causing an obstruction). 
 
Histon Road 
EMAIL FROM HISTON ROAD RESIDENT 20TH AUGUST 2016: 
 

Dear Parish Clerk,  

  

I am writing to you to inform you of my concerns about the speed at which the traffic travels down Histon 

Road in Cottenham. The speed limit is currently 30 MPH by law, but the actual speed at which the traffic 

travels down this road, either towards Histon or coming into Cottenham, in my opinion, is far greater.  

  

As a current resident in one of the terrace cottages along Histon Road Cottenham, I and many others would 

agree I'm sure, that something needs to change in order to reduce the speed at which some of these cars are 

travelling. Histon road is not in the 'heart' of the village and this is likely why many of the cars travelling down 

this road believe it is acceptable to increase their speed either leading out of or coming into the village. I have 
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often witnessed the 30 MPH speed warning machine flashing when the cars are coming down this road as I 

have tried to cross it to access the footpath but shockingly, this machine sometimes flashes when the cars are 

very distant, highlighting the speed at which these cars are really travelling. I would suggest many cars travel 

nearer 40 MPH and some potentially reaching even greater speeds.   

  

To further highlight the dangers of this road, many of the residents have young children, us included, and it is 

worrying to watch them cross the road in order access the footpath on the other side. Moreover, some of the 

terrace cottages do not have parking outside the house directly (certainly not for two + cars) and we are forced 

to park in the very handy layby almost opposite our house. This means that we have to gather our belongings, 

children included, to cross the road to return to our house, and if we have returned from a day trip or been 

shopping and have many items, we may be forced to do several trips back and forth across this dangerous 

road. This road is a very busy road used by many residents of more distant villages such as Haddenham, 

Willingham etc and becomes incredibly busy in rush hour with school and work commutes to and from 

Cambridge. My partner has often been 'beeped' by other drivers or had people follow him very closely (likely 

speeding) when simply pulling onto the small piece of gravel directly outside our house in order to park his car 

up for the day.  

  

When we moved to Cottenham we did not have much money behind us and this is why we were forced to live 

on a main road, but with a 30 MPH speed limit, this put our minds at rest. I have spoken to people recently 

who were trying to sell their house along this road and one of the greatest concerns about living along this road 

was the fact it was on a main road where the cars are clearly not abiding by the speed limit and as a result, 

many of the potentially buyers were put off. We are not the first and will not be the last people who did not 

have enough money to buy in the 'heart' of the village and many families are forced to live on a main road as a 

result of the reduced cost. Surely we should therefore be trying to protect these people and their children from 

the dangers of this road?  

  

I am therefore writing to you to ask what could be done in order to make this road safer. If it would help, I 

would happily start a petition in order to gather signatures and comments from local residents of this road 

further highlighting its dangers and their concerns. I have had some thoughts about how we could reduce the 

speed down this road such as putting a speed camera somewhere in the middle, but I am aware that this is a 

costly speed calming measure and traffic simply slows for the camera. I have also considered the use of speed 

bumps but have heard from people that these are not ideal as the car thuds when it goes over these traffic 

calming measures which is a nuisance for residents when they are trying to study during the day or sleep at 

night. I am sure you are aware of the recent traffic calming measures that have been installed on a bend at the 

entrance and exit of Rampton. These traffic calming measures, although dangerous in my opinion for Rampton 

due to their positioning, I believe are ideal for Histon Road as they create no additional noise and as it is a 

straight road, drivers will be aware of these traffic calming measures ahead of their approach and this will 

force them to slow down.  

  

I am wondering whether this is something that we could look into implementing along Histon Road, or 

whether you have any other alternative ideas that could help improve the safety of this road?  

 
EMAIL FROM HISTON ROAD RESIDENT 5th SEPTEMBER 2016: 

Good morning, 
  

I am sure what I am going to say is an on going issue, however, I shall say it anyway! 
  

Firstly the speed of the traffic along Histon Road - the 30 mph sign opposite our house is 

constantly ablaze! Maybe a camera (with film in it)? I understand a priority right of way (as in 

Oakington) may just back the traffic up but maybe a chicane effect similar to that 

approaching Fen Ditton? Just an idea but there is surely going to be a serious accident soon, 

be it pedestrian, cyclist or driver. 
  

We only moved here in December last year, have embraced the village life and spent hours of 

hard labour creating a beautiful garden for our retirement.  Sadly we are thinking of moving. 

The noise, fumes, the speed – especially the lorries which shake the whole house when it is 

“earth moving week”..... all too much to put up with. 
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There is also a parking issue. I do understand that not all the houses are lucky enough to have 

driveways but every day there is something parked on the pavement which prevents you seeing 

clearly to pull out onto the road – it is always a bit of fingers crossed when you pull out. There 

is no hope for pedestrians ever walking on this side of the road. Unfortunately I see no 

solution, apart from it probably being illegal. I have attached a couple of photos, taken this 

morning to illustrate. 
  

I would very much appreciate your thoughts on the matter and any ideas that may be in the 

pipeline. 

 

    
 

 Rooks Street 
EMAIL FROM SCDCLLR HARFORD 18TH JULY 2016: 
Chief Inspector Sutherland has responded to Heidi Allen as follows in connection with a complaint she 
received from a Cottenham resident. 
 
"My suggestion would be that if the roads really are unsuitable for HGVs that the local village make an 
approach to county council and request that formal restrictions against HGVs be put on the roads.  This 
may not be a quick process but is the one most likely to lead to long term resolution.   County Highways 
should be able to advise further on the feasibility of this. 
 
If HGVs are eventually banned from using a particular road, then local police will be able to go out and do 
enforcement work to give the restrictions teeth." 
 
I think that locally it is considered that the problem is sat navs but he feels that this may not be the 
problem and so has instead suggested the foregoing. Please could the parish council consider? 
 

EMAIL FROM CLLR NICHOLAS 22ND JULY 2016: 
Had a complaint regarding vehicles parking outside of numbers 93 and 95 Rook Street. These properties are 

quite close to the highway and situated at the bend of the road. Vehicles parking in close proximity to the 

windows of these two properties tend to drastically reduce the amount of natural light entering into the 

habitable rooms of these relatively small dwellings. 

  

Furthermore, the incidents of higher sided vehicles causes great distress to the elderly occupants when most of 

the natural light is blocked out. Their amenity is grossly affected by such incidents. 

  

I would therefore request that an item is placed on the next Highways Agenda to consider the introduction of 

double yellow lines to restrict parking in the appropriate designated area. 
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 Following on from another resident’s complaint by phone concerning HCVs mounting the verge outside the 
bungalows.  Disabled resident is unable to use mobility scooter due to uneven surface. Asst Clerk has 
photographed/measured area and sent these to County on 18th August 2016 AWAITING RESPONSE 

 

    
 

Telegraph Street 
 RESIDENT CAME INTO OFFICE 15TH AUGUST AND 5TH SEPTEMBER 2016: 

There are more lorries since the not suitable signs were installed.  Would like these signs to be 
made bigger, a weight limit and a sign on Denmark Road pointing in the direction of the High 
Street.  

 

16H/048.  Beach/Cottenham Road - to consider requesting CCC to investigate the deterioration in the road 
from Cottenham to Landbeach and make good the deterioration from the recent resurfacing work 
before this winter  

 
16H/049.  Local Highways Initiative (LHI) bid  
 

Cambridgeshire County Council is once again delivering its Local Highway Improvement (LHI) 
initiative. The application form has recently been updated and is now an online form, all 
information including the online application form and guidance document can be found on their 
website. 
   
Please note that the closing date for LHI 2017/18 application forms is Wednesday 30th November 
2016. Applications will only be accepted through the online form on the website 
http://www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/lhi 
  
Applicants are encouraged to discuss their application prior to submission, to do this please contact 
the Highway Projects and Road Safety team using local.projects@cambridgeshire.gov.uk. 
 
Ideas invited from residents via Facebook by 13th September 2016 by email to Asst Clerk. 

 
Suggestions to draw on for a possible LHI bid 
 
Bids will be assessed on a combination of factors: 

1. Persistent problem – previous measures (eg 1993 traffic calming, current projects) 
2. Road safety 
3. Community improvement – NP survey evidence will help (see draft NP text below) 
4. Added value – especially if with evidence of community support (and contribution) 

Section E: reducing the impact of traffic, especially in the core of the village 
 

Seven improvement measures are recommended: 

a) Discouraging through traffic in the Lanes by introducing a simple system of 1-way streets.  

b) Encouraging limited-scale housing development that helps traffic dispersion 

c) Encouraging businesses using HGV delivery to use smaller vehicles or move out of the central core. 

d) Progressively adapting the village’s five approach roads to include: 

i. 400m buffer zones of 40mph outside the 30mph built-up area,  

ii. mobile speed-activated signage and advisory “Police Speed Check Area” signage, 

http://www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/lhi
local.projects@cambridgeshire.gov.uk
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iii. carriageway-restricting priority features 

e) Introducing a long-term pavement improvement project throughout the Conservation Area. 

f) Introducing a long-term pavement improvement project to improve connection with the High Street. 

g) Introducing a long-term cycleway / footpath project to interconnect key education, leisure and 

recreation facilities 

The provision of greenways, traffic calming and attractive pedestrian connections can encourage residents to 
walk or cycle around, increasing their health and enjoyment, while reducing C02 and NOX emissions. 

The economic growth of Cambridge and Ely is increasing traffic to an unsustainable level. Cottenham’s 
location on the B1049 puts it on a “desire-line” for north-south through-traffic travelling between East 
Cambridgeshire villages to the west of Ely and South Cambridgeshire villages to the west of Cambridge, 
especially when the A10 linking Ely to Cambridge is disrupted. 

Although the B1049 is only a local access route on the advisory freight map for Cambridgeshire, this advice is 
frequently ignored by HGV traffic. Medium-term improvements to the A10 and A14 should provide some 
relief if the improvements are substantial and resilient. 

Being a working village in an area still dominated by agriculture, there is significant heavy agricultural traffic 
passing through the village, especially at ground preparation and harvest times when traffic is sustained into 
unsocial hours at both ends of the day. 

The living quarters of many Conservation Area households front immediately onto the narrow pavements. In 
the Conservation area, especially the many Grade II Listed Buildings, the opportunities to provide effective 
measures against noise and vibration are limited. 

Traffic flows from the west via Oakington and Rampton Road and to the east via Beach Road, add to the 
congestion, noise and pollution with narrow uneven pavements especially for the elderly and less mobile or 
parents with young families. 

A traffic-calming scheme (1993), which was intended to increase safety, has considerably altered the 
appearance of the High Street and reduced the number of on-street parking places. Out-of-scale and 
obtrusive road engineering has created extra hazards for cyclists. 

Four priorities emerge: 

1. Reducing traffic, especially HGV, flows through the village core 

2. Reducing the speed of traffic, especially at the village edges 

3. Improving footways and pavements, especially within the village core 

4. Ensuring safe routes for every day pedestrian or cycle travel throughout the residential area 
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Support from the NP survey 
 

 

 
16H/050.  Feedback from Highways Depot open day 4th July 2016  
 

 LHI - We were encouraged to “have another go” at a pavements improvement project (maybe 
year #1 of a 10-year programme?) as we have done a lot more work to understand the 
community wishes (especially in the NP survey) and the rules have changed to include a 
specific category for projects in which the bidder is putting up sizeable funds. 

 

 HGV - We were also warned off the HGV weight limit due to signage on A14 and costs of an 
inquiry (Hilton has just night-time and cost high) 

 

 NP speed, traffic, congestion ideas - Some useful feedback 
 

 Major developments - No direct input related to roundabout issues but were introduced to 
Tam Parry who has since been helpful on this. 

 

 Grass-cutting devolution – no progress but since followed up via Histon PC and CCC  
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16H/051. Update on Pavement project  
 

Beach Road priority feature – to slow traffic and ease crossing 
Very low pedestrian usage would lead to disrespect for zebra crossing by motorists 
Priority feature impedes incoming traffic while reducing crossing distance for pedestrians 
 

  
Priority feature similar to this Location of feature on Beach Road 

  
Close-up of details Signage 
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High Street zebra crossing to replace existing informal crossing with refuge 
Pedestrian and vehicle volumes are high; Zebra crossing gives pedestrian priority 
 

  
Zebra crossing similar to this Location of feature on High Street 

 
 

Close-up of details Signage 
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Stevens Close to Lambs Lane pavement improvements 
Improvements to pavement and road surfaces and introduction of informal crossing 
 

  
Stevens Close pavement improvement Victory Way junction improvement 

 

 

Dissenters waiting area extension  
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Lambs Lane to High Street pavement improvements 
Improvements to pavement and road surfaces, especially at junctions 
 

 
 

Franklin Gardens junction Eastlands Close junction 

 

 

Lyles Road pavement improvement  
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16H/053.  HCV update 
 

Christine Ward attended a HCVJP meeting on 20 July 2016 – minutes attached. You will see that 
CW was minuted as saying that CPC are concerned about enforceability of measures and risk of 
public enquiry. 
 
1. Members of the HCVJP group have had a number of meetings with members and officers of 

Cambs County Council and Highways England recently and although there is no immediate CCC 
action in response to the group’s concerns about HCV traffic in the villages to the north of 
Cambridge there is evidence that the dialogue might be beginning to encourage CCC to take 
these concerns into account. For example although the contracts with the A14 contractors have 
almost been agreed CCC/HE are trying to get contractor routing agreements (avoiding villages) 
included. Feedback of potential policy changes (e.g. 20 mph limits – see below) is also useful. 

 
2. In addition to the ongoing nuisance/health risks of HCVs travelling through the villages, in the 

next few years construction traffic (A14 and Ely by-pass, possibly Northstowe) and diversions 
during road closures are major concerns and could make life on the B1049 even more 
unpleasant.  

 
3. As mentioned in earlier reports, the HCVJP group is exploring 2 TRO  options for reducing non-

essential HCV traffic, including the B1049 (High St) in Cottenham which revolve around a weight 
limit on the bridge on Twenty Pence Rd. (The river is in fact the boundary between Cottenham 
and Wilburton parishes so the extent to which Cottenham actually needs to be involved is 
uncertain at this stage): 

a. 7.5 tonne weight limit except for loading – easier to enforce (via bill of loading etc) but 
needs to apply to an AREA and the potential area includes north of Twenty Pence bridge 
up to Wilburton, Haddenham, Earith, Bluntisham, Willingham and potentially Hilton (on 
the other side of the A14 so I’m not sure how that will work). Would require an 
enormous amount of signage (being costed at present) as well as cooperation from over 
a dozen parishes. Also would take a long time to put in place as would need all parishes 
to support it. 

b. 7.5 tonne weight limit except for access – difficult to enforce but easier to set up as can 
select 5 ‘pinch points’ to apply it to – including the Twenty Pence bridge. May be a fall 
back position if construction traffic gets unacceptable. 

The risk of a public enquiry for either option is expected to be minimised by the HCVJP group 
working with major hauliers in advance to help them appreciate the fuel savings from avoiding 
congested villages. Mick George are already on board with this. 

 
4. CCC are reviewing their policy on 20 mph limits on strategic roads and may allow them to be 

applied to roads such as the B1049/Cottenham High St. This is to be discussed at CCC at the end 
of September.  

 
5. No date set for next meeting but fellow councillors would be most welcome to attend with CW. 

 
Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Wednesday 20th July, 2016  

at 7.30pm at the Glebe, Sutton. 
 

Present: 

Alan James (AJ) - Haddenham Margaret Lumb (ML) - Bluntisham PC Brian Burpitt (BB) - Earith Owen Mc Laughlin 
(OM) - Earith Christine Ward (CW) - Cottenham PC Wendy Oldfield (WO) - Earith Jeff Nicholls (JN) - Earith PC 

1. Apologies for Absence Margaret Shardlow, Mark Inskip, Pamela Wilson, Gareth Wilson 

2. Report on Meeting with CCC on July 7th 

The main purpose of this ad hoc meeting was to report back on the meeting with CCC at Shire Hall on July 7th. We had 

not yet received any formal minutes of this meeting from CCC so we are relying on our own notes and recollections. For 
HCV, the meeting with CCC was attended by Alan James, Lorna Dupre and Owen McLaughlin. 

On a positive note CCC seem to be taking the issues raised seriously and the Highways Agency are now involved in this 

conversation. The Group remains supportive of the 'except for loading' limit zone and is pleased that positive steps are 

being taken to include this in their transport strategy. This should in time enable the County to benefit from the levels of 

cost saving that the HCV Group estimated in our original 'except for access' TRO evidence report and more. The 
commencement of the 20 mph speed limit review is considered to be another good sign. 
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However, there are real concerns that these measures, the except for access TRO and a 20 mph limit for Hilton, will not be 

in place in time to protect residents from the undoubted increase in personal and NHS health costs that are likely to arise as 
a consequence of the A14 construction and the Ely by-pass construction as currently planned. 

AJ said that the budget for the A14 upgrade has been agreed and there is no scope for adding extra expenditure for TRO 
signage. BB thought that there would only be one junction off the new A14 so this would not be very expensive. 

Tenders have also been let on the ‘price per mileage’ formula which means hauliers will seek what they regard as the most 

economical (shortest) routes. Finally there seems to be no effective co-ordination between CCC and the district councils on 

health issues arising from traffic. While CCC have overall health responsibilities, the districts are responsible for 

environmental health and monitoring. 

In view of this AJ proposed that some interim measures should be taken to protect populations during the construction 

phase. One solution would be to revert to the original plan for a limited TRO implementation at three points; Earith Bridge, 

Station Road Haddenham and Twenty pence Bridge. These TROs would need to be ‘except for access’ because ‘except for 

loading’ can only be applied to an area. This would involve far fewer PCs than in the bigger area plan and should be easier 

and cheaper to implement. 

CW said that Cottenham PC might not support this. They do not think it is enforceable and they are still concerned about 

the possibility of an expensive public inquiry. Other mitigation measures might be more effective. However, there is some 

uncertainty about whether the Twenty Pence Bridge is in Cottenham or Wilburton parish. 

 
16H/054.  Community Highways Volunteering Scheme 
 

From: Cantwell Jane 

Sent:  19/ 08/ 2016 14:55 

Subject: Community Highways Volunteering Scheme 
 

Dear all, 
  
The Highways Service at Cambridgeshire County Council has recently completed some work with our 
Members who have been very keen to explore ways to enable community volunteers to carry out work on 
the public highway. 
  
Attached to this email is some information that we hope will be of interest to you. The document, 
Community Highways Volunteering Information Pack, although a few pages, should not be seen as a hurdle 
but as a way of enabling volunteering to go ahead in a controlled and safe manner for all within your parish. 
  
If your parish is interested in Community Highways Volunteering then we would encourage you to contact 
your Local Highway Officer (LHO) via the email address: local.highways@cambridgeshire.gov.uk to arrange an 
initial visit. You will be able to discuss the highways volunteering your parish would like to do, and the LHO 
will be able to advise accordingly. 
  
It is envisaged that initially Community Highways Volunteering will be limited to items highlighted in the 
attached information pack, however as experience and confidence increases the work you wish to carry out 
may well increase in variety. 
  
We are aware that a lot of volunteering is already being carried out and we are very grateful for all the hard 
work to date. 
  
We look forward to hearing from you. 
  
Kind regards, 
Highways Service 
Cambridgeshire County Council 

 
 
 
  

mailto:Jane.Cantwell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk
mailto:local.highways@cambridgeshire.gov.uk
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16H/055.  City Deal Congestion – Consider response to consultation by 10
th

 October 2016. 

 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

 

City Deal: Tackling peak-time congestion in Cambridge 

We would like to know the views of the parish on our eight-point package to tackle congestion in Cambridge. 

The proposals aim to transform people’s ability to travel into, out of and around Cambridge by providing 

more efficient, safe and reliable capacity for travel, without the need to get in a car. 
The package includes: 
 

· Better bus services and expanded use of Park & Ride 
· Better pedestrian and cycling infrastructure 
· Improved public space and air quality 
· Peak-time Congestion Control Points (PCCPs) 
· A Workplace Parking Levy 
· On-street parking controls 
· Smart technology 
· Travel planning 

 

Information is available online at www.gccitydeal.co.uk/congestion, at community hubs and at employment 

locations across Cambridge, South Cambridge and beyond. A series of events and exhibitions will be held in 

July, September and October where people can find out more information and speak to members of the 

project team. Please see the attached Poster for further information. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us by email at city.deal@cambridgeshire.gov.uk, 

by phone on 01223 699906 or by post to City Deal Team, SH1311, Major Infrastructure Delivery, Shire Hall, 

Cambridge CB3 0AP. 
Kind regards, 
  
The Greater Cambridge City Deal Team 
 
Like us on Facebook 
Follow us on Twitter 

   
16H/056. A14 Community Fund  
 

FROM RAMPTON PARISH COUNCIL 26
th

 JULY 2016: 
 
No doubt you have seen the latest info regarding the A14 linked Community Fund for community 
projects that can be linked to the A14 development. The Parish Council has been considering 
making an application to support a Cottenham-Rampton-Northstowe-Bar Hill cycle route that would 
enter Bar Hill via the proposed non-vehicular access bridge. The Parish Council see this project as 
making a significant contribution to the 'pedal power' communication infrastructure associated with 
the A14 and its wider hinterland. The light studs for the present Cottenham-Rampton cycle track 
could possibly be included. 
  

The work would provide a crossing point for the guided busway and provide a smooth and relatively 
level route to the employment and shopping facilities at Bar Hill. 
  

As you probably know the maximum grant per applicant is £10k and they expect 10-20% of project 
costs from other sources. 
  

Would Cottenham be interested in being involved? At present there are application deadlines in 
early September and early November. 
 

 
 
 
 

http://www.gccitydeal.co.uk/congestion
mailto:city.deal@cambridgeshire.gov.uk
tel:01223%20699906
http://www.facebook.com/gccitydeal
http://www.twitter.com/gccitydeal

