
Agenda Item No: 8 

2025-26 Delivering Transport Strategy Aims funding allocation, 
and Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan update 
 
To:  Highways and Transport Committee 
 
Meeting Date: 4 March 2025 
 
From: Executive Director of Place and Sustainability 
 
Electoral division(s): All 
 
Key decision: No 
 
Forward Plan ref:  2025/013 
 
Executive Summary:  On 1st October 2024, the Highways and Transport 

Committee approved the allocation of Integrated Transport 
Block (ITB) funding for 2025/26. This paper seeks approval 
for the allocation of the Delivering Transport Strategy Aims 
(DTSA) funding of £730,000. It also outlines, and seeks 
approval for, the revised prioritisation scoring criteria for the 
Transport Proposals Database, and provides a 
recommendation on the process for adding new schemes. 
Finally, it provides an update on the Local Cycling and 
Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP), first approved in 
October 2022. 
 

Recommendation:  The Committee is recommended: 
 

a) Approve the proposed allocations of Delivering Transport 
Strategy Aims funding for 2025/26. 
 

b) Approve the revised prioritisation scoring criteria for the 
Transport Proposals Database.  
 

c) Note the proposal that the Transport Proposals Database 
Group should review the current holding list and add 
schemes to the database now, with a fully reviewed 
process being presented to the Highways and Transport 
Committee later in 2025. 
 

d) Note the update on the Local Cycling and Walking 
Infrastructure Plan. 

Officer contact: 
Name:  Susan Rooke  
Post: Principal Active Travel Officer  
Email: susan.rooke@cambridgeshire.gov.uk  

mailto:susan.rooke@cambridgeshire.gov.uk


1. Creating a greener, fairer and more caring Cambridgeshire  
 

1.1. The measures outlined in this report support the Council’s seven ambitions, as 
detailed below: 
 

1.2. Ambition 1: Net zero carbon emissions for Cambridgeshire by 2045, and our 
communities and natural environment are supported to adapt and thrive as the 
climate changes.  

• The Transport Proposals Database (TPD) is a compilation of potential 
schemes and measures to achieve carbon emission reductions by promoting 
cleaner, more sustainable forms of transport. 

• The proposed projects enable and encourage users to make a switch from 
private car to active travel or public transport services.  

• In addition, the new prioritisation criteria include the criteria “Contributes to 
reducing emissions to Net Zero by 2050 and improving air quality”  
 

1.3. Ambition 2: Travel across the county is safer and more environmentally 
sustainable.  

• The Transport Proposals Database include schemes that support achieving 
safer travel. They also include key references to achieving biodiversity net 
gain and wider environmental challenges. 

 
1.4. Ambition 3: Health inequalities are reduced.  

• The proposed schemes promote active travel which promotes healthy and 
active lifestyles.  
 

1.5. Ambition 5: People are helped out of poverty and income inequality. 

•  The TPD scoring criteria include “Reduces social isolation”, and “Provides 
links to other key destinations such as employment, leisure facility, 
healthcare”. 
 

1.6. Ambition 6: Places and communities prosper because they have a resilient and 
inclusive economy, access to good quality services and social justice is 
prioritised.  

• The projects delivered with ITB funding contribute to improved access to 
services, jobs and education. The TPD scoring criteria includes “Reduces 
social isolation”, “Provides a route to school”, and “Provides links to other 
key destinations such as employment, leisure facility, healthcare” 
 

1.7. Ambition 7: Children and young people have opportunities to thrive.  

• ITB funds transport schemes that are accessible to individuals of all ages, as 
well as schemes that specifically encourage children and young people’s 
safe access to schools, community spaces, and other area. The TPD scoring 
criteria include “Links to the existing active travel network”, and “Provides a 
route to school”. 
 

2. Background 
 

2.1. The Integrated Transport Block is a funding stream available to develop and 
deliver schemes outlined in the Combined Authority’s Local Transport and 



Connectivity Plan (LTCP) and associated programmes of activity. The County 
Council’s Active Travel programme which includes the Local Cycling and 
Walking Infrastructure Programme is one of the programmes eligible for this 
funding. 
 

2.2. The Integrated Transport Block is allocated by the Department of Transport to 
the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Combined Authority. This is 
subsequently passported by the Combined Authority to the County Council.  
 

2.3. In 2025/26, the Department of Transport have not separately identified the 
Integrated Transport Block but have rolled all the funding blocks into baseline 
funding. However, the total is unchanged and for the purposes of budget setting 
for 2025/26 the previous funding amounts for each block have remained 
unchanged.  
 

2.4. On 1st October 2024, the Highways and Transport Committee approved the 
allocation of Integrated Transport Block (ITB) funding for 2025/26. This included 
a budget of £730,000 of Delivering Transport Strategy Aims funding for the 
delivery of active travel schemes. 
 

3. Funding allocation for 2025/26 
 

3.1. The proposed schemes to be delivered in 2025/26 are outlined in Table One 
below. 
 
Table One: Proposed Delivering Transport Strategy Aims (DTSA) funding 
allocations for 2025/26 

Project / description District Scheme Stage Funding 

allocation 

Oxford Road / Windsor Rd 

Pedestrian and cycle improvements to the 

junction 

Cambridge 
Detailed Design / 

Delivery 
£19,062 

Riverside to Newmarket Rd 

Pedestrian and cycle improvements 
Cambridge 

Feasibility / Preliminary 

Design 
£16,908 

Victoria Avenue / Maids Causeway 

New signalised crossing between 

Midsummer Common and Maids Causeway 

Cambridge Delivery £400,000 

A142 Mepal 
Corridor pedestrian and cycle improvements 

between Mepal and Sutton 

East 

Cambs. 

Further development of 

options / Preliminary 

Design 

£4,467 

Merivale Way, Ely 

Ped & cycle bridge provision  

East 

Cambs. 
Detailed Design £17,611 

Station Road, Ely 

Pedestrian and cycle improvements to 

junction and access to Station 

East 

Cambs. 
Preliminary Design £22,370 

Chatteris to Doddington 

Pedestrian and Cycle crossing 

improvements 

Fenland 
Feasibility / Preliminary 

Design 
£3,500 



Project / description District Scheme Stage Funding 

allocation 

Elm to Wisbech 

Corridor Pedestrian and Cycle 

improvements 

Fenland 
Further development of 

options / Engagement 
£27,787 

Leverington Common Crossroads 

Safety improvements to junction 
Fenland Delivery £32,312 

Prospect Way, Chatteris 

Footway improvements 
Fenland 

Detailed Design / 

Delivery 
£29,835 

Grafham to Brampton 

Improvement to NCN route between villages 
Hunts 

Feasibility / Preliminary 

Design 
£10,957 

Needingworth Rd, St. Ives 
New signalised crossing of St. Audreys Lane 

Hunts Delivery £76,692 

Cottenham to Histon 

Pedestrian and cycle improvements / access 

to Village College within Cottenham 

South 

Cambs. 

Further development of 

options / Engagement 
£4,564 

New Rd, Impington 

Pedestrian and cycle improvements and 

access to Village College 

South 

Cambs. 

Further development of 

option / Engagement / 

Preliminary Design 

£22,167 

Waterbeach to Lode 
Pedestrian and cycle improvements/access 

to Bottisham Lock 

South 

Cambs. 

Feasibility / Preliminary 

Design 
£18,946 

Wilbrahams to Cambridge 
Corridor pedestrian and cycle connections 

South 

Cambs. 

Further development of 

option / Engagement / 

Preliminary Design 

£22,858 

Total   £730,000 

 
3.2. The Victoria Avenue / Maids Causeway scheme in Cambridge has not been 

able to progress for three years while other works including the Greater 
Cambridge Partnership’s Milton Road scheme have been delivered. This is 
therefore included to be delivered within the 25/26 financial year. 
 

3.3. Several smaller schemes are proposed to be included that will move through 
the design stage into delivery. The remaining allocations are for feasibility and 
design work which will allow schemes to be brought forward for delivery in 
future years. 
 

4. Revised prioritisation scoring criteria for the Transport 
Proposals Database 

 
4.1. The Transport Proposals Database (TPD) currently includes 838 transport 

proposals, including 628 active travel schemes. The Active travel schemes are 
categorised as follows: 
 

4.2. “Tier 1” – Active travel routes in the approved Local Cycling and Walking 
Infrastructure Plan. 

 



4.3. “Tier 2” – All other active travel schemes, currently unprioritised’ 
 

The rest of the transport schemes in the database are categorised as public 
transport, road safety, highways, rights of way or miscellaneous transport 
schemes. 
 

4.4. New prioritisation criteria are needed to score and prioritise all the schemes in 
the Transport Proposals Database, to create consistency of prioritisation 
approach, and to enable the Council: 

• To apply for funding as opportunities arise 

• To commence feasibility studies 

• To align scheme proposals with the Council’s seven ambitions for 
Cambridgeshire 

• To address social isolation in rural villages by enabling rural schemes to 
score more highly than they have before 

 
4.5. The updated criteria will replace both the previous LCWIP and DTSA criteria 

with one single scoring system, which can be used to score and prioritise all the 
schemes in the Transport Proposals Database, particularly those which have 
not been scored or prioritised previously (Tier 2 active travel schemes). There is 
no intention to re-score the schemes in the approved LCWIP, but all future 
scoring would use the new criteria. 
 

4.6. The proposed new criteria are arranged under the five LCWIP categories of 
Economy, Effectiveness, Policy, Deliverability and Connectivity. Fifteen new 
criteria align with the Council Ambitions and incorporate all the previous DTSA 
and LCWIP criteria, reworded and updated. The criteria also align with the goals 
and objectives set out in the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Local Transport 
and Connectivity Plan (LTCP), as the overarching transport strategy for 
Cambridgeshire. Each is scored on a scale of 0 to 4. 
 

4.7. The intention is to use these criteria to prioritise schemes in the Transport 
Proposals Database: 

• To prioritise the Tier 2 (non-LCWIP) active travel schemes 

• For future DTSA scoring 

• For any future LCWIP scoring 
 

4.8. For assessing other transport schemes, including newly proposed transport 
schemes before being added to the database. 

 
4.9. A briefing note explaining the revised prioritisation scoring criteria for the 

Transport Proposals Database in more detail can be found in Appendix 1. 
 

4.10. Full details, including the complete scoring criteria for each indicator and full 
comparisons to previous DTSA and LCWIP criteria and the Council Ambitions 
can be found in Appendix 2. 
 

 



5. Transport Proposals Database updated process and 
holding list 

 
5.1. The Transport Proposals Database (TPD) is a closed list, and schemes cannot 

be added directly to it. Several years ago, Highways and Transport Committee 
approved the current process, which assesses new schemes proposed by the 
Council, or by other bodies for consideration for County Council funding and 
delivery against current transport policies. Schemes which are compliant with 
current transport policies and are feasible to deliver, are added to the holding 
list and considered during annual reviews of transport strategies. Schemes 
added into Strategy Action Plans are then automatically added to the TPD. 
Schemes compliant with transport policies but deemed as unfeasible are added 
into the unfeasible list in the TPD and should also be reviewed annually. 
Schemes not supported by existing policy cannot be considered for inclusion 
into a Strategy and therefore are not added to the TPD. 
 

5.2. However, due to ongoing discussions with the CPCA around strategy 
development, and the lengthy timescales involved in developing strategies and 
action plans, the holding list no longer provides a workable solution to adding 
new schemes to the TPD. Schemes are being held on the holding list 
indefinitely, and therefore a new process needs to be developed. 
 

5.3. It is therefore proposed to dissolve the current holding list process, using the 
TPD Group to review the 20 schemes currently on it and then add them to the 
TPD with immediate effect. We will then review the process of adding schemes 
to the TPD and bring a new proposed process back to Committee for approval 
later in the year. 
 

6.  Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP) 
update 

 
6.1. The LCWIP routes, as approved at the October 2022 Highways and Transport 

Committee are being progressed through a multitude of different funding 
streams from different bodies such as Active Travel England, National 
Highways, District Councils, and the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough 
Combined Authority, the County Council and from new development or 
developer contributions when appropriate.  
 

6.2. Some proposals have had optioneering and feasibility work undertaken whilst 
others are at the detailed design stage, ready for delivery. Some routes or 
sections of routes are being or have been delivered, including sections of the 
Greater Cambridge Partnership’s Greenways. An update on the LCWIP 
schemes can be found in Appendix 3. 
 

6.3. Following the response to the consultation, and as agreed at the Highways and 
Transport Committee in October 2023, walking routes in Littleport and Ramsey 
have been added to the LCWIP. 
 



6.4. Using the same methodology, officers have compared the results using the 
Census 2011 journey to work data, (which was used to identify the LCWIP 
routes) to the results using the Census 2021 data. Many of the largest 
differences in potential usage of the routes can be attributed to the pandemic 
circumstances of the time with more journeys to hospital, highlighted in 
additional usage of Long Road in Cambridge, for example, and a reduction in 
journeys on routes to University and College destinations and to employment 
sectors where employees were more likely to be able to work from home.  
 

7. Conclusion and reasons for recommendations  
 

7.1. To paper outlines the proposed allocation of funding for 25/26. 
 

8. Significant Implications  
 
8.1. Finance Implications  

 
The Integrated Transport Block fund is passported to the County Council 
through the Combined Authority from central government on an annual basis. It 
provides capital funding for scheme development and delivery. 
As new transport infrastructure is delivered, there is a significant impact on 
Council maintenance budgets to maintain new infrastructure. This is factored 
into the calculation of additional revenue budgets in each year’s business 
planning process.  
 
Where schemes are developed through the planning process, negotiations with 
developers will seek to reduce the financial impact on the Council either through 
design and use of materials or by financial agreements e.g. commuted sums. 
 

8.2. Legal Implications 
 
There are no significant implications for this priority.  
 

8.3. Risk Implications 
 
There are no significant implications for this priority.  
 

8.4. Equality and Diversity Implications  
 
Equality Impact Assessments have already been completed for the Fenland and 
Huntingdonshire Transport Strategies, and for the Integrated Transport Block 
‘Delivering Transport Strategy Aims’ budget proposals.  
 

8.5. Climate Change and Environment Implications  
 
Reducing transport related carbon emissions, improving air quality and 
achieving biodiversity improvements are key benefits arising from the proposed 
schemes. 



9. Source Documents  

9.1. Highways and Transport Committee, 1st October 2024, Agenda Item 4, 

Integrated Transport Block Funding Allocation 2025-26 

 

APPENDICES 1 – 4  

Appendix 1: Member briefing note – Revised prioritisation scoring criteria for 

the Transport Proposals Database 

Appendix 2: Detailed prioritisation scoring criteria for the Transport 

Proposals Database  

Appendix 3: An update on the LCWIP 
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