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1. Background 
 
1.1  This report is to provide the Executive Board with a summary of the discussion at the 

Greater Cambridge Partnership (GCP) Joint Assembly meeting held on Thursday 12th 
February 2026.  The Executive Board is invited to take this information into account in its 
decision making. 

 
1.2 Six public questions were received; one on agenda items 7, 8 and 9 [Greenways 

proposals], two on item 7 [Barton Greenway – Baulk Path], one on item 8 [Comberton 
Greenway – Sidgwick Avenue], and one on item 9 [Greater Cambridge Greenways – 
Comberton Full Business Case]. 

 
1.3 Six reports were considered and a summary of the main points emerging from the Joint 

Assembly discussion is set out below. 
 
 

2. Quarterly Progress Report 
 
2.1 The Joint Assembly noted details of progress across the whole GCP programme.  A 

number of comments on specific workstreams arose from the discussion and a summary 
of the main points is set out below. 

 
Transport 

 

• Noting the significant number of major utilities works across the city and the impact 
on delivery, members stressed the importance of ongoing liaison with the County 
Street Works Team and utilities providers to co-ordinate plans to minimise 
disruption and backfill trenches to prevent future subsidence and maintenance 
costs. 

• In response to a question, members received an update on Chisholm Trail Phase 
2.  Noting ongoing discussions with the rail industry, the Joint Assembly invited the 
Executive Board to consider inviting Network Rail to take the early steps required 
for the scheme to be progressed. 

• Noting the status of CSET Phase 1 emphasised the importance of addressing the 
technical planning issue as soon as possible to allow work to progress; 
recognising that a key element of the scheme was to address a road safety issue.  



Officers confirmed plans to bring a report to the next meeting to provide a full 
update and propose a way forward. 

• Commenting on the City Access programme which was on hold pending the 
outcome of the Combined Authority’s work on the Greater Cambridge Transport 
Strategy, a strong fence around the budget was requested to prevent it from being 
reallocated to overspent projects. 

• There was a request for an update on the Hills Road cycling project, and it was 
confirmed that the scheme would be reinvigorated once the utilities work timeline 
had been worked through, taking forward conversations that had happened 
already. 

 
Skills 
 

• It was recognised that this work had generally progressed well, but noting a 
number of indicators were ‘amber’ members asked for more detail and questioned 
if any action could be taken to address this.  It was noted that numbers were 
expected to improve in the next quarter as they reflected on more of the academic 
year.  

• Noting plans to establish a Greater Cambridge Development Corporation, there 
was a request for a note on whether current and planned provision is sufficient to 
deliver planned growth.  

 
Housing 
 

• It was suggested that good rural exception sites were being lost as a 
consequence of a lack of land for self-build applications and it was asked whether 
this was something the GCP was aware/took account of. 

 
Economy and Environment 

 

• Commenting on work with UKPN to progress the electricity grid reinforcement 
work it was asked if officers could emphasise the need for continued investment in 
the existing infrastructure, recognising the impact of power outages, especially in 
rural areas.  

• In response to a question, it was agreed to provide members with details of how 
much additional capacity resulted from the electricity grid reinforcement work and 
how this addressed predicted demand as defined in the Local Plan. 

 
2.2 The Joint Assembly made a number of comments about the way in which information on 

status ratings and completion forecasts was presented.  This included the need to 
provide an explanation of the reason for any changes.  It had also been suggested at a 
previous meeting that members would find it useful to have details of progress on 
individual schemes in percentage terms.  It was proposed the Transport Working Group 
meeting will receive a detailed briefing to help members learn about the complexities 
involved.  

 
2.3 Members commented on the GCP’s future cashflow deficit and emphasised the need to 

confirm how this would be dealt with.  As part of the response, it was confirmed that a full 
update on this would be reported to the Autumn meeting cycle. 

 
 

3. Barton Greenway – Baulk Path 
 
3.1 The Executive Board is recommended to proceed with option A to proceed with the 

delivery of the Baulk Path as part of the Barton Greenway, a view held by a 6:3 majority 



of Joint Assembly members.  The general opinion was that the offline route, although not 
the most direct, would provide a quieter, safer, alternative route for users not wanting to 
use the Barton Road section of the Greenway, which ran parallel to the road.  This was 
especially relevant for less confident cyclists and would potentially encourage take up of 
cycling and wider active travel, part of the Greenways objectives. The minority opinion 
questioned its fit with the network, forecast usage and value for money. 

 
 

4. Comberton Greenway – Sidgwick Avenue 
 
4.1 The Joint Assembly acknowledged the strategic value of the route and supported the 

updated proposals for Sidgwick Avenue.  In particular members acknowledged the 
advantages of the proposed drop-down bollards over other forms of filter and welcomed 
plans to ensure the street remained tree-lined beyond phase 2 and into the future. 

 
4.2 Members discussed the issue of traffic displacement and asked that the impact on 

surrounding roads, including West Road, be monitored during the trial.   
 
4.3 One member questioned whether the scheme was ambitious enough and suggested 

officers should consider testing a variety of options during the Experimental Traffic 
Regulation Order (ETRO) period.  Another suggested closing the road was the easy 
option and there were other ways of addressing the problems, such as road design. 

 
4.4 The Joint Assembly noted that an unprecedented volume of correspondence in support 

of the scheme had been received. 
 
 

5. Greater Cambridge Greenways – Comberton Full Business Case 
 
5.1 The Joint Assembly supported the recommendations to deliver the project and agree the 

Full Business Case.  
 
5.2 Commenting on the detailed proposals, the use of golden gravel to maintain the visual 

aesthetic of rural areas was welcomed, despite greater cost, and it was hoped this could 
be used in other areas. Members highlighted the potential visibility risk associated with 
solar studs in rural areas which could become a safety risk. It was important to establish 
where ongoing responsibility for maintenance would fall. 

 
5.3 The Joint Assembly questioned how the gap between budget and cost would be 

addressed and expressed concern that this could result in the scheme being “watered 
down”.  Members welcomed the explanation received and the reassurance that a further 
report would be presented to the Executive Board if additional budget was required. 

 
 

6. Waterbeach Railway Station- Facilities 

 
6.1 The Joint Assembly generally supported the proposals to provide facilities as part of 

plans for the new railway station for Waterbeach New Town.  Commenting on the initial 
costing, carried out for budget purposes, most members were of the opinion that any 
associated costs would be significantly outweighed by the benefits; with one individual 
expressing concern that the public sector rather than the developers would be funding 
this.  Members welcomed plans to work on establishing income streams to support 
delivery of the facilities. Members requested work to establish income streams should 
aim to cover the facilities’ recurring maintenance costs.  



 
6.2 A question was raised about the intended permanence of the proposed facilities and 

officers were asked to take this into account when considering design, which would need 
to be of high quality. 

 
 

7. GCP Smart Programme Update 

 
7.1 The Joint Assembly noted the update and was supportive of the current Smart 

programme of work.  Members asked a number of technical questions on the projects, 
including information on data privacy and sovereignty. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Background Papers 
 

Source Documents Location 

None N/A 

 


