
Minutes of the 2nd Combined Community Councils Meeting 

2nd July, 2008

Old Church Rooms, Radyr

PRESENT: -


Councillor:   W. Howells [St. Georges & St. Brides]
Councillors:  R. Burston [Bonvilston & St. Nicholas]

                   Meirion Evans [Clerk ~ Bonvilston & St. Nicholas]


Councillors:  T. Evans [Peterston-super-Ely]

Councillors:  A. Foyle [Welsh St. Donats]
Councillors:  P. Fox & G. Thomas [Pendoylan]

                   Judith Roberts [Clerk ~ Pendoylan]


Councillor:    J. Hughes, F. Lewis [St. Fagans]
Councillors:  D. Stone [Llantwit Fadre]

Councillors: D. Silver, D. Suthers, S. Philpott & J. Marsh [Radyr & Morganstown]

                   Helena Fox [Clerk ~ Radyr & Morganstown]

                   Greg Lewis [Clerk ~ Pontyclun]




Ian Davies, Transport Wales, WAG
Peter Jones, Transport Wales, WAG
APOLOGIES: - 

Cllr B. Fawcett [Welsh St Donats]; Cllr Penri Willimas and A Davies [Clerk ~ Pentyrch]
1
Attendance and Apologies

Councillor David Silver [R&M] took the Chair and welcomed everybody to the meeting.  Attendance was noted, as were apologies, where received. 

Ian Davies and Peter Jones talked through the two proposals below and set out the main features and time lines:
2
International Business Park proposed for Junction 33 of the M4

1. The development site lies within Cardiff County Council’s (CCC) boundaries and an application has been submitted to planning for consideration after July 2008 – no date is set.  The developer would like to start work 12 months after gaining planning consent.

2. Role of Transport Wales, WAG : Transport Wales’ powers are restricted to the effects to the M4 network, A4232 and trunk roads in CCC.  Its role is to make sure that the developer provides improvements and to make sure that those improvements are made, to impose conditions on the developer and ensure they are met.  Transport Wales have stated their expectations for the development to CCC. CCC and RCT can also impose restrictions on the developer.

3. Consultation is running : 

a. All representation should be made to CCC.
b. WAG can require other consultees to be included : RCT will be consulted. 

c. Some objections and representations have already been made to CCC.

d. Any community council or individual can submit their objections and responses even if not part of the official consultation list to CCC and to their AM or MP

4. Traffic modelling has been done by Halcrow Consulting Engineers of Cardiff for WAG.  The developer has done their own.

a. The model is based on traffic flow now, after the development is complete and in 15 years time. 

b. as a ‘closed system’, ie a site that once complete will not expand, it is easier to predict future traffic flow than in open developments.

5. Road changes to J33 will increase capacity and improve traffic flow and include:

a. The gyratory system above the M4 :

i. gain a lane to become a 3-lane system

ii. all exits will have traffic lights and all lights set to maximize traffic flow

iii. existing traffic lights have been adjusted as far as possible and flow is now at its maximum.

b. Four slip roads will be improved:

i. E-bound from Bridgend : no big changes

ii. W-bound to Bridgend : a new lane and hard shoulder to M4 : paid for by WAG because it was proposed before the development

iii. W-bound from Cardiff : developer to add a dedicated slip lane on the left so that traffic can flow uninterrupted onto the A4232 and Cardiff Bay (ie, no traffic lights).

iv. E-bound to Cardiff  : WAG and the developer will add a slip lane 

6. Public Transport : the development relies heavily on this and will include:

a. Park and ride, park and share, public transport links subsidized by the developer, travel-to-work plans and incentives not to use cars.

b. The site will not have heavy 24hr use : it does not include factories with shift workers.

c. CCC have a vested interest in making the public transport work to reduce traffic and meet the needs of their constituents.  It is envisaged that workers on the development will come from a wide area including CCC, the Vale and the Valleys.

d. CCC will be required to consider the public transport needs of neighbouring communities.

e. Rail link : it was found to be less cost effective than buses.  Some thought is being given to a rail link at M4 J34, probably south of the M4, but this is speculative and there are no plans.

7. Changes to J32, Coryton : improvements will be made and paid for by WAG because programmed before the J33 development : 

a. E-bound from J33 : a dedicated lane from the M4 to the A470 North to allow uninterrupted flow, ie no traffic lights

b. W-bound at J32 : a dedicated lane from the M4 to the A470 North that by-passes the Coryton gyratory.

3
Access from the M4 to Cardiff International Airport/St Athan 
1. It is WAG policy to improve links to Cardiff International Airport (CIA) for the benefit of ‘Wales plc’.  This is the driver of this road scheme.

2. CIA states that it handles 3m passengers/year and would like to increase that to 5m.  

a. It is acknowledged that the problems with access to CIA are more of perception than practical.  

b. CIA has other problems : routes, costs and management but Transport Wales can only address access.

3. The Metrix development at St Athan will increase the need for better links to CIA.

a. The planning application will include local authority-run road improvements to Barry

b. Likely to go for consideration by the planning committee in Spring 2009

c. Consultation starts on 15th and 16th July 2008.

4. Ove Arup are the consulting engineers on the M4/CIA link and improvements to Culverhouse Cross.
a. There may be one solution to the CIA link and Culverhouse Cross problems – or it may need two separate solutions
b. 1st consultation was held in November 2007

c. 2nd consultation, using the same routes as in November 2007, starts on the 8th July : for community councils and 9th July for the public.  To be held at the Copthorne Hotel, Culverhouse Cross.

d. Some community councils have already been consulted but any may submit comments.

5. Consultation options : there were no estimated costs available but all are considered viable : 

· Option A : A4232 to be widened, solving all issues in one solution

· Option B : via A48 and A4226 with a by-pass to the north or south of St  

    Nicholas or directly along the A48.  (WAG have given funds to      

    the Vale to improve road safety on the A4226).

· Option C : J34 to Five Mile Lane to Barry : does not include a solution to 

Culverhouse Cross.  (In 2002 WAG had considered this option     and asked for further investigation and consultation.)

WAG will run the consultations and manage the final project. WAG would build the roads under the Highways Act and thus control them and could restrict development along them. CCC will be a consultee and controls Culverhouse Cross - WAG tried and failed to gain control of Culverhouse Cross last year.

6. Consultation next steps : 

a. The 3 options are now lines on a map, with outline consideration of the implications of each

b. All responses should be sent to WAG 

c. Responses on the current consultation will be analyzed and a preferred route chosen and protected for planning purposes while full designs are produced

d. Finally selected design will go to consultation

e. Likely to end up before a planning inspector in some 2 years time. It was accepted that the current fuel price rise might cause changes 

At this point, Ian Davies and Peter Jones were thanked for attending the meeting, taking many questions and discussing the projects in detail.  They, in turn, thanked the group for the discussion.  Ian Davies and Peter Jones then left the meeting. 

During the discussion general points were made by community council representatives:

· Consultation of community councils by CCC had been poor which reinforced concerns about a lack of joined-up planning

· Concerns were expressed about the role of Ove Arup as consulting engineers

4         Next Steps : after discussion the following was agreed :
International Business Park : 

1. Community councils would view the planning application and send individual responses to CCC, and their AM and/or MP.  Points to consider could include restrictions on construction plant, tonnage restrictions on roads, enforcement of conditions

2. Community councils will consider individual meetings with the developer

Cardiff International Airport/St Athan
1. Community councils will attend the consultation events and submit responses.  Attendance will add the councils to the consultation mailing list.

Follow-up to this meeting

It was agreed that Helena Fox [Clerk ~ R&M] would draft a letter to the Minister thanking him for sending WAG officers to the meeting but expressing disappointment that no politicians were present to meet with the elected representatives of so many constituents.

5
To Consider format of subsequent meetings
· St Fagan’s Community Council offered to host the next meeting.  Date to be arranged.  

· It was agreed that councils would consider future formats and send their suggestion to St Fagan’s.  It was felt important to invite political representatives, eg AMs and Cardiff and Vale Councillors.

David Silver then thanked all for attending and thanks were received for R&M’s hospitality, particularly the refreshments provided by Cllr Sue Philpott.

There being no other business, the meeting closed at 9.20 pm

Chair_____________________________________________

Date______________________________________________
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