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Dear Councillor, 

City centre cycling ban suspension: review 

As you will be aware, the review of the experimental city centre cycling ban is due for 
consideration at the Area Joint Committee meeting on 22nd January 2007. We write to 
summarise our views, following the experiment. 

Summary of key points 

• We do not yet know what the Officer report will recommend, but we feel that allowing 
cycling back into the area has worked with few problems, and should be made 
permanent. We dearly hope that this can command cross-party support. 

• There has been a notable absence throughout the past year of adverse 
media/newspaper comment about the change. This surely indicates that there is not 
significant popular resentment of the change. 

• National government guidance issued in 2004 is clear that “on the basis of research, 
there are no real factors to justify excluding cyclists from pedestrianised areas and 
that cycling could be much more widely permitted than is current without detriment to 
pedestrians”. Furthermore, guidance issued by a government body even this month 
states “Allowing cycling through restricted areas should be the rule rather than the 
exception”. 

• Observations on the ground show that, in general, cyclists are taking care. The small 
minority that speed through the area regardless are the sort of cyclist who did so 
irrespective of the ban. We feel such conduct is a matter of anti-social behaviour over 
which the police can take enforcement action. But it should not result in 
reinstatement of the ban, given the very substantial majority who do take care. 

AJC Councillors 
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History of the ban 

You will recall that the City Centre Bike Ban was enacted, back in 1992, against widespread 
popular opposition, against all evidence and in contradiction of the findings of an expensive 
Public Inquiry. At that Inquiry, the City Council supported avoiding a ban in Sidney Street. 
The Inspector's recommendations agreed with this, but the County Council overrode both 
the City Council and the Public Inquiry recommendations and confirmed the ban in all the 
streets concerned. 

Cyclists have been seriously inconvenienced by the ban, especially the many thousands of 
people resident in the city centre. The prohibition on Sidney Street has been particularly 
onerous because the alternative northbound route via Hobson Street, Malcolm Street and 
Jesus Lane is lengthy and is perceived as dangerous and intimidating. 

Council officials have repeatedly made clear that there is no record of poor safety in the area 
due to cycling. Most danger arises from speeding drivers passing through the area for non-
access purposes after 4pm, particularly at night, a problem which has not been successfully 
tackled. 

Following a failed attempt to allow two-way cycling on Trinity Street, your colleagues on the 
AJC back in January 2005 supported the experimental suspension, to try to settle the matter 
one way or the other. We very much supported this. 

National policy and guidance 

The Department for Transport recently reiterated in its Local Transport Notes on walking and 
cycling, which were issued for consultation only a year before, in 2004, that (our emphasis): 

“Pedestrianised areas are typically located in the core area of a town or city, and as such, 
can form a barrier to direct through-routes for cyclists. Cyclists often need access to 
pedestrianised areas to reach their workplace, shops or other destinations. Studies (by 
Transport Research Laboratory) have shown that there are no real factors to justify 
excluding cyclists from pedestrianised areas - accidents between pedestrians and cyclists 
in these circumstances are very rare. At low flows they mingle readily. When pedestrian 
density increases cyclists behave accordingly by slowing down, dismounting, or taking 
avoiding action as required.” 

This is based on longer-standing guidance from the Government’s Traffic Advisory Leaflet 
TAL 9/93, which echoes the same points. 

Cycling England, the Government’s cycling body this month issued guidance that: 

“Allowing cycling through restricted areas should be the rule rather than the exception.” 

It further states: 

“Advice on this issue is set out in TAL 9/93 Cycling in Pedestrian Areas. This emphasises 
that, on the basis of research, there are no real factors to justify excluding cyclists from 
pedestrianised areas and that cycling could be much more widely permitted than is 
current without detriment to pedestrians. The TRL research on which that advice is also 
based established that cyclists alter their behaviour according to the density of pedestrian 
traffic by modifying their speed or dismounting. Furthermore, the evidence of the case 
studies contained within the report shows that very few collisions actually occur between 
cyclists and pedestrians. It also showed that as pedestrian flows rise, the incidence of 
cyclists choosing to push their cycle also rises and those cyclists who continue to ride 
tend to do so at a lower speed.” 
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This certainly backs up our own observations. 

Our views put forward in 2005 

In 2005 we put forward our views that: 

• The area concerned should be designated as a ‘Pedestrian Priority Zone’, making 
clear that cyclists and drivers should take full account of the needs of pedestrians; 

• The Campaign strongly supports both enforcement action on illegal cycle movements 
and action to promote sensible and responsible cycling throughout the historic centre 
pedestrian zone; 

• The continued allowance of cycling in the city centre on Sundays without significant 
problems demonstrated already that pedestrians and cyclists can co-exist; many 
cyclists adjust to this by regulating their speed and/or voluntarily dismounting in the 
busiest areas; 

• That a Code Of Conduct for cyclists be agreed, backed up by publicity and 
enforcement; 

• An observation that the experiment should result in a simplification of the current 
regulations in the city centre, which should aid compliance with those which remain; 

• That a Working Group, to include pedestrian representation, could be established to 
look at these and related issues. 

Sadly, the first point was not taken up due to Department for Transport unwillingness for 
such signage. The other points were, in the main, taken up. 

The recent review 

On-street behavioural surveys, and a questionnaire to stakeholders such as ourselves and 
local businesses have since taken place. We responded to the questionnaire pointing out 
that: 

• In general the experiment does seem to have worked. Cycling in the area is 
reasonable given the city’s cycling culture. 

• There has been a notable absence throughout the past year of adverse 
media/newspaper comment - whether editorial or letters from local readers - about 
the change. This surely indicates that there is not popular resentment of the change. 

• Pedestrians have seen some benefit by being more likely to be aware that cyclists 
are able to use the area, and that cyclists should take more care as a result of being 
allowed to do so. 

• Many cyclists want to visit the shops in the area by bicycle, and that cycling 
customers are important to the health of the local economy. 

• We still wished to see improved signage (e.g. a 'Pedestrian Priority Zone') as per 
previous correspondence. 

• Directional arrows painted/block-paved on the ground (in a manner respectful to the 
character of the area) at the turning points would increase awareness that a one-way 
system exists, and improve compliance. 
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• We remain of the view that increased enforcement is needed by the police to combat 
the nuisance caused by the minority of cyclists who use the area in an anti-social 
manner. 

Observations on the ground show that, in general, cyclists are taking care. The small 
minority that speed through the area regardless are the sort of cyclist who did so irrespective 
of the ban. We feel such conduct is a matter of anti-social behaviour over which the police 
can take enforcement action. But it should not result in reinstatement of the ban, given the 
very substantial majority who do take care. 

 

We would welcome any comments you may have. We very much hope that support, 
preferably cross-party support, for rescinding the ban can be achieved on January 22nd. 

 

Yours sincerely, 
on behalf of Cambridge Cycling Campaign, 

 

 

Martin Lucas-Smith 
Co-ordinator 


