CAMBRIDGE CYCLING CAMPAIGN
NEWSLETTER 105 • DECEMBER 2012 – JANUARY 2013
For better, safer and more
cycling in and
around Cambridge
www.camcycle.org.uk

£1 – FREE to members

Science
Park
Station
blues
• City centre improvements
• Cycleway lighting
• Cycles considered in Hills Road roadworks
• AGM report
and much more...

Cambridge Cycling Campaign

Co-ordinator’s comment

If you like what you see in this newsletter, add your
voice to those of our 1,100 members by joining the
Campaign.
Membership costs are low:
£7.50 individual
£3.50 unwaged
£12 household.
For this, you get six newsletters a year, discounts at a
large number of bike shops, and you will be supporting
our work.
Join now on-line at:
www.camcycle.org.uk/membership
Cambridge Cycling Campaign was set up in 1995 to
voice the concerns of cyclists. We are not a cycling club,
but a voluntary organisation promoting cycling for
public benefit and representing the concerns of cyclists
in and around Cambridge.
Registered charity number 1138098
Our meetings, open to all, are on the first Tuesday of
each month, 7.30 for 8.00pm until 10pm at the Friends’
Meeting House, Jesus Lane, Cambridge.

Elected Committee Members
and Trustees 2012-2013
Chair (and Charity Chair) – Martin Lucas-Smith
Co-ordinator (and Charity Secretary) – Michael Cahn
Treasurer (and Charity Treasurer) – Chris Dorling
Membership Secretary – David Earl
Liaison Officer – Jim Chisholm
Newsletter Editor – Monica Frisch
Planning Officer – Shirley Fieldhouse
Events Officer – Simon Nuttall
Press Officer – Robin Heydon
Under 25 & New Media Officer – David Diem
Web Officer – Neil Spenley
Campaigners – Klaas Brümann, John Hall,
Chris Howell and James Woodburn

Contacting the Campaign
Cambridge Cycling Campaign
Llandaff Chambers, 2 Regent Street
Cambridge CB2 1AX
Telephone: (01223) 690718
Internet: www.camcycle.org.uk
E-mail: contact@camcycle.org.uk
Twitter: @camcycle
Facebook:
www.facebook.com/CambridgeCyclingCampaign
This newsletter is printed on recycled paper by
CSF Print.

2

Image used by kind permission of TfL

Co-ordinator’s comment

Philosophy? Today: the car. What looks
like a simple thing, a mode of transport,
a tool, is in fact a machine which creates
its own reality. The sheer number of
cars has massively changed the reality
of our cities. For those who use them
every day they act like a drug which
distorts reality: users of cars experience
a sense of entitlement to road space
and to speed. Their geography becomes
a sequence of parking lots and highspeed scenery. The drug of motorisation
instils a vision of our roads as a network
of dangerous non-places, where speed
and speed chase each other, and where
human interaction only occurs when
another crash claims another victim.
It is changing the consciousness of its
users by promoting a sense that cars
are unavoidable, that life without them
would be plainly impossible. Like a real
hard drug, cars create dependence.
Why? How? Advertisement, road
engineering, limited support for public
transport, urban planning, even the
Highway Code and the failure to
account for the costs of car use in a
comprehensive manner, all these factors
work together to create a cognitive
system which is addictive and distortive.
It and makes us prisoners in the
expensive, unsustainable and unhealthy
regime of cars.
Yet there is worse to come. In spite of
their many victims, we are induced to
experience cars as a zone of enhanced
personal safety. Crumple-zone, air
bags, seat belts, ABS brakes, Electronic
Stability Control, warning signals, etc
promise protection from the dangers
that these very cars have unleashed.
This is perverse enough, but it is also
poisonous. We protect ourselves with
air bags, by keeping the kids indoors,
by cultivating an ever firmer sense of

road danger.
The UK had
22,660 dead
and seriously
injured last
year. The
scandal of
these figures
seems to
disappear
from public
consciousness,
but when you
mention the word bicycle, suddenly a
wave of fear and hysteria will engulf
you. The more the car is presented as a
safe device, the more anxiety the idea of
using the road on two wheels provokes.
This distorted and hysterical sense of
danger is the most striking effect of
the mind-bending power of cars. Plato
speaks of those who live in a cave and
mistake shadows for reality. Our own
exposure to 50 years of Ford, Audi and
BMW has implanted such a cave in our
heads, in which cars become a necessity
of life and roads become spaces of death.
In our delusion, we magnify the risk of
being eaten by a wild beast on our roads,
and underestimate the loss of happy,
healthy, low-impact living which more
active transport can offer.
The need for choices other than the
car is overwhelming, but so far the
mental grip cars exercise on our minds
seems unbroken. Transport for London
understood the depth of this cognitive
calamity when they commissioned an
image of a bike which spells out the
word freedom. Where cars rule through
fear and anxiety, a positive and visionary
term like freedom may be able to break
the spell.
It was one of the benefits of the
discussion surrounding the helmet
motion adopted at our AGM that it
invited the public to consider that the
anxieties surrounding bicycles cannot
be resolved by helmets and yet more
helmets. We need a larger rethinking of
road space, how to offer equitable and
comfortable infrastructure to all users,
and a glimpse outside the Platonic cave
of car mentality where our communities
and our very minds are no longer
hostages of motorisation.
Michael Cahn, Co-ordinator

Science Park Station
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Campaigning for a better Science Park Station
The area around the Science Park and
Cowley Road is the most economically
dynamic in the county and at the same
time a planning mess. In the absence
of a master plan, the area south of
the A14, northeast of the old railway
line to St Ives and west of the river
Cam has been driven by major, largely
private developments, like the St John’s
Innovation Centre, Trinity College’s
Science Park and the Crown Estate’s
Cambridge Business Park. The area will
soon benefit from a new railway station,
which could open in late 2015.
The new station will be built at the
south end of the old Chesterton sidings
just north of the railway bridge over the
Cam, the level crossing on Fen Road and
the junction with the old St Ives line –
see map on page 4.
The Busway and cycleway alongside
would be extended from Milton Road
along the line of the old railway. Vehicle
access would be by extending Cowley
Road. Some new cycle and foot access
links would also be provided from the
west, notably via the Bramblefields
nature reserve and from Fen Road via
Moss Bank (meaning one could get to
the station by bike from Green Dragon
Bridge fairly directly).

The business case for a
new station
For the station and the infrastructure
development around it, the county
council will borrow in the region of £23
million, which it hopes to recover from
the franchisees through an increase
in the number of travellers on the line

to London, many of these additional
trips originating in Northstowe. The
county’s transport models (largely based
on the assumption that people prefer
whatever is fastest) suggest that only
about 200 people currently driving to
the Science Park area will make the
modal switch and use the train. With the
increase in reading gadgets and internetenabled devices this behaviour might
change and the figure of 200 might be
an underestimate.
All trains between London and
Cambridge will also stop (or start) at the
new station, and maybe other trains, too.
Delivery in 2015 is crucial, as the railway
franchises will soon be renegotiated and
the new station’s ‘business’ needs to be
included. Owing to this time pressure,
the new station will arrive without a
master plan, which the council hopes to
develop later.
An area of the city where until now the
A14, the river and the railway have been
barriers could potentially be opened
up with new routes for walking and
cycling. However, the initial drawings
for the area – www.camcycle.org.uk/
jumpto/nl105sps1 (simplified on the
map on page 4) – demonstrate a lack
of vision. Cambridge Cycling Campaign
has therefore sent a letter with a list
of required improvements, compiled
from the members e-mail list. We are
pressing to address the major concerns
outlined below.

The Chisholm Trail
We need to campaign for a new bridge
over the river Cam to build the Chisholm
Trail. The county council has allocated

One of the most impressive railway
stations of this century is Liège-Guillemins
in Belgium. It was designed by Santiago
Calatrava and cost about €312 million. The
Science Park Station will only cost about a
tenth of that.
funds to study the possibilities for a
new pedestrian and cycle bridge over
the Cam by the existing railway bridge.
This will eventually form part of the
Chisholm Trail (www.camcycle.org.uk/
campaigning/cycleroutes/chisholmtrail/).
While there is cross-party support for the
new Chesterton bridge and the Chisholm
Trail, there is a risk that the bridge will
be built long after the new station opens.
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The county council’s proposals for the
new Science Park Station and access
to it.
We think that this new bridge
over the Cam needs to be in place
before the new station opens, in
order to avoid the users of the new
station acquiring travel patterns
which involve driving when they
could walk or cycle instead.
It also needs to be pointed out that
some residents of Old Chesterton
already have concerns over the
impact of heavy cycle use in Water
Street and across Green Dragon
Bridge at peak times. As designing
and building a new bridge takes
years and requires funds which
are currently not in the budget,
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we have very little time and face
many challenges.

Chesterton Fen
The current plans will leave the level
crossing at Fen Road untouched.
Nevertheless, we are asking for the new
station to be planned with access from
two sides – the access facing Cowley
Road as in the plans plus provision for a
future access from Chesterton Fen.
Asking for the second access to be
included in the plans and stipulated in
the franchise for the new station seems
important, based on the experience of
Campaign members, who have so far
found it impossible to convince the
operators to add a second, southeasterly,
ticket hall at Cambridge Station, despite
the land off Clifton Road being available
and unused and the presence of a bridge
to the platforms.
Given that a bridge (though a tunnel
like at Ely would be much preferred)
will provide access to the platforms
at the Science Park Station, adding a
second entrance from the Fen Road/
Chesterton Fen side (which lies in
South Cambridgeshire) should be
relatively easy.
The provision of station access on both
sides of the railway is crucial in view of a
possible Chisholm Trail to the northeast
of the railway tracks and the possibility
of Fen Road being cut off at the level
crossing in future, with Fen Road north
of the railway joining up with the
northern end of Cowley Road. There are
no pavements on the northern part of
Fen Road and many parents consider this
and the level crossing not to be a safe
enough route for their children to walk
or cycle to school.
Because Chesterton Fen is in the
catchment area of the Shirley School
on Nuffield Road, it is unlikely that the
level crossing at Fen Road can be closed
without providing either school transport
or a bridge over the railway near the
new station. Adding foundation points
during the station construction should
be easy, adding them once the station
is operating would be complicated and
costly. Of course, bridging the railway
further away where there are fewer
tracks seems cheaper, but it would put
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less of Chesterton Fen within walking
distance of the station entrance. In a
meeting with county officers we asked
for foundation points for support
columns of a future bridge to futureproof the new station.
The ideal solution would be for the
bridge to all platforms to simply be
a public right of way, connecting
Chesterton Fen and Chesterton Sidings.
Passengers would ‘check-in’ only when
accessing the platform. This works at
Welwyn Garden City and hundreds of
railway stations on the continent. As the
new station will be built and financed by
the council, it gives the opportunity to
design a fully permeable station, where
tracks don’t form barriers.

The building period
is short, and the
consultation period
even shorter. If you are
concerned about any of
the issues (or others not
mentioned) it is time to
write to your councillors.

The maintenance track on which cyclists
and pedestrians are tolerated, lacks flush
curbs and lighting (even in built-up areas).
The Campaign has raised concerns
regarding Bramblefield Nature Reserve
with officers, as we want to avoid a
deterioration of the reserve and feel that
lighting could well be inappropriate, if
alternative fully lit routes through Moss
Bank and Nuffield Road are provided.
In October we were told that, in order
to make room for the Guided Busway,
the shared-use underpass on the
southeastern side of Milton Road (under
the old railway track) would disappear,
with the cycleway being made level (for
a video of the area see
www.camcycle.org.uk/jumpto/
nl105sps2).

The maintenance track needs
streetlights
Is the council set to repeat the current
failings of the cycleway alongside the
Guided Busway? As guided buses don’t
need streetlights, column lights for the
cycleway will not be part of the new
station budget. With the background
lighting from Milton Road, the new
station, Nuffield Road industrial estate
and Cambridge Business Park, the lack
of lighting on this route would be a sad
disregard of people walking and cycling,
e.g. to the Science Park or Cambridge
Regional College.
The council is in the process of analysing
if it can afford to allocate funds to
install stud lighting on the existing
maintenance track and we are pressing
for column lights in built-up areas,
including the new track between Milton
Road and the new station.

Eliminating the underpass on Milton Road
would cost £700,000.
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In another meeting in November we
were presented with an alternative,
initial drawing (not to scale), proposing
to preserve the subway with a shareduse path squeezed in by the Trinity
Hall Farm Industrial Estate. This would
apparently save £700,000 on the cost
of moving the utilities if the underpass
were filled in. While we generally liked
the idea, we also commented that there
may not be sufficient space to create
an adequate turning point between
the subway and the access to the
guided busway.
The council is planning for a minimal,
straight-on-crossing, which will not
allow buses to turn into or out of Milton
Road here. Buses from Milton Road
will turn into Cowley Road to reach the
new station.
To improve permeability between the
industrial estate on Nuffield Road and
what should become as good as a
‘cyclebahn’ alongside the Guided Busway,
it is being proposed that the track run
south of the Guided Busway, whereas
it runs north of it between Milton Road
and Histon. This means that anyone
walking or cycling from the station to
the Science Park or Regional College will
have to cross twice, over Milton Road
and then the Guided Busway. (Yes, we
have asked for detector loops for cyclists
at the many new traffic lights, but any
improvements will not come out of the
new station’s budget.)
The ideal solution to the above
problem would be to provide another

Science Park Station

full-width cycleway / footway with
street lighting along the edge of the
Cambridge Business Park, in addition to
the full-width cycleway / footway on the
maintenance track. We believe that there
is sufficient space available for this, and
this level of development is appropriate
in the urban context.

Cowley Road as a ‘no-go’ area
A quick glance at the drawings shows
that the most direct route from the new
station to the Jane Coston bridge, St
John’s Innovation Centre or the Science
Park is Cowley Road, which in the draft
is basically reserved for motor traffic.

Moss Bank to Cowley Road
We also expect an increase in the
number of people walking and cycling
up Moss Bank, past the new station to
Cowley Road and the Science Park. The
draft design makes no preparations for

We want to see Nuffield Road closed near the planned
access to the new station and a new access from
Milton Road to the industrial area built
While there is a plan for a cycleway from
the new station ‘piazza’ to Cowley Road,
it is interrupted by the kiss-and-ride
roundabout and ends at the bend where
it reaches Cowley Road.

this route, which would avoid the double
crossing over Milton Road. The plans lack
a cycleway past the cycle parking and
the station’s ticket hall as a continuous
link to Cowley Road.

While Cowley Road comes under
the highways authority (the county
council), the adjacent embankments
are apparently owned by the city
council. Cowley Road sees many large
lorries, and traffic levels will increase
greatly. The county council expects that
opportunities to extend the footpaths
and cycleways all the way to the Science
Park junction
will arise
when the area
develops and
new planning
applications
for, e.g., city
council held
land will be
discussed. But
nobody knows
how long this
might be after
the station
opens.

In the draft design, cyclists en route
between Jane Coston Bridge over the
A14 and Moss Bank would cross the
station forecourt (officers like to call
it a ‘piazza’) very near the entrance to
the ticket hall. We have asked for this
route to be improved to avoid conflict
between pedestrians and commuters on
the ‘piazza’.

The main access, Cowley Road, needs wide pavements and
segregated foot- and cycleways.
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the whole of Cowley Road be upgraded
with a footway and segregated cycleway.
It is important that the electorate puts
pressure on the city and the county to
come together and build a solution
instead of a problem: the current plans
send cyclists and pedestrians along the
longer, indirect and unlit route alongside
the Guided Busway.

We are asking
that, as part
of the new
station plans,

Network Rail will keep this access running
parallel to Cowley Road.
COVER PICTURE: the site of the new
station just north of the old St Ives line
branch, seen from Fen Road level crossing.

Science Park Station
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Access from the end of Moss Bank to the new station.

Improve the area’s cycle network
Existing cycle routes in the north of the
city are in urgent need of improvement.
Many designated cycling routes in and
around Chesterton are confusing or
obstructed, leading to cyclists preferring
to ride on the road or on pedestrian
paths. Pedestrians are poor relations
with faster traffic. Increasingly, paths are
becoming dual-use for pedestrians and
cyclists. With the expansion of cycling,
this can be intimidating to pedestrians,
in particular the elderly, the infirm, and
those with small children or dogs. We
are therefore calling on the council to
build cycleways to standards achieved in
the Netherlands.

Drawing parallel lines
The Nuffield Road business area and
Cowley Road (from Milton Road towards
the new station) run roughly parallel,
only about 250 metres apart. Two
other bits of tarmac also run parallel
in between: Cowley Park (which is the
Cambridge Business Park) and the
overgrown road alongside the public

The cycle park at Groningen station, built half underground
at a cost of about €10million, providing free space to park
4,000 bicycles.

drain, which Network Rail apparently
want to retain, though it has not been
used for years. The fifth parallel route in
this 250-metre section of very valuable
land will be the concrete beams of the
Guided Busway and, finally, the sixth
parallel with be the tarmaced (but unlit)
maintenance track. We wonder how
long it will take for these six parallel,
mutually exclusive routes to appear as a
textbook case of bad land management.

Cambridge Business Park
resembles old West Berlin
Cambridge Business Park, home to BBC
Cambridgeshire, is surrounded by a wall
and has Network Rail-owned land on
three sides where, unlike on most other
private land, trespassing is a criminal
offence. You can only get in through
one controlled access point from Milton
Road. It is ridiculous, it is in Cambridge
but there is little the county council
can do. There will be talks between the
county and representatives of the Park
to see how to open up this bit of Crown
Estate. According to the draft design,
those heading for e.g. the headquarters
of Cambridge Silicon Radio, which is just
350 metres from the new station, will
be expected to walk around Cambridge
Business Park to reach the Milton Road
entrance (or take a taxi).

Cycle parking
Go Dutch!

The designers are trying to create a
clean distribution around the station
‘piazza’. Travellers stepping out of the

ticket hall will find 1,000 cycle parking
spaces to their left (just southeast of the
new station’s entrance), the bus stops
straight ahead, the car park to their right
and the kiss-and-ride roundabout and
the taxi rank further to the right. While

We want to see additional
cycle parking north of the
station entrance
this clear distribution is laudable in
principle, we expect that many station
users will have left a bike at the station,
to continue their journey to the CRC or
the Science Park, and we are asking for
a second cycle parking area northwest
of the new station’s entrance, facing
the Science Park, ideally increasing the
number to 3,000 spaces. Fly-parked
bikes are a menace in general and to the
visually handicapped in particular and
the station design should discourage it.

We need car parking
One of the benefits of the new station
is that it may reduce the number of
car trips to the congested Cambridge
Station area. But it could also result in
a car invasion in East Chesterton. We
therefore give a very cautious welcome
to a good chunk of the land between
a new station with regular services to
London and some of the most dynamic
and innovative technology firms in the
country being reserved for a car park.
However, the new station’s franchisee is
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likely to license the car park operation
to a private contractor, such as NCP. The
car park operator will apparently be
free to set the price for parking. If the
prices are the same as for the car park at
Cambridge Station, any motorist leaving
their car on Moss Bank, Nuffield Road
or Cowley Road will save £7.70 for a day
at peak time or £33.20 weekly. Onstreet
parking is likely to become an obstacle
to commuting cyclists.
Overspill parking is, of course, an
externality to the car park operator, but a
burden to residents. An officer hinted at
the Cycling & Walking group that there
are other expensive, but underused, car
parks at railway stations around the
country where users prefer to leave
their cars on the public highway in the
vicinity. We fear that parking will become
a major issue in East Chesterton. Sadly,
depending on how they manage the car
parking, we may still end up with many
fly-parked cars on the access roads,
despite much land being used for a
car park.

An opportunity to improve
Nuffield Road
Nuffield Road is a mixed-use area with
a primary school, a large medical centre
and housing, as well as large warehouses
and industry. The path to the Nuffield
Road allotments will become a station
access for walking and cycling.
We have suggested that Nuffield
Road’s residential section be cut off
for motorised through traffic just past
Discovery Way (in the bend by the
allotments), and that the industrial
section of Nuffield Road be opened up
to Milton Road via Nuffield Close (here:
cycle.st/p45471) and the first bit of the
Guided Busway. This would require a
crossing design that allows vehicles to
turn into or out of Milton Road.
The Milton Road to Nuffield Close
section of the new Guided Busway
should therefore not have a guideway
track, so as to at least keep this option
open as the area is developed further.
Bob Menzies’ initial reaction to this
proposal (which he called ‘radical’) was
that the difference between a straighton-crossing and one allowing turning
traffic would cost an extra million
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Nuffield Close will back onto the Guided
Bus maintenance track.
pounds, which he felt was a bit too much
for keeping lorries away from a primary
school. Shirley School has already seen
accidents in front of the school gates.
The risk is that the likely increase
in traffic for the new station and an
increase in onstreet parking will cause
the area to deteriorate drastically, if the
industrial part is not sectioned off from
the residential stretch.

Bridge and lifts
There are many things in this
development that we will have to work
on and it is sad that the Campaign
still has to worry about the basics.
Unfortunately the dysfunctional guide
channels and small, inappropriate lifts
installed at Cambridge Station in 2011
show that we cannot even take the most
obvious things for granted.
We have therefore asked for longer lift
cabins than those used at Cambridge
Station and with doors at both ends (as
found at most airports) to allow users
to push a wheelchair, luggage or bike
straight in and out instead of having to
reverse out of the lifts, which leads to
hold-ups.
We have also pointed out that the new
station’s ‘foot & cycle bridge’ needs
proper guide channels to allow cyclists
of all physical abilities, especially the
elderly and frail, to walk a bike up and
down the stairs, which will also require
a separate hand rail. It may not suffice to
request even such basics in writing and
it will require further campaigning to
avoid a repeat of the Cambridge Station
bridge disaster. A subway with long
ramps – like at Ely – would be ideal!
We have also requested provision within
the station area for a bicycle rental
business, secure cycle parking and also
a bicycle repair shop, which the Science
Park and East Chesterton currently lack.

We are concerned that the council may
repeat Cambridge Station bridge mistakes.

Future proof the station
The county council is about to rush
into place infrastructure (access road,
unlit routes, a bridge to all platforms,
absence of an entrance from Chesterton
Fen, permanently cutting businesses
on Nuffield Road off from Milton
Road) which once built is likely to
stay unchanged for generations. We
think our much vaunted ‘super city’
deserves better.
The north Cambridge railway station
could be an excellent example of good
infrastructure design. It could have
excellent cycle parking with space for
thousands of bikes. It could be integrated
with all the surrounding land uses:
business parks, science parks, innovation
park, and the residential areas of East
Chesterton, Milton, and Fen Ditton. It
could have excellent public transport
and cycling links. These could be
segregated from traffic jams and lorries,
yet provide the most direct route to the
station from places further afield.
Instead, we get a rushed uncoordinated
plan of station, guided bus, car parking
– ‘oh, and a minimum of that other stuff:
doesn’t need to be that good’. This is
not just another building that will last
for thirty years, this is a future entrance
point for the city. Please raise your
concerns at the consultation, with your
councillor and check the Campaign’s
Science Park Station page at
www.camcycle.org.uk/jumpto/
ScienceParkStation
Klaas Brümann and Robin Heydon
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Local news

St Andrew’s Street improvements?

More controversial have been the
suggestions for changes in the
St Andrew’s Street area. Hence an initial
workshop for stakeholders was held in
late October, with another to be held just
before this newsletter hits the streets.
No doubt many would have similar ideas
about where the stake should be driven.
As with many traffic issues, it is not the
behaviour of those who stick to the law
that creates problems, but those who
flout it. Two issues stand out:
•

•

There is an ‘except for access’
restriction on St Andrew’s Street
and Hobson Street. If this were
effectively enforced, traffic would be
greatly reduced.
Over-ranking by taxis both obstructs
the ‘informal’ pedestrian crossing
and brings southbound bicycles into
conflict with northbound buses.

The workshop was well attended by
councillors and representatives of
various interest groups, and there are
obviously some common ideas that
could be progressed. I think the idea of
totally removing the taxi rank has been
dropped, and it is good to see that on
the summary sheet no mention is made
of banning those on bikes. (When that

one came up the microphone swiftly
disappeared to the opposite side of the
room from where I sat.)

Sensible options
So what are the sensible suggestions
that few could reject?
•

A pedestrian crossing (zebra?)
between Lion Yard and Christ’s Lane

•

More cycle parking (encourage cycle
access and reduce obstruction of
footways)

•

Off-bus ticketing or smartcards to
reduce dwell time of buses

•

Re-arrangement of bus stops/loading
area/cycle parking in Hobson Street

•

Taxi feeder rank

•

Consolidation of deliveries

•

Better enforcement, both access and
stopping/delivering

•

Control of emissions, both buses and
taxis

•

Improving the public realm. Signing/
surfacing/lighting.

A few of the above may demand
explanation:
Taxi feeder ranks are not uncommon,
and a new one has just opened at
Paddington Station. At busy times drivers
join a ‘remote’ queue, which has a CCTV
monitor of the real queue; only when
spaces are available can they proceed
to the main queue. A remote queue,
replacing car parking in Park Terrace,
could easily feed both the queues in the
City Centre.

Consolidation of deliveries: already we
have Outspoken offering an easy delivery
service to central locations by means of
cargo bikes (see last month’s Newsletter).
If the colleges and the university, all of
which have extensive premises in the
centre, were to have a single delivery
point on the periphery, far fewer delivery
vehicles would need to access the
central area. Businesses could similarly
combine for all but larger loads.
Better enforcement: already civil
enforcement officers have tightened
up on over-ranking taxis, but they are
currently powerless over illegal access.
Those requiring access to King Street
may not approach from St Andrew’s
Street unless they have permitted
business (delivery etc.) in either St
Andrew’s Street or Hobson Street.
Once the appropriate section of the
Traffic Management Act is enabled,
automatic number plate recognition
can be used to monitor illegal access.
Issuing penalty charge notices by post is
controversial, but the issue of a warning
for a first infringement, and a charge
for subsequent infringements, is surely
reasonable? Cameras could also be used
to monitor over-ranking of taxis.
Improving the public realm: changing
the environment such that it appears
to be public space, rather than a road
for motor vehicles, has been shown
to work elsewhere. Living Streets, the
national charity that works to create safe,
attractive, enjoyable streets where it is
great to walk, has produced a briefing
on ‘naked streets’ (www.cyclescape.org/
library/documents/42). With reduced
traffic following implementation of other
items, Hobson Street would be a good
candidate.
We do hope this
work can bring
improvements
for all classes
of legal users of
these streets.
Jim Chisholm

Over-ranking taxis in St Andrew’s Street (left) and Paddington Station’s solution (right).
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Cambridgeshire County Council has
received Better Bus Area Funds from
the Department for Transport. Some
of this money will go on relatively
uncontroversial schemes such as
upgrading traffic signal controllers and
removing on-street parking in parts of
Station Road, Jesus Lane and Hills Road.
We very much welcome the removal
of on-street parking as an easy way to
improve conditions to encourage cycling.

Cambridge Cycling Campaign

Lighting

Lighting paths sensibly (an appeal?)
The article by Martin Lucas-Smith, Lighting paths sensitively in
Newsletter 104, has encouraged me to put some other ideas to
paper. But first I should explain that Martin and I are different
animals, he being essentially an urban dweller who also cycles
irregular hours. I started work in the days when I had to clock
in at 8.30am, and lived in a village. I’ve regularly cycled in the
dark on totally unlit roads, and in peak hour traffic.

hope, be pleased to know that we can do better than that! We
also have loop detectors that can not only spot bikes, but also
determine the direction of travel. This means that with a few
detectors, lights every say 50m, and a clever bit of control we
could have lights that light our way, but only when people are
present. I’m told that Sustrans is proposing something similar
for a tunnel near Bath, but I’ve not unearthed details.

For the last few years I have had the luxury of cycling into
Cambridge each day on NCN11 (the Genome or ‘stripey’ path)
from Shelford, and more recently the ability to cycle all the way
to the station without touching a busy road.

For busy routes such as the Busway paths from the station
to Trumpington or from the Science Park to Histon, a better
standard at peak times, with lights always on, could be the
norm, and perhaps total darkness would be acceptable on all
routes between say midnight and 6am.

Of course that has meant riding on unsegregated shared-use
paths with no proper lighting. NCN11 was equipped with
‘solar studs’ some five years ago. In the early days these were
good enough to show any unfamiliar user the line of the route,
and some said it seemed like flying down a runway. I’ve dim
memories of those days. Now the solar studs are just as dim,
with some failed completely.
They were never any good at highlighting pedestrians,
especially those in dark clothing, or people on bikes with
no lights, and one could be confused when meeting a bike
equipped with cheap ‘see me’ LEDs that appear like just
another ‘solar stud’. I’m aware of several crashes, including one
that apparently resulted in a broken arm, and another serious
enough to warrant attendance by an ambulance that could not
get access.
Of course this path is a wonderful addition to the network,
used for over one thousand trips each day, but some don’t use
it in the dark, and the narrowness creates unnecessary conflicts.

So how can we do better?
I’m specifically thinking of urban fringe or very busy paths
connecting to necklace villages. On these paths ‘personal
safety’ worries deter some users, and others feel it necessary to
invest in high-quality expensive LED lights for ultimate safety,
which of course dazzle pedestrians or those with ordinary
bike lights.
The recessed lights of the Cambridge Leisure Park are good at
showing the way, but there is overall background lighting at
all times, even if just from shops or adjacent roads. Such lights
would also be expensive to fit along rural or semi-urban paths.
LED lighting from simple columns is the obvious solution. As
12 volt systems are available, the underground cables do not
require the expensive protection required for 240 volt systems.
LEDs are cheap to run and cheaper to maintain.
Although some of the locations I’m thinking of have floodlit
car-parks, or floodlit all-weather playing areas, adjacent, I
do think we could easily have a system that produces the
minimum of light pollution consistent with safer routes.

Active lighting
Many houses have horrible halogen security lights activated by
passive infra-red detectors, that cause even welcome visitors
to be blinded and fall into beds of prickly plants. You will, I
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Imagine cycling from the station to Trumpington on a late
winter evening with lights turning on ahead of you and off
behind you, and being aware that there was also a pedestrian
in dark clothing ahead. If such a system exists, I’ve yet to find it,
even though all the components are readily available.
Cambridge is a centre of innovation, and such a system would
have wide application, not just on paths local to Cambridge.
If you, or someone you know, can design a ‘bus’-based system,
based on existing hardware, that could control such lights,
please let us know.
Twenty years ago I was writing code for data-loggers to sample
instruments on agricultural experiments in a similar way. If I
could do it then, it must be much easier now. We’ve so much of
our lives controlled by computers, not all of it good, but surely
this would be good for vulnerable users on such paths, good
for wildlife, good for reducing costs, and good for Cambridge?
Jim Chisholm

National news
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The new Cycle-Rail Toolkit
Wouldn’t it be nice if the station with probably the
largest number of cycles in the UK met these recently
published guidelines?

It seems abysmal that these almost new facilities for the island
platform so completely fail to meet or even approach the
recommended standards.

ATOC (the Association of Train Operating Companies) has
published the booklet A Cycle-Rail Toolkit and in the foreword
Norman Baker MP (Parliamentary under-secretary of state for
transport) says:

We and others have not been silent on these issues. We
complained even before the footbridge was open, and a
modification at least meant it wasn’t totally impossible to use
the channels.

I therefore welcome this Toolkit, aimed at Train Operating
Companies, which sets out best practice in the provision of
Cycle-Rail measures. I hope it will prompt train operators to
consider what more they can do.

We forwarded on some of the many complaints and in
February were told that something would be done. Nothing
has been done. I recently meet one of the members of the
Cycle-Rail working group involved in the published Toolkit who
was also party to some of the email exchanges. He assumed
that the work had been done but has said he will follow up
with colleagues.

For those who not have followed the saga (can it still be called
a saga when it seemed to start before the Vikings invaded?) I
won’t start at the beginning...
Suffice it to say that since we knew an ‘island’ platform was
to be constructed at Cambridge Station, we and others have
expressed concern lest designers failed to provide adequate
facilities for those with cycles. Volunteers from the Campaign
counted all those with bikes using the station one cold
March day in 2010, showing that 1,000 bikes went through
the gateline in a single day (see Newsletter 90). This included
extracts from a county council report expressing similar
concerns. We even had someone from Network Rail come to a
monthly meeting.

Incidentally, I’ve also learned that Cambridge has lost first
place in the bike rack stakes. We haven’t been beaten by
Oxford but by St Albans. We may have more cycles parked but
they have just gone through the 1,000 spaces barrier.
Perhaps by the time you read this all will have changed and
we will, at the least, have usable wheeling channels that meet
the specification in the ATOC publication?
You can get a PDF copy of the 60-page Toolkit from:
cycle-rail.co.uk/links/.
Jim Chisholm

So what does this Toolkit say?
3.5 Gradients and wheeling channels
These {wheeling channels} should be sited on both sides
if practicable or, if not, on the right side for the benefit of
cyclists going up. Suitable ‘U’ shaped steel channels 100mm
wide and 50mm deep with a non-slip finish are a common,
low cost, retro-fit solution .… They should, however, run out
at ground level to make it easier for cyclists to align their
wheels before pushing their cycles upwards.
3.6 Lifts
The location of lifts … should be spacious enough to
accommodate cyclists at the same time as other users
with the minimum of inconvenience. Large lifts have the
benefit of enabling cyclists to turn around within them to
avoid reversing out to the possible inconvenience of other
travellers.

Current provision
The existing channel does not start at ground level, in fact it
isn’t even a channel but an L-section. It is extremely difficult to
take a bike up with this arrangement, and rarely does anyone
use it successfully!
The lift is hardly big enough for a single bike and rider but,
as most will know, Cambridge is busy with the type of rail
passenger with many bags. The lift is inadequate for those,
without the added complication of those with bicycles.
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Hills Road

Roadworks on Hills Road

‘A cycle lane was constructed northbound, protected by what I shall describe as lego bricks.’
A regular user recounts her experiences
during recent roadworks.
My commute takes me each morning
from Hyde Park Corner (the junction of
Hills Road at the Catholic Church) all the
way down Hills Road to Addenbrooke’s.
In the evening, I’ve a couple of
destinations. If I’m going straight home
or to my exercise class, I need to head
north to Hyde Park Corner and turn right
onto Gonville Place to go across Parker’s
Piece. Other evenings I turn left just after
the War Memorial and head through
Newtown to Tennis Court Road, either
as a final destination or to get to the
western side of the city centre.
Therefore I was rather concerned when
I first saw signs warning that Hills Road
would be closed to all northbound traffic
with a long and unpleasant diversion
around Brooklands Avenue and Lensfield
Road. It turns out ‘they’ were misleading
us. An effort was made to allow cyclists
full access from Hills Road railway bridge
to Hyde Park Corner. So cyclists had been
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considered, and the fact that a long
diversion would be silly and inefficient
was clearly realised. However, how good
were the results and can we offer any
tips for such future works anywhere in
the city?

What they did –
and how it worked
A cycle lane was constructed
northbound, protected by what I shall
describe as lego bricks. It was not really
wide enough to overtake any but the
slowest and most aware cyclist, so
could lead to a long queue of rather
slowly moving bikes, with those at the
back feeling like drivers behind a slow
tractor on a winding road. However, in
the morning rush hour, the traffic in
the southbound carriageway went far
slower than the slowest cyclist you can
imagine! As the lane was barely wider
than a bus, it was pretty hard to get past
all but the smallest stationary queuing

cars. Normally I whizz past all this queue
in the cycle lane. So I would say that
whatever people feel about various
cycle lanes around the city which are of
variable quality, when there is queuing
traffic, I feel they are a pretty valuable
asset in making cycling much quicker
than being in a car. Thus, I was happier
using the northbound route on balance,
and taking a large diversion to avoid
the southbound route unless I was there
before about 7.45am.
How about getting into the northbound
cycle lane? Crossing Hills Road railway
bridge northbound took the same kind
of care it used to take before they
upgraded the bridge. I must say it made
me appreciate how good the new layout
is. However, I am not sure I can think
what could easily have been done to
improve matters for the only traffic
permitted to go ‘straight on’ rather than
left into Brooklands Avenue. Perhaps
some signs warning ‘give way to cyclists
heading straight on’ and a temporary

Hills Road

These signs didn’t apply to bikes.
box junction at the summit to give space
so you can actually move across to the
right? I found myself ‘white-lining’ to the
right of vehicles to avoid being swiped
by a left-turning vehicle if the stationary
queue, which was normally there when I
was heading home, started to move off. If
the traffic moved more freely, you had to
very aggressively ‘take the lane’ to stand
a chance of safely getting into the righthand lane, which was marked ‘buses
and cycles only’, despite what some car
drivers seemed to believe. There was
normally one trying to turn left from it.
At the junction with Brooklands Avenue,
the ‘road closed’ signs on Hills Road
northbound were a little off-putting if
you were not a seasoned Cambridge
cyclist who realised that those signs
probably did not apply to you. No wonder
cyclists get a reputation for ignoring
traffic signs and the like! In order to get
to the nice cycle lane they’ve especially
built starting at the War Memorial, you
had to ignore a road sign which did not
indicate that it did not apply to all traffic
including cycles. That could easily have
been fixed by just putting a sign or two
next to the ‘road closed’ indicating that
there was a through cycle route.

No access from the station
Another place where it was impossible
to get onto the northbound cycle lane
was from Station Road. Of course no-one
cycling from the station would want
to head into town! The right-turn lane
was totally obliterated, even though the
sequence of the lights had not changed
as far as I could tell, so it would have
been totally possible to construct a
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Going straight on wasn’t easy.
‘cycles only’ right-turn lane linking
into the northbound cycle lane. It was
also tricky to get onto it from any of
the normal side roads to the east of
Hills Road.
This cycle lane did end rather abruptly
with a ‘cyclists dismount’ sign at the
traffic lights at Hyde Park Corner. The
argument was that the full cycle of
the lights was not being used, so there
was not a phase for traffic coming out
of Hills Road, and they also needed to
divert the pavement into the bit that
could be cycle lane as they’re digging
the pavement up too. As it was really
only for a few days, fair enough. I had
more worries about the ‘crossing not in
use’ signs at the entrance to Hills Road.
There was no safe way to cross the road
here, and while I was inspecting this
junction, I saw a near-miss between a
car turning into Hills Road and a mother
with a pushchair. ‘They’ surely did not
expect pedestrians to use three sides
of the junction, waiting for three sets of
pedestrian lights, to cross one road?
Danger to cyclists did not stop outside
the area of the road works. If I’m heading
for Tennis Court Road, I cycle along
Panton Street and turn left and then
immediately right into Tennis Court Road.
So, it was really not sensible to stick
a sign just before the turn into Tennis
Court Road from the east, advising
diverted traffic where to go. As this
blocked part of the road, eastbound
traffic had to swing into the centre of the
road or, rather, the right-turn lane into
Tennis Court Road. A car narrowly missed
me the other day, and I really cannot
believe a proper risk assessment was
done before placing this sign in such a

potentially dangerous place, where cars
driving around it risked colliding with
traffic quite legally waiting to turn right.
My biggest criticism however is the
lack of communication. There were no
detailed plans anywhere we could see
on the internet, just the rather useless
signs on Hills Road railway bridge and
out at Addenbrooke’s. Thus, I had to find
out all these oddities and features by
cycling along and seeing what I found.
I would have been pretty annoyed had I
been arriving by train the first morning,
got to the end of Station Road and
found myself stranded. I’m sure a lot of
people, cyclists and drivers, would have
appreciated being able to plan ahead
and look at a map, and work out possible
alternative routes which might work
out faster.
So most mornings, I used the streets
round the back of the station to avoid
Hills Road. It was a pity there were also
road works at the end of Tenison Road,
meaning that was not a useful route as
there was a big queue which was fairly
hazardous to get past. Evenings if I was
heading west of the city centre, I took
my normal route. Otherwise, I thought
it quicker to take the back streets after
turning right along Station Road than
to go at the speed of the slowest, and
then have to get off and find some way
to turn right (three separate pedestrian
crossings if you do it by the book rather
than jay-walking which is what I did the
evening I tried it) onto Gonville Place. It
took me probably five minutes longer to
get everywhere. Thank goodness I was
not in a car!
Heather Coleman
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Mineral Products Association Cycle Safe campaign
One of the displays at the Societies’
Fair on Parker’s Piece during the first
week of the university term was a huge
cement lorry from the Mineral Products
Association (MPA). They were using the
event to raise awareness of the visibility
of cyclists to the drivers of such big
vehicles, and vice-versa. We were told
that 12 cyclists were killed last year in
collisions with these vehicles and they
were looking at improved mirrors and
use of camera technology that might
reduce the problem.
We were invited into the cab, which
starts with a climb of four large steps
up a ladder on the side of the vehicle.
Sitting in the driver’s position, with an
eyeline of between 2.5 and 3 metres
above ground level, the distant view
is commanding but more importantly
the ground immediately in front of the
vehicle is not directly visible. One of the
pictures accompanying this article shows
a big mat in front of the truck, none of
which is directly visible to the driver.
Looking to the left, the nearside of
the vehicle is a long way from the
driver’s seat. Beyond the left window
are three mirrors. At the top a curved
mirror reflects the view of the ground
in a position cyclists might expect to
find themselves in a cycle lane. On the
right two more conventional mirrors
reflect the view from the nearside of
the lorry. The bottom of these two is

The black mat in front of this cement lorry shows the area where the driver has no direct
visibility of the ground. The MPA are keen to raise awareness of this and of their new
system of cameras and mirrors designed to reduce lorry-on-bike fatalities.
curved to give a view of the ground area
near the back of the cab. A new mirror
is positioned at the top front of the
windscreen, again on the nearside of
the vehicle. This is a convex mirror and
gives a very distorted view of the area
immediately in front of and to the side of
the vehicle.

The two men who showed us all this
explained to us how these mirrors are
required to be fitted to
all new vehicles. They
went on to show us their
new camera system. Four
cameras are fitted, one on
each cab door facing to
the rear, one at the bottom
middle of the windscreen
facing to the front, and one
on the back of the truck.
They are on 24/7 and start
recording when they detect
movement – so they also
perform a security function.
They show an image in
the screen at the top of
Nearside mirrors as seen from the driver’s seat of a cement the windscreen during
daylight, but at night this
lorry. The black mat can be seen in the top left and top
screen turns off when the
right mirror. The other two mirrors show the side view of
the lorry. In the top left mirror a cyclist can be seen waiting truck is moving at more
than 20mph – to avoid
alongside the vehicle. The very top of his forehead can be
driver distraction.
seen in the bottom middle mirror.
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We were told that some truck types
are more likely to be involved in fatal
collisions than others, with tipper trucks
among the most deadly. Since adding
cameras to the trucks no MPA members
have been involved in fatal collisions.
I also heard of a scheme called
‘Exchanging Places’ in which lorry drivers
and cyclists swap places to get a feeling
of each others perspective.
It was very pleasing to see this kind of
effort being made by the construction
industry and members of the MPA do
seem to be taking a lead here. However,
we were concerned that the way the
system was described could give the
impression that cyclists were at fault,
putting themselves in danger.
It was informative to see how many
things a driver has available to show
whether there is anything in the path
of the truck – four mirrors and now
a screen linked to nearside cameras.
This is seriously upping the ante in the
technology and ‘safety equipment’ stakes.
Questions remain about whether all
this will make a long-term difference
and what pressure it will put on the
driver as video evidence may make them
more accountable.
Simon Nuttall

AGM report
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A lively AGM
The campaign’s Annual General Meeting on 6 November 2012
was well attended, owing either to the guest speaker or to the
potentially contentious motion on helmet policy. Jim Chisholm
introduced Martin Curtis, the county council’s cycling
champion, saying he’d had to overcome some preconceptions
about a ‘Tory from the fens’. Councillor Curtis said he’d had the
same issue with the Campaign, but in fact realised that we
worked in much the same way as a good councillor, testing
officials and policies. The struggle to improve Gilbert Road had
been a good example of Cabinet actually being influenced by
presentations from us and other stakeholders.

there is perhaps a need to educate parents too. There had been
a struggle over funding for gritting, but two quadbikes will
be available this winter, rather than one, and the map will be
posted online imminently.

Sporting a fine pair of Wigginsesque sideburns, he said that
his aim was ‘More people cycling, more safely, more often, in
Cambridgeshire’, which has a familiar sound to it. Being also
in charge of the county’s Adult Services, he saw cycling as an
ideal strategy to help prevent the massive looming increase
in the numbers of those aged over 90 from translating into
a massive increase in health and care costs. Responsibility
for public health is moving from the NHS to county councils,
and preventative care is a crucial part of their thinking. He’s
also keen on public engagement and partnership working to
counter the tendency to top-down decision-making.

Happily, he left plenty of time for questions. Asked why it was
so hard to find a round-up of new routes online, he agreed
that mapping was bitty and that cycle tourism was potentially
important, and hoped that the upcoming Cycle Summit would
tackle the issue. He was also told that new roads such as
the Longstanton and Papworth bypasses had actually closed

He cited the cycle route from his home patch of Whittlesey
to Peterborough, the route along the Busway and the Willow
Bridge in St Neots as good examples of new provision and
wants to build on them with local connections, for instance
a Girton–Madingley–Coton route. On the issue of helmet
compulsion, he agreed in principle with the argument that
any barrier to taking up cycling was counter-productive.
Bikeability training is now fully funded by government, but

Rounding up, Councillor Curtis spoke of the cross-party support
for cycling, and for the Chisholm Trail, and said he was now
receiving many more requests, even from Fenland towns such
as Wisbech and Chatteris, for cycle provision to be provided.

Time for questions

If developers were allowed to put in
poor facilities, the council would have
to spend more within a decade’s time
to put them right
off cycle routes, and said that he hoped changing attitudes
would in future prevent this – it wasn’t mentioned that in
fact crossings have been provided for horse-riders here, but
the surfacing isn’t good enough for cycling. Lighting cycle
routes (including the Busway and to Anglesey Abbey) is also
important, but as county cycling officer Mike Davies pointed
out, these things tend to be driven by funding opportunities
rather than designed in from the start.
Asked why the county is so risk-averse, for example the
plague of ‘Cyclists Dismount’ signs and the unnecessary ban
on right turns from Gresham Road on to Gonville Place, he
said that thinking was changing and that one thing you have
to say about county council leader Nick Clarke is that he’s not
risk averse!
Asked how the Campaign can hassle him, for instance over
contractors’ signs blocking cycle lanes, or overgrown rural
routes, he was keen for us to challenge him (especially on
Twitter) and the council officers. Michael Cahn said that he
can challenge officers such as Mike Davies on details, but that
he wanted to challenge Councillor Curtis on his big vision –
the reply was that a Cycling Strategy would come out of the
Cycling Summit, and that he’s keen on a bottom-up approach,
also working with the city council and ideally with future
cycling campaigns across the county.

Martin Curtis, ‘cycling champion’ at the county council.

Asked why Dutch standards of cycling provision weren’t
being required on new developments such as Northstowe, he
said again that the Cycling Summit would be important, but
stressed that the financial situation was very tough. Martin
Lucas-Smith noted that if developers were allowed to put in
poor facilities, the council would have to spend more within a
decade’s time to put them right. Councillor Curtis said that the
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Local Plans had to be got right, and stressed that much-needed
housing couldn’t be provided if the sums didn’t add up. The
social costs of car-dominated developments, where people for
instance need two cars instead of one, were mentioned, and he
agreed, noting that economic and health benefits were the two
most-mentioned reasons for switching to cycling – but stressed
that the developers have not yet been convinced.
It was noted that creating a cycling culture could be virtually
cost-free – for instance persuading contractors not to put signs
in cycle lanes – and he again asked us to challenge him and
the county officers, but thought things were moving in the
right direction. David Earl asked us to take photos of problems
of this sort and post them on CycleStreets. It was thought that
the cycling provision during the recent Hills Road roadworks
was an encouraging sign, although Mike Davies said that he
thought contractors usually just turned up in a van and did
the same here as in Barnsley or anywhere else; David Earl
said their ‘Cyclists Dismount’ signs should just be destroyed,
and I agree.

‘Cyclists Dismount’ signs should
just be destroyed
A question on the enforcement of 20mph limits was easily
avoided by referring to the imminent election of Police and
Crime Commissioners. Asked about the possibility of linking
the Whittlesey–Peterborough cycle route with trains [probably
a non-starter, as these trains only take two bikes and by
reservation only], he said that he was trying to influence
the Train Operating Companies to improve facilities. He also
said that Whittlesey was unique in having a station name
(Whittlesea) spelt differently from the village name – which
indicates he’s never been to Harringay/Haringey.

The AGM
The AGM proper began at 9pm with Martin Lucas-Smith’s
review of the year – another busy one, with a new co-ordinator
opening up some new directions and a reappearance of
many large-scale planning applications. The county’s original
Local Sustainable Transport Fund bid failed, but a second
bid resulted in £5 million of matched funding, allowing Mike
Davies to keep working with a team of eight. On the other
hand the city council has not reversed its cuts to cycling
staffing, and there’s no evidence of other planning staff
adopting a more pro-cycling attitude. Northstowe has been
approved, but with shared-use paths rather than the Dutchstyle cycleways that are needed. There’s been a lively debate
in London on Going Dutch, and we are being accused of asking
for too little – but if, for example, we had continued to push
strongly for traffic calming on Gilbert Road, would we have
risked achieving the reasonably successful scheme we did
finally get there? The new committee will have to consider
whether we as a Campaign should also ‘Go Dutch’, with the
accompanying changes in policy that would involve, to demand
much greater benefits for cycling.
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There have been signs of progress on the Chisholm Trail (with
Network Rail finally beginning to co-operate) and the Ring
Fort Path, and we’ve proposed a second, east–west, cycle
superhighway between Newnham and Newmarket Road. We
also have the basis of an excellent report on the dreadful
situation at Addenbrooke’s Hospital. Some awful cycle parking
is being provided at the CB1 development, but we should
soon see a big new cycle park at the station itself, with a good
consensus on which type of double-deck rack to use. It’s just
been announced that the city has approved funding for a third
city-centre cycle park, although the location is still unknown.
Jim Chisholm is working hard on enforcement issues, including
the LIT cycle lights campaign, and, having been co-opted to
the Cyclenation board, has been touring other cycle campaign
groups to share our experiences. A 20mph limit will cover the
city centre (except for main roads) in 2014, but it mustn’t be
done on the cheap and will also need enforcement. We have
also engaged in consultation on a new taxi licensing system.
We organised a study tour to Copenhagen (perhaps we should
be talking of going Danish, not Dutch?) and the Ride to Reach
Fair, as well as a less successful Bike Harvest at the end of
the academic year. The website has been improved, with a
blog and more photos, and the committee e-list will soon be
replaced by Cyclescape.
Michael Cahn reported that his first year as Co-ordinator had
not gone exactly as planned, but he was glad to have brought
a change in emphasis from free consultancy on infrastructure
to other areas involving the public and celebration.
Treasurer Chris Dorling reported that our surplus was
smaller than last year’s, but as that was for a 54-week year
(from the date of becoming a charity) the performance was
actually better this year. It will soon be possible to Gift Aid
subscriptions, and we received two grants for the Ride to Reach
Fair. On the expenditure side, the newsletter cost much more
than last year owing to colour printing and higher postal costs
– at the moment we have about £300 of advertising per issue,
but we need £500.
Membership secretary David Earl said that Royal Mail had
put its prices up by 40%, leading him to cut costs radically by

Monica Frisch, showing that we have printed recent newsletters in
colour in her newseletter editor’s report.
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giving up our PO Box, buying a year’s worth of stamps before
the increase, and introducing re-useable membership cards.
Membership has been around 1,100 for about three years but
turnover has increased to 14%, or 150 per year. After 17 years
as membership secretary, David is beginning to think of moving
on and intends to put the database into shape for handing over
in a year or two.
Monica Frisch reported that the Newsletter continues to be of
a high standard and thanked all involved, but said that new
blood is always welcome, particularly volunteers to help find
advertising. Simon Nuttall reported that the Ride to Reach Fair
had been successful, and that we had the ability to organise
other similar events if anyone had any ideas.

Following a successful bid to the
Local Sustainable Transport Fund, the
county council now has a team of eight
working on cycling matters
John Hall reported that a donor might be prepared to fund
an employee for three years and that he has been leading
a subgroup since May to work on this. The employee would
spend 10% of his/her time finding funding for his/her own
post and then for a second employee; the rest of the time
would be spent facilitating the work of volunteers and liaising
with police, schools and ultimately with campaign groups
in necklace villages, as well as organising meetings, taking
minutes and other administrative tasks.
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Early research on cycle helmets was very pro-helmet but
these papers have turned out to be flawed, with some authors
retracting their views, and there is now more awareness of
the wider health context. News of this fairly mild motion itself
produced a flurry of debate, giving publicity to pro- and anticompulsion viewpoints. Nevertheless just this week another
MP has called for helmet compulsion. Despite a minority view
that, since ROSPA, the BMA and DfT all still recommend helmet
use, it is not our place to contradict them, the motion was
passed by 44 votes to 10, with 6 abstentions.

The new committee
And finally a new committee was elected (see list on p.2).
Most posts were uncontested, with many incumbents willing
to continue. There were two candidates for the Web and New
Media post, but one candidate agreed to stand as Under-25
officer instead, which will include helping with new media as
well, and both were duly elected. Five candidates remained for
four general campaigner posts, but Heather Coleman chose to
withdraw but would finish her report on Addenbrooke’s.
Incidentally, there was lots of tweeting going on throughout
the meeting. If you want a blow-by-blow account, see twitter.
com/camcycle or www.rtaylor.co.uk/5751 .
Tim Burford

Klaas Brümann said that the next study visit will be to his
home town of Oldenburg over the late May Bank Holiday
weekend of 2013 (not 2014) and should be both interesting
and enjoyable. Oldenburg is similar in area to Cambridge and
also has two universities but has 50,000 more people, which
is what Cambridge will have before too long; however 42% of
trips are by bike and just 3% by public transport (the average
family has 1.2 cars and 3.1 bikes).

The motion on helmets
Simon Nuttall introduced a motion on behalf of the committee,
reserving the right to decline to promote events or activities
where helmets or high-visibility clothing are required or
implied. A great year for cycling, with a (drug-free) British
winner of the Tour de France and lots of Olympic gold medals,
has been undermined by the total absence in the media of
everyday cyclists going about their daily business in traffic and
without special clothing. It’s getting very hard to find images of
cyclists without helmets (although a struggle with the county
council did result in the latest edition of their cycle map
having a more normal cover) and there’s a feeling – inspired by
Lothian’s Spokes cycle campaign – that it’s time to put down a
marker. This motion would simply allow us to make a point but
would not require us, for instance, to refuse to publicise You
Can Bike Too all-ability events.
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Working with others
Cambridge Cycling Campaign is obviously not alone in the UK
in working for better, safer and more cycling, and we try to work
with other groups, to learn from each others’ experiences and
ensure that nationally we all speak with a common voice. In
Bristol this October a joint CTC/Cyclenation conference was
held, which I attended, along with Martin Lucas-Smith who
was there to present Cyclescape and also to represent the
Cambridge Cycling Campaign.
Cyclenation is the umbrella group for all cycling campaign
groups. Over the years it has done much good work funded by
a small levy on member groups. It has promoted Bike Week,
and has a seat at the table of the UK Cycling Alliance, which
includes Sustrans, CTC and British Cycling. CTC is of course one
of those TLAs (three letter abbreviation) that isn’t a TLA for
Cycle Touring Club, but is The National Cycling Charity.

So what about Bristol and the conference?
Bristol is an area where, even before designation as a Cycling
City, and despite its hills, cycling was growing in popularity. As
in Cambridge and many thriving towns and cities, congestion
means that cycling is the quickest and most reliable
mode even for many trips of over five miles, and many are
realising the benefit, to both their pocket and their health, of
cycling regularly.
For the conference we actually started off with a choice of
rides, and I went on the ‘Shared Space’ themed one. We cycled
a part of the very first ‘Railway Path’, that being the Bristol to
Bath route that predated ‘Sustrans’, which is lit and paved, and
has even been ‘duplicated’ in areas close to the city.
What was interesting was the UK’s first ever ‘home zone’ where
the streets have no footways (pavements), and cars clearly take
third place to those on bikes or on foot. We also crossed some
shared spaces at the rear of a major shopping centre. Although
there was some residential car parking for adjacent flats and
access required for goods vehicles, the area lacked formal
‘divisions’, with all modes sharing the same space. With reduced
traffic could not Hobson St and King St be treated like this?
We had a series of round-table brainstorming workshops
covering such issues as using the media, building alliances,
infrastructure street interventions, and developing strategy. Key
points are now available on the Cyclenation website.
Both the ride and the workshops, not forgetting the coffee
breaks and lunch, gave good opportunities to meet and
talk to others from different campaigns, and those with
different views.
The afternoon was taken up with more formal updates
from CTC and Cyclenation and included the soft launch
of Cyclescape.
We also had a very interesting keynote talk about health
reforms. Changes in the NHS, including the transfer of public
health from the NHS to local authorities (Health and Wellbeing
Boards), and the realisation that exercise and changes in
lifestyle can save huge amounts of future money by reducing
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ill-health, mean that encouraging active travel is a very
cost-effective policy.
Such conferences are good morale-boosters for tired
campaigners, enabling us to better see what we have achieved,
and how we can learn from the ideas and achievements of
others. Philip Darnton, formerly of Cycling England, did an
excellent job of chairing the whole proceedings.
I’ve also waved the flag by talking to several other cycle
campaign groups in the past year. Clearly every group in the UK
is envious about the numbers of bikes we have in and around
Cambridge, but that is not to say that they don’t beat us with
some specifics. For instance, St Albans Station now has more
bike stands (over 1,000 spaces) than we have at Cambridge
Station, and in Birmingham they have an extensive network of
traffic-free paths on canal towpaths (remember: Birmingham
has more canals than Venice!).
Incidentally one of the consequences of this work has been not
only that I may have spent less time on our local campaigns,
but also that I’ve now been co-opted onto the board of
Cyclenation. It is important not just that we help to support
other cycling campaigners, and spread the word about ideas
that work in Cambridge, but that we also learn from the
experiences and ideas of others.
Jim Chisholm
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Cycling in Assen
I attended David Hembrow’s most recent Study Tour in Assen. I
cannot possibly explain more than a fraction of what I learnt,
so I will concentrate on one point that I noticed particularly.
A striking difference between Dutch and British approaches
to cycling facilities is that the Dutch have no concept of
‘different types of cyclist’. It is official policy here to categorise
cyclists (the Department for Transport recognises five types)
and facilities are designed for some sub-group of cyclists. By
contrast, the Dutch design all facilities to be adequate for all
cyclists. They must be safe enough for a 4-year-old, fast enough
for a fast cyclist (or a 28mph moped) and unobstructed enough
for a mobility scooter.
We have virtually no facilities that are anywhere near this
ideal. The best approximations that we have are dedicated
paths well away from main roads, or back-street routes linked
up by dedicated paths. Whenever we have facilities that
are along a road with more than a trivial amount of traffic
the facilities are hopelessly compromised. We either have
inadequate on-road cycle-lanes, or truly dire off-road paths
giving way to every side-road, or even we split the rarely
adequate space between the two.
In such environments, the Dutch would have excellent fast offroad cycle-paths. One component vital to building these, that
the Dutch have in profusion and we never have, is intersections
where bicycles have priority over cars, so that such paths have
priority over all side-streets.

Dutch-style intersections
The key is ensuring that drivers do actually give way, and this
requires careful design of the intersections. The following
features are important:
•

there are small radius corners on the kerbs of the junction
to reduce vehicle speed

•

there is a car’s length gap between the main road and the
bicycle intersection so that turning and crossing the path
are separate simpler manoeuvres

A pedestrian and bicycle crossing across a 30km/h-limit road.

•

the road and the path cross at right-angles to minimise the
necessary head-turning

•

there are clear sight-lines so that drivers and cyclists can
see each other in plenty of time

•

the cycle-path crosses the road on the top of a speed table

•

the cycle-path is surfaced in a contrasting colour to the
road

•

there are clear ‘give way’ signs

•

the Dutch don’t always do all of these, but their drivers are
more used to giving way to cyclists. Until there is similar
familiarity here, I think it would be wise to do all of these.

The picture below left shows a pedestrian and bicycle crossing
on a 30km/h-limit road.
Without a road junction, the first two features are not
applicable. However all of the other features appear. Note
the line of small triangles that is the Dutch road marking for
‘give way’.
This is their equivalent to the single large hollow triangle that
appears on British roads.
Below, we have a cycle-path crossing a side-street, which
has all the features except the speed table. Low speeds are
encouraged by the rougher brick surface of the side-street, in
contrast to the smooth asphalt of the cycle-path. As the path
is normally less than a car’s length from the road, it diverts
slightly to provide the desired gap at the junction.
This is just one of a multitude of features of Dutch
infrastructure that makes cycling there so safe and pleasant,
and hence so popular. It is the totality of the Dutch
approach that achieves results. If you have the time and
are interested in learning more about the Dutch approach,
I can heartily recommend one of David’s Study Tours
(www.hembrowcyclingholidays.com).
Ian Miller

A cycle-path crossing a side-street.
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The way to Wimpole
The National Trust has two fine and very popular properties
both about ten miles from Cambridge, Anglesey Abbey to
the east and Wimpole Hall to the west. It’s striking, however,
that while there’s excellent access to Anglesey Abbey by the
National Cycle Network’s route 51, there’s no decent cycle
route to Wimpole. It would be great if one could be found, and
I offer a few suggestions here.
The CycleStreets route planner (www.cyclestreets.net) gives
three options from Newnham: a quiet route via Barton,
Comberton, Toft and the Crane’s Lane bridleway from Kingston
to Wimpole Hall; a fast route by the A603 towards Sandy, and
a balanced route through Haslingfield, Barrington and Orwell.
From Newnham these are in theory respectively 11 miles,
taking 1hr 27min; 9.5 miles, taking 55min; and 11 ¼ miles,
taking 1hr 17min.
The quiet route uses the the Barton Road cycleway, which
continues as a shared-use path between Barton, Comberton
and Toft (you have to cycle on the road through the villages
themselves, which is no great hardship). Then you turn left to
Kingston and continue on Crane’s Lane, part of the Harcamlow
Way, which is probably a very pleasant ride at the end of a
hot summer, but this October was a claggy nightmare of mud
combined with fallen leaves which will make any bike with
mudguards unrideable. If the local preference is to keep the
bridleway for tractors and horses, there is a parallel footpath
on the side of the hedge which could be improved to be a

permissive cycleway. However I cannot recommend this as a
pleasant route to Wimpole in most circumstances.
The fastest route is direct and indeed fast — I can get there in
35 minutes myself — but it cannot be recommended as a route
for families and the less confident.
The third route, balancing speed and quietness, is the route
I’ve usually taken myself — if you go through the village of
Orwell you emerge on the A603 just 200 metres from the
Wimpole turning, with a perfectly cycleable footway. However,
if you go straight ahead at Orwell church, rather than turning
left through the village, you’ll emerge on the A603 further
east, with the discreet gate (see photo, below) to the National
Trust’s Victoria Drive just to the right (and reachable along the
footway too). This charming route is not signposted, nor is it
known to the Cycle Streets route planner, but is is shown as a
cycle route on a National Trust leaflet (www.camcycle.org.uk/
jumpto/nl105nt). It is decently surfaced almost throughout,
running through woodland to a gate directly opposite the main
entrance to Wimpole Hall.
This is definitely my preferred route to Wimpole Hall (although
some may find the climb of Chapel Hill, between Haslingfield
and Barrington, challenging), but there’s a problem at the other
end — the quietest route to Haslingfield is via Grantchester
Meadows and Canteloupe Farm, but Trumpington Farm Estates,
who own the farm, have become more forceful recently in
stressing that only cyclists with written permission may use
this route. It is possible to take the Grantchester—Barton
bridleway to the M11 and then head south to pass near
Canteloupe Farm on a legal bridleway, or you can follow
the Barton Road cycleway to Barton and then turn left to
Haslingfield. At some point it will also be possible to take a
new route parallel to the A10 from Trumpington and then a
bridleway to Haslingfield. None of these bridleways is perfect,
but in dry weather they’ll mostly offer pleasant riding.
So my challenge for Sustrans, the National Trust and the
county’s cycling officers is to work together and produce a
signposted route, with some improvements to bridleway
sections. It would be wonderful too if the Crane’s Lane route
could be made usable as well.
Tim Burford
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Bateman Street
Since February I’ve been trying to get the eastbound cycle
lane on the western part of Bateman Street resurfaced and
remarked. It’s in a disgraceful condition that would cause any
Dutch or Danish cyclists to fall off their bike with astonishment
and hit their (unhelmeted) heads on the road. After posting a
photo on www.fillthathole.org.uk in February and reminding
them in June and September, the county council said on
October 5 that work had been scheduled and on October 22
that this had been done. As the photo shows, it is hard to
discern any evidence of work having been done and the cycle
lane is still in a disgraceful condition.
Here is the record of Hazard #63988:
11 Feb 2012
14 Feb 2012
20 Feb 2012
		
7 Jun 2012
12 Jun 2012
14 Jun 2012
		
20 Sep 2012
27 Sep 2012
27 Sep 2012
		
5 Oct 2012
		
		
		
		
22 Oct 2012
		
		
		
		
23 Oct 2012
		
		

Added by me
Reported to County by CTC
Reference added by Highway authority
Highway Authority reference updated.
Reported again by me
Reported to County by CTC
Reference added Highway authority
Highway Authority reference updated.
Reported again by me
Reported to County by CTC
Reference added Highway authority
Highway Authority reference updated.
Comment by Highway authority:
‘Thank you for reporting this highway
fault. This has been investigated and
appropriate maintenance work has
been scheduled.’
Reported as fixed by the Highway
authority: ‘Thank you for reporting this
highway fault. The appropriate
maintenance work has now been
completed.’
Comment by me:
‘Wrong - no work has been done on the
cycle lane. It’s still a disgrace.’
Tim Burford

The terrible cycle lane surface in Bateman Street.

Letter to the Editor
The choice to wear helmets – or not
The article on helmets in the recent newsletter was excellent.
I agree that helmet wearing should be a matter of choice. But
I really did think that the SPOKES Edinburgh leaflet was rather
overdoing it.
One thing, though, is that very young cyclists (up to say age
8) definitely fall off their bikes a lot (my three all did). For
example they don’t judge skiddiness of gravel paths well, and
they are thrown off drop kerbs until they learn to approach
them square on. And if they look over their shoulder to check
that dad is still following then they lose balance. And a hand
off the handlebars to scratch an itch on the nose ... crash!
All this makes me convinced that it is a good idea to advise
parents that their small kids should wear a helmet, at least
to avoid a nasty scrape down the side of the face. Then when
they’re 10 or 11 years old let them go free if they want. Anyway,
peer pressure will take over...
Hugh Hunt
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Green Dragon Bridge
Recently one of our members wrote the following email to us.
I wonder if you can tell me what the rationale is behind the
footbridge over the Cam at the Green Dragon pub not being
officially open to cycles? Having moved house quite recently,
the bridge is now part of my commute, and I don’t understand
why I am not supposed to cycle over it.
I seem to remember you running an article a few years ago
about a lady who had successfully campaigned to get the
bridge at the Fort St George opened to cycles... the bridge at
the Green Dragon seems pretty similar to me...
I would like to register a complaint to the council or whoever
is most appropriate. Please could you point me in the right
direction?

The explanation and advice from our Liaison Officer
As far as we are aware there is no legal restriction on
cycling. There is a photo of the sign on our photomap see:
www.cycle.st/p30278. Although it says ‘No Cycling Cyclists
Dismount’ it is a rectangular blue information sign. Note that
the adjacent round red-margined sign with a picture of a motor
bike is a ‘prohibition’ sign. If you ride over on a motorbike you
are breaking the law, whereas if you cycle over you are just not
taking the ‘advice’ on the sign.
The Highway Code is quite clear about the difference between
rectangular information signs and round prohibition ones.
We have worked hard to get things improved here, but it is the
intervisibility of those on foot, who may feel threatened by a
bike appearing from ‘nowhere’, that causes problems. Keeping
the vegetation clear on the Stourbridge Common side helps,
but it is the conflicts at either end that give most problems.

22

On the Water Street side we have suggested the removal of a
few car parking spaces, and moving out the footway, such that
those walking on Water Street can see more easily those on
cycles descending the bridge (and vice-versa). On the common
end, a rearrangement of the paths could reduce conflicts.
Both these are controversial. Removal of car parking would
require a Traffic Regulation Order which would, no doubt, cause
objections. Any new tarmac on the commons will always cause
objections even if the net result is a smaller area of tarmac.
You should in the first instance write to your local county and
city councillors and object to the signs. Copy those letters to
the county and city cycling officers. Involving your local city
and county councillors, even if the bridge is not in their area,
is important. I’m not suggesting that any or all of those people
oppose any changes, but the more people who write and
complain, the greater chance of some positive action.
Incidentally, your long memory is correct about the Fort St
George bridge. The addition of the metal bars at the blind
corner on the town side means that those on foot can go on
the inside, but bikes cannot practically go on the inside, so go
outside. This has greatly reduced reduces conflicts. Those with
pushchairs may need to go on outside the bars, but they can
then see bikes and those on bikes can see them. The high walls
prevented that intervisibility, hence the fear of collisions, which
has been removed by the addition of those simple bars.
I hope that, at the least, partly explains the (unsatisfactory)
position. If you are considerate to those on foot at the ends,
cycling over the bridge probably causes less congestion than
walking with your bike.
Jim Chisholm
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Campaign diary
December 2012
Tue 4

8pm

Monthly General Meeting. Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane (with tea and coffee from 7.30pm, and a chance to chat, and for us
to introduce ourselves to new members). Guest speakers Tony Mullin of Oxford Architects and Geraint Hughes from Network Rail
talking about the newly unveiled plans for a 3,000 space cycle park at the station.

Mon 10

evening

Seasonal social. Join us for a social gathering at The Punter, Pound Hill. Buffet, including vegetarian options, and dessert about
£22. Please contact us if you wish to come so that we can book the right number of places.
Newsletter 106 deadline. Please send copy to Monica Frisch: mfrisch@phonecoop.coop . Members are warmly invited to write
articles (style guidelines available) and are invited to contact the Editor in the first instance.

Sun 30

January 2013
Tue 8

8pm

Monthly General Meeting. Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane (with tea and coffee from 7.30pm, and a chance to chat, and for us
to introduce ourselves to new members). Note different date and different room because of 1 January holiday.
February 2013

Tue 5

8pm

Monthly General Meeting. Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane (with tea and coffee from 7.30pm, and a chance to chat, and for us
to introduce ourselves to new members).

Cambridge Cycling Campaign reserves the right to decline to promote events or activities where helmets or high visibility clothing are required or implied.

City and county council committees
Campaign members may be interested to attend Planning Committee and Area Committee meetings, which often include cycling and walking issues. Joint
Development Control Committee meetings, which determine the Planning Applications relating to the major housing development proposals for the Cambridge
sub-region, are also open to the public. Details of venue and agenda are available about a week before at www.cambridge.gov.uk/democracy/
DECEMBER 2012
Thu 6
10am
		
Thu 6
4.30pm
Wed 12 9.30am
Thu 13 4.30am

Joint Development Control - Cambridge Fringes Development Control Forum
Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee
Planning Committee
Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee

JANUARY 2013
Wed 9
Thu 10
Thu 10
Mon 14
Mon 21

9.30am
7pm
7pm
7.30pm
10am

Mon 21 2pm
		
Tue 22 4.30pm
Wed 23 10.30am
		
Wed 30 10.30am
		
Thu 31 6.30pm

Cambridge Environment and Traffic Management
Area Joint Committee
Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee
Joint Development Control Committee:
Cambridge Fringes
Joint Development Control - Cambridge Fringes Development Control Forum
North Area Committee

FEBRUARY 2013

Planning Committee
East Area Committee
West/Central Area Committee
South Area Committee
Development Control Forum

Wed 6
Thu 14
Thu 28

Cycle rides

9.30am
7pm
7pm

Planning Committee
East Area Committee
West/Central Area Committee

Station Cycle Park plans

If you’re looking for sociable and non-competitive cycle rides in
the countryside around Cambridge, why not go for a ride with CTC
Cambridge? We know all the nicest routes! We offer up to seven rides a
week with a variety of speeds and distances, and non-CTC members are
welcome to come and try us out. See our calendar of rides at www.ctccambridge.org.uk . All rides are graded to give an indication of speed and
distance so you should be able to find a day, speed and distance which
suits you. If you’re unsure, our Saturday morning leisurely rides are a good
way to start.
Nigel Deakin.

On Tuesday
December 4,
representatives
from Oxford
Architects and
Network Rail
will present the
plans for the
long-awaited 3,000 space cycle park at the railway station.
Friends Meeting House, Jesus Lane, 7.30 for 8pm.
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Forthcoming consultations
We’ve had advance information about
some schemes, a couple of which will
almost certainly go out for consultation
before our next Newsletter.
Firstly, an update to the Hyde Park
Corner (Catholic Church) junction is
proposed. The signalling equipment
has come to the end of its useful life,
and there may be the opportunity
to use some government funding to
improve the junction for those on bikes.
It is proposed to remove the central
reservation to gain a little extra width
and provide advanced stop boxes for
cycles on all approaches. As a campaign
we would like a more radical approach,
but it may not be possible to significantly
reduce the capacity for motor vehicles
without creating problems elsewhere.

This is an ideal location for an ‘advanced
green’ for cycles (Newsletter 103), but
the bureaucracy associated with a ‘nonapproved’ system may mean we will
need to wait for such facilities to be
generally approved. We’ve been assured
that retro-fitting such extra signal heads
will not be difficult as extra cables will
be installed.
Secondly, we have heard that proposals
to open some more one-way streets to
two-way cycling should be available for
consultation during December or January.
We hope that the undoubted success
of the trials last year will make these
changes relatively uncontroversial, and
that more will follow.

Finally, you may have seen that the city
council has appointed an officer to work
on 20mph limits for residential streets
in Cambridge. Ben Bishop is a local lad
who has had experience of working in
London boroughs and recently moved
back to Cambridge. We look forward to
supporting Ben, but it is important that
Cambridge Cycling Campaign members
work with local residents’ associations
and community groups to counter those
who believe such schemes have no
benefit, or mistakenly believe that such
schemes require road humps, and lead
to more noise, pollution and extended
journey times.

City centre –
bikes welcome

Royal Mail –
bikes not welcome

Cambridge City Council recently voted to allocate funds to
provide more cycle parking, and in particular a third cycle
park. Indeed, councillors were falling over themselves to claim
credit for the idea, put forward in our Newsletter 101 last April.
A location will have to be found, but this commitment is a big
step forwards in relieving the shortage of spaces in the centre.

In 2007, a set of V-grip
cycle stands was
available for visitors
picking up post from the
Royal Mail Delivery Office.

Photomap this month

#45436 A breath of fresh air
This month’s pick from the CycleStreets photomap on our
website. For more cycling-related photos of Cambridge and
beyond, or to add your own, visit www.cyclestreets.net/photomap
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Now there’s a brusque
notice indoors telling
people to lock their bikes
to the fence...

... which is just chain link
and hardly secure. The
racks shown in the photo
are no longer for public
use. We would like to
see them provide decent
cycle racks for the public
outside especially as this
area of the retail park is
woefully short of them. In
a city with 58% of people
cycling in a month, Royal
Mail need to change their
attitude, whether or not
they need more space for
parking vans than for the
bikes they have replaced.

Jim Chisholm

