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Co-ordinator’s comment

A war on our
roads?
December brought a BBC documentary
entitled ‘War on Britain's Roads'. It
created quite a stir, but it helped us to
understand our own work better. As
cycling advocates we make the case for
the many benefits of human-powered
transport, but we are not soldiers in a
war which could be won or lost by
fighting other road users.

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, 7.30pm for 8.00pm until 10.00pm 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

Yet it was no accident that we were
depicted in this confrontational light.
Talk about cycling seems to fall into
three modes. There is the hysterical
mode which considers it downright
suicidal to enter the road without airbag
and ABS. Then there is the bad
conscience mode of doing too little of it
which Judith Green identified in her
research into moral standards in
transport (see Co-ordinator's comment in
Newsletter 103). Lastly, and most
pervasively, we have the confrontational
mode which pits drivers against cyclists
and leads to talk of war and conflict.
This mode is peculiarly British. It has to
do with the media culture in this
country, an aggressive style which
flourishes when it can attach itself to a
dispute or a fight, when it can disgrace
some seemingly good thing or throw up
some dirty linen. Readers have been
trained to relish these vacuous fights.
They attract eyeballs and advertising
revenue. Journalists are well advised to
keep the conflicts coming, and to
construct them with their own pens.
Journalists love cycling because it seems
to offer cheap conflict fodder.
How different from the work I did with a
local newspaper in California. Do you
have more first-person stories of people
that made the transition to cycling? Is it

Under 25 & New Media Officer – David Diem
Web Officer – Neil Spenley
Campaigners – Klaas Brümann, John Hall,
Chris Howell and James Woodburn

really possible to live without a car?
What do you do when it rains? What
about shopping? Such questions came
from an ethos of community education
and are a million miles from how our
local press thinks about cycling. The
steady focus on conflict has made
invisible the opportunity, peculiar to the
most-cycled city in our nation, to include
human-powered transport in the
Cambridge News weekly Drive
supplement.
Politicians have a special responsibility
when dealing with the press and its
focus on conflict. They do get front page
coverage when their words turn local
partners into mortal enemies, but the
issues remain unresolved. Therefore we
shall stay clear of any such conflict and
maintain the quiet calm of those who
have learned something and want to
share it because its time has come. And
we must learn to speak not only as
cyclists, but also as drivers, former
drivers, pedestrians and bus passengers.
In the months ahead, we shall continue
our work to remedy many decades of
traffic planning which have produced a
road network built for speed and cars,
and failed to produce facilities which are
welcoming and safe for all cyclists of all
ages, including mothers and daughters,
fathers and sons. As we learn the lesson
of the BBC Road Wars and move away
from the role the media has reserved for
us and speak as residents, there will be
significant opportunities in 2013. The
County Council assumes responsibility
for public health and will understand the
benefits of large-scale adjustments to
our roads which allow more people to
choose the healthier ways of getting
about. Connecting Addenbrooke's and
the Science Park, the Chisholm Trail
would be just what the doctor ordered.
Michael Cahn, Co-ordinator
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Station cycle park

Coming soon: a 3,000space cycle park at the
station
From the Cycling Campaign's earliest days, cycle parking at the
station has been one of the biggest problems we have
grappled with. Now, at long last, it looks like a solution is in
sight.
Early in January, Brookgate, the station area developers, were
to submit a planning application for the anticipated multistorey cycle park with about 3,000 spaces, between three and
four times the current number of spaces on the ground. They
presented the plans at our December monthly meeting.
Sketches and a couple of video fly-throughs are available on
their web site. www.cb1cambridge.eu/the_site/videos/cyclepark.
This follows lengthy discussions over the years between the
developers and Network Rail, the City Council, the County
Council and the train operating company (currently Greater
Anglia, part of the Dutch company Abellio). We have been
involved in the discussions over many years, frequently over
the last two years. The number 3,000 came out of some of the
very early campaigning we did on the subject. It looked like a
huge number then: is it perhaps already beginning to feel a
little on the tight side.
Assuming planning permission is granted, and we certainly
hope it will be, construction could start toward the end of this
year with a view to opening in late 2014 or, maybe more
realistically, 2015. Many other parts of the whole station
development depend on this as, we understand by legal
agreement, the existing cycle parking cannot be removed
without providing the alternative.
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Where will it be?
The cycle park will be just north of the station, alongside
platform 6, but because the area around it will also change
substantially some context is needed.
The building will also house a hotel, which will face onto the
new station square. This piazza will be considerably larger
than the open area now is, extending over much of the current
cycle parking and the short-term/season ticket car park and
including what is now the orangey-coloured office block on
the corner of Station Road.
While the main car park will not be that much different, drivers
will reach it from a new road running south from Tenison
Road. At the end of this new road, cars will turn left into the
car park or right for the drop-off area (and taxi rank) in front of
the hotel.

How do you get to it?
Cyclists will, of course, also be able to use this new road, so
there will be three main directions from which cyclists will
approach the cycle park:
Ɣ

from the south, for example from the Busway, across
the square

Ɣ

from the west along the new road

Ɣ

from the north under the cycle bridge either from
Devonshire Road or the bridge itself (from which we
are promised a new ramp which will avoid needing to
go onto Devonshire Road).

Sooner rather than later, we hope that the Chisholm Trail from
the north will also connect under the Mill Road bridge.
It will also be possible to avoid the station square from the
south using new roads between the buildings. For example,
first left off the new link road at the bottom of Hills Road
bridge will take you behind the
Mill, across Station Road, to the
new road just west of the cycle
park.

Also in this issue:
Catholic Church junction------6
Ring Fort Path------------------8
Nuffield Road proposal--------9
Abolition of AJC---------------11
Bikes on building sites-------11
Addenbrooke’s cycle parking 12
Transport strategy------------14
Oldenburg study tour---------16
How to overtake a cyclist----18
Diary----------------------------19
Bateman Street update-------20
Time lapse video--------------20
Letter to the Editor-----------20
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Station cycle park
How will you get out?
Ordinary steps lead from the corner closest to the station
down from both floors into the station square. You will emerge
near where the police station entrance currently is, and then
use the ticket hall (which will be enlarged) as now. Of course,
coming out of the station, you do the reverse.

How will you get in?
The cycle park entrance is planned on the west side of the
building at the end of the new road. Unfortunately, the
entrance is also on the car exit from the main car park, but the
plans call for measures to control this and it certainly should
not cause anywhere near as much conflict as the current
situation.

It seems so perfectly obvious, however, that there should be a
link between the first floor of the cycle park and the new
station bridge. We have raised this repeatedly, and the
developers will build the structure so that it is possible and
practical to do this in the future. However, while the train
company has not ruled it out, we have been met with distinct
indifference when pressing this. The reluctance is presumably
the staffing commitment needed (barriers and a ticket machine
ought to be trivially easy). We think many people using
platforms 7 and 8 would appreciate this, not just cyclists.

The cycle parking is mostly on the first and second floors.
There is a small amount of space ahead of you as you go in for
bikes with trailers, trikes etc, and for disabled riders. There is
also a bike shop on your right, and a small convenience shop
of some kind on your left. Most cyclists wanting to park will,
however, go up to the first floor where there are mostly twotier racks. We are told about 14% of the spaces will be
Sheffield stands (including those on the ground floor); the rest
are two-tiers.
Access to the first floor is by very shallow steps facing you as
you ride into the building. These will have purpose-built ramps
for pushing bikes, based on Dutch examples, with a gradient of
1:6. While it is tempting to compare these with the dreadful
channels on the new station bridge, there really is little
similarity with these built-in ramps of a completely different
design. There will be room for very high flows in both
directions.
There is then a similar stepped ramp up to the second
floor.There has been some disquiet about not being able to
cycle to the parking stands. However, given the rather compact
shape of the building (compared to earlier designs), it is hard
to see how a shallow enough ramp could be built inside. And if
a ramp were built outside, it would have to be approached
from one direction only, so those coming from the other two
directions would have to make a long detour to get into it.

What about the racks?
As mentioned, these will mostly be two-tier. The developers
came to the same conclusion as us about which were the most
suitable of the two-tier racks. However, the sheer number
means that the manufacturer is prepared to tweak the design
to deal with criticisms.

Will there be any other cycle parking?
There will not now be any cycle parking at all, we understand,
in the station square. All of the new buildings around the
square will be required to have cycle parking included for staff
to the standards demanded by the city council: for example,
the plans recently submitted for the office blocks on the west
side of Station Road have hundreds of spaces included: 576
spaces for staff and visitors.
New residential blocks alongside the new road and the
building that will face onto the west side of the square will
also have their quota, but we haven’t seen plans for these yet.
The cycle park will not be restricted to those using the station.
While this is both practical and positive, we do have to watch
out for what happened at the Grand Arcade where half the
spaces were effectively ‘stolen’ and then all sorts of other city
developments, notably Christ’s Lane, pleaded that there was
now a cycle park so they didn’t need to provide any. To our
dismay, the council bought this argument, which is why there
is now once again a desperate shortage.

Cycle park seen from the station entrance.
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expect it will be free to park (except possibly for a small
number of premium spaces), they were definitely leaving open
the possibility of charging at some point. If that were
attempted, it would sink the whole scheme and there would
be bikes flyparked everywhere. It would be crazy to try it!
Indeed at an earlier meeting with a city council planner
present we heard an agreement made that there would be a
maximum of 5% chargeable spaces.

Cycle park and hotel sliced through at second floor
level, seen from above the station buildings

What hours will it be open?
The plan is that the cycle park should be open whenever the
station is operating, for example, from half an hour before the
first train to half an hour after the last. It would close for a few
hours in the dead of night.
It will be security-controlled both by CCTV and the personnel
who secure the rest of the station. This is not just (or even)
because of the bikes, but because the station has high security
requirements imposed on it as a potential terrorist target.
The opening hours still have to be confirmed, and we also
need to be sure that if the last train is delayed you will not
find yourself locked out.

Will it cost anything to park?
The park will be operated by the train company, so this is not
something the developers have a direct say in.
Abellio were somewhat equivocal about this when we saw the
plans at our December meeting. While they said they would

We’ve been calling it the ‘cycle park’ here. But in fact Abellio
will brand it ‘Cycle Point’, reflecting what’s been done
elsewhere, aspirations for other stations (including Ely, for
example) and that there is more to it than just parking. This
will be by far the largest such Cycle Point: indeed the largest
cycle park of any kind in the country. Dutch stations, with
parking for tens of thousands of bikes, dwarf it of course!

What next?
We should be clear: the principle of a cycle park was decided
long ago. The original formal master plan agreement for the
area included it, but for 2020. The need to construct the
development in a particular order has made 2015 opening
likely now. Once the planning issues have been decided, this
year, construction should soon start.
There is much reluctance from the rail company to lose even a
single car parking space. However, should 3,000 spaces prove
too few in future, there is the technical possibility of
extending the building over the top of the car park. But
someone would need to pay for that, of course. We may also
see demand for car parking reduced given that the Chesterton
Station may become a much more attractive option for drivers
to get to. So the concern over preserving parking spaces may
not be so great in the future.
We shall continue to work with the developers and rail
companies and keep a close eye on the development as a
whole and the cycle park in particular, as we have in the past.
David Earl
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Catholic Church junction
The junction where Hills Road, Lensfield Road, Regent Street
and Gonville Place meet by the Catholic Church, known
sometimes as ‘Hyde Park Corner’, is not pleasant to negotiate
by bicycle because of the size of the junction and the number
of different traffic movements.
This has been recognised by Cambridgeshire County Council
(the transport authority) who, as part of a scheme to replace
the ageing traffic signals, have made proposals ‘to make this
busy junction safer and more user-friendly for cyclists and
pedestrians’. These proposals went out for consultation in
November and Cambridge Cycling Campaign submitted
detailed – and fairly critical – comments in early December,
and has been campaigning since for a more cycle-friendly
junction.

The county’s proposals
The main improvement from the point of view of cyclists is the
creation of advanced stop boxes on all four streets, with the
existing cycle lane leading into the one at the north end of
Hills Road.

Our response
While some comments on the members discussion list
suggested that the scheme should be rejected as wholly
inadequate, after much discussion the Campaign sent a very
detailed letter emphasising that the changes proposed did not
go nearly far enough, were quite unworthy of Cambridge as a
national leader in sustainable transport and did not comply
with the County Council’s stated policy of prioritising cycling,
walking and public transport.
Ideally, we would like the road network around the Catholic
Church to be redesigned to make it much more suitable for
cyclists: the article in Newsletter 103 outlined our initial ideas
for making all the sections of the ring road from Newmarket
Road to Newnham into a joined-up, safe and convenient cycle
route. But this is a bigger project than improving the Catholic
Church junction and would need careful planning and

Catholic Church junction from the top of a bus looking towards
Gonville Place
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Catholic Church junction
implementation. One reason is that reducing the number of
lanes on Gonville Place and Lensfield Road will have impacts
on capacity, and current demand needs to be managed, to
reduce traffic flows, before road capacity can be cut
dramatically.
Newsletter 103 also explained the concept of separate traffic
lights for cyclists, ahead of those for motor vehicles. We have
asked the county council to approach the Department for
Transport for permission to trial such advanced green lights at
this junction now. We also identified other measures which
we feel could be implemented now, without seriously
affecting traffic flows.

Prohibit motor vehicles turning left from Hills Road
into Lensfield Road
This is needed to remove the conflict between cyclists heading
straight on into town and motor vehicles turning left into
Lensfield Road. Traffic coming from the south and aiming for
Lensfield Road (or beyond) could use Brooklands Avenue.
Measures to prevent motor vehicles rat-running through
Newtown would also be needed.

Southbound cycle lane in Regent Street leading into
the planned advanced stop box
Advanced stop boxes are much easier to use if there is a cycle
lane leading up to them. The county’s plans make no such
provision and with two lanes of southbound traffic it will be
difficult for cyclists to reach the advanced stop box safely. We
would like to see a single lane of traffic heading out of town.
There would then be space for one traffic lane 3m wide, and a
cycle lane, complying with the national standard width of 2m.
A proper cycle lane of this nature is entirely appropriate given
the volume of cycle traffic. We consider that the traffic might
actually flow more smoothly with a single lane for motor

Plan view of proposed junction

Catholic Church junction
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term, switch to cycling.

vehicles, as there would be less
likelihood of delays caused by traffic not
being able to pass vehicles illegally
blocking the yellow box junction.

Gonville Place approach

Northbound cycle lane along
Regent Street heading towards
the City Centre
Because of restrictions on through traffic
in the centre of Cambridge there are
fewer vehicles heading north along
Regent Street, so one traffic lane would
be quite adequate. There might then be
space for a proper cycle lane.

Coloured tarmac and enforcement
of box junction
Visually joining up the cycle lanes along
both axes with coloured tarmac across
the junction would make it clear that
they form a continuous route and
highlight the presence of cycles. We also
want effective enforcement to prevent
delays caused by the yellow hatched box
junction being blocked.

Ban on vehicles except buses and
bicycles turning left out of
Lensfield Road into Regent Street
The existing traffic lanes leading up to
the traffic lights are very narrow and
cycles and cars are squeezed together,
making it arguably one of the most
hostile sections in the whole city.
Putting in an advanced stop box will do
little to help because it will not be
possible to reach it safely. Now that St
Andrew’s Street is closed to through
motor vehicles, the number of vehicles
turning left into Regent Street is much
lower than it used to be. So we propose
that a left-turn movement here could be
restricted to buses and cycles only,
leaving the current central lane reserved

Cambridge Cycling Campaign leafletting in
January 2013.
for straight-ahead and right-turn
movements only. The few cars needing
to access this part of the city can use
Trumpington Street or Parkside.
The approach here has waiting space for
only around ten vehicles. Combining the
remaining lane into a dual straightahead and right-turn lane would, we
acknowledge, create increased delays in
the short term, because motor vehicles
turning right would partially block those
heading straight on to Gonville Place.
However, the main destination for those
heading right would be either the station or Hills Road head-ing out of town.
Thus within a short period of time,
people driving from Newnham or
Trumpington Street would soon learn to
use Trumpington
Road and then turn
left into Brooklands
Avenue. Both these
roads are better able
to cope with an
increased level of
traffic than the inner
ring road. Other
people would, with
the safer bus/cycleonly approach, and
the addition of our
proposed Newnham
to Newmarket Road
route in the medium

It has long been our view that the
change from two lanes to three lanes
around ten years ago has made the ring
road far more hazardous and unpleasant
for cycling, and there has been a
consequent drop in usage as a result.
Our strategic vision here is of a proper,
2m, Dutch-quality segregated path
linking Newmarket Road to Newnham.
This would require the Gonville Place
stretch with three lanes approaching the
junction to be reduced to two lanes. But
there are difficulties in implementing
such a change at this junction in
isolation, because the effect on
congestion further up the ring road
would be significant, and cyclists at
those other, upstream, junctions would
thus be disadvantaged by increased
congestion there. Nonetheless, a
reduction to two lanes is needed. So we
have asked, as a first step, that county
officers model the effects of congestion
by drawing up plans for the full route
that we propose, taking into account the
resulting shift from car to bicycle.
Monica Frisch

Box junction blocked and causing problems.
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Ring Fort Path
in the making
At a North Area Committee discussion
about ‘Arbury Park’ in about 2007 I asked
for a path off the roundabout at the A14
Histon interchange to Ring Fort Road. At
the time this was rejected with the
argument: ‘we don’t know if people want
to go there’ (towards Histon and
Impington). However, when the first
residents moved into what was then
known as ‘Arbury Park , they were
assigned to the GP surgery in Histon,
many children attend schools in the
village and quite a few residents work
north of the A14. While people in the
eastern part of Arbury Park, all now
known as Orchard Park, can use the
maintenance track alongside the Guided
Busway, those living in the western part
of the development used to climb three
barriers and the embankment.
Cambridge Cycling Campaign’s Orchard
Park subgroup started a petition for the
Ring Fort Path in early 2011 and over
400 local residents signed it. Orchard
Park community council and Impington
parish council supported the scheme and
the Orchard Park council removed parts
of two fences to reduce the risk of injury
for those using the shortcut. In 2012 we
launched a postcard campaign at the
Orchard Park summer fair to invite locals
and those at our AGM to write to the
council to explain why building this path
was important to them.

Ring Fort Path
County Councillor Ian Bates (Cabinet
Member for Growth and Planning) informed us in early December that our
proposal for a shared-use path would be
put forward to Cabinet. On 18 December
2012 Cambridgeshire County Council
Cabinet approved spending £350,000 as
part of Section 106 funding from
developers to build the shortcut, dubbed
Ring Fort Path, between Orchard Park
and the A14 junction at Impington.

Ɣ lighting on the Guided Busway
cycleway, from the railway station to
the Trumpington Park & Ride site
and at Orchard Park, King’s Hedges,
Milton Rd and East Chesterton

This route will not only be very useful to
Orchard Park residents, it may also lead
to residents from Histon, Impington and

Ɣ re-siting of the two Brooklands
Avenue bus stops away from grass
verges or providing paved areas and

8

Ɣ improvements to Long Road
cycleways

Map base copyright (c) OpenStreetMap contributors, licensed ODbL1.0

Ring Fort Path Location Plan
other outlying villages stopping by the
new shop in Orchard Park on their bike
ride home. With the new path the
Riverside bridge - Union Road - Arbury
Road - Chariot Way - Ring Fort Road Ring Fort Path - Bridge Road (Impington)
route gets as close to the desire line as
possible. Although the route through the
sports area past the skate park in
Orchard Park is not the optimal route for
cyclists, it will provide natural surveillance and reduce vandalism in this
currently hidden corner by the A14
roundabout. While repairs and maintenance are funded by the taxpayer and
come from a distinct pot of money from
S106 developer funds, it is good to see
that a new path improving conditions for
active travel will also save money by
reducing the need for maintenance and
repair.

County Council investment
programme
Klaas Brümann with Dearbhla Lawson,
Councillor Ian Bates and Mike Davies
(front) at Ring Fort Path site.

Ɣ feasibility study into installation of a
bridge over the railway line to link
the Leisure Park with railway station

Ring Fort Path was announced by the
county council as part of a £2 million
allocation of Section 106 funding
including:

improvements to the shared-use
path for cyclists and pedestrians
Ɣ radial route signing extended to
include other major routes such as
Babraham Road, Queen Edith’s Way,
Mowbray Road and Fendon Road
Ɣ improvements to Cherry Hinton High
Street to improve safety for cyclists
and pedestrians
Ɣ feasibility study into improving
Hauxton Road Bridge
Ɣ refreshing cycle path and cycle lane
markings around the Perne
Road/Cherry Hinton Road
roundabout and improvements at
this roundabout to address traffic
flow and safety issues
Ɣ contraflow cycling signage following
audit to identify need
Ɣ Tenison Road traffic-calming
scheme
Ɣ removal of unnecessary street
signage
Ɣ extend footways and reduce road
width at the Station Road/High

Ring Fort Path / Nuffield Road proposal
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Street Histon junction to improve traffic flow and increase
safety
Ɣ review and improve existing traffic-calming measures on
Arbury Road, near King’s Hedges Road
Ɣ review bus delays and parking on Cambridge Road and
New Road, Impington
Ɣ shared-use pedestrian/cycleway between Milton and
Landbeach
Ɣ safety improvements to cycle lanes on the Gilbert
Road/Milton Road junction.
List taken from the county council’s press release at
http://www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/CMSWebsite/Apps/News/
Details.aspx?ref=806
It seems that the incremental improvements we achieve are
just not enough to cope with the increase in population and
the need to get more people to choose active travel. Members
will need to be alert to ensure that this investment leads to
well-designed infrastructure where cyclists will feel safe.
Klaas Brümann

Proposal to improve
Nuffield Road
Residents associations from East Chesterton and
Cambridge Cycling Campaign campaign together
In connection with the Science Park Station consultation,
Cambridge Cycling Campaign has recently presented a
proposal to improve Nuffield Road, requesting that:
Ɣ

a new access to the industrial and trading estate on
Nuffield Road be built from Milton Road along the first
section of the future Science Park Station busway and
then through Nuffield Close, and that

Ɣ

when the new access road is built, the residential
section of Nuffield Road (to Green End Road) be cut off
to motorised through traffic just past Discovery Way (in
the bend by the allotments) to reduce the number of
motor vehicles, particularly heavy commercial types,
driving past Shirley School and the medical practice.

Ɣ

In support of this proposal we undertook a traffic survey
of over 1,500 vehicle movements at two sites on
Thursday 22 November 2012 between 7am and 9.30am.
We counted on Nuffield Road near the Green End Road
roundabout and at the industrial section of Nuffield
Road past the allotments.

Nearly half the inflow of vehicles (including 85% of Light
Goods Vehicles) turning from Green End Road into Nuffield
Road goes past Discovery Way to the industrial area. Over a
third of the morning outflow of vehicles comes from the
industrial area, too. The data are available in a spreadsheet at
http://bit.ly/NuffieldRdCount, including traffic graphs and
graphs illustrating the share of Nuffield Road traffic that goes
to the industrial area.
We think all current users of Nuffield Road would benefit from
blocking the residential section of Nuffield Road to motorised
through traffic just past the allot-ments (which will become a
walking and cycling access to the new station). It would very
much ease the pressure at Shirley School and benefit most
people travelling to the businesses if they could turn into
Nuffield Close from Milton Road instead of having to travel
down Green End Road and past a primary school. Parents at
Shirley School have expressed serious concerns about the
current situation during the school run and they are very
worried about the likely increase in traffic caused by the new
station. We think our Nuffield Road proposal would greatly
benefit Green End Road and Nuffield Road. A possible future
closure of the level crossing on Fen Road would reduce even
further the amount of commercial traffic and the number of
large vehicles coming into conflict with cyclists in East
Chesterton.

School day morning in Nuffield Road.
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Nuffield Road Proposal

During the survey, it seemed that the
vast majority of LGVs and HGVs turning
into Nuffield Road from Green End Road
came from the direction of Milton Road
(very few came from Chesterton).
Between January 2009 and September
2012 there were 12 accidents involving
cars and cyclists at the Green End RoadCam Causeway-Nuffield Road junction.
We think that our proposal would reduce
the car and HGV traffic and would help
to improve this accident hotspot, too.
Within a few hundred metres of the
planned Milton Road crossing for the
Busway there are four other sets of
traffic lights for traffic turning into or
out of Milton Road. Adding another
crossing wouldn’t reduce the flow of
traffic on Milton Road if the additional
set of lights were synchronised with
those north and south of the new
crossing.
This proposal is supported by the Fen
Estate and Nuffield Road Residents’
Association (FENRA), Old Chesterton
Residents’ Association (OCRA) and VIE
Residents’ Association, by County
Councillor for East Chesterton Ian
Manning, other councillors and by
representatives from several political
parties. As the newsletter went to press
we were awaiting feedback from
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Plan relating to Nuffield Road proposal.

governors from Shirley School and the
Nuffield Road Medical Centre. The
representatives from the different groups
were planning to meet Councillor Ian
Bates (Cabinet Member for Growth and
Planning) at the end of January 2013 to

walk the area and to discuss the
proposal.
Nuffield Road picture gallery:
http://www.camcycle.org.uk/jumpto/
NuffieldRoad and videos
http://iitm.be/NuffieldVideos
Klaas Brümann

Abolition of AJC

Abolition of Cambridge
Environment and Traffic
Management Area Joint
Committee
As of 24 December the Cambridge Environment and Traffic
Management Area Joint Committee was no more. Perhaps on
the face of it this may not seem like such a serious issue. Just a
small change in the scheme of things. It isn't.
We may need some history here. The AJC was set up in 1997 to
enable joint working between the city and county council
(which has ultimate responsibility for transport) on transport
issues that affect the city.It was made up of county and city
councillors such that they could consider cycleway
programmes, parking charges, traffic calming crossings and
other related items. Some of the schemes they considered
were the Regent Street crossing, Gilbert Road, the Newmarket
Road/Abbey Road crossing (greeted, I noted at the time, with
enthusiasm) as well as looking at the introduction of No Entry
Except Cyclists signs which has improved permeability around
the city. Of course they didn’t have the final say, but their
voice was useful in informing the final decision.
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reason to come into the city, to deal with the entire portfolio.
We have no axe to grind with the councillor involved but we
do wonder how one person can possibly be expected to do the
work of a committee of 12 councillors.
While we the residents of Cambridge elected those local
councillors to represent our views, apparently their views and
therefore our views are not welcomed any more. We aren't
suggesting that in every respect the AJC always got it right but
in terms of allowing for scrutiny of plans that affect us in the
city, it was valuable. Valuable in enabling residents, campaign
groups (not just ourselves but others too) and residents'
associations to make their views known. The AJC was not a
body that in any way operated to a ‘cyclists’ charter'. Often, it
heard competing requests from groups such as residents and
disability groups, and disagreed with our point of view. But
this is not the point. The point is that each group had an
opportunity to argue their case in public, scrutinise the debate,
and respect the eventual decision. It seems decisions may well
be made behind closed doors where the arguments cannot be
heard. This is a very sad day for democracy and makes the job
representing our 1,100 members that much harder.
Bev Nicholson

Bikes and building sites

Now, however, that voice has been lost. The county council
cabinet members voted to abolish the AJC and replace it with
one county councillor, from outside Cambridge, who has little
Small Ad

Electric Trike with child seats, for sale £450.
We bought this Schachner trike new in 2005 and it was customised for us by
H. Drakes. It has been a real work horse and was invaluable while our youngest was
little, especially in the year after the birth when I was feeling very weak.
It has £330 of new electrics fitted, plus a full service and is running well.
The reason we are selling it is that I no longer need transport for the children who are
now both cycling themselves. Also I am now much stronger than when I had just had the
baby and I am now reverting to an ordinary pedal-bike.
There are lovely new customised trikes available from the Electric Transport Shop on
Hope Street, off Mill Road for £2,000 (baby and child seats extra) but if you are
looking for a second-hand one, this is in good condition and very sturdy.

Karen Rodgers (karen@karenrodgers.co.uk)

I'm assuming that places of temporary employment or places
that only employ contractors aren't required to supply cycle
parking for their employees. I've been noting the large
number of bikes parked outside the old site of Cambridge
Regional College for some weeks now when I cycle along the
river on Midsummer Common each morning. Not exactly
secure, especially after dark, I suspect. Wouldn't it be nice if
builders could park their bikes inside the building site?
Heather Coleman
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Cycle parking at
Addenbrooke’s
In early December, I was alerted that employees who work on
the Addenbrooke's site were being asked for suggestions for
the location of extra cycle parking on the site. However, the
time scale between hearing about this and the deadline for
submission of suggestions was very short, at a very busy time
of year when lots of other things were going on, so trying to
get comments to be able to submit as a document from the
Campaign was clearly impossible. I therefore submitted some
suggestions which I've summarised below, as a private
individual and as an employee who works on the site.
I gave some ideas, based on the article I wrote for Newsletter
100, for areas where a few extra cycle parking spaces could
easily be placed. However, since then, I've been occasionally
thinking about the problem, and decided that I might as well
throw caution to the wind and come up with some radical
ideas, some of which I discussed with one or two other site
employees who thought they were worth putting into the
public domain.
There seems to be an emphasis on making sure new buildings
on the rapidly expanding campus are each supplied with
adequate cycle parking. This is excellent. However, the main
areas of major shortage are around the ‘older buildings',
namely (see plan below) (1) the Main Hospital Entrance to all
wards, (2) Lab Block, (3) Accident and Emergency, and (4) the

Map base copyright (c) OpenStreetMap
contributors, licensed ODbL1.0
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Addenbrooke’s cycle parking
entrance to the Clinical School. I note that land in this area
where extra, conveniently placed cycle parking could be
located is in extremely short supply, if not non-existent.

A radical suggestion to increase cycle parking
capacity in this area
When the Patient and Visitor Main Multi-storey Car Park (MCP)
(5) was built, cycle parking was originally part of the initial
planning process but was never provided, apart from some
temporary parking at the back which was removed when the
Deakin Centre was built. I feel it is time to revisit this area. I
suggested that much of the ground floor of this MCP should be
altered to change it from car to cycle parking. An inspection of
the MCP at 12.30pm on a working day showed that the top
floor was only about ¼ full, thus the car park is not being used
at 100% capacity. Another MCP is already planned for the site,
with more convenient access for the Rosie Hospital and
Treatment Centre, so car parking capacity is due to increase on
site. If this cycle parking were secure (staff card access to
cages), and good quality (Sheffield stands at 1m spacing) and
cyclists could cycle all the way to the entrance of the cycle
parking area (not having to walk several hundred yards from
the road) it would in my opinion be close enough to the Main
Entrance via the bridge over the Goods Yard entrance to
attract many employees who are wanting to park their bike for
seven or eight hours at a stretch. This would, at one fell
swoop, largely solve the dire lack of cycle parking space
associated with the ‘older buildings' as described above. If
secure, it might leave the open access racks nearer to the Main

Addenbrooke’s cycle parking
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Entrance and Outpatients much emptier for the use of visitors
and outpatients and other casual or non-full-time visitors to
the main hospital.
I also suggested two other larger-scale locations which I feel
should be examined as sensible places to put decent-sized
cycle parks.
Since the fields outside the boundary of Robinson Way are
earmarked for building in the future, thought should be given
to planning cycle parking ahead of the piecemeal solutions
each individual new building will come up with, however good
these are, since each building will plan for the capacity it
needs, possibly making that parking exclusive for occupants of
that building, not taking into account the initial overall
parking shortage. Thus, while there is still land available, some
should be earmarked for cycle parking for the general use of
all staff and visitors, whichever building they work in, but
especially the older ‘shortage buildings', before this land is all
built on. There may not be funding available immediately to
build the cycle parking, but if it is in the overall site plan, then

money spent improving parking or safety is spent in the best
way possible.
I also made a couple of other general comments. The first was
to remind the Trust that cycle parking provision could possibly
be designated a sex and age discrimination issue for
employees, if new parking is of a design and accessibility that
only taller or stronger people can manage to use it. I also
suggested that perhaps putting new buildings on stilts, so that
the entire ground floor area could be used as cycle parking
might be a good idea. I didn't point out that given the current
state of some of the more low-lying areas to be built on, this
might also be a good flood prevention measure for the
building concerned, albeit at the cost of wet feet for those
hoping to park!
Heather Coleman

Post script

the land cannot be lost to other uses. I would suggest an
ambition of 200-300 spaces at each location.
My suggested locations (see plan on previous page) were:
(A) at the junction of NCN11/the Genome Path and Robinson
Way;

I have just heard the results of this consultation. The
document I've been sent with the collated suggestions from
various employees doesn't even include most of my
suggestions, especially the ones above. It is unclear as to why
these ideas have been omitted from this document rather than
just marked ‘not feasible'. There are some good suggestions
from others, most of which are commented upon as ‘not
feasible', and a few which may result in a few more spaces at
the fringes of the hospital site. It feels as though

(B) where the Busway cycleway joins Robinson Way.
I noted when I looked at these two areas that there were many
fly-parked bikes along Robinson Way, presumably as some
employees park there, and then take the nearest entrance to
get to their place of work. Other employees probably cycle
around to the Main Entrance to park, after coming across from
Shelford or Trumpington, as there are few places to park on
Robinson Way despite there being several entrances to the
hospital. Thus adding extra parking here might alleviate some
of the parking problems seen around the Main Entrance. As a
proper survey of routes used by staff has never been
undertaken, it's impossible to know exactly what is needed.
Perhaps, as part of this cycle parking investigation, the Trust
management should be thinking of doing precisely such a
survey? This might also help provide information leading to an
improvement in road safety on the site, thus ensuring that any
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2012 Transport strategy
for Cambridge and South
Cambridgeshire
The county council carried out a consultation last autumn on
the strategy which will underpin the third Cambridgeshire
Local Plan 2011-2026. The document gave background
information covering growth, transport funding, and travel
habits. It explained the different approaches to the new
strategy, which were applied to three broad themes: (A)
Managing the transport network, (B) Influencing and changing
behaviour, (C) Provision of new transport capacity. The
Campaign submitted a detailed letter, making the following
points. *
We applauded the attempt to create a transport framework for
the projected growth in the region and agreed that the local
planning agency has an important role in ‘managing traffic
demand'. Our response was in two sections – a general section
outlining key points on the strategy as a whole, with a second
section making detailed comments on the specific proposals
(as set out in the appendices).

Transport strategy
Pricing: When demand exceeds capacity a quantitative
approach to pricing will be appropriate – applied to managing
parking capacity and access capacity of certain roads or areas.
Taxis: The transport network does not yet include taxi
services. An oversupply of taxis and a scarcity of waiting and
parking areas leads to significant negative traffic impacts.
Logistics: The strategy should support the use of the bicycle by
businesses (e.g. Post Office, University Messenger Service).
Road safety: Funding should be evaluated so that it benefits
all road users, especially the most vulnerable. The strategy
should make it clear that road safety is not a funding source
for ‘motorised dominance’.
Finally in this section we commented on:
Financing mode share goals: A precise and growing percentage
of traffic funding should be marked for bicycle projects. These
could include major projects like a necklace village
infrastructure ('M25B’), giving residents in the periphery the
transportation choices they have so far been denied. The
‘M25B' should include funding for compulsory purchase, where
necessary. The Chisholm Trail should be listed as a major
project.

Section 2: Detailed proposals

Section 1: Strategic overview

Appendix A: Managing the transport network

We commented on the need to quantify the following issues:

Access control measures: We strongly supported measures to
reduce rat-running and through-traffic.

Mode share: The aim of achieving very high rates of cycling
could be presented more emphatically.
Investment: The impact of investment in specific traffic
infrastructure needs to be quantified, as evidence shows that
investment in active modes, specifically walking and cycling,
has the highest return on investment for congestion relief.
Health: Transport planning is not only about the movement of
goods and people but it is indeed about facilitating a specific
way of life. A robust, interconnected, safe and welcoming
bicycle network helps creates healthy communities.
Choice: It would be good if the strategic plan spelled out the
aim of giving all residents the choice of active modes which
are safe and welcoming. Given the historic nature of
Cambridge, the area will come to a standstill if the envisioned
population growth is not accompanied by a significant
increase in active modes.

Traffic enforcement: We urged the county council to make a
strong and robust approach to the Department for Transport
that the powers in the Traffic Management Act 2004 be
enabled so that the county can act as a pilot area for
enforcement of rules against parking in cycle lanes and bus
lanes.
Parking management schemes: Removal of parking on key
strategic routes would have a major effect on improving safety
and convenience of cycling.
Bus lanes: We welcomed new bus lanes where they are
designed to include a cycle lane with them that is additional
to the width of a bus.
Improvements for cyclists: We wished to see an end to the
view that shared-use pavement schemes are the way to
improve cycling. On-road cycle lanes should be a minimum of
2m wide. Removal of parking would create space for Dutchquality cycle lanes, giving an enormous incentive for people to
cycle. The Chisholm Trail (between the two sections of the
Busway) is a key strategic route which needs to be progressed;
an indicative timeline should be drawn up, and landowners
approached.
Pedestrian improvements: Currently, pedestrians are treated as
the bottom of the pile when transport improvements are
considered.
Use of technology to reduce congestion: We think it
scandalous that the bus companies still do not have on-street
ticketing. This would massively reduce delays to buses.
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Transport strategy
Improved travel information: We would like to see the signed
cycle network show journey times rather than distances.
Influence national funding decisions: We would like the county
to make the case that when a major cycle network is being
considered it should be seen in the same way as a large road
scheme.

Appendix B: Influencing and changing behaviour
Transport impacts of new developments: Dutch-quality
provision should be the norm, not shared-use pavements.
Although many of the new developments display some best
practice in terms of the Department for Transport’s Manual for
Streets as regards local streets, key connecting streets and
road layouts are too car-dominated.
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Rail capacity improvements: New rail capacity should include
high levels of cycle parking and the county should press for
more cycle spaces on trains.
Conclusion: We strongly encouraged the council to adopt a
more visionary approach, which includes specific standards
and commits new developments to reducing car dependency.
Shirley Fieldhouse
*The Campaign's full response can be found via the home
page of www.camcycle.org.uk

Travel plans: There is no hope of seeing a shift away from carbased access to a development if there is nowhere to park a
hypothetical increased number of cycles. We strongly
supported expansion of the Travel for Work partnership.
Car clubs: We support their expansion by replacing existing car
parking spaces with car club spaces and providing cycle
parking adjacent.
Travel information: Every new housing unit should receive a
cycling guide.
Road safety: Cycle training should continue to be based on the
Bikeability scheme.
Alternatives to travel: We welcome work to improve
telecommuting.

Appendix C: Providing new transport capacity
Networks of very high quality segregated cycle routes between
settlements: We strongly support the need for ‘Dutch-standard’
cycleways. The need for a third cycle park in the city centre is
also urgent.
Car/bus/bicycle interchanges at public transport: Cycle
interchange with public transport provides the means to
increase the number of people able to access public transport,
as it reduces the effective time people have to spend to get to
it.
Larger scale road safety and capacity improvements: New road
schemes should include a cycle element and must not sever
existing links. The A14 needs to have a cycleway alongside it.
New Busway routes parallel to strategic roads: New Busway
routes should not be at the expense of cycleways which, going
through Cambridge, would have a far greater congestion
reduction effect.
New Park & Ride sites: We welcome them if they can be
demonstrated to reduce congestion by being matched by a
consequent reduction in parking spaces in the city centre(s)
they surround. Cycle parking should be included at such sites.
Cycle parking: Substantially more cycle parking is needed all
around the city, not just in the centre.
Improvements to A-road junctions: We agree with the document that it is important that congestion should not be pushed
down to the next junction. Where changes are made, the
opportunity should be taken to include cycle priority crossings.
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Spaklerweg, Amsterdam with metro line 51 on the right. This
cycleway is uni-directional (i.e. for northbound traffic only) and is
a decent width at about 2.5m to 3.0m….
www.cyclestreets.net/location/43708/

Cambridge Cycling Campaign

Oldenburg study tour

Join the study tour to
Oldenburg and Bremen
Map base copyright (c) OpenStreetMap
contributors, licensed ODbL1.0

Oldenburg location map.

Cambridge Cycling Campaign is
organising a study tour to the university
town of Oldenburg on the second May
Bank holiday weekend in 2013. The
study tour starts in the German cycling
demonstration town of Oldenburg on
Saturday 25 May in the morning and
ends on Tuesday 28 May 2013 in nearby
Bremen with the producers of the film
and book Beauty and the Bike. This offers
the opportunity to visit two cities on a
single study tour.
Oldenburg's catchment area stretches
from the Netherlands in the West - with
its twin town of Groningen 120km
away - to Bremen in the East (45km).
Oldenburg is the commercial and
educational centre for the north-west of
Germany (a bit like Norwich for East
Anglia) with many people commuting by
train and car. It has a vibrant service and
knowledge economy, with very little
manufacturing. Over the past 20 years
Cambridge and Oldenburg have each
gained about 20,000 inhabitants. With
the European Medical School
Oldenburg-Groningen (EMS) currently
under construction Oldenburg is likely to
keep growing. Oldenburg is a unitary
authority (Kreisfreie Stadt) of 162,000
people and a quarter-million bicycles. It
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has 1575 inhabitants per km², a level
that Cambridge will reach when
currently planned developments are
completed, on an area of 103km² (a very
similar footprint to Cambridge).
Households in Oldenburg each own on
average 3.1 bicycles and 1.2 cars. Out of
the whole population of Oldenburg 5%
walk, under 10% use the bus and 43% go
by bike. Germany's city of science 2009
has two universities with altogether a
total of 20,000 students, though it has
nowhere near as many language students as Cambridge. Another difference is
that you will see many more older
people cycling.
Oldenburg has a railway station at some
distance from the centre, to which a

second entry with a transport
interchange was added at great cost in
2000. Making railway stations permeable
has been difficult in the UK. Just like
Cambridge, Oldenburg is currently
building a second railway station, due to
open in 2014.
Kingston Cycling Campaign visited
Oldenburg in October 2005 and
reported: ‘Oldenburg has an unmistakably strong and prevalent “cycling
culture”, but people aren't “cyclists” in
the way that people in Britain are
identified. In Oldenburg, riding a bike is
not a political statement or an
expression of any sort. It is simply a way
of travelling.' On his return from
Oldenburg as part of the delegation,
Kingston Council's Cycle Officer, Rob
Parsey, said: ‘The visit to Oldenburg was
extremely positive and very informative
for everyone involved. Substantial
German investment in cycling during the
past 25 years has resulted in cycling now
accounting for a quarter of all trips made
in Oldenburg, with congestion and air
pollution virtually unheard of.'
Oldenburg is (with Berlin, Freiburg,
Karlsruhe and Münster) one of eleven

Oldenburg.

Oldenburg study tour
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cities in Germany which the German
ministry for transport lists as examples
for cycle study tours; see Cycle Tour
Guide (in German) and city officials have
confirmed that they will give us a tour
and talk.

How do you get to Oldenburg?
Participants will have to make their own
travel arrangements and book their
accommodation. Travelling on Friday is
recommended, to ensure a speedy tour
start on Saturday. Please check the
Campaign's ‘Oldenburg Study Tour’
website for hints on travelling by rail,
ferry, bike or air.

Planned highlights:
1. Cycling around Oldenburg,
infrastructure for commuter and leisure
cyclists (no green belt, but plenty of
protected landscapes) on 270km
cycleway network
http://iitm.be/OLNetwork

Access to city centre.
book ‘Beauty and the Bike’
http://www.bikebeauty.org.

2. ‘Fahrradstraße’ - bicycle street:
residential road layout with a special
status for cyclists

We shall also look at ideas that
Kingston Cycling Campaign found
particularly transferable:

3. Cycling for the elderly and low-step
bicycles

Ɣ Cycle tracks continuing across side
roads

4. Car infrastructure: why do people
continue to cycle when driving in
Oldenburg is much faster and parking is
cheaper than in Cambridge?

Ɣ Reduced level of marking/colouring
of cycle tracks

5. Railway station and its expansion
(new exit and interchange completed in
2000, with two bike stations)
6. Plans for Oldenburg's second railway
station (providing an S-Bahn link to Carlvon-Ossietzky-University)
7. Cäcilienbrücke lift bridge and ramps
at Amalienbrücke
8. Cycle policy and goals. Meeting with
Oldenburg's cycling and walking officer
or planners
9. Visit to Bremen (45km away). Trying
the ‘Call-a-bike scheme', routes across
Bremen, trip counters and a new
Fahrradstraße (bicycle street)
10. Bremen tour guided by Beatrix
Wupperman and Richard Grassick,
producers of award winning film and

Ɣ Exempting bicycles from ‘No Entry'
restrictions (this applies to all oneway streets in Oldenburg)
Ɣ Facilitating the railway station-towork journey by bike for people who
work in the borough but don't live in
it
Ɣ Courtesy bikes available at bicycle
shops and motor garages
Ɣ Availability of practical ‘Dutch-style'
bikes
Ɣ Orientation by bike for people who
have recently moved to the city and
study tours
Ɣ Acceptance that people should not
be categorised as pedestrians,
cyclists, motorists, but that people
may be any or all of these at times
Ɣ Promotion of cycling as an everyday
activity.

Accommodation
The accommodation and travel options
should suit most budgets. The
Oldenburg Youth Hostel costs from
€19/night in a dorm (inc breakfast and
bed linen) and about €37.50 in a single
room. Hostelling International
membership is required to avoid a
surcharge. The month of May is busy,
please book early! The organiser has
booked eight beds for Friday to Monday
(please contact Klaas Brümann if you
want one of them). A hotel near the
hostel is the Best Western Hotel Heide
at about €80/night (single room
including breakfast). The Kingston
Cycling Campaign group stayed at
Hermes Hotel near the railway station. If
you can't find accommodation, please
contact the organiser. Lunches and
dinners will cost no more than in
Cambridge. The Fahrradstation
Oldenburg (bike service at the railway
station) has fairly new, sturdy city bikes
for hire at a cost of €15 for three days
and requires a €50 deposit and a
passport. Special bicycles for riders with
disabilities cost €33.50 for three days.
The one-day hire of a ‘DB call-abike’ in
Bremen will be €9. If you want to join
please register at www.camcycle.org.uk/
jumpto/regOLHB. It would help if you
could please indicate your mode of
transport and time of arrival and the
time you plan to leave.

Please note:
All participants join the tour at their own
cost and their own risk. No guarantees or
insurance are provided. Please bring
your European Health Insurance Card.
For an up-to-date detailed programme
and travel information please visit
www.camcycle.org.uk/events/visits/olde
nburg/ .
Klaas Brümann
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From the Cambridge Institute of
Urban Cycling Lecture

1: How to
overtake a
cyclist
Many people don't cycle. Not yet.
They believe cycling is dangerous. But those who do cycle
know that it is a very safe activity if you are alert, observe the
rules, and actively engage with traffic. Obviously, people on
bikes are very vulnerable road users. When two cars ‘touch' on
the road, often no great harm is done. But if a car ‘touches' a
cyclist, especially at higher speeds, serious injuries will ensue.
To avoid such collisions, both cyclists and drivers need to have
their full attention on the road at all times.
Cycle trainers recommend ‘driving' your bike towards the
middle of the lane. The gutter can present sudden hazards.
Moving towards the middle the cyclist is able to avoid
pedestrians who may step into the road without warning, and
doors of parked cars which may open suddenly. Driving
towards the middle of the lane makes the cyclist more visible,
helps to engage with traffic and to stay alert. Sometimes you
will see cyclists who try to stay between the double yellow
lines (‘No Parking'). This is not recommended. ‘Hugging the
kerb' actually endangers the cyclist and invites dangerous
overtaking (‘squeezing past') by cars. Cyclists are often afraid
of cars and some primitive instinct tells us that ‘hugging the
kerb' may keep us safe. The challenge for the person on the
bike is to become part of the traffic, and take their place in
traffic, in the lane, in an assertive and confident manner.
The first rule about overtaking cyclists is: Don't do it. Don't do
it because the cyclist will catch up with you within the next
block and at the next traffic light. If you drive a car, never
squeeze at speed past the person in front of you. Always allow
at least three feet of distance, more at higher speeds. O-v-e-rt-a-k-e d-e-l-i-b-e-r-a-t-e-l-y. Indicate, move into the
opposite lane as you would when overtaking a car.
Make sure you only overtake when it is actually beneficial. In
urban areas bicycles often reach higher average speeds than
cars: overtaking may only be the beginning of a pointless
game of cat and mouse. Many people using bikes complain
that cars overtake them dangerously close, only to come to a
stop at the next intersection. How would it feel to take your
place behind a bicycle? Not so bad? We all want to get home
safely, and nobody likes a close and pointless overtake. It is
also important to remind riders that they must always engage
with traffic, through hand signals and eye contact, but also by
making sure they are visible at all times.
As the driver of a car, you are this cyclist's keeper. You have
seen the person on the bike, you know how to treat this
person safely and with respect. Remember, the car behind you
may not yet have seen the bike. Ask yourself: will the driver
behind you see this person on the bike? Would he squeeze
past instead of overtaking deliberately?
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How to overtake a cyclist
Some drivers like to honk their horn when they encounter a
cyclist. Don't. Ever. The sudden sound may lead the cyclist to
lose control. If you do not understand the behaviour of the
cyclist, just assume that she or he is acting out of concern for
her/his safety. Attentive drivers and alert riders can share the
road very effectively.
Understanding the needs of vulnerable road users on two
wheels also means that you always look out for bikes when
opening a car door. ‘Dooring' can have devastating
consequences, especially when a cyclist passes a stationary
vehicle too closely.
Michael Cahn

Taxi overtaking dangerously

Diary
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Campaign Diary
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). We will be joined by Ben Irvine, author
of Einstein & the Art of Mindful Cycling - Achieving Balance in the Modern World and managing editor of
Cycle Lifestyle magazine.

March 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). There will be a talk from the recently
established national campaigning group, the Cycling Embassy of Great Britain.

April 2013
Tue 2

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).

Mon 15 from 7pm Social gathering. Join us for a social gathering at CB2 café, 5-7 Norfolk Street.
Cambridge Cycling Campaign reserves the right to decline to promote events or activities where helmets or high visibility
clothing are required or implied.

Cycle rides
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.ctc-cambridge.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
British Heart Foundation Cambridge to Southend Bike Ride - Saturday 23 March 2013
www.bhf.org.uk/get-involved/events/bike-rides/event-information/cam-to-coast-bike-ride.aspx

Mike Davies

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. Campaign
members may also be interested to attend Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee meetings, which often cover
walking/cycling/transport issues. Details of venue and agenda are available about a week beforehand at
www.cambridge.gov.uk/democracy/ .
Wed 6 February
Wed 13 February
Thu 14 February
Tue 19 February
Wed 20 February
Wed 27 February
Thu 28 February

9.30am
10am
7pm
4.30pm
10am
10am
7pm

Planning Committee
Development Control Forum
East Area Committee
Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee
Joint Development Control Committee: Cambridge Fringes
Joint Development Control - Cambridge Fringes - Development Control Forum
West/Central Area Committee

Wed 6 March
Thu 7 March
Wed 13 March
Wed 20 March
Thu 21 March
Mon 25 March
Tue 26 March
Wed 27 March

9.30am
7.30pm
10am
10am
6.30pm
4.30pm
7pm
10am

Planning Committee
South Area Committee
Development Control Forum
Joint Development Control Committee: Cambridge Fringes
North Area Committee
Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee
East Area Committee
Joint Development Control - Cambridge Fringes - Development Control Forum

Wed 3 April

9.30am

Planning Committee
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Bateman Street update / Letter to Editor

Cambridge Cycling Campaign

Bateman Street
update
Persistence pays, it seems. I don’t think
it was my article on the dreadful state of
Bateman Street in our last newsletter
that led to an instant resurfacing, but I
hope that my pursuit of the county’s
highways department through
www.fillthathole.org.uk since February
2012 did contribute. When I cycled along
Bateman Street on the morning of
December 20 there were half a dozen
large trucks parked there, their crews
looking at a totally flooded cycle lane but by the time I returned they’d got rid
of the water and the tarmac as well, and
by the end of the day we had a nice new
stretch of red cycle lane. However it

How are they going to resurface this
flooded cycle lane?
seems that the drains are still higher
than the dips where puddles form. We
have also been told that Panton Street
will soon be open for cycling in both
directions.

Letter
Regarding ‘Royal Mail – bikes not
welcome’

Newly resurfaced lane on Bateman Street excellent, but the drains are clearly still
not where the puddles form.
Unfortunately the eastern end of
Bateman St is still collapsing (affecting
westbound cyclists and vehicles rather
than the eastbound cycle lane), and
buses continue to destroy Hobson Street
- which I must keep reporting on
www.fillthathole.org.uk. Meanwhile an
AA report based on the work of 800
‘streetwatchers’ (covering two miles
each) found an average of ten holes and
crevices on walkways, up from 7.6 last
year (in London there were 19, against
11 last year), and the repairs are poor.
The roads are in a better state, with 12.5
potholes, against 14.9 last year, but
again repairs are poorer than they were.
The government has said it will release
an extra £215m for pothole repairs.
Tim Burford

No cycle parking at the Royal Mail.

Time lapse video
Time lapse is not only for laughs. It can
produce convincing visual evidence of
traffic conditions, which we all
recognise, but which are hard to
document. Consistent unloading in the
bike lane, dangerous intersections, cash
machine parking, over-ranking, etc.: we
all recognise these, but how can we
explain them to the public? Time lapse
video can also offer a great tool for
counts, or give a visual impression of
traffic movements at a given location.

Collapsing traffic-calming platforms on
Bateman Street..
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I have a choice when using the Royal
Mail delivery office, which sometimes I
need to visit after work. I can cycle from
Addenbrooke's to Milton, lock away my
bike, go into the house to collect my car
keys, then battle my car back down to
the Newmarket Road. Or I can call in on
my way to Milton. On arrival at the
delivery office, I note marked bays,
about 5m x 2.5m, labelled ‘customer
parking’. So I go to the centre of one of
these, put my bike onto its stand, put my
lock around the wheels and go in and
collect my parcel. I am after all a
customer, and this parking has therefore
been provided for me. The fact that I
have been too lazy to go and collect my
car in order to avail myself of it is
irrelevant. I really don't think I'm going
to be queuing for long enough for
someone to be organised enough to nick
my fairly horrible bike. Can I suggest
that everyone else does the same and
then perhaps some proper, secure,
customer parking will be provided for
those of us who turn up on two wheels
to collect our parcels?
Heather Coleman

We are currently trying to round up
experts who are are familiar with the

CHDK (Canon Hack Development Kit)
which allows a simple digital camera to
be turned into a time lapse video tool
(with movement detection etc.). We
could deploy a number of such cameras
in public locations, and offer our
members access to this tool. If you have
worked with CHDK, or if you have access
to a dozen Canon cameras which are no
longer required, we would like to hear
from you. We would like to work with
cameras for multiple deployment, and
allow for loss and defects as they are
placed in un-manned locations.
Michael Cahn

