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Co-ordinator’s comment
At one of the monthly meetings at the
beginning of the year I asked those
assembled who cycled for leisure and
sport, as well as transport. Most hands
went up. Then I asked: who cycled for
leisure and sport first? No-one.
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.

Obviously this one sample is not
necessarily representative of the
Campaign, let alone people who cycle
generally. Did our Olympic success in
cycling increase the number of people
cycling to work? Can a Tour de France
stage starting from Cambridge lead to an
increase in cycling’s modal share in the
city?
Although I am also a sports cyclist,
sometimes even competitively, it is not
cycling for sport which motivates me as
a campaigner. People getting exercise is
good; people getting exercise every day
in the course of their ordinary lives is
better. Replacing journeys by car with
journeys by bike is not just good for the
person getting the exercise, either. It
means fewer air pollutants, which

shorten the lives of tens of thousands of
people a year in this country. It means
quieter, less congested roads.
If enthusiasm for the Tour de France
encourages some people to get their
bikes out of the shed and get cycling,
that would be fantastic. But there are
also many people who cycle every day in
Cambridge to whom Le Tour will mean
very little. Unlike in some areas of the
country, where only the fast and the
brave and the lycra-clad will be seen out
on a bike, we should also celebrate a
cycling culture that embraces people
cycling at a leisurely pace in ordinary
clothing to get to work, or children
cycling to school.
On 7 July I will be out on the streets,
enjoying a unique opportunity when the
Tour de France stage starts in
Cambridge. Every day before and after I
will enjoy seeing people of all ages
going to work, or to the shops, to
college, or to see friends, by bike.
Hester Wells

Meeting notice – Committee vacancies

Elected Committee Members
and Trustees 2013-2014

There are currently three Committee vacancies. Two were left unfilled at the AGM,
and one vacancy has arisen since. Any member can stand.

Chair (and Charity Chair) – Martin Lucas-Smith
Co-ordinator (and Charity Secretary) – Hester Wells

Elections to these posts will take place at the monthly meeting on Tuesday 1 July
2014. The newly-elected Committee members will serve until the AGM in
November.

Treasurer (and Charity Treasurer) – Chris Dorling
Membership Secretary – David Earl
Newsletter Editor – Monica Frisch

If you are interested in standing, do get in touch if you have any questions, or
simply turn up to the meeting. We'll have nomination forms at the meeting.

Planning Officer – Vacant
Events Officer – Simon Nuttall

As well as people to help with campaigning, we're particularly keen to have
someone interested in increasing member recruitment - getting more members
adds to the strength of our voice.

Press Officer – Robin Heydon
Web Officer – Neil Spenley
Under 25’s Officer – Vacant
Campaigners – Klaas Brümann, John Hall, Al Storer, and
James Woodburn
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Priorities for Cambridge Cycling Campaign
The Campaign sometimes struggles to
keep up with the number of
consultations and planning applications
in and around Cambridge. It can feel like
we're only reacting, rather than setting a
direction.
Obviously the Chisholm Trail is a
notable exception, a long time in the
making. The vision of Jim Chisholm is to
connect the Science Park, an area of
high employment in the city, with
Cambridge station. After 15 years of
campaigning, this route now has broad
political support, is included in the new
draft Local Plan for Cambridge, and has
a high priority for funding from the
Cambridge City Deal.
Though the Chisholm Trail is now
almost reality, it shows how much longterm effort sometimes needs to be put in
to achieve anything as a campaigning
organisation, with no guarantee of
success. It requires volunteers giving up
their free time over a long period, and it
requires persistence, and alertness to
opportunities to make the vision reality.
It was one frequent criticism of the
recent Hills Road and Huntingdon Road
consultations that these routes are ‘not
that bad’ for cycling, and should not be a
priority for spending. I would argue that
a main road route that I may find ‘not
that bad’, as an existing regular bike
user, is still not a route I would cycle
with my mother, or my niece and
nephews. A road which excludes the
most vulnerable people on bikes is not
adequate as a cycling route.
However, while I do take the point that
they may not have been people’s highest
priority for change, I can understand why
the council chose them: the roads are
wider than many in Cambridge, so fewer
tough choices and compromises were
foreseen on the way to providing a highquality example for the rest of the city.
The money from the national Cycle City
Ambition grant has to be spent by 2015,
and protracted public debate on more
controversial routes would almost
certainly have seen the money going to
waste, or being spent on very
compromised facilities that please noone.
What this does highlight is that we need
to campaign for what we want in
advance of money being available. Pots

of government money for cycling are
often available at short notice, with tight
time limits for spending. The argument
for any given piece of infrastructure
needs to be already won. These have
been referred to as ‘shovel-ready’
schemes.
●

So what do you, as a member of
the Campaign, think should be our
priority?

●

Should we be asking for cycling
infrastructure on the most hostile
roads?

●

Or should we be looking to join up
some existing sections into highquality routes, even if they are
currently ‘okay’?

●

Should we be working on big
junctions, or is it pointless to
improve these in isolation?

●

Do we work where there are
currently low rates of cycling, or
do we try to improve numbers on
already well-used routes with
proven support?

●

Should we be concentrating on
routes to schools?

●

Is it time to revisit Gilbert Road? Is
it too soon to ask for connections
to the Hills Road and Huntingdon
Road routes? Do we need
provision on busy roads such as
Milton Road and Newmarket Road,
or should we bypass the need to
use them?

All of this is dependent on volunteer
time, the limit on all of our campaigning.
It makes it difficult to fit strategic
thinking around urgent responses to
consultations and planning proposals,
which threaten to make cycling in
Cambridge worse. Just as one
consultation closes, another opens. With
more active volunteers we could be
involved with more projects, or pursue
existing ones more consistently and
effectively. We still have three
committee vacancies, but you don't have
to be on the committee to get involved.
Our online forum Cyclescape is where
we discuss all our campaigning work,
and some important issues suffer from a
lack of local knowledge in the right
place, or someone who would feel the
benefit of a change and drive it forward
while there are competing calls on
volunteer time.

The next time a pot of money like the
Cycle City Ambition funding comes up,
where will we shout that it should be
spent? Mail us at
contact@camcycle.org.uk with your
ideas on specific roads, junctions and
routes that you think should be
improved. We will collect the ideas, and
then consult further with the
membership to narrow these down to
manageable priorities.
Hester Wells

Hester Wells, the Campaign’s Co-ordinator,
in the countryside and [inset] in town.

Reinventing the wheel:
bicycles in the polar
regions
Tuesday 1 July –
Saturday 12 July 2014
Join us at The Polar Museum to
discover how and why bicycle wheels
were used on ice. This temporary
exhibition will include displays of the
sledges and wheels used by explorers
in the Polar Regions. Drop-in
activities available on Saturday 5 and
Sunday 6 July for all to enjoy.
More information about cyclingrelated activity across all University
of Cambridge Museums is at
www.cam.ac.uk/museums-andcollections/whats-on/tour-de-france
Verity Sanderson, Marketing and Press
Coordinator, University of Cambridge
Museums
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Making space for cycling
different way of thinking that is needed. The patchy,
inadequate provision that has characterised most
developments in the UK in recent decades has failed. Our
guide shows how high-quality cycle infrastructure leads to
high levels of cycling and the benefits this brings.
This guide covers the design principles required, from main
roads down to local streets, as well as complementary
measures such as cycle parking. The 36 pages aim to change
developers' and decision-makers' view of cycling, showing it to
be a mainstream and desirable mode of transport.

Allocation of space for cycling
The guide explains how the key to enabling high cycling levels
is excellent quality infrastructure, appropriate to the location,
as well as bicycle parking.
People don't like mixing with heavy traffic. Space for cycling is
needed, away from motor vehicles, with care taken in relation
to pedestrians. For instance, mixing cycles with pedestrians on
narrow footways is never acceptable.
The stance of the guide draws very heavily on the national
debate on cycle infrastructure which has taken place over the
last two years, advocating strongly the provision of dedicated
space for cycling.
In particular, it stresses the importance of infrastructure
suitable for everyone - whether people new to cycling or those
who wish to cycle at speed without hindrance.
www.makingspaceforcycling.org
Making Space for Cycling is a major new publication we have
put together for Cyclenation (the federation of cycle campaign
groups). It was made possible by a grant from Bike Hub, the
cycle industry's levy fund. It was written by our very own
Robin Heydon and Martin Lucas-Smith.
Described on the front cover as ‘A guide for new developments
and street renewals’, it effectively forms an update to our
Cycling in New Developments guide, published in 2008, which
has long been in need of a substantial update. Once we had
written it, it was clear that 99% of the text was suitable for
street redesigns as well as new developments, and so it was
renamed and adjusted accordingly.
Some 5,000 copies have been printed. Most of these will be
distributed around the country, though we shall be making
heavy use of it in our own campaigning here in Cambridge. We
can send copies to people on request, and the website
contains the full text and a free PDF download.

An overview
Many modern towns and cities throughout Europe recognise
that providing space for cycling creates efficient and attractive
places to live. They experience the benefits that this brings, in
terms of attractive streetscapes, economic use of land,
simplicity of moving around, and healthy lifestyles.
Making Space for Cycling aims to be the definitive guide for
developers on achieving this in the UK. In it we explain the

Almost everything in the guide is
already legally possible in the UK. What
it emphasises is the different mindset
that is needed. It is unashamedly
aspirational.
The guide steers well clear of the failed model of the British
‘dual network’ approach (where ‘less confident’ cyclists have to
put up with inconvenient shared-use pavements mixed with
pedestrians, and ‘confident’ cyclists are deemed to be happy
mixing with hostile traffic).
Instead, it argues much more strongly for the Dutch and
Danish approach whereby people of any ability can start to
cycle and do so easily and efficiently. Indeed, the guide
unashamedly proposes that street designers should use
existing best practice that is tried-and-tested.
It is also expressly a pro-pedestrian guide, steering designers
away from old-fashioned ‘solutions’ such as shared-use
alongside roads that neither cyclists nor walkers want to see
any more of.
Almost everything in the guide is already legally possible in
the UK. What it emphasises is the different mindset that is
needed. It is unashamedly aspirational.
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Endorsements from across the cycle
campaigning spectrum
We made extensive efforts to create wording which groups
across the cycle campaigning spectrum would agree with and
buy into. And they did.

This is the first guide that has united all
the national cycle campaigning groups
from across the spectrum. It must
surely send a clear message to the DfT
about what we all think.
It has been endorsed by Cyclenation, CTC, British Cycling, Bike
Hub, the Cycling Embassy of Great Britain, London Cycling
Campaign, CPRE - and of course Cambridge Cycling Campaign.
Sustrans have also since been in contact. We invite others to
come forward to add their endorsement.
To see agreement among such a wide range of groups, some
of whom often have not always seen eye-to-eye, surely sends
a strong message to the Department for Transport. Indeed, it is
our aim that its contents should make its way into official DfT
guidance.
The response to the launch on social media was extremely
positive, for example:
@Gwa_C: "This is the best website EVER. Councillors, transport
ministers, street designers READ THIS.
http://www.makingspaceforcycling.org"
@BespokeEB: "This is more like it - really good publication on
cycle infrastructure. http://www.makingspaceforcycling.org
Please take note, oh powers that be at DfT."
@RantyHighwayman: "Now this is pretty damn awesome and
will be emailed round the team at work in the morning!
http://www.makingspaceforcycling.org "

We want the DfT to incorporate the
mindset and design concepts clearly
outlined in MSfC into official guidance.
Coincidentally, Sustrans launched their own design guide on
the same day. That guide discusses design in the context of
the dual-network model that campaigners have been trying to
move away from. This resulted in some negative commentary,
with some on Twitter making the point that it was deeply
unhelpful for such a guide to be issued exactly at the point
when the cycle campaign community is unifying against what
that guide proposes.
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The launch in Leeds
Our guide was launched at the Cycle City conference in Leeds
at the start of May (see page 21).
The Minister for
Transport, Robert
Goodwill, was handed a
copy at the end of his
keynote speech which
opened the conference.
We look forward to
hearing what the his
views on it are.
Thanks must go
particularly to Outspoken
Delivery, who kindly got
18 boxes of the guide up
to Leeds so it could be
distributed to the conference delegates and to
Transport Minister (right) receiving
campaigners in the north
our ‘Making Space for Cycling’
document.
Photo: Carlton Reid. quickly and easily.
Our designer, Ayesha,
did an amazing job in a very short amount of time, so that we
could get the guide printed for the conference - thanks!
The guide is available as both a PDF and a browsable web
version at www.makingspaceforcycling.org.
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Developer creep
Over the past ten years in Cambridge or on its borders, various
large developments have been begun and developers have
applied for permission for more. Large developments are
complex as they include wide access roads, schools and shops,
have a big impact on traffic levels in Cambridge and they take
a long time to turn around, leaving space for developer creep.
For example, the Campaign has been dealing with different
plans for the NIAB development, which now goes under the
name of ‘Darwin Green’, since 2006.
The ‘Darwin Green’ developers have a target to limit car travel
to less than 40% of journeys, which in view of the distances to
sites of employment or travel (it is just under 2½ miles / 4km
to the Science Park station, but over 3¼ miles / 5km to
Cambridge station) will require a high modal share of travel by
bus or bike. The site is between Huntingdon Road and Histon
Road, which provide access for those travelling in cars, on
bikes or foot. There will also be a cycling and walking access
from Windsor Road and a route north over the A14 to Histon
and into the countryside.
Seven years into the planning and development process, with
the first units on the Huntingdon Road side already occupied,
we have been informed that the developer is now asking for
one of the cycle routes to be less wide than required, citing
lack of space. This is just one of many examples of developer
creep the Campaign is encountering.

Access to and from Darwin Green
‘Darwin Green’ will have a cycling and walking path (A)
connecting it to Histon Road, which will be south of the car
route and more direct. Because of the complication of two
large junctions on Histon Road (with the Darwin Green access
and with Kings Hedges Road) cyclists and pedestrians heading
towards the Science Park will use the shared-use crossing (B)
over Histon Road to the footway on its eastern side, to connect
to Kings Hedges Road and then the cyclebahn alongside The
Busway at Orchard Park. The pavement the developers want to
reduce from a five-metre width to just three is this section (C)
of shared-use, two-way pavement cycleway on the eastern
side of Histon Road, which according to plan should be build
as a 2m-wide footway plus a 3m-wide two-way cycleway. Note
that what was originally authorised here was already below
the national guidance requiring two-way cycleways to be 4m
wide, only to be watered down later to save the developer
money.
The existing pavement is narrow, and as it is alongside a ditch,
building over it would add to the cost. In the absence of
estimates of the number of cycle trips for this junction (just
like for all other junctions), developer creep sets in. The plans
provide for four 3m-wide lanes on the main carriageway, plus
lanes for turning traffic, which are untouchable owing to the
required car throughput. If the ditch or the hedge behind it are
just as untouchable as the space for cars, cyclists will be
squeezed onto a heavily used shared-use pavement which will
be no more than 3m wide. If that is the main cycle route to the
CRC, the Science Park and the railway, keeping car trips below
40% will be difficult. At least the car lanes will be in place...
The cycle and pedestrian access from the Darwin Green site to
Histon Road will only be a 13-minute bike ride from the new
Science Park station. We expect that the opening of the
Science Park station will mean even more people wanting to
use the cycleway in question. But pedestrians and cyclists are
being pushed to the margins of the scheme. It cannot
genuinely claim to have put them at the heart of the design.
Cycling and walking journeys cannot be assumed to happen
regardless. Cycling rates vary even within Cambridge and
between the surrounding villages. High quality infrastructure
makes the difference between a cycle journey seeming quick
and stress-free, and deciding to take the car instead, adding to
city centre congestion.

Development challenges
The process whereby developers cut costs and standards
deteriorate over the many years from the initial application to
realisation is not unique to this development and, in principle,
audits should avoid the problems. But large developments
always involve very large sums of money, making delays and
litigation costly. Many developments involve the three local
authorities, with South Cambs and Cambridge City authorising
housing developments and the County Council as the
highways authority. It is precisely where the internal road
network of the developments authorised by the City Council or
South Cambs joins up with the highway that we see the
greatest problems, as can be seen at the Clay Farm / Long
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Road junction, the Orchard Park junctions with Kings Hedges
Road or the West Cambridge development junction with
Madingley Road.

Get involved
Cambridge Cycling Campaign needs more people to monitor
developments continuously from the discussion or preapplication stage to the finishing touches. While this is the

Looking south on Cambridge Road, Histon (= Histon Road on the
Cambridge side of the A14).

councils’ responsibility, the three councils seem to have neither
sufficient staff nor the structure to ensure that the
developments live up to their stated goals for sustainable
transport. If you want those tens of thousands of additional
future residents of Cambridge to have infrastructure which
allows them to feel confident to ride a bike to school, office or
shops, please get involved.
Klaas Brümann

This ditch may have to be built over to accommodate a shared-use
cycleway.
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Map showing access from the Darwin Green development onto and across Cambridge Road, Histon (= Histon Road on the Cambridge
side of the A14).
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CRC Busway junction
The Busway is a huge success. It carries many adults and young people to and from many destinations, a major one being the
Cambridge Regional College. Unfortunately, the volume of bicycle and pedestrian traffic along the line of The Busway at this
point probably was not considered and is now causing problems. It will probably cause even more problems once the new
Science Park station is built at the far end of The Busway.

Current situation
When I started looking at this junction, I
tried to ignore what was ‘built’ and
instead tried to observe how people
moved through the junction. In the first
diagram I've shown the main desire
lines. Desire lines are where people
actually move rather than those which
engineers designed. For example, when
crossing the access road to the college
from The Busway, people walked in as
straight a line as possible, ignoring the
90º turns required to use the toucan
crossing.

Current situation

Bu
sw

ay

Many people on bicycles do not bother
with the toucan but instead just wait for
a gap between the traffic light phases
and quickly scoot across. Many people
ignore what has been designed and have
found new, possibly better, ways
through the junction - for example,
creating a path from King Hedges Road
over bare ground. This informal crossing obviously works, but
is it safe? Do the bus drivers expect people to cross at this
point?
There are many conflict points, some less bothersome than
others. The two biggest problems are at the bus stop exit
junction with the Science Park entrance, and between the
toucan crossing and the brick surround of the gas supply for
the area. Cyclists may find many people trying to cross the
road, especially after a bus has stopped, or just before classes
are due to start, all getting in the way. Of course, we are
getting in their way too, and this is not helped by the poor
sight lines.
I would therefore summarise the problems as simply:
1. severely limited space at the toucan crossing and The
Busway crossing points,
2. informal pedestrian crossing show junction isn't working as
desired, and
3. very narrow access to the Science Park with poor sight lines.

Continued on next page
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Proposed solution
First, we should always respect people's desire lines. They are voting with their feet, it is obviously safe enough for them to do it
day after day, and they have left plenty of evidence that it works by wearing down the grass. So we should make this a proper
pedestrian route. This actually has two benefits: it moves a lot of the pedestrian traffic to the west side of The Busway stop
reducing the number of people at the
Science Park entrance, and it allows a
more ‘directed’ path to the north side of
Proposed solution
that brick building.
Second, we should separate the CRC
traffic and The Busway traffic as much as
possible at the CRC junction. The
Busway traffic should follow their
natural desire line which is straight on.
There are wide turning splays for buses
to access The Busway from the CRC, yet
no buses do this. We should remove
them and make a straight-on toucan in
line with The Busway. The CRC traffic
would be given their own toucan on the
north side of the brick building. Some of
the existing railings here (used as cycle
parking) may need to be removed, and
the stop line for motor vehicles pushed
back a car length or so. The space between the stop line and the new toucan
could usefully become an advanced
cycle box.
Third, we should build a proper
segregated footway to the north of the
cycle track that links to the existing
footway going to the ‘new’ toucan. This should be built like the
Coton path such that pedestrian traffic would be encouraged
to seek the higher and safer ground.
Fourth, we should straighten the line for access from the
Science Park to The Busway. The current facility bends away
from The Busway crossing, is very narrow, and limits the flow.
I have seen times when people are queuing across The Busway
to get through this gate. On the south side, the highly
restrictive chicane should be removed. People happily cross
The Busway at multiple points without problems, as here the
buses are moving very slowly as they approach the stop.
Lastly, we should alter the phasing of the traffic lights. A
simple desire for people on bicycles is to wait as little time as

Bus
w

ay

possible, but we take very little time to cross a road.
Therefore, I would suggest that bicycles are given a green
light between every car phase, but only for a few seconds.
They should also be given a green light whenever The Busway
is given a green light. The individual phases may need to be
lengthened slightly, say from 25 seconds to 30 seconds to
maintain the ‘capacity’, but the advantages it gives to bicycles
would be huge. Also, the pedestrian crossing could be changed
to a zebra crossing. This route would then become preferable
to the slower toucan crossing, further reducing the numbers
needing to cross there. It would also allow for a much more
pedestrian-focused environment around what should be a
highly walkable area.
Robin Heydon

Station cycle parking
Cambridge Science Park station, in north Chesterton, is now
not expected to open until 2016, but we've heard that the new
cycle park/hotel at the existing station should be open before
that date.
Of course this means there will be lots of disruption to cycle
parking, walking and cycle routes, as well as car parking, over
the next eighteen months.
Station Cycles has now closed, and it may be that by the time
you read this the building will have been demolished.
StreetSure/BellSure have announced that they have won a

contract to supply double-deck racks for one thousand cycle
spaces which will be delivered during June, but these are for
an ‘interim’ arrangement. A significant number of the existing
Sheffield racks will shortly be removed and the new racks used
to supply capacity in a temporary location.
The Campaign expects to meet with the developers and
Abellio Greater Anglia in the near future. We hope then to be
in a position to give more details of the timeline for these
temporary changes.
Jim Chisholm
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A14 proposals
The A14 is going to be super-sized. Gone will be the days
when there were only two lanes in each direction for the
majority of the route, for there are plans to convert this to four
lanes in each direction between Bar Hill and Girton, and three
lanes in each direction elsewhere between Ellington west of
the A1 and Milton north of Cambridge. There will also be a
‘local access road’ that will be a single carriageway to take the
‘non-strategic traffic’ off the main road. It is this local access
road that could hold some significant benefits for people who
want to cycle to Bar Hill, Madingley, or further afield.
In terms of the cycling aspects, the current plans from the
Highways Agency are probably best described as ‘not too bad’.

Highways Agency proposal for revised junction on the A14 at Girton.

They are nowhere near what you’d find in the Netherlands or
Denmark, but are certainly better than what you’d find pretty
much anywhere else in the UK. For example, there are
proposals for a cycle track from Bar Hill to Girton on the northeastern side of the A14, as well as a cycle track along the local
access road to the Crematorium. Unfortunately, at the time of
writing, there is no link to the village of Girton itself, nor to
Bar Hill without crossing many high speed roads and junctions.
The plans do a fairly admirable job of getting people cycling
away from the main traffic junctions, both at Bar Hill and
Swavesey. At Swavesey, for example, there is a new bridge
over the A14 carriageways and the local access road (so all 8
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lanes, not counting shoulders and cycle tracks) and then
avoiding the main service station roundabout. This would
allow those not yet able or willing to drive to access the
service station safely.

There will be no public inquiry.
Consultation ends on 15 June 2014.

However, there are also significant missing bits. For example,
there are no cycle tracks along the new or old A14 north or
west of Fenstanton. There is no way to cycle to the Wood
Green Animal Shelter even though the new A14 goes very
close by. There is also no cycle track proposed over the East
Coast Main Line or the Great Ouse; not to mention that bicycle
access to the Brampton Hut service station on the A1 is only
via the A1(M) junction with the Thrapston Road (old A14). We
will be pushing for such links to be provided.

There is also a question of what happens to the old A14 when
it reaches Huntingdon. The proposal is to feed it all into the
old Brampton Road where it crosses the railway and remove
the ugly and worn out viaduct. If this is the case, then why
does the old A14 between Fenstanton and Huntingdon still
need to be a four-lane roadway with no bus or cycle track?
The A14 scheme is also following a new process whereby the
application is being rapidly consulted upon before being
approved by central government. There will be no public
inquiry. If you want to provide feedback on these applications
you must do it now.
Robin Heydon
Post Script
Link to consultation flyer is below. The ten week consultation
period ends on 15 June 2014.
http://assets.highways.gov.uk/roads/road-projects/a14cambridge-to-huntingdonimprovement/A14C2H_Public_Consultation_Flyer_v1.pdf
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Le Reach Ride
Perfect weather, effectively targeted leafleting and careful
planning all helped make this bike ride a very well attended
success on bank holiday Monday, 5 May 2014.
After very short welcome speeches we left promptly at 10am
from the Guildhall. Riders joined us at many locations on the
way: at the river crossings, the Newmarket Road Park & Ride
site and beyond. At Bottisham we'd changed the route and we
reckon about 100 or more went the old way via the Swaffhams.
The new route took the rest of us slightly further via Lode,
approaching Reach from the north-west. We counted 575
riders entering the village from that direction. We had
a new cycle parking area, which had flat and mown
grass, and it soon filled up with bikes parked in
groups. Robin surveyed all the cycle parking in
Reach and counted a total of 988 seats - and that
means that over 20% of the people attending the
Fair arrived by bicycle.
There were lots of children with their families
at the event - many more than we've seen
before - and that is a tribute to the very
effective distribution of our leaflet to
schools, thanks to Outspoken Delivery. The
perfect conditions enticed us to cycle a
little faster than normal and the head of
the ride arrived soon after 11.30am in good
time to witness the opening of the Fair at
noon.
We received many delightful comments
via the #ReachRide Twitter tag and on
Facebook. For many it was the first time
they'd done the event, for others the first
time they'd cycled so far, and others
mentioned that they'd brought their kids.
We started our way back at 2pm with a big
group that gradually spread out then
dispersed as we got nearer to Cambridge. A
core group of veterans rode back the Guildhall
for our annual survivors' photograph at 4.30pm.
After ten years of developing this ride we've
decided to have a fallow year, and so the ride will
return in 2016.
Simon Nuttall

Back in Cambridge after the
Reach Ride.
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Riding to Reach
Up until Monday morning we were not sure if we were going
to attempt the Reach Ride this year, but we woke and decided
it seemed like a good idea, and set off with the bakfiets at
around 9.30am. We thought we were not going to make it to
the Guildhall by 10.00am so figured we would head into town
along the Busway, then join the route on Riverside, and
hopefully catch the other riders there. When we arrived there
was no sign of any other bikes, and for a while we were not sure
if we were too early or too late! We decided to just press on
along the route though and see if/when they caught us up.
The first few riders overtook us along the Old Newmarket
Road, and when we stopped for a break at the little
triangle green in Bottisham (where there was some
confusion as to whether the route was following
NCN11 or NCN51, but people were helpfully
pointing out the correct way) this was where the
bulk of the ride started to overtake us, and it
was clear just how many people were taking
part.
We pressed on and it was nice to find
ourselves heading through Lode and onto
tiny roads which we do not think we have
ever used before – though encountering
cars coming the other way was in places
a little alarming. It was interesting to see
a wide range of different speeds of riders,
and that despite the bakfiets we were
probably overtaking as many people as
overtook us.
When we arrived at Reach we had time to
sit and enjoy our picnic by the bikes in the
sunshine and Mike snapped us feeding
Matthew. We enjoyed the fair too, but did
not stay too long. Rather than waiting for
the official return ride we struck off on our
own with a more direct route straight home
to Shelford, and shaved over 4 miles off the
journey, without encountering too much
traffic. And Matthew napped most of the way
home too :)
Eleanor Blair
Many thanks from the Campaign to Mike Clark for
these wonderful photos and for the cover picture.

Eleanor and family at the Reach
Ride cycle parking area.
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Save our cyclists north-west of Cambridge
(This article is by the BHDDMADcycle group.)
How safe do you feel cycling in to Cambridge from the villages
to the north-west? Owing to increasing traffic on village roads
and also the pressure on the A14, cyclists are finding
themselves reduced to narrower and narrower stretches of
increasingly dangerous road.
In response to this the parish councils of Bar Hill, Dry Drayton,
Madingley and Coton joined forces to develop a cycle path to
provide safer cycling for all. The aim is to connect the existing
cycle path between Bar Hill and Dry Drayton with the A1303
crossroads and Cambridge.

there is a unique opportunity to link these two paths to the
planned North West Cambridge development. The bike group
is working hard to ensure that an additional permissive bike
path can be put across Trinity College's land to link to the
University's development. This would enable existing and new
inhabitants of North West Cambridge to access the
surrounding countryside and villages, including the attractions
of the American Cemetery, Cambridge University's 800th
anniversary wood and Madingley Hall. It would also enable
better access into Cambridge from several villages in South
Cambridgeshire which currently have no safe, off-road cycle
paths.

A1
4

Dry Drayton

A14

1
M1

Madingley

A428
KEY:
Proposed cycle paths
off-road

Coton

on-road

Map of proposals by BHDDMADcycle

Is this your view on your way to work? We need a cycle path!

A survey in March 2009 showed extensive use of the road
between Madingley and the A1303, with on average 1,500
cars, 46 lorries, 126 vans, 12 buses and 24 motorbikes passing
along it on a typical weekday. In addition, 106 bicycles go by.
Interviews with cyclists as well as local residents and
employees show the high demand for a bike route. A number
of accidents, including fatal ones, have taken place on this
stretch of road in the last few years. The rationale and the
demand for a bike route are strong. A recent petition has
strengthened this opinion and added impetus to the project.

The aim of the initiative is to provide a safe, direct bicycle
route linking north-west Cambridge to Bar Hill via Madingley
and Dry Drayton by the end of 2014. This route will
supplement the other existing bike routes as well as those
proposed as part of the A14 development.

The bike group has had discussions with many local groups
including Cambridgeshire County Council, South
Cambridgeshire District Council, Cambridge City Council, and
all the relevant landowners. The University of Cambridge has
kindly said that a permissive pathway can be put on its land
between Dry Drayton and Madingley. And Trinity College has
similarly agreed that the permissive path can go along the
edge of its fields between Madingley and the A1303. These
are significant and generous gestures.

According to the 2011 census, Bar Hill has lower rates of
cycle commuting than the South Cambridgeshire average.
It has lower rates even than other towns and villages
further from Cambridge. The need for a high-quality cycle
route separated from traffic connecting up the nearby
villages and on to Cambridge is clear. Changes to the A14
also offer the opportunity to improve links, and another
route will be explored in the next newsletter.

The cycle path is important to protect the many cyclists who
commute into Cambridge and the surrounding areas and also
to promote safer, greener cycling in the area.
There are two outstanding issues which remain to be solved.
First, financial support is needed to build the paths. Second,

For more information please visit www.bhddmadcycle.com
Louise Byam-Cook

Comment

Hester Wells
Cambridge Cycling Campaign will be discussing the options
with the bike group in order to maximise the chances of
getting a really good quality route linking these villages.
Monica Frisch
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Ely Cycling Campaign
A little history
We formed Ely Cycling Campaign in March 2012. The local
district council had just announced a consultation on how to
spend S106 money from the Sainsbury's development and our
initial aim was to ensure some of that money was spent on
proper cycling infrastructure. Owing to the slow pace that the
council moves at we are still working on that aim.
We now have over 75 members from Ely and the surrounding
towns and villages and we are growing all the time.

Ely and East Cambridgeshire
Ely is a compact city of around 20,000 people. It is about a
mile and a half across and sits on an outcrop of rock which is
generally flat. There is a short but steep hill down to the
railway station, which sits on the surrounding fenland. There
are two small towns (Littleport and Soham) and several
villages within easy cycling distance of Ely and each other.
We currently have very little in the way of cycling
infrastructure in or around Ely. What we do have is mostly
classic UK stuff where the narrow strips of paint appear and
disappear at random and the converted shared-use footpaths
have ‘Cyclist Dismount’ signs every few metres. Consequently
the current level of cycling is less than 5% of all journeys,
although there is a relatively high number of commuters who
cycle to the station, despite the lack of infrastructure.

What we are campaigning for
We are campaigning for a network of segregated cycleways.
We know it is a big step up from where we are but we think it
is better to aim for what we really want and what has been
shown to work rather than go for a compromise.

Our strategy
The local council does not have a cycling strategy so we wrote
one and asked them to adopt it. So far the council has
attached it to the latest Local Plan as a reference document,
but we want the council to go further and have its own cycling
strategy based on our ideas.
Our strategy describes in detail what we are campaigning for
(including a mapped-out network of cycle routes and diagrams
of the type of infrastructure we want to see), who will benefit
and even how it could be funded. You can read it online here
http://elycycle.org.uk/strategy/ .

What we have achieved so far
So far the only change we have had implemented is to have
the ban on cycling along the river removed. This might seem
like a small win but the river provides a safe route for
commuters heading to the station from the north-eastern side
of the city. The alternative route involves a right turn at the
most dangerous junction in the city and riding along a narrow,
busy road with cars parked down the sides and used by HGVs.

What we are working on
We have several projects we are actively working on, including
large projects like the Southern Bypass and smaller ones like
removing some nasty cobbled sections from a main commuter
route and pushing for more cycle parking in the city centre.
The Southern Bypass is a high-profile project for the county
council that will remove through traffic from the area around

Campaign
members at a
market stall.
the station. We are not pushing for a cycle route along the
bypass itself because it would not benefit many people.
Instead, firstly we are pushing for a two-way segregated
cycleway leading up to the station using the by then defunct
level crossing approach lane. Secondly, we are pushing for a
cycleway from the station out to Stuntney crossing the new
bypass. This would form the first leg of a route all the way to
Soham.

The longer term
In the longer term there are some very big changes in the
pipeline for Ely. Two large residential developments with
3,000 homes and two primary schools are planned for the
northern edge of the city. There are plans to redevelop the
whole of the station area and for a new leisure development
including a cinema on the west side of the city. We have
responded to the planning applications for all these
developments and we are pushing for an active role in how
the plans proceed.

Working with Cambridge Cycling Campaign
For the third year running we led a ‘Bike to Reach ride’ in
conjunction with the CamCycle rides. We are looking forward
to working together with Cambridge Cycling Campaign on
future campaigns especially on improving cycle infrastructure
for the whole county.
A Campaign
market stall.

You can find out more about us (and join the campaign) on our
website http://elycycle.org.uk/. We're elycycle on Twitter,
Facebook and Flickr.
Andy Shaw, Ely Cycling Campaign
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Inquest on the death of a Cambridge cyclist
The inquest into the death of sixteen-year-old cyclist Elizabeth
McDermott, a student at Long Road Sixth Form College, was
held at the Coroner's Court in Huntingdon on 15 May. I went to
the hearing with committee colleague James Woodburn on
behalf of the Campaign. We felt it was our duty to find out
what had happened, report back and comment on the process.
Cycling in Cambridge is usually very safe and we wanted to try
to understand this rare occurrence. Prior to the hearing our
only knowledge was the limited detail available in press
reports of the incident.
Beth was riding her mother's bike - a Batavus with a large
wicker basket. It had dynamo lights and the police concluded
that they were, on balance, probably working.
The crash happened just before 7pm on 12 December 2013
near the junction of Milton Road with Birch Close. It was
damp, having rained earlier in the day, but was not raining at
the time. It was dark but there was street lighting. The driver
of an Audi heading northbound on Milton Road saw a cyclist
wearing a light-coloured bobble hat. She was on the verge /
driveway area that is between the road and the pavement
cycleway. She was visible to the driver side-on, and was
standing on both pedals. The driver was 30-40 yards from her
when she moved to cross the road. The driver had to brake to
slow down.
She had crossed the path of the Audi and into the other
carriageway when she was struck by the front offside of a
southbound Peugeot 307. Testimony from the collision
investigation officer described how samples taken from the
front bumper and the fractured offside wing were compatible
with the fabrics Beth was wearing, that the dimpled bonnet
and broken windscreen were consistent with a collision with
her body and that damage to the number plate and broken
headlight units were consistent with hitting her bicycle.
The impact threw Beth back towards the Audi, striking the top
offside part of its windscreen. She came to rest on the road in
front of the Audi in the northbound lane. The bicycle ended up
back on the same footway area from where she had started, a
little farther down the road.
In addition to the investigating officer's report, evidence was
heard from three drivers. First, the driver of the southbound
Peugeot said that he had not seen the cyclist and that he'd
only become aware of an object after his vehicle had struck it.
A short statement from his female passenger was read out
saying that she was not aware of any obstacle until the
incident occurred, but that as a passenger she was not focused
on the road.
The Audi driver said he'd already slowed down when he first
saw the cyclist move into the road, and so was able to stop
quickly after the impact. His wife got out of the car and called
the emergency services.
The third driver to testify was in another car behind the Audi.
She said she'd also seen the cyclist move into the road in front
of the Audi ahead of her.
The purpose of an inquest is to determine the identity of the
person who has died and when, where and how the death
happened. Given this, the Coroner was able to conclude that
Beth died as the result of a collision with motor vehicles and
that was recorded as his verdict.

An inquest does not determine criminal or civil liability, but it
is the first time that details of an incident are recorded
publicly. Hearing the oral testimony and listening to the
Coroner's own analysis, it is natural to try and piece together a
picture of what happened and raise questions that seem
unanswered. Beth's father did ask the driver of the southbound
vehicle why he had not seen the cyclist. One suggestion
offered was that she was hidden by the offside windscreen
pillar. The driver could not help further with that.
Recent changes in legislation now mean that inquests must
take place within six months of the event. The investigating
team must decide within about two months whether a file
should be sent to the Crown Prosecution Service. That decision
is based on evidence they have collected and an assessment of
the likelihood of a conviction. Given the testimonies we heard
there was no prospect of a prosecution in this case.
The hearing was a public event and we are able to report on
anything presented there. However, the full police report was
not available to us and is difficult to obtain. We were advised
that only parts of it might be available and that they could
cost several hundreds of pounds. The family had only received
their copy two days before the inquest. We also felt that in
order to make the proceedings more open to the public there
should have been a screen on which the maps and
photographs referred to could have been projected.
As an organisation having no direct connection with the case
we are forced to place our trust in the investigating team. The
process of deciding whether to prosecute does rely heavily on
them and does not appear to be open to public scrutiny. We
have to assume they have done a thorough job of collecting
the evidence, asking the right questions and reaching
balanced, independent conclusions. Although we had several
questions about matters which we felt were not as fully
explored as they could have been, we were not invited to
speak in spite of indicating our wish to do so. But we had told
the Coroner's Officer before the proceedings that we were
there as observers and had at that point given no indication
that we might wish to speak. If we had seen the report in
advance we would no doubt have been in a better position to
frame possible pertinent questions. After the inquest we had
an informal discussion with the police representatives and it
became clear that they had collected more evidence than was
revealed at the inquest.
As is usual at an inquest, the procedure stressed the
importance of the event and the gravity of the decisions that
the Coroner has to make. Everyone stood up as he entered the
room and at the end when he left. The atmosphere was formal
and all the witnesses swore on a religious book before
testifying. We thought the Coroner's conduct of the
proceedings was efficient and appropriately sensitive to the
feelings of all involved.
The end of the inquest marks the end of the police
investigation and the case is closed unless new evidence
emerges, which in the present case is very unlikely. Two
questions remain unanswered, one forever: why Beth chose to
cross the road at the time she did and why the driver of the
southbound vehicle did not see her.
Simon Nuttall
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The awkward junction at Adrian Way/Long Road

This topic has been a frequent topic of
discussion at the Addenbrooke's Bicycle
User Walking Action Group (BUG-WAG)
with little progress so far – I have notes
going back at least as far as summer
2010. At the October meeting last year,
we were even shown a draft plan to alter
the junction. Since then nothing has
happened. As we seemed to be in a state
of impasse on this matter, I thought

I asked Simon Nuttall if I could borrow
the Campaign's set of tally counters, and
decided when I was free to spend an
hour sitting on Long Road counting. In
the end, on Monday 24 March, Simon
came along with the stall bike and had
useful chats with several people as well
as taking some decent photos while I
counted traffic. (See the table for the

counts.) We were going to do an early
morning count too, on the basis that
those turning left going in in the
morning would want to turn right going
out in the evening, but the dataset we
got with just our evening hour we felt
was persuasive enough. When will
Adrian Way be not just a permitted but a
recommended route for cycling on and
off the Addenbrooke's site?
Heather Coleman

Campaign surveyor at work.

Data Table – evening
Motors = anything that's not a bicycle
Motors to West = motors that turn LEFT
out of Adrian Way (to Trumpington)
Motors to East = motors that turn RIGHT
out of Adrian Way (to Hills Road direction)
Cycles to West = Cycles that turn LEFT out
of Adrian Way (to Trumpington)
Cycles to East = Cycles that turn RIGHT
out of Adrian Way (to Hills Road direction)
Bicycles were counted whether on the
road or on the pavement and however
they did the right turn (to left of island,
over top of island, to right of island, or left
and then U-turn which at least one did).

times
pm.

Motors
to West

Motors
to East

Cycles
to West

Cycles
to East

4.30
4.45

16

0

0

7

4.45
5.00

13

4

0

8

5.00
5.15

19

1

4

26

5.15
5.30

20

3

0

27

5.30
5.45

13

2

3

14

5.45
6.00

7

2

0

14

totals

88

12

7

96

ls
Hil ad
Ro

Ever since the new multistorey car park
near the blood transfusion centre was
built about five or six years ago, I've
been doing a forbidden right turn to get
home every night. At about the same
time the car park was built, Adrian Way
became a route for cars to get to the car
park, and right turns onto Long Road
were banned, presumably to prevent
cars from the new car park using Adrian
Way to proceed to the city centre. At
first, I'd say the number of cyclists doing
what I do every evening reduced, but it
has gradually gone up as people vote
with their pedals for what they feel is
the safest and most convenient route to
get off site, especially if heading for the
city centre. Anecdotally, this appears to
be a popular route used by many of
those who work on the campus.

some hard data on the need for allowing
right turns were needed.

The junction
Long
Road
Adrian
Way

When I first started working at
Addenbrooke's, Adrian Way was marked
‘no entry for private vehicles’. Since I
figured a cycle isn't a vehicle, and it was
a private road anyway, I just ignored this
– probably a couple of times after I first
cycled to work from my home in Cherry
Hinton. This was after I'd decided that
the main roundabout, the second
‘flagpole’ roundabout and the main drive
were too vile ever to cycle on again, and
I worked out I could come along Long
Road, turn left onto the site and reverse
that in the evening, which felt much
safer and easier. Now I live in the north
of the city and so approach the site via
Hills Road, it is still far preferable in
both directions. When I recently had to
take the route across car park H to
survey some bike racks, I realised a) how
bad getting from car park H onto Hills
Road is and b) how unpleasant the Hills
Road/Long Road traffic lights are for
northbound cyclists, unless you want to
sit at the back of a long queue of traffic.
The various options for getting onto site
from Hills Road in the morning are even
more ghastly compared to using Adrian
Way.

in
Maay
W

© OpenStreetMap
contibutors

Cyclists turning right out of Adrian Way. Indication of the county
council’s solution shown superimposed on photograph.

Location plan
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Cambridge Local Plan submitted – but consultation a sham
We last wrote about the Cambridge Local Plan in Newsletter
103 (August/September 2012), so it's time for an update. But
what is the Local Plan, and why does it matter to us?

What is the Cambridge Local Plan?
The Local Plan is an extensive document which each Local
Planning Authority around the UK (often a district council) is
required to produce. It governs how and where housing and
other developments will be permitted, so that there is a clear
set of policies against which to judge proposals. Cambridge
City Council is renewing its Local Plan now, replacing the
2006 Local Plan.
But why now? Well, the government recently replaced the
thousands of pages of national planning guidance with a new
set of policies called the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF). A key requirement of the new planning system is that
councils must have up-to-date local policies (in the form of a
Local Plan) in place. If they do not, the national policies of the
NPPF take effect instead. The result is that councils across the
country have rushed to ensure they have a new Local Plan in
place, to avoid developers getting away with whatever they
want.
The NPPF has a presumption in favour of ‘sustainable
development’ (a term which is extremely vague and could
really mean anything). What this presumption means is that
development will be permitted unless there is a policy
preventing it. So councils are putting in place the policies
relevant to their area. But they can't just do what they want each policy has to be compliant with the principles of the
NPPF. And councils have to consult on the Local Plans, which
is what Cambridge has been doing over the last 18 months.

Why the Local Plan concerns us as a cycle
campaign group
The 2006 Local Plan will remain in force until 2015 when the
new Local Plan is projected to be finalised. The 2006 plan
contains many policies which we have relied on when we have
sadly had to object to proposed developments.
For instance, in 2008/9, Tesco made a proposal to deliver to its
store on Mill Road by unloading from 34ft lorries on Mill Road
(i.e. taking up one side of the road) twice a day for 41 minutes

each time. The Local Plan had a clear policy which meant we
were able to reject this:
‘Policy 8/9: Development proposals will make suitable
provision for any required access and parking by service and
delivery vehicles.’ with the associated note: ‘Service and
delivery vehicles that park on the highway can cause an
obstruction to other road users. Therefore, any development
that will require regular loading or servicing must avoid
causing illegal or dangerous parking, by providing appropriate
off-street facilities.’
In the event, Tesco's proposals were rejected by the city
council. Tesco appealed to the government's Planning
Inspectorate, but the council's decision was upheld because of
the robust Local Plan policy which Tesco were clearly not
complying with. This very sensible policy and explanatory note
meant that developers have been stopped from obviously
stupid proposals like Tesco's, and moreover have encouraged
developers to design their proposals properly in the first place.
Sadly, the new Local Plan fails to include such a clear policy,
instead using vaguer wording on sustainable transport.

The final consultation phase was a
sham. Over 100 pages worth of detailed
bullet points were made by the public
and yet not a single change was made
in response. In effect, there was no
point consulting at all.
Key policy areas that the 2006 Local Plan contained which
have been of relevance to effects on cycling conditions have
been:
●

Policies to avoid urban sprawl, in favour of high-quality
more compact developments (which therefore reduce
travel distances)

●

The requirement that developments do not have an
unacceptable transport impact;

●

Financial contributions to offset transport impacts
(which have funded various cycling improvements
through the section 106 system)

●

The requirement that developments "give priority" to
walking and cycling over cars

●

Protection of key transport routes, accompanied by a
map which included cycle route proposals

●

The cycle parking standards, which require developers
to provide specific levels of cycle parking

●

Maximum car parking standards, which have meant that
developments have avoided providing excessive levels
of car parking which undermine cycle use and which
would cause congestion
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●

The requirement (as noted above) that developments
provide space for deliveries rather than push problems
onto public space.
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You can read this at
http://www.camcycle.org.uk/campaigning/issues/localplan/ .
The key points that we made in our submission are shown in
the box below.

We interpreted the ‘Issues and Options’ stage clearly as a
We are somewhat disappointed in the
scoping stage. It was definitely not proposing text for people
process so far. It feels like a very
to comment on, but instead suggested broad policy options
(e.g. allowing lots of car parking vs more restrictive car
officer-led plan, with sensible policies
of the 2006 plan lost and replaced with parking).
unclear general wordings that are full
Proposed submission phase
of loopholes.
The proposed submission document was consulted on during

These are all requirements that we wanted the new Local Plan
to cover. Whilst many have been, we have failed to ensure that
the new text is so clear. Indeed, many of the points now come
under a fairly generic clause on sustainable transport. We feel
this is likely to give carte blanche to developers, and
represents significant carelessness on the part of the council
which will cause umpteen problems in the coming decade.

Our comments on the first stage of
consultation
In August 2012 we submitted our comments on the first stage
of the consultation, called the ‘Issues and Options Consultation’.

summer 2013. This contained the proposed wording that the
council had decided on, based on the chosen options from the
‘Issues and Options’ phases.
There were many responses from the public, including ourselves. Officers summarised these into well over 100 pages of
detailed bullet points of comments. Every single one of these
was ignored.
Effectively, the proposed submission phase consultation was
in our view a sham. Officers made quite clear in their report on
the consultation that changes to this text were not permissible
unless a new round of consultation took place. That was never
going to be likely because it would have delayed adoption
beyond the timescale wanted by the City Council.
Continued on next page

1. Cambridge should be aiming for 40% of trips by cycle. The level of housing growth in and around the city is such that any
other policy will lead to even further levels of congestion. (See Representation 14949 and others nearby.)
2. New developments must be planned to Dutch standards of provision for cycling and walking. The Local Plan should
adopt this as a major new policy. (See Representation 14949 and others nearby.)
3. Dutch-quality infrastructure, that we argue for, can be defined as follows:
i)

A network of properly-segregated cycleways that are more
convenient than the road, with space properly allocated to
enable this. These are not shared with pedestrians; retain
priority at junctions (so they are safe and quick); are wide (23m wide, usually on both sides of the road); are continuous (i.e.
fully joined-up); are properly surfaced with proper foundations.
Major roundabouts should have tight geometries and a
separate cycle ring.

ii) For minor, residential streets: 20mph speed limit, avoiding
long uninterrupted stretches, home-zone feeling.
iii) Good quality, secure cycle parking – which is above all
convenient – is also provided in residential areas and at all
destination points.
In other words, the kind of infrastructure that actively encourages new people to cycle rather than use the car, and which
existing confident cyclists would not hesitate to use.
4. Improvements to the Cycle Parking Standards, to improve their enforcement and to fix various problems. (See
Representation 15027 and others nearby.)
5. The need to safeguard land for the Chisholm Trail against development.
6. Various comments on area-specific issues.
7. Various other points.
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Cambridge Local Plan submitted (continued)
You can see our response online at
http://www.camcycle.org.uk/campaigning/letters/2013/C1301
4CambridgeLocalPlanMainConsultation.pdf .
We objected to 17 sections, and the main points we made
were:
●

A general point that the process was unsound in that the
draft, being the first time that actual wording of
proposed text was being consulted on, would not be
changed, with only a national inspector able to change
it rather than local councillors resolve points first.

●

The section on Strategic Transport Infrastructure
contained various weasel wordings which any developer
could easily exploit. Furthermore, we proposed that an
explicit target for levels of cycling that developers
should be designing for, should be included.

●

We welcomed the section on Mitcham's Corner but felt
that the wording had to be improved so that the
removal of the gyratory (as implied by the text) should
be made totally explicit.

●

We expressed concern that the Eastern Gate Opportunity
Area (basically the Newmarket Road roundabout at the
junction with East Road), whilst a fine policy, seemed
not to have anything actually being done about it at a
time when lots of development is already taking place there is the danger all the development will be
completed but all the development gain money frittered
away on other projects.

We have asked to appear in person at the Public Inquiry stage
on the issues of cycle infrastructure provision (e.g. our points
about going further than national standards, and the cycle
parking section). We fervently hope this request is taken on
board.

In general, several key policies on
transport are poor and so will leave the
City Council in a weak position to
defend itself when developers push for
developments that will produce shortterm profit at the cost of long-term
harm to the city.
A national inspector is unlikely to be very familiar with issues
relating to high levels of cycling and the infrastructure
challenges that this brings. We spoke in person at the Inquiry
for the 2006 Local Plan and this was, we believe, found to be
useful. Indeed, the dialogue resulted in improvements to that
text which have actively helped the City Council when dealing
with planning applications.

Summary

●

That the Mill Road depot should be a car-free site. It is
probably the most suitable site for car-free
development, which would facilitate lower housing
costs here, in all of Cambridge.

We are somewhat disappointed in the process so far. It feels
like a very officer-led plan, with sensible policies of the 2006
plan lost and replaced with unclear general wordings that are
full of loopholes.

●

A failure to replicate the old policy 8/9 requiring
developers to provide proper unloading space.

●

A requirement that cycle provision should go further
than national standards, which are totally unsuitable for
a city with high levels of cycling. For instance, a 3m
shared-use path might just about be tolerable in areas
of the UK with little cycling culture, but in Cambridge is
a recipe for conflict of the kind that every local
councillor continually hears about. For such weak text to
be retained in the draft Local Plan text is just sloppy and
will store up problems.

In general, several key policies on transport are poor and so
will leave the City Council in a weak position to defend itself
when developers push for developments that will produce
short-term profit at the cost of long-term
problems/disbenefits to the city. The result will be that the
taxpayer is left to fix the problems resulting from the poor
planning policies - as so clearly happened for instance on
King's Hedges Road with the (South Cambs) Arbury Camp
development.

●

The cycle parking standards contained loopholes,
inconsistencies and retained historical deficiencies of
the kind that Cambridge City Council should have taken
the opportunity to address. We
proposed specific wordings to
address what is arguably now
quite a messy wording.

Next steps
The final stage is the government
planning inspector's review of the
submission, the objections raised, and
a Public Inquiry.

All we can hope now is that the government inspector agrees
to run Public Inquiry sessions on the sections we raised
concerns on, calls us to give evidence (as in 2006) and fixes
the problems as a result of the evidence we wish to give.
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Leeds cycling conference
The start of May saw cycle planning professionals, cycle
campaigners, and companies selling all things cycle
infrastructure head to Leeds for the large Cycle City
conference. In only its second year, it has quickly established
itself as the main annual cycle planning conference.
And the conference organisers (Landor) did not disappoint. An
excellent range of workshops and speakers, with a good
exhibition, was arranged.
I attended, wearing two hats, first as Chair of our Campaign helping launch our new Making Space for Cycling document,
and second as one of the developers of the CycleStreets
journey planner (a spin-off of the Campaign), giving a talk for
that organisation.
The keynote opening plenary was given by Robert Goodwill
MP, Minister for Transport, and chaired by the only person who
one should ever pick for these conferences, the esteemed
Philip Darnton (former Chair of Cycling England, and Executive
Director of the Bicycle Association).
The most junior of the four transport ministers, Goodwill is a
cyclist, and expressed his pride at Leeds ‘starting role’ in the
Tour de France. He made some of the right noises on cycling
policy to the assembled delegates, though reading a speech
from a piece of paper undermined this somewhat. In questions,
one speaker called for the reinstatement of Cycling England (a
matter we ourselves ran a campaign on - see
www.savecyclingengland.org), with a clear cry of agreement
from the audience. The minister responded that he would look
further into this, i.e. ‘no’.
Darnton then launched the new Making Space for Cycling
document which we created for Cyclenation (the federation of
cycle campaign groups), presenting it to the minister. We look
forward to hearing what the minister's views are on it.
The minister claimed the government was putting more
money into cycling than ever before, some £278m. However,
he was subsequently accused from on stage of what might be
called ‘creative accounting’, including in the figure spent by
government on cycling the money given to Cycling England by
the previous government. He announced a consultation on a
revised set of Traffic Signs Regulations, which feature some
positive improvements for cycling, such as low-level signals,
new crossing types, and dedicated ‘cycle streets’ where
overtaking of cyclists will be banned.
Two of the next speakers, both from abroad, emphasised the
need for UK authorities to ‘get on with making improvements’
and look abroad for best practice. Another speaker, the Head
of Delivery Planning at Transport for London, spoke about the
London Mayor's ‘Vision for Cycling’. I was picked to put a
question, and asked when delivery is likely to start happening
in London, so that Local Authorities around the UK like our
own can than draw on the best practice that is proposed there.
Having London get on with its more radical schemes will make
campaigning much easier around the UK, not least in
Cambridge where councillors often remain reluctant to
allocate proper space to cycling.

The rest of the two-day conference was in a breakout format.
I attended a discussion on resources for cycle professionals,
which discussed the challenge of how Local Authority officers
can keep up what is and isn't legally possible in terms of street
design, and how they can keep abreast of changes in the
national dialogue on cycle infrastructure.
One point raised was the proliferation of guidance, something
to which we are arguably a guilty party. However, the point
was raised that this is the inevitable result of the government
failing to produce any proper guidance of its own that truly
advocates - and requires - best practice. The need for a single
set of high quality, national standards and a much more
positive mindset on how cycle infrastructure should be
designed were clearly both very much needed, and we hope
our own Making Space for Cycling guide is a positive
contribution towards that.
The second day saw more workshops. Cycling journalist (and
friend of the Campaign), Carlton Reid, opened a breakfast
briefing asking ‘Grow some - will we ever get Dutch-style
politicians?’ His opening slide was emblazoned with the key
point ‘political will’. He gave the example of our 15-year
campaign to remove parking from Gilbert Road - pointing out
the extreme difficulty of achieving such an obvious safety
improvement even in a place like Cambridge. He cited the
timidity of local councillors, in this example taking so long to
tackle vested interests, namely the 30 or so property owners
who saw the space outside their property as an extension of it
for storing an extra vehicle.
Roger Geffen followed with an excellent overview on the
theme of ‘Space for Cycling’, with CTC much more clearly
expressing a need for quality infrastructure than hitherto, very
helpfully.
The session on cycle mapping and wayfinding then followed,
featuring my presentation for CycleStreets. After this came an
interesting session on ‘bike share’ schemes around the world,
with arguably the UK's academic authority on bike share data
analysis, Oliver O'Brien of UCL, summarising the state of play.
There are now hundreds of such schemes around the world (of
which the London Cycle Hire scheme is one of the largest).
The afternoon saw more sessions on cycle infrastructure.
Cambridgeshire County Council cycling officer, and indeed
former Committee member of Cambridge Cycling Campaign,
Vanessa Kelly, gave a presentation on her unusual case of
‘Campaigner to Cycle officer’. This was followed by talks from
officers in Scotland and elsewhere on various promotion work
in their own areas.
All in all, this was a useful conference, with our Making Space
for Cycling document mentioned in a number of talks and
discussions.
We (and the organisers) hope that Cycle City might come to
Cambridge next year. The main thing needed is a company or
organisation to offer or sponsor the hire of a suitable venue
that can hold 500 delegates. Any suggestions?
Martin Lucas-Smith
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Why is ‘Le Tour’ coming to Cambridge?
Well, I do not know as I was not involved in the discussions,
but here are some light-hearted reasons why it should. (Many
of these points may have been made before.)
‘Because Cambridge is known as a cycling city.’
‘Because Cambridge is a very well-known city and, with the
university, it is very prestigious for the Tour.’
‘Because the publicity people cannot resist the idea of getting
a photo of the peloton in front of King's College.’
‘Because Cambridge is flat unlike parts of the route in France!'
‘Because Cambridge politicians asked nicely.’
‘Because Cambridge politicians lobbied hard.’
‘Because someone realised that if the Tour de France came to
Cambridge the council would have to improve the cycle routes
- or at least those used by the Tour de France.’

Inside the Outspoken stand in front of Great St. Mary's Church in
Cambridge for the Tour de France 2014 route announcement
event. It starts in Cambridge and passes here on its way to
London on 7th July 2014. Lots of passers-by enjoyed smoothie
making, the bike-powered scalextric and the free bike check.

‘Because it is an opportunity to attract thousands of visitors to
Cambridge to spend lots of money.’
‘Because, as the general director of the Tour de France said,
the visit of the race to Cambridge would inspire a new
generation of cyclists.’
Whatever the reasons, and there were no doubt many good
arguments, the Tour de France will help raise the profile of
cycling, not just as a sport or for leisure cyclists but as a
practical, efficient and convenient means of getting around,
particularly in a fairly compact, fairly flat city. We trust that
everyday cyclists, whether leisure or utility, will remember that
they are not riding in the Tour de France and will cycle with
consideration for other road users and for pedestrians. So enjoy
the event!
Monica Frisch

Cycle rides
Do you cycle around Cambridge and
fancy going a bit further? If so, why not
come for a ride with CTC Cambridge?
We hold up to six rides a week in the
countryside around Cambridge, and
know all the prettiest and quietest
routes. Our rides are sociable, noncompetitive and moderately-paced, and
always
include refreshment stops. Non-CTC
members are welcome to come and try
us out. See our calendar of rides at
www.ctccambridge.org.uk for full
details. All rides are graded to give an
indication of speed and distance so you
should be able to find a ride which suits
you. If you're unsure, our twice-monthly
Saturday morning rides are a great way
to start.
Nigel Deakin

Newsletter 114 • June - July 2014

Cambridge Cycling Campaign 23

Campaign Diary
Monthly meetings

City and County Council committees

The Campaign's monthly general meeting is held in the
Friends' Meeting House, Jesus Lane on the first Tuesday of
each month. Business starts at 8.00pm, with tea and coffee
from 7.30pm, and a chance to chat, and for us to introduce
ourselves to new members. The agenda includes
opportunities to discuss current issues and planning matters.
Sometimes there is a speaker.

Campaign members may be interested in attending Planning
Committee and Area Committee meetings, which often
include cycling and walking issues. Development Control
Forum and 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. The Development
Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee meetings also often cover
walking/cycling/transport issues.

Next meetings: 3 June, 1 July, 5 August

Tour de France
Monday 7 July. Tour de France stage 3 starts in Cambridge.
For details of the route see www.cambridge.gov.uk/le-tourcambridge-route
Throughout the summer: Vélo Festival see:
www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/info/20020/cycling/470/tour_de
_france_2014/3

Social gathering
Monday 18 August. Join us for a social gathering at CB2 café,
5-7 Norfolk Street - from 7pm.

#CamRideHome
#CamRideHome rides start at 6pm from outside The Mill pub
on Mill Lane on the last Friday of each month. They tour part
of the city at a steady pace, returning to the pub for a drink
an hour later. Led by Ben Hayward Cycles. Next rides: 27
June, 25 July

Newsletter
There are several opportunities for members to help with the
Newsletter. One is by writing articles, taking photos and
providing other illustrations. There is advice about this and
style guidelines on our website
http://www.camcycle.org.uk/newsletters/guidelines.html
Copy deadline for Newsletter 115 August-September 2014:
Sunday 22 June 2014
Volunteers are also needed to help put Newsletters into
envelopes and then to deliver them. If you might be able to
assist, please contact Lisa Woodburn (via contact@
camcycle.org.uk) who co-ordinates this. Stuffing of the
Newsletter is usually on the first Tuesday or Wednesday of
the month in which the Newsletter appears.
Newsletter meetings: These are held every two months,
shortly after the Newsletter has appeared, to discuss the
most recent issue and plan the next one. They are held at
5.30pm in Grads Café on the 3rd floor of the University
Centre. The next one is likely to be on Monday 9 June.

Information on dates and venues is on
www.cambridge.gov.uk/democracy/ and minutes of meetings
are also available. Agendas are usually online there about a
week in advance. Please check the website in case meetings
have been cancelled or times or venues changed.
Development Control Forum: usually on a Wednesday at
10.00am in Committee Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next
meetings: 9 April, 14 May
Development Control Forum: usually on a Wednesday at
10.00am in Committee Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next
meetings: 9 July, 13 August
Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee: usually on a
Tuesday at 4.30pm in Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next
meetings: 15 July, 12 August
East Area Committee: usually a Thursday at 7.00 pm in the
Meeting Room – Cherry Trees Day Centre. Next meetings: 19
June, 31 July
Joint Development Control – Cambridge Fringes Development Control Forum: usually a Wednesday at
10.00am in Committee Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next
meetings: 25 June, 23 July
Joint Development Control Committee – Cambridge Fringes:
usually a Wednesday at 10.30am in Committee Room 1 & 2
– Guildhall. Next meetings: 18 June, 16 July
North Area Committee: usually a Thursday at 6.30pm. Next
meeting: 3 July – proposed venue: Buchan Street
Neighbourhood Centre, 6 Buchan Street, Cambridge CB4 2XF
Planning Committee: usually a Wednesday at 9.30am in
Committee Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next meetings: 4 June, 2
July, 6 August
South Area Committee: usually a Monday at 7.00pm in Cherry
Hinton Village Leisure Centre. Next meetings: 23 June, 18
August
West Central Area Committee: usually a Thursday at 7.00pm.
Next meetings: 24 June – proposed venue: Lee Hall, Wolfson
College, Cambridge, CB1 OJH

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

.
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Tour de France bunting
I love the Tour de France and cycle racing generally,
celebrating names like Chris Froome, Fabian Cancellera, and
Rui Costa. Hands up how many people here know those
names? This is not anything to do with what we want to do in
Cambridge! I do have much experience of the Tour de France
in France. I've seen it 50 times in holiday trips over seven
years.
Historically, the race was set up to promote the towns and
country around France. The most important thing to towns
that get the Tour is not about the bike race. It is a chance for
the town to proudly show off its local culture, in front of the
world's cameras. That is what Cambridge people can do for
their town on Monday 7 July.

STOP PRESS !!
Need to be stitched/sewn and attached to
bunting cord by 14 June!
Any support anyone can give within local groups is welcome!
For more information and to get involved see
www.Bit.ly/CamBuntingTdF, #CamBuntingTdF on Twitter, and
www.facebook.com/groups/CamBuntingTdF.
Radwagon

To me, we have a strong tradition of knitting in Cambridge,
often outwardly displayed. From knitted lampposts and trees,
and, of course, bikes which promote the YouCanBikeToo
charity which helps enable cycling for all abilities.

© Radwagon

© Radwagon
I thought it would make a fantastic event to involve as many
people as possible knitting little jerseys and wheels for display
on the route. It will give the people of Cambridge a chance to
celebrate themselves whether they are interested in cycle
racing or not!
Since coming up with this idea, it has snowballed massively
with enthusiastic support coming from all directions. It has
been so great to meet so many new people, all excited about
doing something for their town. This has also got support from
the city and county councils as well as local businesses and
Cambridge Business Improvement District, to the extent that
we been given some prime locations in the city centre, along
Sidney Street and at the Round Church corner.
We are looking to involve schools and have an exheadmistress co-ordinating efforts to get children involved.
Indeed the idea that we can bring a little confidence through
simple creative projects is central to the idea.
We do need to create 2000 jerseys. That is our aim. It is a big
ask but I think it is well within our capabilities given the
enthusiastic responses we've had so far, and knowing that
there are many more to come. We do want to include fabric
printing as well, just to widen the reach of the project to more
people.

