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Co-ordinator’s comment
As I write this the Tour de France is still
going, but the Cambridge to London
stage is behind us.
It was a beautiful day (says my sunburn)
and an enthusiastic turnout, even if was
not quite the usual type of Cambridge
cycling.
I was cheered to see so many people had
decided to cycle to the event too. The
road closures provided the perfect
opportunity for people on foot and bike
to enjoy clear roads as they made their
way to line the route.

The day after the Tour de France left
Cambridge, the county council Economy
and Environment committee approved
the Hills Road and Huntingdon Road
traffic schemes. Hailed as the legacy of
the Tour de France, we are aware rather
of the hard work by the council cycling
projects team and supportive councillors
over the last year to bring this about,
assisted by the Campaign’s input and
promotion, and by all those who
responded positively to the proposals.
Thank you to everyone who contributed.

Cycle route through Trumpington
Meadows to open this autumn
I’m sure I wrote an article with this title
years ago, and we had hoped to be able
to give a definite date and definite route
with this
. From the A10 near
Hauxton Mill much of the completed
route can be seen through a barrier of
Hensa security fencing, but the promised
plans have yet to arrive. The problem
has been that we, and others, did not
force a trigger point in the planning
permission to require opening of the
route, say before the first 100 houses
were occupied.
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Part of the proposed route has also been
used as a haul road to move spoil from
the housing site to make an anti-noise
bund adjacent to the M11. Hence what
was a good concrete farm road became a
heap of broken rubble. There is also the
need for a temporary route in the area
where houses are still under
construction, and we have seen no
options for this.
So watch this space in the next
. If only this route could be
open before the sixth-form colleges and
schools start in the autumn, many could
start to cycle, as they would no longer
have to risk the difficult roundabout at
junction 11 of the M11 and could then
continue onto the cycle path alongside
The Busway without the need to use the
poor path adjacent to the main road.
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Membership developments
While we are considering some rather
more major changes to the way
membership works in relation to
possibly having a Campaign employee,
discussed on page 4, we have also made
some other lesser changes to Cambridge
Cycling Campaign membership recently
which you might like to know about.

Direct debits
We have found a way, at last, to take
direct debits for membership
subscriptions. Many of you have standing
orders for automatic renewal, which is
really helpful, thank you. There’s no
need to change these (unless you want
to, of course).
But they do have a downside: the
administration is quite time-consuming,
primarily because the banks are so
useless in sending proper references

with the payment that it is hard to know
who has sent the money.
We have always been too small to have
our bank run direct debits economically.
But we have now discovered GoCardless,
a service which will process direct debits
for us for a realistic fee. Services like this
have existed for a while, but the costs of
each transaction were enormous.
GoCardless charges only 1%, which is
much less even than PayPal.

Membership form
Neil Spenley has been beavering away to
implement a new, much more
streamlined and simpler membership
form on our website. Most new members
join using the online form and we’ve
been aware for a long time that the
previous form was long, complicated and
overdue for a revamp. This also

integrates the various payment choices
including the new direct debits. Of
course, as existing members, most of you
won’t see this, but it is a critical part of
our membership recruitment.
We are also now turning our attention to
a similar revamp of the renewal process
for people who renew manually each
year. We’ll be offering a smoother
process, less wordy than the current
emails you get. This will also offer you
the opportunity to sign up for direct
debit if you want. We’ve thought
carefully about how to do this without
exposing personal information online.
Hopefully this will be up and running in
the next couple of months.
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Cycling barometer
The cycling barometer counts cycles
passing around a bend of a cycle path in
a corner of Parker's Piece.

What is it?

acting as a form of coercive positive
feedback. The detectors are directional
and so the bike is not double counted as
it passes the other detector going away
from the barometer.

The barometer itself is a vertical display
board set to the side of the cycle path as
it approaches Regent Terrace. It displays
the number of cycles counted since
midnight as they pass. Another display
alternates between the date, the time
and the temperature in Celsius. The most
barometer-like aspect of the display is a
vertical column of green LEDs (light
emitting diodes) which display the
cumulative total of bikes since the
beginning of the year. As the device was
installed on 3 July this was pre-loaded
with an estimated value, which judging
by my photos was about 300,000.

How will the data be used?

How does it work?

They expect around 2,500 daily cycle
journeys, which equates to almost one
million annually. We can apply for the
data from the county: it is not available
as a feed. Common in other European
cycling cities, there are similar
barometers already in London and
Brighton. The one in Hackney is likely to
be the biggest rival.

Two metal detectors are embedded in
the cycle path, each approximately ten
metres from the barometer. Bicycles
passing over them produce a distinctive
electrical profile which is recognised and
counted. The position of the detectors
allows riders to see their count being
registered on the display board thus

The data collected by the barometer will
not be recorded as part of the county's
official statistics on traffic flows. There is
already a long-established way of
counting traffic in the city and this
device is not part of that.
The device has primary benefit for
cycling as it is an in-your-face reminder
of just how many cycling journeys there
are daily. The barometer has been sited
so that it can easily be seen by the
usually queuing motor traffic in Gonville
Place.

Most of the money for the project came
from the European Union's Bike Friendly
Cities project, with contributions from
Marshall's and the
. Their
contributions have been recognised on
the display board.
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An employee for the Campaign
The committee of the Cambridge Cycling Campaign has been
discussing for several years the possibility of employing paid
staff and now there is the prospect of part-funding for this
from one of our members. Here we hope to answer some of
your questions.

Why does the Campaign need an employee?
Because we would like Cambridge to have the best bicycle
facilities and safety in the UK, and this will only happen if
there is a strong cycling lobby continually arguing for
investment in the best infrastructure.
Because there is lots to do in order to improve cycling
provision in Cambridge! We have many committed hardworking members who consider the issues, attend meetings,
write letters and campaign for better cycle routes, better cycle
parking, better – and safer, and more – provision for cyclists.
But they also have work and family commitments and there is
more to do than they can manage.
Because northern European cycling culture has not spread to
the UK. Too few people see or experience excellent cycling
provision or quiet and unpolluted streets to create political
pressure for change. In the Netherlands and Denmark cyclists
often have priority over cars and children ride without the
danger of speeding vehicles. Why shouldn't the UK have
similarly pleasant conditions for cyclists?
To get some of the good stuff on this side of the Channel, we
have to work hard, and this takes time. We wish to strengthen
Cambridge as the exemplar cycling city on this island, and that
would produce benefits that would spread to other parts of the
country.

What will the employee do?
We need an employee to do many things, some routine, some
to make us more responsive and professional, and others to
engage stakeholders and make more effective use of volunteer
time.
We shall make sure that the new post holder will help us to
campaign more effectively rather than simply replacing what
we do already. For instance, large planning applications which
affect cycling often need substantial preparatory work, sifting
through many large documents, to identify the issues. This is
very time-consuming and has traditionally been very
burdensome for volunteers. By preparing a briefing
summarising the key issues and shortcomings of a new
development quickly, this would unlock volunteer work to
undertake effective public campaigning and lobbying early on.
There are three main areas of work: volunteer facilitation,
administration and stakeholder engagement.

What is volunteer facilitation?
This is a key part of the job and it involves supporting existing
and new volunteers to make more effective use of their time.
An employee could free up volunteer time, by handling
correspondence and preparing briefings, so that campaigners

can spend time on strategic campaigning matters. It includes
finding volunteers to tackle specific issues, making sure they
have access to the information they need, such as key
documents, and helping them address the issues effectively.

What does administration cover?
All manner of mostly small but cumulatively time-consuming
tasks, from sifting emails and passing them on to the correct
people, to making sure that copies of our responses and
correspondence are filed appropriately online so they can be
found when needed.

How would the role increase engagement with
other stakeholders?
Our employee would work constructively with, for instance:
local schools, professional drivers, the police, the bicycle trade
and elected representatives. This would help us argue for and
build coalitions in support of better cycle provision, generally
and on specific issues.

But how can we afford to pay someone?
An anonymous donor has very generously offered us two-thirds
of the money required to fund a full-time employee for three
years. The donor has asked that the Campaign raise one-third
of the cost required. We feel that three years is the minimum
time required for someone to have a real impact, to establish
an effective network of contacts, to provide an enduring vision
and to ensure the post is self-sustaining.
The committee is working on a plan to raise the money. This
includes appeals to local businesses, applying for grants and,
subject to approval at the AGM, increasing membership fees.

What will happen after three years?
The employee will spend about 10% of their time either
seeking funding through grants or generating income from
areas such as consultancy. Furthermore, having paid staff
should help the Campaign to grow and thus increase its
income, as well as its effectiveness.

Who will manage the employee?
The Chair and Co-ordinator will ensure that the employee
understands the Campaign's policies and help the employee
with managing the workload, within priorities discussed and
agreed by the committee (the trustees) at its bi-monthly
meetings. Two committee members with relevant expertise
will be responsible for personnel matters, such as annual leave.
The employee will report to the committee and to the
Campaign’s monthly open meetings.

What next?
We have worked on why we need an employee, what he or she
would do, how they would be managed and how much money
is needed. Now we need to be confident that our strategy to
raise the money is likely to succeed. Then we can launch an
appeal for funds.
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Moving away from a two-network solution
Moving away from a two-network solution

Current and future Cambridge schemes

The two-network solution describes the idea of designing for
two different groups of cyclists. This usually takes the form of
a shared-use pavement for ‘slow’, ‘vulnerable’ people on bikes,
and a narrow, on-road painted bike lane for the ‘fast’ and
‘lycra-clad’. It is what we currently have on Hills Road and
Milton Road, for example.

The Hills Road and Huntingdon Road plans should have
addressed this problem. A path 2.8m wide allows for
overtaking, while an off-carriageway space separate from
motor vehicles, and in particular from buses, should provide an
attractive environment for all bike journeys. Unfortunately,
since the consultation, changes have been made which
threaten to undermine this. We may yet find that the schemes
have been compromised so much that the main carriageway
still provides the most uninterrupted journey. This would be a
failure for all users: not just people cycling who are again
faced with a choice of safety or convenience, but also for
drivers who will find it harder to overtake cyclists who
continue to cycle on the newly-narrowed carriageway.

The premise is a flawed one: there are not two types of cyclist.
Everyone using a bike for transport wants to get to their
destination safely by a direct, uninterrupted route in as little
time as possible. Nobody thinks that it would be fantastic to
take twice as long to get to school in order to avoid mixing
with traffic. No-one thinks it is lovely to cycle 50cm away from
HGVs in order to reduce their time spent commuting. No-one
wants to choose between convenience and safety, but people
are forced to do so by existing cycle provision, if they cycle at
all when faced with these compromised options.

Two networks: failing all users
The off-road route is almost always shared-use. Summarising
the problems of shared-use provision described in
, pedestrians do not like sharing with cyclists, any more
than cyclists like sharing with motor vehicles. Shared-use
routes are poor for cycling, as they are stop-start, and often
abandon users at junctions where the danger is greatest. The
off-road network is incomplete so some people who can’t make
their entire journey off road may choose not to cycle at all.
The on-road provision offers no real safety measures for
people on bikes. Paint on the road is no protection from
vehicles. Lanes can be too narrow, filled with drains and
debris, or put bikes in dangerous positions, such as in the
‘dooring zone’ of parked cars. The one advantage it offers is
that the existing road network has been designed for making
journeys: it goes everywhere, often by the most direct routes.
The presence of cyclists on the roads can also frustrate drivers,
who perceive cycling as too slow. The latest figures on rush
hour car journeys in Cambridge averaging 11.3mph question
this assumption, but it remains the case that many drivers
would rather not drive in the same space as where people
cycle. However, with the two-network approach many people
on bikes continue to use the road, which pleases no-one.
The two-network solution is a poor use of roadspace. A shareduse pavement has to be wide enough to accommodate twoway walking and cycling journeys, and then space on the
carriageway is also allocated to cycling journeys. The tight
layout of the city centre, and a largely single-carriageway
network around the city means we cannot afford to waste any
more of the space by duplicating cycle infrastructure.

One network for all
It is striking that when high-quality provision exists, all kinds
of people on bikes chose to use it. The Coton path, Riverside
bridge and the maintenance track for the Busway have people
of all agesand abilities using them. When the cycle network
goes where people need to go, and is wide, uninterrupted and
well-surfaced, there is no reason not to use it.

The Trumpington Road proposals are two-network even at the
consultation stage, offering a narrow bi-directional path away
from traffic to accommodate a single type of journey from
Brooklands Avenue to Bateman Street, and a separate on-road
lane. The on-road option is at least higher quality than many
we have seen in Cambridge.
We need to move on from the two-network solution. Two
compromises do not provide the attractive environment that
will get more people to choose cycling, relieving congestion on
overcrowded roads.
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A to C via B
The first formal stakeholder meeting about the proposed
cycle/foot bridge to link Abbey to Chesterton near the existing
railway bridge over the Cam was held in early July.

So what wasn’t considered, even if mentioned:
Ÿ

. With such large flows on bike and on foot,
segregation will be necessary. For the foot section you
need a minimum of 1.5m, ideally 1.8m. With these flows
there needs to be space for an adult cycling with a
young child alongside to be passed in safety by another.
I reckon this needs a minimum of 3m, ideally 3.5m.
When you add a 0.5m ‘edge effect’ adjacent to the cycle
section we need an absolute minimum of 5m deck, but
ideally 6m.

Ÿ

: I’m sure that on the Fen Road (towpath) side
this is fixed, with only a clockwise or anti-clockwise
spiral ramp to be decided. With a segregated bridge, and
no doubt shortcut steps for those on foot, the ramps on
the other side need to ensure those on foot don’t need
to cross the cycle section.

The specific topic was the ‘bridge’ and ‘location’ rather than
say ramps or approach routes. For any final decisions it is clear
that approaches and ramps will have significant influences.
We were given some ideas of the expected trips such a bridge
would carry in light of the Science Park Station and Wing
developments. The range was around 5,000, that is twice that
of the existing new Riverside bridge. A quick look at maps
shows that those travelling to or from the Science Park,
Cambridge Regional College, Marshalls, much of Abbey,
Chesterton, Milton and even Cherry Hinton would benefit, and
many trips would then be far quicker than by car. I believe the
bridge can be justified even without the Wing and Science
Park station developments, not to mention CB4.
I explored some of the issues regarding this location in a
), but some things are now
previous newsletter (see
clearer.
Any bridge must be separate from the railway one, with
clearance sufficient for safe construction and maintenance.
Network Rail will not, for obvious safety reasons, allow a
connection to Fen Road that would significantly increase
traffic over the level crossing. A bridge to the west of the
railway is also unviable because it would land on Stourbridge
Common and ramps would be extremely obstructive on the
non-Common side.

So what was considered:
Ÿ Two locations for the bridge, one as close to the railway
as practicable and one a hundred metres or so
downstream.
Ÿ Three designs for the bridge, a ‘through truss’ like the
railway bridge, a box girder, and a half through girder,
although some favoured something more aesthetic.
I think few favoured a bridge further downstream even though
it apparently links better with the existing path over Ditton
Meadows. Such a bridge, even if of an ‘iconic design’, would be
a huge blot on the landscape with the ramps difficult to fit in
on the towpath side and a massive intrusion on the meadows
side. So I have no doubt a new bridge will be close to the
existing rail bridge with ramps down onto the triangle of
Network Rail land on the towpath side.
Ideas for the design were more divided. An aesthetic design
would cost far more, and would it not be wasted when
obscured by the huge railway truss?
I favour a through truss, for what I consider two good reasons:
Ÿ It would ‘blend’ better with the existing structure.
Ÿ Unlike the other two options, the depth below the deck
will be a minimum. For every half metre of construction
depth the ramps would need to be another ten metres
longer. So for a box girder design ramps would be some
20 metres longer, and possibly difficult to fit in.

Ÿ

the obvious desire line for construction
access, via the rear of the Beadle Industrial estate off
Ditton Walk, will also be a clear desire line for many on
foot or bike. Should not that temporary construction
road become a permanent foot and cycle access?
Adjacent to the railway embankment for much of the
route, would it not blend in? It might even mean the
existing shared-use path across the meadows could
remain as it is.

What about the time scale?
Ideally this bridge should open at the same time as the
Science Park station, but despite the delay to the station until
May 2016 that does now seem unlikely. It will be important for
all interested parties to reach a consensus such that any
planning application receives good support from the majority
of groups.
Finally, just to throw something in to muddy the waters, I’d
like to see a span ‘floated in’, part submerged, from adjacent to
the old ‘Pike an’ Eel’. I’m sure if Stephenson could manage this
some 150 years ago in the difficult waters of the Menai
Straights our modern engineers could do the same on the
placid Cam. The cost of getting a huge mobile crane and the
span across Ditton Fields, with a necessarily enlarged access
road, would then be removed. Perhaps the Cam Conservancy
could similarly provide a barge to supply materials, concrete
etc. to the work sites?
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Nuffield Road petition update
Busway extension as a tarmac
road
At the first session of the County
Council’s new Economy and
Environment Committee on 27 May,
members approved the officers’
recommendation to construct the
Busway extension as a tarmac road. It
was argued that a road was not only
about £400,000 cheaper than a
guideway, but also more flexible to
accommodate changing requirements
for the area around the Science Park
Station, which is expected to alter
dramatically in the coming years.

Road. However, there was no mention
that on this widened Milton Road
junction no provision will be made to
allow buses to turn north-west towards
eg Milton and Waterbeach. This
limitation will also make the tarmac
road less flexible than local residents
associations and investors would hope
for. Opening the junction for buses
serving the villages north of Cambridge
would also avoid additional costs when
using the first part of the new tarmac
road as a more direct access to the
Nuffield Road Industrial and Trading
Estate from Milton Road. This route

would avoid cyclists on Nuffield Road,
en-route to the new station access
having to move right across the path of
left-turning lorries.
The petition for this access has closed at
800 signatures and was handed over to
the chair of the Committee, Councillor
Ian Bates, on 5 June. As the lead
petitioner I was invited to speak to the
Committee on 8 July 2014. As the station
plans progress we will need to find a
majority to present a motion.

However, the tarmac road is planned
with a short guideway section at the
Milton Road junction to filter general
traffic. Officers recommended this as a
cheap, low maintenance alternative to
rising bollards, though it means that
unguided buses will also be prevented
from using this new access to the
Science Park Station.
The former railway bridge over the
Milton Road underpass will be replaced
with a wider bridge, to allow buses from
the station to turn left on to Milton

Changes to Castle St - Magdalene St junction
As part of the routine updating of the
traffic lights at the junction of Castle
Street, Magdalene Street, Northampton
Street and Chesterton Lane, some
pedestrian and cycle improvements are
being proposed by the county council.
This is not a cycling scheme and is not
funded by cycling money; it is driven by
the necessity of modernising the traffic
lights. Nevertheless, the proposals are
an improvement, if a modest one.
Currently there are no signals for
pedestrians at this junction, so the
biggest change will be for the benefit of
pedestrians: two signalised crossings at
the ends of Chesterton Lane and
Northampton Street. The signals will
stop traffic in all directions, so people
can also cross Magdalene Street and
Castle Street at this time as well.
The proposed features for cyclists are:

Ÿ New Advanced Stop Box (ASB) on
Chesterton Lane with advisory cycle
lane lead-in.
Ÿ Enlarged ASB on Castle Street,
which will benefit inbound student
riders in the morning rush-hour
(needs DfT approval).
Ÿ Advanced greens for bicycles on
Magdalene Street and Castle Street
(needs DfT approval).

The Campaign will highlight the need to
remove the pedestrian island on
Chesterton Lane, as it will no longer be
necessary with a single-stage signalised
crossing. Such pinch points endanger
cyclists by encouraging close overtaking.
The council is currently consulting with
stakeholder groups, including us. There
will be no formal public consultation.
Construction is intended to start in
January 2015.
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Addenbrooke’s cycle parking
The shortage of cycle parking at Addenbrooke's, especially at
the Main Entrance where those accessing the main wards, lab
block and clinical school, as well as administration areas, wish
to park, has been severe for several years now. It is probably
the worst thing about my job, even worse than getting on and
off site which you can read about in the last edition of the
.
So it was pleasing, at a recent Bicycle User Walking Action
Group (BUG-WAG) meeting, to hear that some new bike racks
(56 spaces) were to be installed in an unused corner by the
food court. These have now been installed. There are actually
31 Sheffield stands under a canopy. Sadly the design of the
legs supporting the canopy means that some of the theoretical
62 spaces are not really accessible, as there is a leg in the way,
especially if you have a wide or tall basket, are short in stature
or have any mobility issues, so I would say that there are about
56 spaces in reality. The 'secure' shed nearby also seems to
have had some work done on it, summed up I think by a coat
of paint, which led to its temporary closure for about three
weeks.
However, unbeknownst to most of the enthusiastic users of
these new racks, their effect will quickly become entirely
nullified once the 'smartening' of the area happens, which was
also announced at the BUG-WAG meeting. This entails the
removal of the easy-to-park-a-bike-on railings and their
replacement with 'glass and chrome' ones, like those currently
at the back entrance, which are impossible to park a bike on.
I've done a couple of mid-morning counts of cycles parked on
the railings which are apparently due to be changed. Generally
the older bike racks run at near 100% occupancy at all times
during the working day, from about 8am onwards. The first
occasion was before the new racks above had been installed. I
found 72 cycles chained to these railings. This is 16 more than
the number of new cycle parking spaces. Since there were also
several bicycles parked insecurely, this seems rather serious.
On the second occasion, the new racks were
and at
practically 100% occupancy. This was not long after the works
had been done on the secure shed, which I think a lot of

people had not realised had reopened. Thus there were
approximately 50 spaces free there. On the railings or not
locked to anything however, I found 86 cycles, which appears
to be a larger shortfall than on my first count, once I
subtracted the 50 that could have been in the secure shed if
people had known it had reopened. This was on a day when
the morning had exhibited very thick drizzle throughout rush
hour to mid-morning.
More bizarrely, one large bank of Sheffield stands (poorly
spaced but well used nevertheless), nearest to the building
with a large 'ACT' logo at the door on the main drive, was
moved just before the main drive was partially resurfaced.
They have been relocated to car park H, distant from any
entrance to any building. The photos show the inevitable
results. The stands in car park H are understandably virtually
empty, and the remaining racks on the main drive, and many
railings and anything else vertical or fixed down you can get a
lock around, are all packed with cycles. A colleague brought up
the issue that she was finding it harder and harder to get
parked after her six-mile cycle journey each morning and was
understandably getting quite annoyed. I queried the moving of
these cycle racks with the Sustainability Officer but never got
an answer as to what improvement was expected.
I've just downloaded the current Addenbrooke's Travel Plan,
www.cuh.org.uk/sites/default/files/Item%2012%20%20Travel%20Plan.pdf, 10Mb with many glossy photos to
slow down your computer if you want to take a look. The
Campaign objected to the draft of it last year, but is mentioned
on page 14 under the heading 'bicycle – actions'. I still feel
our name is being taken in vain as I had heard nothing about
the action point, 'Work with Cambridge Cycling Campaign to
enhance Campus route options and improve Campus
infrastructure for cyclists' which is supposed to be completed
by 2015. Since I wrote this, I gather they have offered to go
around the site with us, in response to us contacting them. At
least they have removed the phrase which was in the draft;
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'Making sure that our sustainable
travellers feel really well looked after
and cared for' as perhaps even they have
realised that is remarkable hyperbole. In
our objection to the draft plan, we
replied to this phrase by pointing out
that 'our members who do cycle onto
site feel neither looked after nor cared
for, and we would like to know how this
aim is to be achieved.'
Do Addenbrooke's really want us to
cycle to work, or are all these lofty aims
merely stated to keep the Council, and
other authorities worried about traffic
congestion and pollution, happy and to
tick various regulatory boxes? Are we
really expected to cycle to the Park &
Ride site, park our bikes there and get
the bus to work?
The point is that however unsafe and
inconvenient it is for cyclists to get to
work, there will continue to be a modal
shift in people cycling onto the site,
since all the other options for getting to
the site are even worse (and cost a
fortune). So the aims in the travel plan
whether followed or not will
miraculously come true with no effort
whatsoever on the part of
Addenbrooke's. People cycling to work
make no money in car parking charges,
nor in inflated fares for the bus
company. The fly-parked bikes will keep
adorning every nailed-down object, and
we will continue getting letters from
members and non-members alike who
are riled by the awful access and parking
and 'why haven't we done something?'.
Or perhaps we should follow the car
drivers and chain our bikes to the fences
of the houses in the surrounding streets,
blocking their drives and the like since
that won't be much less convenient than
parking in car park H and might make a
point?

l

Consultation 101: or should that be 106?
When the Cambridge Cycling Campaign started it was often
difficult to know what the authorities were planning to do.
Detrimental things would often just happen. But for the last
fifteen years or so, both county and city councils have
improved enormously in the way they involve people and now,
I think, are really quite good at consulting interest groups like
ourselves as well as local residents likely to be affected by
changes.
That’s not to say there aren’t still problems though. The big
problem area continues to be so-called Section 106
agreements. These are arrangements by which developers
agree to pay some money towards changes which reduce the
impact of their developments. So, for example, a large housing
development would usually need some community facilities,
something a developer would be unlikely to provide unless
required to.
But the area which concerns us is where something is agreed
to mitigate the traffic impact of a new development. Very
often this relates to junctions connecting a new development
to the road network or an existing junction nearby. Though
these are still designed and approved by county council
engineers, for some reason they tend not to be put out for
consultation. Sometimes the first we know is when they are
implemented on the ground.

A Marque of bad practice
A good example is the new arrangement at The Marque, the
skyscraper built on the corner of Cherry Hinton Road and Hills
Road. Here, on the Cherry Hinton Road approach to the
junction, the cycle lane was removed last autumn. It was
replaced with a narrow pavement cycleway. This dumps you
on the far left of the road at the traffic lights (where most
cyclists are turning right to go across Hills Road bridge), a
ridiculously hazardous place to end up.
To make matters worse, a bizarre marking was added
straddling the left traffic lane. Presumably the intention was
that right-turning cyclists should move into the right lane to
turn right. This is an impossibility, as the right lane is
constantly blocked with traffic so this marking always directs
you into the side of a queueing car. Even if it were possible
why would any cyclist join a queue of cars rather than using
the other lane to access the advance stop box?
The whole arrangement is quite simply rubbish. There was no
consultation whatsoever: it was just built. Lump it!
This contrasts dramatically with the incredible amount of
consultation there has been over putting in a handful of bike
racks in Thoday Street. The process of changing just two car
parking spaces has taken over a year, had
separate rounds
of consultation, and then an opportunity to formally object to
the traffic orders (and there have, apparently, been objections,
so it’s not done yet).
It also contrasts with the way in which residents and
stakeholders have worked with the council to produce plans
for Tenison Road which are now going forward for more
general consultation. While we tend to think the big problem

here is the volume of through traffic, which has not really
itself has been excellent.
been addressed, the

Car-capacity-driven design
Two other contrasting examples: At the Wing housing
development being promoted by Marshalls near the
Newmarket Road Park & Ride site, the developers themselves
have carried out a great deal of both public and stakeholder
consultation. We know pretty much what to expect and have
been able to have input into the process and make
suggestions. However, the North-West Cambridge
development promoted by the University (while internally
apparently being moderately cycle-friendly and with lots of
consultation opportunities) has some horrendous megajunctions with Huntingdon Road and Madingley Road which
will have a major impact on cyclists. There has been almost no
public involvement in developing these. The development
principle seems to have been car capacity taking precedence
over every other aspect, including the huge number of cyclists
using the area.

A close shave
Changes are afoot at the two roundabouts at the ends of
Fendon Road (that is, the main entrance to Addenbrooke’s on
Hills Road, and the junction with Queen Edith’s Way and
Mowbray Road). We only learned of these through the
grapevine, and we feared they were going to be presented as a
through development agreements just like at The
Marque. However, it now appears that the council has relented
and will consult on these after all.

Plug that hole!
All changes to the road system should be consulted on. Ideally
the consultations should not come as a surprise either, plans
having been developed in conjunction with stakeholders and
communities. Mostly, the first happens and the second
sometimes does. But the gaping hole in the system is Section
106 agreements, and this needs to be plugged.
Of course, consultation itself is only as good as the actions
taken as a result. Listening doesn’t always mean doing! And
inevitably consultation gives widely diverse and often
opposing opinions which have to be resolved.

Cambridge transport decisions by committee
again
After a few years when all transport decisions for Cambridge
were taken through the County Council’s cabinet system, the
change in balance of power at last year’s elections has meant
that a committee system which also involves the city has been
brought back. Though good consultation beforehand is and
has been very helpful in knowing what is going on and
influencing it, the previous Area Joint Committees were an
important way of being in touch with the decisions actually
being taken. It’s good to see the system back again.
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A10 Corridor Cycling: campaigning works
The A10 corridor between Cambridge and Royston has seen a
phenomenal level of activity around cycling improvements
since a campaign was established in January 2013. Up until
then, upon exiting Cambridge southward on a bicycle, one
entered a world set back in cycling time: nothing at all had
been done to the A10 for more years than anyone could
remember, and even how to initiate discussion on ideas such
as cycle space in village high streets, or safe links between
rural villages on 60mph stretches of road, was a mystery. The
odd Minor Highways Improvement Grant bid led nowhere.
At Cambridgeshire County Council, resources had perhaps
understandably been concentrated on population centres –
city and market towns – and the accidental (but excellent)
cycle path that is the maintenance track along the Busway.
The council had published a series of cycling maps for
Cambridge, St Neots, the Saffron Walden route and Central
Cambridgeshire, but the area directly south of the city had not
been mapped for publication. An in-house aspirational map of
safe cycling routes to link up the southern villages was
tantalising.
Successful campaigning for improvements to rail services
south of Cambridge had proved relatively straightforward,
using the natural focal point of companies that run trains and
maintain infrastructure. Very quickly through rail campaigning,
a recurring theme emerged around helping cyclists to access
rail, and indeed linking up sustainable transport options.
Meanwhile the success of the Cambridge Cycling Campaign in
raising the profile, and gaining political commitment for much
needed improvements to cycling infrastructure, provided a
foundation of experience and advice. With the support of
Patrick Joyce, Jim Chisholm and Rohan Wilson, who scouted
out the A10 corridor between Cambridge and Royston and
produced verdicts and advice on best and worst areas for
cycling, an invitation to test the waters for improvements to
cycling on the A10 between Cambridge and Royston drew a
packed house one mid-winter evening. Cyclists came to the
meeting in Meldreth from Royston, Grantchester, Harston,
Heydon, Melbourn, Shepreth, Barrington, and elsewhere, the
most forceful voices belonging to those who were commuting
between Royston and the villages for work, out of economic
necessity: ‘I have to cycle and I want to stay alive'.

A10 Corridor Cycling Campaign
The new A10 Corridor Cycling Campaign discovered instantly
the meaning of ‘suppressed demand’ and validated the 2011
census results for levels of cycling to work on the A10. Within
three months the campaign tapped successfully into the
Department for Transport Cycling Ambition Grant, and by the
first anniversary of the campaign's launch a one-kilometre
long, 2.5 metre-wide stretch of off-road cycle path had been
created between Shepreth and Foxton – thanks to the County
Council’s bid to the Cycling Ambition Grant for ‘Cycle Links to
Foxton Station,’ which fulfilled the requirement of joined-up
sustainable transport links.
The Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire Transport Strategy
has provided a framework for thinking strategically about the

A10 corridor. The A10 Corridor Cycling Campaign recognises
that the most effective way to attract funding is to look at the
corridor as a whole and then at achievable sub-sections within
it. This includes natural sections with concentrated areas of
employment and training, and short-distance commuting:
Harston-Cambridge, Foxton-Harston, Mebourn-Shepreth,
Barrington-Shepreth, and so on. The focus currently is on a
safe cycle link between Melbourn and Royston: a one-mile
stretch between Melbourn and the A505 roundabout, linking
Royston Industrial centre, Melbourn Science Park and many
other business areas on both ends. This will require an offroad cycle path within Cambridgeshire, and a pedestrian and
cycle bridge over the A505 in Hertfordshire, and so an integral
component of the campaign has been to forge a relationship
with Hertfordshire County Council and the Sustrans
Hertfordshire area team. The Melbourn-Royston link falls
within the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Local Enterprise
Zone and therefore a joined-up approach is possible. A number
of irons are now in the fire and by our next meeting on 15
October we hope to have a fairly detailed idea of how the
pieces of the puzzle may fit together.
The appearance of new cycle paths and the prospect of more
has not been universally welcomed – people rightfully wonder
why potholes on adjacent roads and pavements have yet to be
filled – but these have certainly generated new discussion on
the merits and potential benefits of cycling. Today, it would
not be out of place to discuss cycle space on village high
streets or safe links between villages, and indeed those
conversations are underway.
We would be delighted to have new members join our
campaign – membership is free, so please get in touch at
contacta10cycle@gmail.com and ask to join the mailing list.
We meet quarterly in rotating locations – all posted on our
website, A10corridorcycle.com .
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North-west passage
I don’t think whole ships and their crews
have been lost north-west of Cambridge,
but some of my ideas in
seem to have floundered for a number
of years. Now both the article in
by Lucy Byam-Cook, and
the rapid consultations about the A14
upgrade, as well as real progress on the
University’s North-West Cambridge site,
have caused me to revisit the area, even
though it is in on the opposite side of
Cambridge to my usual routes.
Unfortunately, previous efforts to create
good-quality routes for Non-Motorised
Users (NMUs) have been prevented by
the attitude of local land-owners,
despite sources of funding being clear.
Much more recently Robin Heydon, and
others, as the A14 NMU coalition, have
worked well with the Highways Agency
and their consultants, and with this
there should now be other good
opportunities for linked improvements
to a high standard.
One of the issues with some currently
suggested proposals from Madingley
and Dry Drayton is that it is difficult to
produce a route suitable for ‘an
intelligent unaccompanied 12 year-old’,
which is the accepted standard for goodquality cycle routes. The proposed
provision is not unbroken and it requires
the use of the junction at the foot of
Madingley Hill, which is a known black
spot for crashes. Just to modify that
junction to make provision for safe
cycling would be hugely expensive.

So what major changes have
there been recently?
The Highways Agency is proposing to
divert a bridleway away from the Girton
Interchange and route it south of the
junction to the accommodation
underpass beneath the M11 and back to
Huntingdon Road. They have the power
to do this.
The recent 'Transport Strategy for
Cambridge and South Cambridgeshire’
has suggested similar upgrades for
cycling and walking routes.
What has not changed is the existence
of the A428 overbridge and the M11
underpass. Major strategic roads
produce huge barriers to NMUs and such
‘accommodation’ structures can safely

and cost-effectively break these barriers
and create valuable routes for those on
foot, on cycles, or on horses. Although
both these structures carry public rights
of way and are less than one kilometre
apart, they are not linked and are very
little used. This is not surprising since
the footpath leads into a difficult wet
area, and the bridleway into the Girton
interchange!
The Highways Agency proposals would
link these, which would be very
welcome, but there is a risk that it
would be a low-quality route, wedged
against existing highways, with rightangled bends and silly kinks. To make a
good utility route, and improve safety
for all users, some field corners need to
be used, probably making the fields
easier to manage.

Scope for more high-quality
routes
I am still sure that with co-operation
between the Highways Agency, landowners, the University, and the relevant
local authorities, high-quality surfaced
routes could be created. A link north to
the proposed local access road, with
NMU routes, as well as a more direct
connection towards Dry Drayton and
Madingley, would complete this NMU
network. Such a network would enable
cycle commuting from Bar Hill, Dry
Drayton and Madingley to the northwest Cambridge site and on into

Cambridge, for all but the most timid or
unfit. It would also give leisure access
for walking and cycling to a huge area of
otherwise inaccessible countryside for
those on the new north-west Cambridge
site.
Of course, if we fail to make progress on
the direct route to the north-west
Cambridge site, there is an easy and
cheap alternative to some earlier
proposals: close the Cambridge Road
below the American Cemetery to all
motor vehicles. Such point closures are
contentious, but the alternative for
motors via the roundabout at the top of
the hill is only some 800m further. It has
the added advantage that a significant
proportion of morning peak motor traffic
on this road is ‘rat-running’ to jump the
queues on Madingley Hill. Surely the
disadvantages of a slightly longer motor
trip would be more than compensated
by the reduction of motor traffic in the
village?
Reducing the amount of motor
commuting traffic into west and northwest Cambridge from surrounding
villages, including Bar Hill, should be
achievable if a good network of
cycleable paths were available. Let it
happen!
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Cycle parking at the station
Substantially more cycle parking at Cambridge station has
been a long time coming: twenty years or more by my
reckoning. But now real progress is being made, both
immediately, and over the next eighteen months.
Construction is to start on the 3,000 space cycle park, officially
to be known as CyclePoint, this autumn, with a view to its
being opened at the end of 2015. Waters were muddied
somewhat recently, though, by reports that this had already
been delayed to May 2016. However, Abellio Greater Anglia
tells us that while the whole building, which includes a hotel,
may not be finished until then, the cycle park part is still
intended to open in December 2015. Indeed, delays here
would be critical because already deferred funding
commitments from the Department for Transport run out at
the end of next year! We also believe that legal agreements
require the cycle park to be open before some other stages of
the station area redevelopment can proceed, so it looks like it
is in everyone’s interest to ensure this all goes to plan.
In the meantime, preparation for this and other building work
around the station frontage is being carried out. The whole
area in front of the station will be replaced in due course with
a larger square with fewer traffic movements. Taxis and car
drop-offs will approach from a new road off Tenison Road
instead of along Station Road. (Unfortunately bikes coming
from the south will have to cross this new road to get to the
cycle park.) The ticket hall at the station is also being
substantially enlarged to cope with the intense overcrowding
it currently sees.
This means rearranging much of the cycle parking. Already
many two-tier racks have been installed. These increase
capacity a little to just over 800 spaces at the time of writing.
However, more racks are to be provided over the next few
weeks so that there will be over 1,300 spaces by the middle of
August. This is a near-doubling of capacity since the beginning
of the year. It seems unlikely these spaces will completely
cope with current demand (and certainly the modest increase
by end of June has immediately been soaked up), but is a huge
improvement a year-and-a-half before the CyclePoint opens.
The new racks are the favoured design chosen as a result of
the smaller scale trials last year (those racks, better and worse
ones, have been full all of the time since they were installed).
The new racks are funded by the County Council, but one thing
that has made this possible now is that these racks can be reused in the new building.
Greater Anglia has published the first in a series of newsletters
to keep stakeholders up-to-date with Cambridge station
developments. We’ll be putting copies of these on Cyclescape
as we receive them. (If you are not on Cyclescape yet, just ask
us for an invitation.)
Beyond the current cycle park development, we still want to
see a direct link into the station from the cycle park. The
platform bridge is aligned to the new building in such a way
that it could be linked easily. The engineering is, however, the
easy bit. Staffing, supervision and ticketing are the rail
companies’ main concerns. However, I’d expect smartphone
ticketing to become commonplace in the next couple of years

(you can already get tickets on your phone and jump the
queues to many destinations directly served from Cambridge,
including London of course).
And then the longer term question: will 3,000 spaces be
enough? We think there is huge suppressed demand at
present, and already getting on for half that number of bikes
are parked routinely around the station, notwithstanding the
number of official places. Will the cycle park need to extend
over the car park sooner than anyone imagined?
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Wondergears community bike workshop
Wondergears is a social enterprise project based at the Future
Business Centre on Kings Hedges Road in Cambridge (near the
Science Park and Cambridge Regional College), part of the
Riverside Group, a national housing and support provider who
also run the Springs on Victoria Road and Cambridge Youth
Foyer. We are also part-funded by Cambridge City Council. We
are a fully-functioning bicycle workshop and shop selling
second-hand and new bikes, parts and accessories and
servicing all types and makes of bikes by qualified mechanics.
We support disadvantaged people, such as those recovering
from homelessness, by providing work placements and training
opportunities leading to a nationally recognised qualification,
so your custom will be doing some real good for your
community.
We provide access to tools and advice/guidance so you can fix
or build your own bike using one of our fully-equipped work
bays with on-hand advice and guidance from qualified
mechanics – see website for timetable. We keep a large and
varied stock of new and recycled bikes, parts and accessories.
We run weekly cycle maintenance courses in the evenings. We
provide a source of affordable quality second-hand bikes.

Our workshop is available for hire at very reasonable rates
(evenings).
We recycle any bike – donate your unwanted bike and help
support the Wondergears community bike workshop.

Wondergears community bicycle workshop
timetable from 31 May 2014:
Tuesday - Friday 10am – 6pm: Bicycle sales and repairs.
Wednesdays 1pm – 5pm: Free bike maintenance sessions: fix
your own bike! No experience necessary.
Thursdays 7pm – 9pm: Beginners bicycle maintenance courses.
Saturdays 10am – 4pm: Community workshop: access the tools
and advice you need to fix or build your own bike.

See our website for more details:
http://wondergearsbicycleworkshop.wordpress.com or friend
Wondergears on Facebook for regular updates.

Hackney Cycling Conference 2014
I made it to the afternoon half of the third of these annual
conferences.
I watched a series of back-to-back Powerpoint-type
presentations about changes proposed for various parts of
London. One of the most unusual was a proposed board-way to
be built out over the Thames at Kingston as a cycle-only
bypass to avoid the dire one-way system there. Money for
cycling projects so often has to work around dreadful mistakes
made in previous town planning and has to find inventive
solutions.
London's cycling commissioner, Andrew Gilligan, reeled off an
impressive-sounding list of changes to various cycle
superhighways, and junction treatments, adding that each had
needed a fight to win support, and that the fight would go on
until they'd actually been built.
In one of the most entertaining presentations a traffic engineer
worked through the spectrum of 14 different types of cycleway

segregation that will be included in Transport for London's
forthcoming cycling design guide. Ranging from no
segregation to full segregation, each type was different from
the previous one according to incredibly subtle factors such as
whether space for the cycleway had been taken from either the
footway or the carriageway. He'd tried his best to avoid the
word 'shared' but had to concede that it was the best word to
describe undivided park paths where cycling is permitted.
Hackney is Cambridge's greatest rival on levels of cycling.
Actual numbers of journeys to work are very close: Cambridge
17,755, Hackney 17,312 (2011 Census figures) – but Cambridge
easily wins as a proportion of the population. On the rush hour
ride out of Hackney the constant stream of cyclists going both
with me and coming the other way certainly had the feeling of
Cambridge levels of cycling.

l

Campaign diary
Monthly meetings
Our monthly general meeting is held in the Friends' Meeting
House, Jesus Lane on the first Tuesday of each month. Business
starts at 8pm, 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.
Next meetings: 5 August, 2 September, 7 October

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

#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: 29 August, 26 September

Vélo Festival
Throughout the summer: see:
www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/info/20020/cycling/470/tour_de_fr
ance_2014/3

dates
There are several opportunities for members to help with the
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
Sunday 24 August 2014

October-November 2014:

The copy deadline has been changed to be 10 days before the
monthly meeting, so we can be more confident of getting
distributed before the start of the month.
Volunteers are also needed to help put
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
is usually on the last Tuesday or Wednesday of
the month before the Newsletter appears.
meetings: These are held every two months, shortly
after the
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 11 August.

City and County Council committees
Campaign members may be interested in attending
and
meetings, which often include

cycling and walking issues.

and
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
meetings also often cover
walking/cycling/transport issues.
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.
usually on a Wednesday at
10.00am in Committee Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next
meetings: 13 August, 10 September, 8 October
usually on a
Tuesday at 4.30pm in Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next meetings:
12 August, 9 September
usually a Thursday at 7.00 pm in the
Meeting Room – Cherry Trees Day Centre. Next meeting: 11
September
usually a Wednesday at 10.00am in Committee
Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next meetings: 27 August, 24
September
usually a Wednesday at 10.30am in Committee Room 1 & 2 –
Guildhall. Next meetings: 20 August, 17 September
usually a Thursday at 6.30pm. Next
meeting: 28 August – venue to be announced
usually a Wednesday at 9.30am in
Committee Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next meetings: 6 August , 3
September, 1 October
: usually a Monday at 7.00pm in Cherry
Hinton Village Leisure Centre. Next meeting: 18 August
usually a Thursday at 7.00pm.
Next meeting: 4 September – venue to be announced

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, non-competitive 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. If you're unsure, our twicemonthly Saturday morning rides are a great way to start.
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Book review by Tom Hadland and Hans-Erhard Lessing
Extensively illustrated, largely from
patent applications and advertising
literature, this book traces the
technological history of the bike with
chapters on the Velocipede, the Safety
Bicycle, the Racing Bicycle, Military
Bicycles, Mountain Bikes and
Recumbents. Dispersed amongst these
chapters are ones dealing with such
inventions and refinements as front
drive, wire wheels, indirect drive,
suspension, transmission, braking,
saddles, pedals, handlebars, lighting, and
luggage, all of which drove the
increasing sophistication of this brilliant
extension of the power of the human
body.

Published by The MIT Press, hardback
564pp, £24.95

The whole story is one of evolution, from
the first direct ancestor of the bicycle,
the draisine (see upper cover illustration
above) around 1817, to the crankoperated machines called in England

,

velocipedes, to the Penny Farthings and
at last the Safety Bicycle which is much
what we have today.
What is odd is that the bicycle’s
evolutionary history has a villain, a
villain that stifles further evolution. And
that is the UCI, the
the governing body of
cycle racing. The UCI forbids racing with
small-wheeled bikes, aerodynamic aids
such as fairings, and recumbents. To
quote the authors of
:
'There is…a strong case to be made that
the UCI has been a major impediment
to the development of human-powered
transport and the bicycle in particular.’
The
passing through
Cambridge this July would be a lot
faster and more exciting had the UCI
not banned recumbents since 1934.

ISBN 978-0-262-02675-8

Join the Cambridgeshire Cycle Challenge 2014
As part of the County Council's Local Sustainable Transport
Funding, the Cambridgeshire Cycle Challenge will be run again
in autumn 2014 and is open to all businesses in Ely,
Huntingdon, St Ives, villages and science/business parks along
the A10 and A14/Busway corridors as well as Cambridge and
the surrounding areas in South Cambridgeshire.
The Challenge is a web-based competition to see which
businesses can get the most people cycling over the four-week
period from 15 September to 12 October 2014.
The aims are to encourage more new people to cycle to work
and encourage people who already cycle to work to do so more
often, as well as increasing the uptake of cycling in Cambridge
and along the A10 and A14 corridors. To assist employers with
internal promotion, appropriate marketing material will be
provided. In addition there will be lots of prizes for local teams
and individuals to win throughout the challenge period, as
well as bike try-outs, Dr Bike and associated cycle-based
events taking place during the lead-up to the Challenge start.

will be integrating their mapping functionality into the
PleaseCycle solution.

This year the Challenge is being run by PleaseCycle who are
providing the IT solution which can be updated via PCs, tablets
and smartphones. Local company Outspoken Cycles will be
responsible for business engagement and running the
promotional events during the lead-up to the Challenge early
in September. CycleStreets are also a partner in the project and

Gary Armstrong (Challenge Coordinator) by phone on 07777
656142 or email: gary@outspokencycles.co.uk.

The website (CambsCycleChallenge.pleasecycle.com) should be
up and running from the first week of August when you will be
able to sign up to participate.
If you have any questions or queries or would be interested in
running a promotional event at your work premises in
September, please contact:

The Challenge is run by the Cambridgeshire Travel for Work
Partnership, Cambridgeshire County Council and PleaseCycle.

