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Co-ordinator’s comment
As I write, our AGM was only yesterday.
We say good bye to David Earl, Simon
Nuttall, James Woodburn and Klaas
Brümann. I would like to thank all of
them for their time on the committee,
although I'm sure some of them at least
will continue to work for the Campaign
in other ways. David and Simon have
been with the Campaign since its early
days, and have helped make it what it is
today.

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:
£3.50 Budget (no paper newsletter will
normally be provided)
£17.50 Individual
£22.50 Household
£100 Donor
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.

We have a new Chair in the form of an
old face: Robin Heydon has become the
strategic head of the Campaign. Martin
Lucas-Smith is still with us, in the role of
Liaison Officer.
We have some completely new faces on
the committee as well. Sue Edwards has
taken on the role of Membership
Secretary, Tom McKeown is our
Recruitment Officer and Michael
Frearson Schools and Outreach Officer.
We also welcome Richard Jennings and
Oscar Hughes as general campaigners.
Colin Rosenstiel moves from general
campaigner into the role of Planning
Officer, and Monica Frisch becomes a
general campaigner.
We were very pleased to see a contested
post, and an excess of candidates for the
elections. Not only does this mean that
the committee is back up to full
strength, it is also healthy for the
Campaign to have contested elections.
Although there are vacant positions,
there are extra general campaigners.

Elected Committee Members
and Trustees 2014-2015
Chair (and Charity Chair) – Robin Heydon
Co-ordinator (and Charity Secretary) – Hester Wells
Treasurer (and Charity Treasurer) – Chris Dorling
Events Officer – Vacant
Liaison Officer – Martin Lucas-Smith

However, we are still without a
Newsletter Editor, as no-one stood for
the post. This is a very important role for
the Campaign, as this newsletter is a
primary means of communicating not
only with members, but also with

Membership Secretary – Sue Edwards
Newsletter Editor – Vacant
Planning Officer – Colin Rosenstiel
Press Officer – Vacant
Recruitment Officer – Tom McKeown
Schools and Outreach Officer – Michael Frearson
Web Officer – Neil Spenley

council officers and councillors. If you
are interested in helping us with the
newsletter in a non-committee role,
please get in touch.
Both motions to the AGM passed without
opposition.
Motion 1 on changing the membership
subscription rates provoked some debate
on risk to the Campaign in the event that
donor funding for an employee could not
be part-matched, but attendees were
reassured that the risk was low and that
the Campaign reserves could be used on
this important step forward for the
Campaign.
Motion 2 formally adopted Making Space
For Cycling as embodying the principles
and standards that we expect highways
schemes and planning applications to
meet for cycling infrastructure. This is
the culmination of the work of the last
few years and increasing calls, within
and outside the Campaign, for highquality cycle routes that encourage and
enable cycling for all ages.
However, even with a new committee,
we can still use more help. Take a look at
‘Helping the Campaign’ next in this
newsletter.
And finally, thanks to everyone who
turned out to the AGM. It was a very busy
meeting with over 80 present. I would
also like to thank our speaker, David
Spiegelhalter, for an entertaining talk
around the issue of how soon we are all
going to die, on or off the bike.
Hester Wells
Please also see the item on page 7
about help needed for the newsletter.
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Helping the Campaign
We elected a new committee at the AGM. It's always tough
persuading people to stand for the committee: people with
busy lives are understandably daunted by a commitment to do
more in addition to their jobs, families and other pastimes but
you don't need to be a member of the committee to help the
Campaign.
Just being a member helps the Campaign. The more people we
represent, the more seriously we are taken by councillors,
officers and developers. You help fund the Campaign. If you
know anyone who is thinking about joining but doesn't have
any time to do anything else, persuade them to join anyway!
Respond to consultations. Even if you agree with everything
the Campaign has said in our official response (and if you
don't!), it is still worth responding as an individual, because
volume matters as well as highlighting specific arguments. A
tick-box survey, as many of them are, is very quick to fill in.

interest to particular areas or routes, so you are not inundated
with information, and get updates on what's happening in your
area. You can also contribute to discussion and shape
campaign response on an issue, or create issues of your own if
you think there's a problem the Campaign is not addressing.
We also need people to draft letters based on Cyclescape
discussion, and proofread other people's letters. Every other
month this newsletter needs articles, layout and editing.
There are various other offline activities that require
volunteers: collecting responses for a petition, measuring
roads, counting traffic, manning the Campaign stall at a
community event and delivering newsletters.
If you are interested in helping the Campaign with any of the
above, please get in touch via our email address.
Hester Wells

Please join Cyclescape, our online forum. This is where most
Campaign activity takes place nowadays. You can restrict your

City Deal
Early in October it was announced that councillors are starting
to discuss specific proposals for the use of the first £100
million of the City Deal.
The City Deal allows the greater Cambridge area to borrow
money from central government, over 5 years initially, to fund
infrastructure to support growth.

Proposals for the fund include:
A428 corridor (Cambourne)
A428 to M11 segregated bus links (est. £13 million)
A428 route Park & Ride (est. £11.5 million)
Madingley Road bus priority measures (est. £34.6 million)
Bourn Airfield/Cambourne busway link (est. £28.8 million)

A1307 corridor (Haverhill)
A1307 bus priority measures (est. £36 million)
Additional Park & Ride capacity (est. 7.2 million)

Pedestrian and cycle links - City
Chisholm Trail links - cycle links parallel to the railway line
north of Cambridge station (est. £3 million)
City centre capacity improvements (est. £7.2 million)
Cross-city cycle improvements (est. 15.5 million)

Cambridge radial roads - Milton Road/Histon Road
Histon Road, Cambridge bus priority (est. £4.3 million)
Milton Road, Cambridge bus priority (est. £23 million)

Cambridge radial roads - Hills Road
Project Cambridge, Hills Road - Improvements to Hills Road
and Station Road to improve bus, cycle and pedestrian
access (est. £25.8 million)

Western Orbital route around Cambridge
Improve bus access (est. £23 million)

Pedestrian and cycle networks - inter-urban

Cambridge to Royston cycle link (est. £7.2 million)

We are very pleased to see a number of cycling projects
proposed, included the long campaigned-for Chisholm Trail.
However, we are concerned that some of the proposals, such
as bus priority on Madingley Road, Histon Road and Milton
Road, might rule out the possibility of good cycling
infrastructure on these routes in the future.
It's hard to know without any detailed proposals, but we would
be very concerned if this meant there was no space left for
proper segregated cycle lanes, or if it left people on bikes to
share with buses or pedestrians.
Sharing with buses puts off all but the most confident cyclists,
and can push some of those that remain to illegal pavement
cycling. Sharing with pedestrians leads to disjointed
unattractive routes for people on bikes, and is disliked by
pedestrians, especially vulnerable ones.
Indeed, those roads proposed for bus priority are the best, and
most necessary, candidates for segregated cycleways.
It is notable that the proposed cycle projects are comparatively
low cost. Cycle infrastructure offers excellent value for money:
cycle routes do not need to be built to the standard required to
support heavy vehicles, and take up less space for the number
of people they can transport. They offer door-to-door
convenience for users, and take pressure off the rest of the
transport network. There are also knock-on benefits to health
budgets from an active population, and lower urban air
pollution.
Now is the time to address the council officers and councillors
for what you think the money should be spent on.
Hester Wells
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Inaugural meeting of City Joint Area Committee
In September, the Cambridge City Joint Area Committee had its
inaugural meeting. It is a new committee with members (i.e.
councillors) representing both city and county councils. It is in
many ways a reincarnation of the similarly-named Cambridge
Area Joint Traffic Management Committee. It got off to a bitter
start. It was conference season so three members of one party
were absent at a national conference. The other party took full
advantage of this temporary numerical dominance and voted
in their own chair and voted to keep her there for the whole
municipal year. The other side grumbled that this would be
fixed at the next meeting when the tables would be turned!
The Campaign was there to speak on two issues.

Thoday Street cycle parking
We've covered this topic thoroughly in Newsletters 111 and
112. The report presented to the committee was in favour of
going ahead with the conversion of two car parking bays to
secure cycle parking. The eight official objections to the final
consultation hurdle had to be resolved.

A representative of North Newtown Residents also addressed
the committee regarding Panton Street. She appeared to be
against the proposals because they didn't go far enough, but
admitted that people cycle the wrong way in that street
already.
The committee decided to work through and vote on each of
the seven streets in turn. All the recommendations in the
officers report had gone through a safety audit process, but
despite this councillors kept raising safety as a reason to defer
a decision. It was frustrating to hear that, as nobody there
disputed that widespread illegal contra-flow cycling was
already happening. This was their chance to legitimise that
activity but it seemed that conservatism held them back.
Having said that, it was agreed to convert all but one of the
streets to two-way cycling. Only Panton Street was deferred.
On the other hand it was also decided to convert Albert Street,
which the officer did not support. The curious reasoning for

Street

Decision of the seven voters

I spoke as a resident in support of the proposals and was
followed by Martin Lucas-Smith, representing the Campaign,
Councillor Bourke, and finally Councillor Baigent, all speaking
in favour.

Belgrave Road

Unanimous yes

Mercer's Row

Unanimous yes, but calls for
monitoring

In the end the objections from a small number of residents,
outlined in the report, didn't amount to much and were easily
dismissed by the officer's report. All local councillors from
both political parties represented spoke in favour of the
scheme. When it came to a vote it was unanimous in favour of
going ahead. During the debate at least two councillors
suggested that more of the same could be expected
elsewhere, e.g. in Petersfield.

Panton Street

No – two in favour, five against

Ross Street

Unanimous yes, with suggestion it
should be extended

Springfield
Road

Yes – one abstention

Two-way cycling in one-way streets

Albert Street

Also on the agenda were proposals for conversion of seven
streets to two-way cycling. This is the result of a three-yearlong process which whittled a long list of candidate streets
down to a short list that should be converted. It all follows on
from the loosening of rules by the DfT (national government's
Department for Transport) in 2010 to allow a simple ‘Except
Cycles’ panel underneath a no-entry sign. That in itself was the
result of a thirty-year campaign by CTC to change the mind of
one civil servant - in the end he retired and the rule was
changed!
Four other streets had received no objections and would be
converted anyway.
Martin Lucas-Smith spoke on behalf of the Campaign, pointing
out that many streets in Cambridge and London had already
been converted to two-way cycling without any major
problems. He criticised the glacial pace of progress on this
issue, and proposed a way of making changes and monitoring
that could be much more efficient, namely issuing
Experimental Traffic Regulation Orders for 12 months to try
out a change in each case.

Trafalgar Street Yes – one abstention
Yes – three in favour, one against,
three abstentions

that was that councillors seemed to think that street was full
of serial objectors!
No vote was required on converting Fitzwilliam Street, Fairfax
Road, Cockburn Street and Vinery Road to two-way.
In Garden Walk it was agreed more signage was needed as
well as road markings to indicate the presence of contraflow
cyclists.
It was agreed to change signs to 'No entry except cycles' in
Sidney Street, Adam & Eve Street, Hope Street and King Street
to make the existing situation clearer.
Panton Street is deferred for six months, but that could soon
turn into ten years. We've made connections with the North
Newtown Residents and look forward to working with them on
transport improvements for the area on a more strategic level,
recognising that there are many issues in the area that need
tackling.
Simon Nuttall
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New openings
Developments in the south part of Cambridge should in the
longer term improve permeability for both cycling and
walking, even though there are some terrible junctions.
Although not completely finished, three routes are now open,
with a fourth expected shortly.

1 There have been complaints that the left turn from

Brookgate into Hills Road has no Advanced Stop Box and
that those on cycles get squeezed by buses. Now there is
another route for those leaving the station and wishing to go
south to Hills or Cherry Hinton Roads. Shortly after the
Brookgate turn, and on the right, there is a cut-through to the
rear of a new building, which then leads to the access road to
the Network Rail signalling centre. From there a ramp leads to
the recent Toucan crossing over the Hills Road bridge
approach.
Although this is longer than the route via Brookgate, it avoids
the lights at the Hills Road/Brookgate/ Brooklands Avenue
junction. On balance I'd also expect it to be quicker.

2 On the fringe development which many of us still know as

Clay Farm, the spine road through Great Kneighton is,
although closed to motor vehicles, passable on foot or bike.
House construction continues apace at both ends, and you
might think you are just entering a closed construction site,
but there is a route through, passing the new square which

Located between housing construction sites the spine road in
Great Kneighton is open.
alternatives via Brookgate or Station Road. In early November
it looks as though the last flats are now being occupied,
workmens' huts removed, and some ground restored. With
this finished, there can then be no excuse for not opening the
route fully.
Jim Chisholm
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The currently unimproved Trumpington to Addenbrooke's path
crosses the spine road here.
will have rising bollards to prevent through traffic, and across
the Busway.
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3 Further south the route has opened that leads through the

Trumpington Meadows Country Park and avoids the M11
Junction 11 with the A10 This is a good utility or leisure route,
although I hear some have suffered punctures, as a hawthorn
hedge has been cut by flailing. See also previous article at:
www.camcycle.org.uk/newsletters/115/article2.html

4 The last of these new routes will be that from the Busway

path, through the Kaleidoscope development, to
Clarendon Road and hence Brooklands Avenue. Certainly for
many on cycles, using the Busway path, who wish to access
the city centre via Hills Road, this will be better than the

Base map © OpenStreetMap contributors
Map showing the four routes.
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Road danger reduction: roads, policing and traffic enforcement
I first went to a Road Danger Reduction Forum (RDRF) event
near Downing Street (the London one) on a very cold winter’s
day over 20 years ago. The café beneath the Methodists’
Central Hall is a good place to warm up.
For those unfamiliar with RDRF: ‘The thrust behind setting out
the Road Danger Reduction agenda was – and continues to be –
dissatisfaction with various elements of the official “road safety”
establishment, arguing that this is often very much part of the
problem of danger on the road.’ See also: http://rdrf.org.uk/. I’m
pleased to say that, although long overdue, I do think this is
changing and that in official circles there is recognition of past
failures.

making manoeuvres similarly difficult and dangerous for those
on cycles.
On the stretch of Hills Road, Regent Street, and St Andrews
Street, around 500 Fixed Penalty Notices were issued for
illegal loading and unloading in a single year. Those of us
used to cycling such routes every day know how such illegal
actions make cycling more difficult and stressful. Despite what
ministers may say, such behaviour is not a ‘victimless crime’.

This year there was a meeting organised by RDRF and
RoadPeace in London on 1 November entitled: ‘Road danger
reduction and enforcement: How policing can support walking
and cycling in London’.
The presentations by officials from both Transport for London
(TfL) and the Metropolitan Police Service (MPS) showed
progress is being made, and of course such events can be good
for networking, showing progress made elsewhere from which
others can learn.
Particularly relevant was a talk from the Met officer who
created the Cycle Safety Team in 2010. This was the first, and
is still the only, dedicated cycle-based team in the British
police. There was an admission that some of the recent
crackdown in London was far from perfect. It used officers
from far and wide, and adequate training was not given before
the start, leading to inappropriate stops for some on bicycles.
Clearly having a set of well-trained officers would reduce such
problems.
Of more interest is a major reorganisation of MPS at the start
of December. A new ‘Roads Policing and Transport Command’
of over 2,000 officers will start work. This means there will be
dedicated ‘Traffic Officers’ with appropriate training. These
changes were also discussed by an official from TfL, who will
be part-funding this work. There have been huge increases in
‘personal safety’ on public transport as a result of targeted
action in recent years. The intention is to spread such actions
to other vulnerable road users. TfL is one of those
organisations which opposed Secretary of State for
Communities and Local Government Eric Pickles’ attempt to
prevent the use of cameras to enforce road traffic laws. TfL has
also taken over from local boroughs the enforcement of
numbers of offences on the TfL ‘strategic network’. This should
mean that those so-called ‘victimless’ offences, such as illegal
unloading, or obstructing yellow box junctions or even those
in Mandatory Cycle Lanes, can be more effectively enforced.

So how is this relevant to Cambridgeshire?
Clearly, in Cambridgeshire we should be learning from such
work. I’ve long said that illegal behaviour on the road is
intimidating and a danger to those on foot or cycles, and
hence deters many vulnerable road users from making even
short trips on our roads. Illegally waiting or unloading vehicles
make crossing the road on foot more difficult and dangerous,
as do motor vehicles illegally obstructing junctions, hence

Illegal and obstructive unloading.
Also, all people are victims of such behaviour as they cause
delays to all traffic. Preparations are being made to spend
hundreds of millions creating new capacity for motor vehicles
in Cambridgeshire, justified by reduction in delays. Just a
minute fraction of that money spent on enforcement in and
around Cambridge would not only reduce delays and costs for
us all, but also make the roads safer without spending a penny
on ‘engineering’. If fines from such infringements were
collected effectively such actions could even be cost-neutral.
Of course, if measures in the Traffic Management Act 2004
were enabled, giving those outside London the same powers
as exist in London, such actions would be easier, leading to
higher levels of compliance with such ‘minor’ offences.
If Transport for London can help pay for a dedicated team of
officers, so as to reduce traffic delay and make their roads
safer, why cannot Cambridgeshire not have a similar
arrangement with our local constabulary?
This was, I thought, a good use of a day.

Jim Chisholm
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Light the Busway
Use of the path adjacent to the Busway by both those on foot
and on cycles has grown quickly from day one. Especially on
the southern section use will also increase with further
housing, both under construction and proposed, and other
developments on the Addenbrooke's site.
Spending monies from development gain was proposed for
lighting this path at a county council committee in June, but a
decision to proceed was deferred. In part this was because
costs exceeded earlier estimates, but in part due to the nature
of such decisions by a committee where the majority of
members are unlikely to cycle within Cambridge. One
committee member even went so far as to say that as we
survived the last war with a blackout, why should cycle routes
be lit? In fact 50,000 civilians were killed on our roads during
the Second World War.
The proposal returned again in October, again with officer
support. This time the Campaign wrote a strong letter of
support for the scheme, and two local councillors, not on the
committee, together with myself representing the Campaign,
spoke in support. This time opposition was limited, and the
project will go ahead. I was concerned that lighting the
Addenbrooke's spur was dropped on cost grounds, and
because it was thought that ‘spill over’ lighting from adjacent
developments would be sufficient. I think this is an error, and
that it will need to be lit later.
It is very disappointing that, because of the earlier deferment,
the thousand or so who walk or cycle this route regularly will

Newsletter recruitment
Every two months the newsletter provides 16 or more pages
of news, views and discussion points about what's happening
in Cambridge and further afield. Not only does the newsletter
keep our members up to date, it is also an important
campaigning tool, as we send full-colour paper copies to
councillors and other decision-makers.
We'd like to encourage more members to help with the
newsletter, and if you have been looking for a way to get more
involved with the Campaign this could be for you!
Our most urgent need is for a Newsletter Co-ordinator,
responsible for ensuring the newsletter appears on time every
two months, assisted by the editorial team. The bulk of the
work is in the three weeks before the newsletter goes to the
printers. The Co-ordinator orchestrates the whole process,
reminding people of deadlines, collating suggestions for
articles, ensuring all is done in time to print.
We also need: local correspondents to write short pieces for
each newsletter, possibly photo-based, about what is
happening in their areas: photographers to take good-quality
pictures to match articles: and someone to take responsibility
for finding and keeping in touch with our advertisers.
Our newsletter's quality and professionalism stands out
amongst voluntary organisations and helps us get our
message across. If you can spare a few hours every two
months to help with the newsletter we'd love to hear from
you.

The Busway at dusk.
suffer another winter without lighting. It is unreasonable to
expect all those who walk these routes to wear high-visibility
clothing or carry lights. It is also unreasonable to expect many
who have personal safety issues to walk or cycle in the dark.
What makes such routes especially difficult in the dark is the
high contrast in light level. You can go from an area with
overspill lighting from an adjacent car park to an area shaded
by overhanging trees, or from a well-lit bus stop to a dark
cutting.
Lighting these routes should enable many more people to use
this route feeling confident that they are safe, hence reducing
the use of cars for short trips.
Jim Chisholm
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The view from the top of a double-decker bus
It isn’t about the fact, that because of a recent operation, I’ve
been having to use buses, with consequent doubling of trip
times, but that in the distant past part of my job involved
recording flows and incidents at experimental roundabouts.
We had a modified old double-decker bus, which we used as a
base, often plugged into a lamp post to power kettles and a
very early desk-top computer, an Olivetti Programma (anyone
else remember these?).
More relevantly, we could often use the upper deck as an
observation point. I worked as an observer at a number of
places where mini roundabouts or even multi-minis were
being installed. Of course in the early 70s it was not about
cycle safety, and I don’t think we even recorded cycles, but it
was maximising the throughput of motor vehicles and
minimising delays that counted, and experimental changes
were made to achieve that.
This all gives me a different view from some others when
looking at changes to roundabouts in Cambridge. We need to
consider (1) the consequences of changes to layout and to
normal driver behaviour, and (2) whether significant
reductions in motor vehicle capacity will cause chaos.
One crucial thing about small roundabouts is to get the
‘deflection’ right, so as to slow traffic, such that entering traffic
could risk a smaller time gap safely. Some found it counter
intuitive that by reducing the size of both the central island,
and the circulating space (then called ‘weaving sections’), that
throughput increased and serious crashes were reduced.
Of course roundabouts are difficult for those on cycles or on
foot… but many experienced users would not wish them to be
changed to traffic signals, as they know that this can increase
delays.
At the Radegund Road roundabout the challenge was to make
it easier and safer for those at the two adjacent secondary
schools, who should have just achieved ‘Level 2 Bikeability’, to
use this junction. This of course with a limited budget. If we
can get teenagers onto bikes, and this means convincing
parents to permit them to cycle, it improves their
independence, as well as reducing cars on the school run.
We need a location for a full ‘Dutch-style’ roundabout, with an
outer ring cycle route where motor vehicles need to give way
to cycles both on approaching the entry, and leaving the
roundabout, but that is not here. Apparently, given the very
heavy peak hour flows along the ring road, even the Dutch
would not give those on cycles priority over Perne Road, but
would use signals. Some suggest they would cure the problem
by building an ‘Outer Ring Road’ to divert motor traffic from a
residential area. I’m sure such money would be better spent on
‘distributed improvements’ that would advantage cycling and
result in a significant modal shift and hence reduce flows on
Perne Road.

So what has a compromise due to the lack
of infinite funds achieved?
Those on foot or who lack confidence when cycling no longer
need to make a significant diversion to the light-controlled
crossing. Such users have a slower stream (and it is a stream in

the peak!) of motor vehicles to cross, with wider refuges as
part of the changes to the ‘splitter islands’. It is also legal to
cycle the short stretches of shared use. Because of the number
of crossing points and different routes for those walking and
cycling any attempt to segregate would increase conflicts and
lead to hundreds of the dreaded tactile paving slabs required
by disability regulations.
On the road, numbers of people have said that traffic speeds
are significantly lower. There is no longer an almost ‘straight
through’ path that encourages speed. The narrower road and
slower speed mean that those confident enough to cycle on
the road should probably ‘take the lane’ if going straight on or
turning right, to reduce the risk of a motor vehicle turning
across their intended path.
Some have said the cycle lanes on Perne Road should run right
to the ‘Give Way’ lines to aid in queue busting. I am strongly
against this, as I feel it is unsafe, and saves little if any time. In
December 2002 I wrote in the Campaign Newsletter about
how to approach typical traffic lights.
See: www.camcycle.org.uk/newsletters/45/article16.html
Basically, if you are stationary alongside a motor vehicle at a
Stop or Give Way line you are especially vulnerable. You may
be in a blind spot and even if not, the first driver will be
concentrating on either the lights changing or getting the first
available gap. They won’t be looking around, and may even be
turning left having failed to indicate.
Stay just to the rear of the first motor vehicle but in good view
of the second. Unless you are turning left, don’t remain on the
left. As the first vehicle moves off, you can ‘take the lane’, and
if you are always observant and quick, even at busy times, you
may be able to grab the same gap as the vehicle in front. The
driver behind will have seen you, and if they also take the
same gap, they should be less likely to turn left in front of you.
Continuing the cycle lane right up to the Give Way gives
several disadvantages:
●

it encourages those on bikes to be in the wrong position
at the Give Way

●

it makes drivers think that is where bikes should be, and
be less sympathetic (or even aggressive) to those who
correctly ‘take the lane’

Although it may save a second, going right to the front and
staying on the left is just risky.
At busy times a queue-busting lane cycle lane such as on
Perne Road may have already saved you several minutes. Be
content.
If you want to see the disadvantage of a cycle lane that goes
right up to the Give Way, just go to the Fendon Road approach
to the Addenbrooke’s roundabout. There much of the motor
traffic turns left, yet most on cycles are going straight ahead to
Addenbrooke’s. It tempts those on cycles into the worst
position, and makes drivers think that is where they should be!
This error is perpetuated in recently released plans for an
upgrade of this roundabout.
Jim Chisholm
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Going round in circles
The upgraded roundabout on Perne Road is a flawed scheme
that has got a lot of people upset. But why?

campaigning to get separated provision throughout easier. It
would be the obvious thing to do.

There was much discussion during the planning phase about
‘full Dutch’ roundabouts and whether cyclists using an ‘annular
ring’ would have priority over motor vehicles. I'm not
convinced that priority is that important, but it was shown that
in the footprint of the public highway land at this location
there is space for a roundabout that could handle articulated
lorries, with a separate one-way cycle ring and a separate
footway.

That's what we could have had. But what about what we do
have? We've had reports in the press already about incidents
involving drivers not giving way to children cycling in the
roadway. Generally I get the impression that adult cyclists
going between Birdwood Road and Radegund Road are
happier, finding the lower speeds of motor vehicles helpful,
whilst those going along Perne Road (including myself) are
encountering more ‘squeezing’ and other hostility.

There's a simple reason we don't have that today. Money.
Making the centre circle smaller would have required much
more digging and moving of services. A rough estimate of a
‘full’ scheme is that it would have cost around £1 million, more
than double the final budget. The original budget for this
scheme was a little over £100k. Perhaps we could have got
better funding under the City Deal, though that is not certain.

What about the off-road provision? Leaving the road is easy on
most arms. The Give Way lines are rather oddly positioned
behind the tactile paving - a clear sign of the compromise. The
islands are plenty big enough. On three of the corners, there’s
planting in the ‘desire line’ - though this helps keep speeds
low which should help reduce conflict. On two of these
corners there are driveways accessed across the footway
directly from the roundabout. The third corner is more
awkward, as the service road for the shops (currently closed)
has been retained and there has been parking on the shareduse.

However, there was also opposition to the idea from the
council officer and the contracted designer. The designer did
not feel that having separated facilities at the roundabout
when there are only on-road lanes on the roads was a good
idea. I disagree, and Dutch highway engineers would too there are many examples of separation appearing just at
junctions, especially where minor roads meet major ones.
Junctions are the most dangerous places on the roads - with
limited resources we should be concentrating on getting them
safest first.
Furthermore, if we had separated provision at this and the
other junctions along the eastern ring road, it would make

However, on none of the arms is there an indication of where
the boundary between legal cycling and illegal cycling is. In
discussions with the council officer, he does not see this as a
problem. I don't agree. The level of pavement cycling in the
area is such that a crackdown is almost inevitable at some
point. It is simply wrong not to mark the boundary clearly.
Al Storer
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Cambridge Northern Fringe–East: Area Action Plan
This huge area between Milton Road and the railway is a
major brownfield site with a potential for substantial redevelopment. Just announced is a consultation on an Area
Action Plan (AAP) as input to the Local Plans for both the city
and South Cambridgeshire councils.

Why is this important for cycling and why
should you respond?
It is important because this is an area dominated by car use
and relatively inaccessible by bike. Getting far better access by
bike would help to create modal shift and reduce the impact
on the transport network, whilst enabling denser development.
We will only achieve such permeability and ‘Space for Cycling’
standards, if sufficient people demand such facilities in this
consultation.
You can of course read all the 92+ pages yourself. The draft
was available at:
http://democracy.cambridge.gov.uk/documents/s26772/CNFE%
20AAP%20-%20JSTSPG%20report%2028%20October.pdf . But
by the time this is in print a final version should be on the city
council consultations web pages. See:
https://www.cambridge.gov.uk/current-consultations .
Outside this plan is the Chisholm Trail Bridge over the river
linking to Abbey ward and the new railway station, as well as

the relocation of the aggregates depot and concrete plant, for
which a planning application has already been submitted. See:
http://planning.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/swift/apas/run/WPHAPP
DETAIL.DisplayUrl?theApnID=S/0467/13/CM&theTabNo=9&ba
ckURL=%3Ca%20href=wphappcriteria.display%3ESearch%20Cr
iteria%3C/a%3E%20%3E%20%3Ca%20href=
These should already be fact before any other major changes
occur under the AAP.

What is happening, and what can we
expect to happen?
Just to make you sit up, it is worth shouting that the most
radical of the four options would create nearly 30,000 new
jobs in the area! The least ambitious option would at least
improve permeability through the Cambridge Business Park
from Nuffield Road to Cowley Road.
The elephant in the room is the land just to the other side of
the railway line. This enclave of South Cambridgeshire, with
only an exit via the Fen Road level crossing and Cambridge
City, would seem an obvious parcel of land to include in the
AAP. Apparently this is difficult because, unlike the brownfield
land to the west of the railway, this is Green Belt and any
attempt to include it would be likely to find everything
metaphorically bogged down. (It is part of the flood plain too.)

Can I condense the four options into a few
words without omitting vital facts?
{You'll need to read all 94 pages of the AAP to find out}
All these options show cycling and walking routes running
from Nuffield Road through Cambridge Business Park, across
Cowley Road and as far as the redevelopment boundary, with
each creating a higher level and greater area of
redevelopment.
Option One: The golf driving range goes, and there is a
shuffling of existing uses to create new areas for office/R&D,
together with ‘improvement’ of Cowley Road. It is envisaged
that even that could create the space for up to 12,000 jobs.
Option Two: Removes warehousing from Nuffield Rd,
replacing it with housing, and creates new housing near to the
new station with a multi-storey station car park, and a local
centre with shops at the existing end of Cowley Road. It also
has a new road parallel to Cowley Road so as to provide a
route for heavy traffic, serving industrial areas, leaving the
existing road for light traffic. That gives 440 dwellings and
15,000 jobs.
Option Three: This is the option that involves compaction of
the Sewage Works to an indoor facility with no smell. All the
documentation refers to Water Treatment Works and Odours.
This, together with the replacement of all commercial
development in Nuffield Road with housing, gives 660
dwellings, as well as space for 25,000 jobs.
Option Four: Involves finding a new location for the sewage
works, giving space for nearly 28,000 jobs!
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So what do I think?

What of that elephant in the room?

Is the balance between jobs and dwellings correct? If more
housing were provided would it just get bought by London
commuters?

This enclave of South Cambridgeshire with only an exit via
Chesterton has long been an issue, and increasing numbers of
trains over the level crossing make incidents and congestion
here likely. It is also because of this level crossing that a direct
exit from the proposed cycle/foot bridge over the Cam onto
Fen Road would be vetoed by Network Rail. Even if this land is
not in the AAP a bridge for motor vehicles is needed.

Option four is, I think, unachievable. Years were spent trying to
find an alternative site for the sewage works and no
acceptable site was found. Trying to achieve this again could
just stall much-needed redevelopment.
Option three is achievable. Changes here have stalled in the
past because land values were rising, and Anglia Water would
have probably lost out financially if it sold 75% of the site and
had to build a modern compacted ‘smell-free’ works on the
remaining land. With the new railway station in operation, and
a good action plan for the rest of the site, such changes in land
values should tempt Anglia Water to co-operate.
Options three and four both propose moving the industrial
sites off Nuffield Road to the north of the area, thereby
releasing that land for housing. That must be good as it will
remove much heavy traffic not only from Nuffield Road, but
also parts of Green End and Milton Roads.
Option two may be the only option if changes to the sewage
works cannot be achieved. Perhaps ‘three’ could be adopted
with ‘two’ as fall-back if a deal collapses?
Option one leaves much of the potential untouched but could
be delivered early. That could be good if it is thought that
options three or four are over-development, but that might
change within a generation and then we could have further
development that lacked integration with the rest of the site.
Is it a bit like shuffling deck-chairs on the Titanic?

Higher levels of development on the Northern Fringe should
produce sufficient opportunity for a road bridge from Fen Road
linking to north of the aggregates site. I don't see why, given
that Network Rail is apparently funding the proposed new
bridge on the A10 at Foxton, and that they have a deep pocket
of funds from DfT to eliminate level crossings seen as highrisk, Network Rail should not contribute to the cost?
An eastern entrance to the new railway station, together with
an ungated foot and cycle bridge over the railway, would
greatly improve the permeability of the whole area for
sustainable modes.
And finally: The Campaign must produce a good response to
the consultation, but it needs members to do their part.
Decisions will not, hopefully, be made by weighing letters for
the relevant options, but reasoned input from members,
whatever their views, will help in the democratic process.
A common response to items in the press about the Transport
Strategy of Cambridge and South Cambridge, was 'Who was
consulted? I wasn't'. Although a leaflet (chucked in the bin)
will not go to every house, these documents are not in a
locked room in the basement of the Guildhall. Don't trust my
words, look at the online documentation and respond.
Jim Chisholm

Key:
Yellow: Business parks
Violet: Sewage works
Green: Golf driving range &
old park and ride car park
Pink: Industrial areas
Purple: Network Rail land
Dark Purple: Aggregates depot
Orange: Agreed car park
Red: Agreed new station
Blue dashes: Extension to
Busway
Red X: Level crossing

Ð
A significant amount of land between the railway and Milton Rd north of the proposed station is up for redevelopment.
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NW Cambridge: cycle paths in the Darwin Green corridor
Autumn in North-West Cambridge has kicked off with a flurry
of highway improvements, including phase 1 of an improved
cycleway along Huntingdon Road from Girton as far as Oxford
Road. The major housing developments materialising in Castle
ward are offering the prospect of safer cycling routes on this
side of the city.
Cycling has been an important alternative transport mode in
the new developments on the North-West of Cambridge from
the early planning stages. There is not yet a definitive map of
the orbital cycle route which will eventually link the Science
Park railway station - Milton Road - Kings Hedges Road
alongside the Guided Busway to Orchard Park - Histon Road
and onto the Darwin Green site through to the North-West
(University site) - West Cambridge. From the information
available I set out to navigate one of the proposed routes from
the University site (North-West Cambridge) and into Darwin
Green (the former NIAB site) heading towards Histon Road.
The junctions to the University’s North-West Cambridge site
on Huntingdon and Madingley Roads are under construction
and scheduled to open in late 2015. The County strategic
route of north-south cycle paths is linked to, rather than
integrated with, these junctions. Cyclists accessing North-West
Cambridge and Darwin Green along one of the primary
pedestrian/cycle routes will be able to do so via a dedicated
crossing over Huntingdon Road close to the boundary with
Girton.

Cycle path going nowhere.
has already been surfaced and runs for approximately 200
metres alongside the 187 homes which are now occupied.
However, the path comes to an abrupt halt and the link to the
existing PRoW is not clear from here. At present, a pedestrian
or cyclist is forced to use Whitehouse Lane to follow the
PRoW/cycle route. The route surface varies from a concrete
road to a single track along the edge of fields and is not
suitable for cyclists.
One could easily confuse Laurence Weaver Road as the entry
point to the Darwin Green orbital cycle route. Another fine
cycle path has been marked out along Laurence Weaver Road
for about 200 metres. The Laurence Weaver Road cycle path
converges with an existing pedestrian toucan crossing over
Huntingdon Road. The Laurence Weaver Road cycle path will
eventually be developed for cycling permeability through
Darwin Green to link up with Windsor Road and Blackhall and
Brownlow Roads by late 2017-2018.
A cycle route which will link Histon with Girton and offer
alternative cycling routes to the precarious trips cyclists
currently make along Huntingdon and Histon Roads is to be
welcomed. With the number of new residents eventually
settling in this part of the city we certainly need to commit to
cycling to ensure safer journeys, better air quality and reliable
journey times.

Whitehouse Lane.
Cyclists will then join the Huntingdon Road cycle path into
Cambridge and pick up the Darwin Green section of the orbital
cycle path by turning left after Whitehouse Lane onto the
shared-use path.
The Darwin Green cycle route is part of Cambridgeshire County
Council's existing cycle routes. The route which is a Public
Right of Way (PRoW) runs along the western boundary of
Darwin Green (former NIAB site), currently from Whitehouse
Lane, and links to Histon Road. During the early planning
stages this section was often referred to as the 'Green
Corridor'.
Whitehouse Lane will remain a vehicular road to serve the
Hotel Felix and the Anglia Ruskin sports fields. The Darwin
Green section of the orbital cycle route will be a segregated
route. The initial section which is located off Huntingdon Road

However, cycling infrastructure on the Darwin Green
development is largely dependent on developer contributions
through S106 funding which, in turn, are determined by the
phasing of the development. Unfortunately, it seems that
many years will pass before the cycling infrastructure will be
complete, unless the Darwin Green developers (Barratt Homes)
adopt the philosophy of their neighbours (University of
Cambridge) on the North-West site, and install essential
infrastructure at an early stage, like now!
As an example of how the S106 triggers work, the cycle route
through Darwin Green to Windsor Road (off Histon Road) is
dependent on the local centre/primary school (14/0086/REM,
condition 3) being constructed. September 2017 is currently
the earliest date for the implementation of pedestrian and
cycle routes to Blackhall and Brownlow Roads which are also
off Histon Road. The proposed Public Right of Way (PRoW)
upgrade from Thornton Close, Girton, is envisaged to occur in
March 2018.
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Map provided by Cambridge City Council and used with permission.

Map provided by Cambridge City Council and used with permission.
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Laurence Weaver Road

B

Whitehouse Lane
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NW Cambridge: cycle paths in the Darwin Green corridor (continued)
cycle safely and efficiently across the burgeoning North-West
of Cambridge. I am investigating whether funding through the
City Deal might be the way forward.
Marie-Louise Holland
Residents of Storey's Way have organised a public meeting
to discuss changes to Storey's Way which would
considerably improve things for cyclists. The meeting is on
Thursday 22 January 2015, at 7.30pm at Fitzwilliam
College.
Cycle path parallel to Whitehouse Lane.
The University (North-West) site, as a predominantly car-free
development, has wisely anticipated the importance of setting
early patterns of travel behaviour by their residents. Here, the
University is putting in the cycle infrastructure prior to
occupation. The routes may not be in their finished format, but
essentially the paths will be in place and will be serviceable
for cyclists to use.
Whilst we wait for the Darwin Green development to
materialise, I would like to see the existing PRoW, which is
part of the County Council's orbital cycle network, upgraded so
that the 'Green Corridor' cycle and pedestrian routes can begin
to serve the increasing number of residents who will want to

Travel for Cambridgeshire
Travel for Cambridgeshire (TfC) is a not-for-profit
partnership hosted by the County Council, one of its ten
partners. It is dedicated to providing travel solutions to
employers and developers in Cambridgeshire to deliver and
promote sustainable and healthy travel, usually through the
development of travel plans.
TfC provides free advice on increasing the range of travel
options available to employees for commuting, travelling
on business and other journeys.
The partnership helps prepare and implement effective
travel initiatives that ease transport and access problems
associated with existing sites and or new business
developments.
TfC has a range of tools and services to make travel
planning as easy as possible, including an online car-share
scheme (www.camshare.co.uk), discounts at cycle shops and
for rail travel, a mapping service and an annual online
travel survey.
To find out more visit www.tfw.org.uk or contact the team
on 01223 715550 or email info@tfw.org.uk.
Richard Hampton, Travel Plan Adviser,
Travel for Cambridgeshire
[TfC was formerly called Travel for Work Partnership]

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 moderatelypaced, and always include refreshment stops. Non-CTC
members are welcome to come and try us out. See our
calendar of rides at www.ctc-cambridge.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
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Campaign Diary
Monthly meetings
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.
Next meetings: 2 December; 6 January; 3 February.

Seasonal social
Monday 15 December 7.0 for 7.30pm at The Punter, Pound
Hill. Booking and ordering meal in advance essential.

#CamRideHome
#CamRideHome rides start at 6pm on the last Friday of the
month from outside The Mill pub on Mill Lane. 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, CamRideHome is a
ride aimed at encouraging safe commuting. Experienced
riders, riding around the urban cycle network with those less
experienced, passing on hints and tips on riding, clothing,
lights, interacting with other users. Explore the network, find
treasures of Cambridge outside your usual radar!

Newsletter dates
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 118 February-March 2015:
Sunday 21 December.
The copy deadline is now 10 days before the monthly
meeting, so we can be more confident of getting newsletters
distributed before the start of the month.
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 last Tuesday or Wednesday
of the month before 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 will be on a date to be confirmed.

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

City and County Council
committees
Campaign members may be interested 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.
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.
Cambridge City Joint Area Committee administered by
Cambridgeshire County Council. Meeting information is
published on their website.
Development Control Forum: usually on a Wednesday at
10.00am in Committee Room 1 & 2 - Guildhall. Next
meetings: 10 December; 14 January.
Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee: usually on a
Tuesday at 4.30pm in Room 1 & 2 - Guildhall. Next meetings:
9 December; 20 January.
East Area Committee: usually a Thursday at 7.00pm in the
Meeting Room - Cherry Trees Day Centre. Next meeting: 8
January.
Greater Cambridge City Deal Shadow Board administered by
South Cambridgeshire District Council. Next meeting: 10
December at 2.00pm.
Joint Development Control - Cambridge Fringes Development Control Forum: usually a Wednesday at
10.00am in Committee Room 1 & 2 - Guildhall. Next
meetings: 31 December; 28 January (note that most of the
meetings this year have been cancelled).
Joint Development Control Committee - Cambridge Fringes:
usually a Wednesday at 10.30am in Committee Room 1 & 2 Guildhall. Next meetings: 17 December; 21 January.
North Area Committee: usually a Thursday at 6.30pm. Next
meetings: 18 December - Buchan Street Neighbourhood
Centre, 6 Buchan Street, Cambridge CB4 2XF; 12 February Shirley Primary School, Nuffield Road, Cambridge CB4 1TF.
Planning Committee: usually a Wednesday at 9.30am in
Committee Room 1 & 2 - Guildhall. Next meetings: 3
December; 7 January; 4 February.
South Area Committee: usually a Monday at 7.00pm. Next
meetings: 8 December - Meeting Room, Cherry Hinton Village
Leisure Centre; 2 February, Wilkinson Room - St John the
Evangelist Church Hills Road Cambridge CB2 8RN.
West Central Area Committee: usually a Wednesday at
7.00pm. Next meeting: 7 January, Lee Seng Tee Hall, Wolfson
College, Cambridge, CB1 OJH.

.
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Abbey Street closure
Abbey Street, an essential cycle route for avoiding hostile Newmarket Road, is closed for a year due to construction works. The photo
shows it being used for car parking. After objections from the Campaign, highlighting by FOI that the TTRO was approved without
reference to the cycle route, it was half re-opened. The other half, at the time of writing, is occupied only by portable toilets. Why was
approval given to close a public route for this long, when clearly temporary use of this area (by builders) does not require the full year?

Cyclists take on chocolate brownie mountain
Cycle-friendly Babraham Research Campus employer, Cancer
Research Technology (CRT), has won the Cambridgeshire Cycle
Challenge and a brownie mountain.
Over four weeks in September and October, 953 participants
from 146 workplaces took part in the Cambridgeshire Cycle
Challenge. This is a fun, web-based competition to encourage
people to cycle to work, and was run by Travel for
Cambridgeshire (TfC), who promote sustainable travel to
employers and their staff across the county.
As well as individual prizes for participants who made the
most cycling trips and travelled the most miles, there was also
a competition between employers to see who could record the
most commuter trips. A certificate and team prize of a brownie
mountain from Chocolicous Cakes was awarded to the top
employer in each of Cambridge City, South Cambridgeshire,
Huntingdonshire, East Cambridgeshire and Fenland.
At the first of four events a presentation was made to Cancer
Research Technology, based at the Babraham Research
Campus in South Cambridgeshire, whose staff clocked up 166
commuter trips and 1,661 miles during the Challenge.
Cameron Bell, who accepted the certificate and team prize on
behalf of CRT, said, 'We really enjoyed taking part in the
Challenge and encouraging each other to record our cycling
trips to make sure we stayed at the top of the leader board we are now looking forward to adding back all those spent
calories by attacking the brownie mountain!'.
Employers who missed out this time will have an opportunity
to compete again in further Challenges which will be
organised by TfC in 2015.
Richard Hampton, Travel Plan Adviser, Travel for
Cambridgeshire (see also page 14)

