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Chair’s comment

If you like what you see in this newsletter, add your
voice to those of our 1,100 members by joining the
Campaign.
Membership costs are:
£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.
Elected Committee Members and Trustees 2015-2016
Chair (and Charity Chair) – Robin Heydon
Vice-Chair (and Charity Secretary) – Hester Wells
Treasurer (and Charity Treasurer) – (acting) Chris Dorling
Events Officer – Vacant
Liaison Officer – Martin Lucas-Smith
Membership Secretary – Sue Edwards
Newsletter Editor – Sarah Rodger
Planning Officer – Alistair Storer
Recruitment Officer – Tom McKeown
Schools and Outreach Officer – Vacant
Social Media Officer – Rose Eichenberger
Web Officer – Neil Spenley
Campaigners – Richard Burgess, Jim Chisholm, Monica
Frisch and John Hall

I'm sure you've noticed by now. But
everything is orange. And the front
cover is resplendent with our new logo.
Even the photo of me to the top right is
now sporting a bright orange jumper.
Will this ever end? Well, yes, once we
have Dutch-style cycleways all over the
city, and all the way into the
countryside. But I fear that we are a
long, a very long, way away from that.
We unfortunately have politicians who
don't see the benefits of people cycling.
This issue however should really open
up some of these debates. Whether it is
the issues around parking vehicles, cars
or bicycles, at the University sites, or
the new ‘parallel crossing’ on
Huntingdon Road, or the two-for-one
swap of bollards on the Busway. And of
course, we have been monitoring the
progress of the Cycle Superhighways in
London.
Did you go on the Reach Ride? If not,
then you missed lots of fun, ice cream,
and lots of campaigners sporting the
new campaign T-shirts. Yes, the
T-shirts are bright orange.
But we are still a campaign group, and
that means we highlight the big issues
that will affect us; such as hugely
longer lorries being trialled in the UK,
including in this area (these lorries are
only allowed on motorways in Europe,
yet the Department for Transport sees
fit to allow them to devastate city

centres in the UK); or what should be
done for the A1307 from Cambridge
to Four Wentways.
Of course, we also have views on
moving around the city with young
children with a review of the
FollowMe Tandem. Or perhaps we
need to ‘Bike the Nobel’.
I believe we are at a metaphorical
crossroads. We could accept what we
have now, or we could demand for
something significantly better. With
your support, we can make Cambridge
the best city on the planet for cycling.
Please spread what we do, and get
everybody you know to sign up.
Robin Heydon

Cycling Cities Infrastructure Evening

Contacting the Campaign
Campaign Officer – Roxanne De Beaux

Camcycle is partnering with the County Council's Cycling Projects Team, led by
Mike Davies, to provide a Cycling Cities Infrastructure Evening.

Cambridge Cycling Campaign
Llandaff Chambers, 2 Regent Street
Cambridge CB2 1AX

The event will be held in lieu of the usual Camcycle monthly meeting on
Tuesday 7 June at 7.30pm, at the Friends Meeting House on Jesus Lane.

(01223) 690718
www.camcycle.org.uk
contact@camcycle.org.uk
Twitter: @camcycle
Facebook: CambridgeCyclingCampaign

Attendees will have the opportunity to hear from representatives from London,
Newcastle, Birmingham and Cambridge local authorities about what they are
doing for cycling in their cities. There will be opportunities to ask questions and
join in discussion. Officers from several other cities including Norwich and
Manchester will also be in attendance, and we hope they will also be able to
share their experiences.

This newsletter is printed on FSC approved paper by
Cambridge Copy Studio
Cover picture by LightSide Photography
http://www.lightsidephotography.com

Following the event we invite you to the Maypole pub for further networking
and discussion.

This is a public meeting, all welcome
JH
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Congestion charging
The topic of congestion charging has come up again. The
City Deal will start a public debate about the benefits of
‘fiscal demand management’. Now those three words are
interesting to me, so I'll discuss them here.
Road space is scarce. Actually, there is plenty of space, but
not at the time of day when everybody wants to use it.
Building more roads does not solve the problem. Nowhere
on the planet has building more roads reduced congestion.
Roads attract traffic, allowing more people to waste time and
money driving a few feet behind a car in front in a traffic jam.
And time is money for many people.
Therefore the word ‘management’ is really just a recognition
of the reality that we have to manage this road space better.
And the obvious solution is to reduce demand for road space
in critical locations. The airline industry does this by changing
the price of the seats. The theatre industry does the same:
matinée performances are less expensive. The train
companies do the same. A train ticket that allows you to take
any train, but not via London, is cheaper than a train ticket
that goes via London. That is demand management.

The word fiscal is the word that scares many people. It
implies that you have to spend lots of money to travel into
the city. And frankly that's what the last congestion charge
proposals suggested. But there are many other ways to do it.
Singapore charges people who drive past points on the road
network. Each point has a different price based on the ability
to keep traffic moving at a reasonable speed at those points.
These prices are changed frequently, every 30 minutes, so
you have a choice as to whether to go early, late, or pay more
money. And it works. Singapore has reduced traffic
congestion such that deliveries and people can move around
the city quickly and easily. Oh, and they used the money they
raised to spend on alternative transport systems.
The other method to reduce demand is to apply the basic
principles of the core traffic scheme to a larger area.
Fundamentally, that means cutting the city into say four or
five sectors and not allowing traffic to move between those
sectors. This means that if you live in one sector and want to
pop to the shops in the same sector there is no problem to
do that in a car. But if you live in one sector and want to go
to work in another, then you'll have to go out, around and
then back in again.
That model of zoning cities works. Groningen, in the
Netherlands, has a 60% modal share for cycles because in the
1970s they split the city into zones and stopped through
traffic. There is less traffic congestion now because of this.
I have an alternative. Do both. Close roads at strategic
locations, but allow those who can justify the cost to pay for
going through the barriers, and make that cost based on the
level of congestion and pollution. If there is nobody on the
roads, it should be free. If there is lots of congestion, make it
expensive. If there is lots of pollution, make it expensive. This
would raise money to help subsidise say the Park & Ride
sites, to build more cycleways, and to improve the bus
services in and around the city.

Bamboo bikes for hire at the Ibis Bencoolen hotel, Singapore.
Pedalling around the city has become a far more pleasant prospect in the years since 1975, when it implemented congestion
charging in the form of an Area Licensing Scheme.

We don't need a congestion charge. We need a road fare.
Just like we have bus fares, and train fares. That would make
fair roads.
Robin Heydon
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City council elections
The fifth of May saw new councillors elected to Cambridge’s
13 wards. All but two of these had responded to Camcycle's
questions in the run-up to the election, sharing their thoughts
about cycling (and walking) issues and any ideas they had for
improving provision for cycling in Cambridge and nearby.
Every year the Campaign surveys all candidates and publishes
their answers on the election pages of the website in the hope
that their responses might help people decide how to use their
vote. The relevance of our survey is clear as this year the
election pages of our website saw 1,278 visits, with a spike of
225 on 3 May following a Cambridge News story which linked to
our page.

1. Cambridge Cycling Campaign has created a guide to cycling
best-practice called Making Space For Cycling, endorsed by all
national cycling organisations. Do you fully support this
guide, and if so, what one principle in it do you think could
most effectively be applied in your ward?
2. What measures would you like to see to improve the safety
of children getting to school?
3. What experience do you and your family have of cycling?
Do you have any different concerns about younger or older
family members cycling than you do yourself?
4. Secure cycle parking has been fixed in the short term at
Cambridge Railway Station but is still a major problem for
people travelling to work or to shop in the city centre.
Where do you think that additional cycle parking can be
provided in the city centre?

Candidates were asked the following questions:

King’s Hedges – Nigel Gawthrope
‘On balance I think it's easier to apply it in the design of new developments rather than
redesigning Kings Hedges. I would like to see much more investment in providing good
cycleways along the lines of the Dutch model. I would also like to see improvements in the
general maintenance of pavements and road surfaces.There are far too many hazards for
pedestrians and cyclists at the moment caused by the lack of maintenance and poor condition of
the highways.’

West Chesterton – Mike Sargeant
‘I support segregated cycleways and would like to see them introduced on the re-configured Milton Road and Histon Road. I believe
Chesterton Road should be treated in a similar way rather than the
mixture of on-road and on-pavement that we have currently.’

Castle – John Hipkin
‘The physical separation wherever possible of cyclists and motorists.’

Market – Tim Bick
'In my ward I'd pick out the principle that "people want to cycle away
from parked cars" as pretty important as it is a major hazard in the city
centre. I have recently sponsored a successful highways improvement
bid to turn the cycle lane in East Road into a mandatory lane with
double yellow lines emphasising the prohibition on parking 24/7. There
are other similar opportunities.'

Newnham – Lucy Nethsingha
‘I think having cycle routes which are wide enough and away from the
traffic would be my top priority.’

Trumpington –
Donald Adey
‘Trumpington Rd needs off-road
cycle paths throughout.’

Queen Edith's –
Jennifer Page-Croft
Map by courtesy of Cambridge City Council

The candidate did not respond to the
survey.
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5. Recent construction in the city, such as on Abbey Street,
Milton Road and at the University Arms have closed routes
or removed cycle space. What would you do to ensure that
cycle routes
6. Cycle routes which are narrow and involves sharp turns and
chicanes make routes difficult or impossible for users of
tricycles, handcycles and cargo bikes, impairing accessibility
for the most vulnerable. Can you think of anywhere in your
ward that is difficult to use on a non-standard cycle and
what will you do to improve it?
7. Protected junctions where pedestrian and bicycle traffic are
fully separated from motorised traffic have been proposed
by Cambridge Cycling Campaign for the Milton
Road/Elizabeth Way junction. Which junctions do you think
would benefit from this safety improvement within the
Cambridge area?

East Chesterton – Margery
Abbot
'I think separating cars, cyclists and
pedestrians is a very good idea and could be
used in Green End Road, especially for when
the [new] station is open and increasing
amounts of traffic are expected.'

Arbury – Mike
Todd-Jones
The candidate did not
respond to the survey.

8. Residential streets used by commuters to park all day for
free increases traffic on already congested roads. This has
an impact on cycle safety. It also means that residents of
those streets may not be able to park cars outside or even
near their own homes during the daytime. How would you
solve this problem?
Full responses to all questions can be found on election pages
www.camcycle.org.uk/elections/ as can responses to all surveys
since 2007. The Making Space for Cycling document, written by
members of the Campaign, can be found here
www.makingspaceforcycling.org.
Map shows an extract of each new councillor’s answer to Question One, dealing with cycling aspirations for their ward. We look
forward to them championing these over the next four years and
will keep an eye on their progress.
Sarah Rodger

Abbey – Richard Johnson
‘Regarding a single principle of the guide that could be effectively applied in
Abbey, I would want to see fewer obstructed routes. Stourbridge and Coldham’s
Common, as well as Ditton Meadows, have paths that can and should be enjoyed
by cyclists and pedestrians alike (Coldham’s Common will be a major part of the
Chisholm Trail, with widening the paths to the 2m standard forming part of the
plans, as well as the Abbey-Chesterton bridge providing access to Ditton
Meadows). Improving the permeability of urban paths/roads with paths on
common land will assist with that goal. To that end I was pleased to win £50,000
of Eastern Corridor Area funding in 2014 to improve access to Stourbridge
Common from Riverside. This project is still being worked on by officers.
Consultation will commence soon with implementation soon after.’

Petersfield – Richard Robertson
‘Applying the principles in Petersfield is quite difficult on the roads which would
most benefit especially Miill Road. Providing mandatory cycle lanes on Gonville
Place and East Road needs consideration.’

Romsey – Sophie Alice Barnett
‘Romsey is definitely a ward where all of the ‘Making Space for Cycling’ principles
apply, for example on the prospective development of the Ridgeons site, which
offers the chance to put these principles into practice especially given the link with
the Chisholm Trail. Apart from the Ridgeons site, if I needed to apply one principle
to Romsey it would be ‘People want to cycle away from parked cars’. There are
lots of narrow streets in Romsey, many of which have cars parked on either side,
for example Greville Rd, which sometimes make it difficult to navigate on a bike.
This is exacerbated by Romsey’s proximity to the railway station, which means
many commuters park on Romsey’s streets during the day. I would like to seek
residents’ views on a review of commuter parking on Romsey’s streets, particularly
in roads where cars are parked on both sides.’

Coleridge – Rosy Moore
Cherry Hinton – Rob Dryden
‘One of the principles in the guide could be
home zones where some of our streets
would give priority to people over vehicles’

‘I think enforcing the new 20mph speed limits, particularly on Lichfield and
Coleridge roads, would make a big difference, and cycle priority at the side
roads along Cherry Hinton Road, where the cycle lane is on the pavement,
with raised (same height as the pavement) crossings for the cycle path.
If money was no object I would have a cycle lane along Cherry Hinton Rd.’
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Police and Crime Commissioner hustings
At the Camcycle monthly meeting on Tuesday 3 May, the
audience heard statements from the candidates standing in
the election for the Cambridgeshire Police and Crime
Commissioner (PCC) on 5 May.
Unfortunately Jason Ablewhite, the Conservative candidate,
was unable to attend due to illness, so could not give
answers to the questions posed by the audience. The three
other candidates, Dave Baigent (Labour), Nick Clarke (UKIP)
and Rupert Moss-Eccardt (Liberal Democrat), all answered
questions on topics including 20mph zones, presumed
liability, setting priorities and engaging with the public. At the
elections Jason Ablewhite was announced as the new PCC.
Dave Baigent, a Camcycle member, was a close second.
We decided to see what impact the meeting had had on
those who attended. We asked attendees to put a button in
the jar corresponding to the statement that most reflected
their attitude following the hustings. This revealed that 23%
of those who attended had adjusted their plans on who to

vote for, which is very encouraging for holding future
hustings events.
Monica Frisch

PCC post-hustings survey findings
I didn’t know who I was going to vote for and
still don’t.

4

17%

I didn’t know who I was going to vote for but
now do.

4

17%

I thought I knew who I was going to vote for but
now I’ve changed my mind.

1

4%

I thought I knew who I was going to vote for and 13 57%
will still be doing so.
I won’t or can’t vote.

1

4%

TOTAL

23 100%

Cyclenation AGM
The 2016 Cyclenation AGM was held on 12 March in
Birmingham.
Over 14 campaign groups were represented from more than
20 attendees, including Robin Heydon and Roxanne De
Beaux of Camcycle.
The day started with an introduction to the Cycling
Environment Assessment Tool (CEAT) developed by board
members Jonathan Fingland from Greater Manchester
Cycling Campaign (GMCC) and Robin Heydon.
The tool was well received by attendees who then divided
into smaller groups to test the tool further and prepare
feedback.
The tool was announced at the same time on Twitter and
news spread fast throughout the cycle campaigning
community who were quick to put it through its paces.
Feedback online was also positive with some constructive
ideas for improvement.
The tool is currently built for measuring routes, and not
junctions. Junctions are planned to be introduced as part of
phase 2. You can test the tool at
http://ceat.cyclenation.org.uk/ceat/
Lunch was followed by the official AGM. The Chair’s report
was delivered by Camcycle chair Robin Heydon who
proposed changes to Cyclenation's leadership structure.
Robin’s proposal was for a smaller board with a focused,
fiduciary role supported by more flexible working
committees.
The restructuring was supported by Roxanne De Beaux in
the Secretary’s report as it will encourage greater
participation from members in delivering valuable national

projects. Roxanne indicated that she would not be standing
for the board again, but would, with the new board’s
approval, be willing to continue with her liaison work with
the All Party Parliamentary Cycling Group (APPCG) and
Active Travel Alliance (ATA) as it is important to keep up
momentum with these groups.
The Treasurer’s report provided by John Mallows
(Cheltenham & Tewkesbury Cycling Campaign) revealed that
Cyclenation currently has too much in reserves. This was
supported by the Chair’s proposal to ensure that these
reserves are spent in the next year to support projects
proposed by working committees.
The motion that Cyclenation adopt the CEAT tool was
received with unanimous applause and calls to ensure that it
was attributed to Cyclenation as something valuable to offer
members.
Robin Heydon was renominated for the Board, alongside
Jonathan Fingland (GMCC), John Mallows (Cheltenham &
Tewkesbury Cycling Campaign) and Ashok Sinha (London
Cycling Campaign).
Following the official AGM there was a series of
presentations from member groups. Camcycle and Bristol
Cycling Campaign shared their approaches for campaigning
around elections. Cycle Sheffield presented their Tramcrash
Campaign which is collecting information about cycle
accidents on the tramlines in Sheffield, CycleBath presented
their interesting project using analysis of Strava data and
finally Roger Geffen from Cycling UK (formerly Cyclists
Touring Club) presented their plans for a Space for Cycling
campaign.
Roxanne De Beaux
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City infrastructure
Huntingdon Road parallel crossing

Busway – replacement bollard

A new cycle priority crossing on Huntingdon Road has been
made possible by The Traffic Signs Regulations and General
Directions 2016 which came into force on 22 April 2016.
Referred to officially as the rather non-specific ‘parallel
crossing’, informally people refer to it as a ‘cycle zebra’.
People can cycle across without having to dismount, and
have priority over road traffic.

A very attractive one for two offer on the Guided Busway
path. This single bollard with reflective red strip replaces the
two smaller ones nearby and is a very welcome upgrade
given past cycle incidents:
www.camcycle.org.uk/newsletters/123/article12

Picture: Cambridgeshire County Council

Disappearing cycle path
paint on Midsummer
Common
I was greatly pleased when the path on
Midsummer Common approaching the
cycle and pedestrian crossing over Maids
Causeway was resurfaced, as it had
become very dilapidated. Unfortunately
however, the painted 'person' and
'bicycle' symbols and white line, which
used to be on the path to inform users of
the cattle-grid-free and bicycle-free
pedestrian crossing which is separate
from the dedicated bicycle crossing, never
got repainted.
This has lead to confusion and conflict, as
an increasing number of unknowing
pedestrians pick their way over the cattle
grid, leading to holdups at this busy
crossing. I reported this as a highway
defect some time ago as it was surely an
oversight at the time, and seemed quite
simple and cheap to rectify and get these
vital markings replaced.
I did not hear back and so contacted Ed
Cearns, county councillor for Market ward
and vice-chairman of the county council's
economy and environment committee, on
behalf of the Campaign.
I was delighted to receive a prompt reply
from Cllr Cearns, and subsequently from
Stuart Rushby, of Cambridgeshire County
Council, who apologised that these logos

had not been re-instated. He has
promised to arrange for cycle logos /
arrows to be applied either side of the
cattle grid, as well as a pedestrian logo to
direct people towards the gates. The cycle
logo at the entry / exit from Walnut Tree
Avenue will also be re-painted.
Mr Rushby raised the concern over reapplying the segregation line as it might
spoil the Common’s environmental
aesthetic but agreed to monitor the
situation and, if the re-painted logos don’t
do the trick, to reconsider repainting the
segregation line.

In the longer term, perhaps an upgrade of
the entrance to the Common for
pedestrians should be considered?
Despite the lack of painted cycle logos the
new arrangement at Walnut Tree Avenue,
with a dedicated wide gate and cattle grid
for pedestrians, seems to work well with
fewer pedestrians using the cycle cattle
grids.
Heather Coleman

Hopefully just the logos alone will be
sufficient to alert unwary pedestrians of
the wider and easier pedestrian route, and
prevent pedestrians being caught
amongst stationary and moving cyclists.
Certainly excessive segregation by paint
on the paths proper on the Common is
unnecessary and probably harmful;
however where pedestrians and cyclists
are a) fenced in and b) grouped by traffic
lights some sort of suggestion might make
things run more smoothly.
That's what makes the crossing across
Midsummer Common so tricky - there's
no-one going at all, then a big bolus of
everything in all directions all at once,
then nothing again.

Approach to Maids Causeway.
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The 10th Reach Ride
The Ride was a great success and a lot of
fun.
The village of Reach, at the end of Devil’s
Dyke, has a tradition: for the past eight
centuries it has hosted a May Day fair.
Camcycle also has a tradition: for the past
ten years we have led cyclists and cycles of
every shape and size along a leisurely 12mile ride to the Reach Fair. Town bikes,
touring bike, trailers and tandems, and of
course Dutch-style cargo cycles favoured
by children who enjoy a front-seat view.
This year we estimate about 720 people
joined us despite there being heavy rain
forecast for the afternoon, somewhat
typical English Bank Holiday weather.
Preparations for the Ride began months
ago, an effort led by Simon Nuttall, and
supported by many volunteers from within
Camcycle. First, funding had to be secured
in order to promote the Ride (fliers, posters
etc) and to buy, among other things, bottles
of water, granola bars, and the everimportant tyre patch kits for all our riders.
We are grateful for the support of Bike
Week as well as the city council, who
doubled their funding of the Ride this year.
In the month before the Ride, volunteers
cruised around the city distributing flyers
and posters to almost all the cycle shops in
Cambridge as well as community centres
and cafes. Outspoken offered its generous
support, transporting our bundles of flyers
to local schools. The message was pushed
on social media sites like Facebook and
Twitter using the hash-tag #ReachRide, as
well as through more traditional media
outlets.
The day before the Ride, several volunteers
for the Campaign went on a ‘recce’ ride to
check the planned route for any problems
such as overgrown paths, construction
obstructions, or shattered glass pieces and
to prune, shift or sweep as necessary. This
year the route was pleasingly clear of any
issues.
On the day of the Ride, starting at 9am,
people began assembling in front of the
Guildhall as the usual day's market began to
open up. As luck would have it, the first
puncture of the day occurred right there!
After a rousing opening speech by
Councillor Noel Kavanagh we set off,
providing the city centre with the now
familiar May Day spectacle of hundreds of
bikes weaving their way up Sidney Street
and out across Jesus Green and along the
river.
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Initially, I followed along with the rearguard.
Captained by the indefatigable Nigel Deakin,
we kept company with any riders who fell
behind. At one point Nigel held a master
class in puncture repair for a couple who
had found a thorn in their tube, whilst
Katrina Nuttall helped get another group
back on their wheels.
A little further on I decided to try to move
up to the front of the procession, in order to
obtain some video footage. After 40
minutes of carefully passing alongside other
riders I looked ahead along the vast horizon
of the Fens and realised that there were
people on cycles as far as I could see. I
stopped at a particularly scenic point and
filmed the happy cyclists passing, group by
group. To give you a sense of the scale of
the ride, I was still filming an hour later!
Portions of that video, heavily edited down
to seven minutes, are available online for
your enjoyment at
https://vimeo.com/165364204
I returned to the rearguard once more,
which meant that I missed the opening
ceremonies at Reach, but I understand that
most of the riders did make it on time and
were busy enjoying the stalls, fairground
rides, maypole, morris dancing and food and
drink tents by the time I arrived. I celebrated
with a visit to the beer tent, the salad and
pitta tent, the ice cream van, and then the
ice cream van again for good measure.
People started filtering out and back on
their own. Camcycle officially led the way
back from the Fair at 2pm, with an eye on
the clouds and getting ready with our rain
gear. As it happened, the storm was not
serious and mostly held off. At the end of
the Ride we gathered for the annual
photograph in front of the Guildhall.
On the first Reach Ride in 2007 44 people
took part. On past, warmer and sunnier May
Days there have been nearly 1000 cycles
counted at Reach Fair; however, this year’s
720 was definitely a great success given the
iffy weather.
Camcycle is incredibly proud of the Reach
Ride, and rightly so. It has become a familiar
start-of-summer event in Cambridge and
surrounding villages; a fun day for families,
current and potential cyclists of all ages and
abilities. It is a great way to encourage
people to try cycling in a supportive
environment, to show them a route out of
Cambridge that they can easily explore
again on their bikes, and prove to many that
they can cycle much further than they
thought.
Matthew Danish
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10 years of the Reach Ride

2015
Simon took a break from
organising this year and the
role was taken up by Al Storer.
Mayor Gerri Bird joined the Ride,
working with You Can Bike Too
and local councillors to
pedal her to the fair

2016
Dotted with orange
Camcycle T-shirts and rallied
by Noel Kavanagn, Cycling
Champion for the
Cambridgeshire County
Council, 720 riders defied
the Bank Holiday
clouds

2007
The first Reach Ride was a
rainy affair but still had a strong
turn out with 44 riders

11

11

2014
To celebrate the Tour de
France the #ReachRide became
‘Le Reach Ride’. Another great
turnout of more than 500
riders

51

51

51

51

2013
Councillor Stuart again joined
the #ReachRide. This year saw a
record turn out of 585!

2012
Young participant Chloe
commented: ‘On the long way to
Reach, my mother and me had an
uninterrupted talk. All this
cycling to see a fair.’

2008
Participation in the Ride
increase more than threefold
with 157 riders

11

2011
For the first time the Mayor,
Sheila Stuart, joined the
#ReachRide. She wore a specially
made gold-coloured bicycle
chain and sprocket

2009
Good weather although with
a few minor showers at noon.
The Ride increased again to 385
riders. Some keen participants
also cycled on through
Wicken to Ely

2010
A rainy and windy day but
participation held strong with
385 riders. Organiser Simon
Nuttall noted he longed for the
day when 500 people would join
the Ride. Outspoken repaired
4 punctures
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Cambridge University car and cycle parking
Car park charging proposed for University
sites – but cycle parking improvements
needed

of the same prioritisation, so that those in greatest need
benefit most. Arguably, general University funds should also
be earmarked to contribute to such changes, as a means of
spreading such benefits equitably.

Cambridge University is proposing to introduce charging for
car parking. This development is partly due to pressure by
the councils on the University to tackle congestion within the
city but is also a great opportunity to seek improvements in
cycle infrastructure at the same time.

It seems self-evident that the University's ambition to
‘become a world-leading university for sustainable travel’
cannot be achieved without a clear commitment to improving
the city's cycling infrastructure.

● other medical or physical conditions which necessitate
that they should park in close proximity to their place of
work

Joined-up thinking is needed. Recent moves by Downing
College, to prevent cycling through its car park - where,
oddly, there is no requirement for cars to be pushed - is a
great shame, given that employees on the Downing Site are
now required to take the longer route round in a congested
area with very high pedestrian flows. While Downing College
is not legally part of the University, it exists only because of
it. This lack of joined-up thinking, tarring all bicycle users with
the same brush, makes cycling for University employees and
students unnecessarily difficult. Downing College's change in
this regard undermines praise due to it for some of the best
cycle parking in Cambridge.

● family commitments

Ongoing measures being taken by the University include:

The University has 9,000 central staff and operates a total of
32 staff car parks across the city and beyond, where demand
far outweighs the available space. Staff are not automatically
offered a parking space: the need for a parking badge is
considered in terms of a strict order of priorities with priority
given to staff who are/have
● Blue Badge holders

● regular and frequent unsocial hours of work (when public
transport provision does not provide a viable alternative)
● regularly required to use a car for work purposes during
the working day
● prepared to undertake a formal-car sharing arrangement
● reside in areas beyond reasonable reach of public
transport
● willing and able to park their vehicle at the University
secure Park & Cycle facility and cycle, walk or take the
University shuttle bus service to their place of work (only
those staff working on central sites are eligible).
Proposals to introduce a system of charging for parking
spaces include the following considerations:
● charging should be salary-contingent and salary sacrifice
should apply if possible

● A ‘Park & Cycle’ site at its West Cambridge Site, off Clerk
Maxwell Road. At the moment there are 300 lockers
available with 292 car parking spaces, with the
commitment given that if demand is sufficient then up to
another 150 lockers will be installed. However, it is not
clear to us to what extent this facility is being used.
● A Cycle to Work Scheme, through which staff can lease
bicycles and associated safety equipment through a
salary sacrifice scheme which means that employees are
able to receive Income Tax and National Insurance
savings on the retail price of the chosen bike (up to
£2,000) and the safety equipment package.
● A commitment to provide showers, changing rooms,
drying rooms and lockers in all new buildings.
● A commitment to provide cycle parking at all new
developments.

● management of permit allocation should be centralised
● there should be a maximum permit allocation per site
● revenues generated should be ring fenced to support
alternative modes of travel such as buses, trains and
cycling.
Many people who work in central Cambridge, for instance at
shops and offices, do not receive free parking. So the
University's proposals to make parking a non-free resource
are in general welcome. But it is important to recognise the
lack of transport choice for those who live outside the city.
There is surely scope for subsidy for those on lower incomes.
The proposal that any income from car parking should be
strongly ring fenced, including Park & Ride vouchers, bus
subsidies, cycling improvements etc., seems sensible. Any
such public transport subsidies should again be on the basis

Current cycle parking needs substantial
improvement
The current cycle parking situation on some University sites
is, however, absolutely abysmal. In order to encourage staff
commuting over longer distances, there needs to be reliable,
high quality and secure parking on all sites.
The University should commit itself to upgrading all its older
cycle parking to the same standard as it would be required to
create for new buildings. This means stands that enable the
frame to be locked, and more of them. Currently, there are
lots of wheel-bending stands, and even concrete blocks! And,
nearly 13 years after a consultant's report on the Downing
Site identifying changes needed, almost nothing has been
done.
Bengt Hjulmand
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Cambridge University's Downing Site is a car-dominated site, with parking spaces
squashed into every possible space. Walking, cycling, and indeed space for
University employees and students to relax, is very poor.

Below: Geography Department in 2003 - still the same in 2016.
Insecure 1960s-style concrete block cycle parking and
wheelbenders! Although these are from Geography, some other
areas of the University are just as bad, alas.

Cambridge Cycling Campaign 11

Downing College has re-banned cycling through
its car parking, meaning University staff and
students now have to take a longer route
through congested streets.
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Logistics at its best
This isn’t an advert for ‘Outspoken’ or any form of cyclelogistics in urban areas, but an attempt to explain what is
going wrong with logistics nationally, and how it impacts
(hopefully mainly metaphorically) on cyclists, vulnerable road
users, car drivers and local authority infrastructure.

Why the title?
The photo opposite is one I took at the junction of Market
Hill and Sidney Street in Cambridge. It is of an articulated
lorry with a 13.6m-long trailer. It had been along Trinity
Street to deliver a package to Heffers, one which clearly
should have been addressed to their warehouse. The package
would have fitted into a light van!
It isn’t clear on the photo but the strapline on the trailer is
the title of this article.
So what is a 38-tonne lorry doing delivering a package of a
few kilograms in the narrow shopping streets of the historic
core? The answer is that it is doing nothing illegal, and
without better regulations such things will continue, and
could get worse.
The strapline for a company that permits such inappropriate
use of large vehicles should clearly be: ‘Logistics at its Worst’.
The off-tracking of long or large vehicles can cause damage
to footways, street furniture, adjacent fences, walls and even
buildings. Cars are at risk and in Cambridge a number of
years ago a pedestrian on a footway was killed when crushed
between a wall and a ‘lost’ supermarket delivery vehicle.

Could it get worse?
This brings together three threads of interest to me over
many years:
● In 1979 I wrote the first version of a computer program,
TRACK, which can be used to predict the space required
by large vehicles when turning. It was used at that time
by the government to help design standard layouts for
junctions. Revised versions of the program are still in use
by engineers and architects today.
● I’ve long campaigned for better, safer and more cycling
(and walking) in and around Cambridge.
● I’ve also campaigned nationally for the enabling of Part 6
of the Traffic Management Act 2004, which would allow
civil enforcement (i.e. by the council-run parking warden
system) of minor moving-vehicle offences such as access
restrictions for such large vehicles.
It is possible to have Traffic Regulation Orders (TROs) that
restrict vehicles by size or weight on ‘environmental’
grounds. A few do exist; however, compliance is very far
from perfect, and the police lack the resources to enforce
them. Without civil enforcement such restrictions will
continue to be ineffective and hence little used.

Did you say it WILL get worse?
For two years there has been a trial of even longer trailers
(known as Longer Semi Trailers: LSTs). These are over 2

‘Logistics at its best’.
metres longer still! Currently this is a controlled trial with the
vehicles supposed to be used on trunk routes between major
logistics centres. It would not however be illegal for such
vehicles to use Trinity Street!
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The Campaign for Better Transport and the Local
Government Technical Advisers Group (TAG) has serious
concerns over the dangers should such vehicles find their
way onto inappropriate urban roads, especially if more
general use is permitted following the trial. Although such
articulated vehicles must pass ‘Construction & Use’
regulations, on the tighter corners found in urban
environments the kick-out at the rear is much larger as, in
effect, all the extra length is to the rear of the trailer axles.

Has London got it cracked?
Not quite, but there is a night-time HGV restriction which
allows lorries to use the TfL strategic road network, although
permission is required from the appropriate borough to use
local roads to access any depot or other unloading location. It
would seem to be easy to have a similar system 24/7 for
these LSTs.

What about driverless lorries?
I’m a cynic about driverless technologies, but just by using a
well-tested part of that technology we could control HGVs
better. Many drivers are used to just punching in a
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destination into their GPS, and blindly following the
instructions… it would be relatively easy to produce a GPS
for HGVs of any class such that drivers were not routed
down inappropriate roads.
If the DfT really thinks such longer lorries are a benefit it
could easily avoid the dis-benefits by using a trial GPS system
that permits such LSTs anywhere on the Highways England
Strategic Road Network, but only permits their use on other
roads where the controlling local authority deems them
suitable for such extra large vehicles.

Is there a local issue?
In the past there has been damage to signals and signal poles
at the Trumpington Road/Long Road junction which has
since been redesigned.
It is most likely that it was caused by the outswing of a 13.6m
trailer.
The Royal Mail operates such trailers and has a Clifton Road
depot. Such articulated lorries can be seen on occasions.
13.6m trailers have been seen doing the left-turn from Hills
Road into Brooklands Avenue. They require 3 lanes in Hills
Road, and use not only the left-turn lane, but also the centre
cycle lane and the straight-ahead lane.
The depot manager has been asked if a safety audit for these
trailers on this route has been conducted. Customer Service
replied: ‘I have been assured that no incidents have occurred
when vehicles have used the junction and therefore the
routes which are currently used will not be changed’.
A request for further information received the reply: ‘Royal
Mail is no longer obliged to respond to requests for
information on our operational processes (it is no longer
subject to the Freedom of Information Act (FOI)).’
Royal Mail is using 15.65m LSTs elsewhere. Let us hope that
systems are put in place that mean they never come to
Clifton Road.
Jim Chisholm
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Cycling Italy

Bike the Nobel
They do bicycle advocacy differently in Italy. When we see a
humble bicycle, they see something different, something
much grander. So in 2012, when everybody else was talking
about bicycle education in schools, some Italian advocates
set up the Free University of Urban Cycling (Libero Ateneo
del Ciclismo Urbano) in Rome. By elevating the idea
unashamedly to an academic level our Italian friends brushed
aside such out-of-date yet still common objections to the
idea that safe cycling can be learned, and challenged any
social embarrassment felt by teacher and student.
Benvenuto! A few years later, a different group hit upon the
anagram of VELO / LOVE and issued a series of photographic
portraits which go a long way to establish the beauty of
cycling and of the cyclist. The group is now velolove.it
There is boldness and a higher focus in the way the Italians
deal with our trusted steel horse. As campaigners our gaze is
often focused on the next pothole rather than the grander
picture. The latest instalment of Italian advocacy came from a
national radio programme called ‘Caterpillar’ which proposes
that the bicycle should be awarded the Nobel Peace Prize.
The laudatio [commendation - Ed] calls the bicycle mankind’s
most democratic or inclusive means of transport, praises it
for not causing wars, for not polluting the environment, for
reducing traffic injuries and fatalities, for shortening the
distance between peoples and countries. It allows children to
grow into independence and has been used by many
liberation movements in the past. Viva la bicicletta!
The proposal is called Bike the Nobel, combining three
English words to produce a rather improbable phrase. A list
of more than 10,000 signatures was delivered to the
committee in Oslo in February 2016 by Paola Giannotti, who
had cycled with it from Rome to Oslo in two weeks, although
having previously circumcycled the world in 144 days she
was clearly taking it easy.
Looking at the properties tab of the pdf used to collect
signatures, as in a palimpsest the title ‘Abolition of Christmas’
appears. Perhaps the Nobel Prize for the bicycle is just
another stupid Facebook project, the media chasing social
participation with fake humour or absurdity.
But Bike the Nobel, or perhaps Nobel the Bike, does get
something right. It tempts us to imagine the bicycle as
something bigger, as a hero, as a noble cause which deserves

more attention for all the good it does every day; for all the
nasties it allows us to avoid every day; for the great benefit it
has conferred upon mankind, to spell out Alfred Nobel’s
criterion; and for the even greater benefit that it still holds in
store, if we can unleash its potential.
The petition included six signatories from Cambridge, only
three from Oxford and 30 from London. In the meantime, the
suggestion has been made that the bicycle should also be a
candidate for the Nobel Prize in economics and medicine.
If anywhere, Cambridge could be the place to take Bike the
Nobel one step further. There are plenty of Nobelists in
town, and quite a few can be seen on two wheels. Perhaps
our Campaign can bring them together and help them to find
a space for the bicycle among the honorees next year. We
could get a ball rolling by asking questions about bicycle
parking at the Nobel Peace Prize ceremony on 10 December
2016 in Oslo. Anyone?
Michael Cahn
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Volunteer profile - Hester Wells
my response alone wouldn't have made a difference, I
took it as a sign that I could hardly complain since I
had done nothing to help!
What volunteer activities have you been involved in?
Initially I volunteered for isolated tasks, such as
helping tidy up the route the day before the Reach
Ride, then marshalling on the day. I attended a
number of monthly meetings and learned about what
the Campaign was working on. When I heard there
was space on the committee I volunteered to join. I've
written Campaign consultation responses, manned the
stall at public events, written newsletter articles,
counted cycle users on certain routes, met with
councillors, officers and developers, talked about
cycling to sixth-form students, organised social events
and more.
What has been the best thing about volunteering with
the Campaign?
I feel that I know a lot more about the city in which I
live! It has taken me to parts of the city I don't
normally visit, and I've discovered places I wouldn't
otherwise have known about. It's made me aware of
how our city is growing and changing, and how that
change happens.
What would you like to happen in the future of the
Campaign and cycling in Cambridge?

Hester on the Reach Ride a couple of years ago.

Tell us about you and your cycling journey.
I cycled a bit as a child, but didn't come back to it until I was
in my mid 20s. I started taking an evening class, and there
wasn't enough time for me to walk there after work. I
couldn't afford a car and the bus times didn't work for me.
Cycling was the fastest way to travel, so that's what I did.
Taking those evening classes helped me get a new job, so
cycling was actually a part of my career progression! The
new job was further away, so since then I've commuted by
bike, and I'm cycling most days.
When and why did you join
Cambridge Cycling Campaign?
I learned about the Campaign
when I went on the Reach Ride
one year, and joined just
afterwards. For many years I
was a silent member, but
decided to get involved after I
was disappointed in the result of
a cycling road scheme. I'd meant
to respond to a consultation but
didn't get round to it. Although

I'd like to feel I could take my niece and nephews
cycling anywhere in Cambridge and it would be safe
and fun! I want a city where children can have
independence on their bikes, and be active and
healthy. And I want to be pedalling an e-bike or trike
in safety long past the point where I can keep up with
traffic!
What would you say to others who are considering active
involvement with the Campaign?
Start small: there are one-off tasks and events where you
can instantly feel you have achieved something. You never
need to do more if you have limited time, but, if you want
to, get more involved. I felt comfortable taking on more
complex tasks after having helped out other people.
Sarah Rodger
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London ‘Cycle Superhighways’
You may be aware of the idea of the London ‘Cycle
Superhighways’: major cycle routes from outer London into
and across central London.
In the past this has meant liberal use of the notorious blue
paint: routes where a bike symbol and a blue lane is the only
indication that you should cycle on a route, with no
protection from vehicles and infrastructure which gives up at
difficult junctions.
But this is changing. Some of the most recent work is
creating fully segregated routes, where people can cycle
safely side-by-side, and children can cycle with parents
without fear of danger from motor traffic.
At the beginning of April I visited London on a cycle
infrastructure safari affiliated with the Cycling Embassy of
Great Britain to see some of the new work.
http://www.cyclingembassy.org.uk/news/2016/03/22/london-cycleinfrastructure-safari-with-ranty-highwayman-2nd-april
Several of the routes were still under construction, but it was
possible to see enough of how these will operate when open.
Each route seemed to be treated differently, which is good
for solving local issues or experimenting with different
solutions, but bad for consistency across a network.
I won't attempt to summarise everything I saw, but will
report on a few features I found interesting. Keep an eye on
the Cycle Embassy of Great Britain news for more tours in
the future if you want to see it for yourself.
Campaign member Matthew Danish also attended, and has
put up video of what we saw on the day
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fzG0JnwcDSU
A written account by our host at
http://www.therantyhighwayman.blogspot.co.uk/2016/04/f
ragments-of-red-pill-london-cycling.html

Two-way segregation

roads, and junction treatment has not been ignored. Cycleonly signals separate motor traffic from people cycling in
space and time, removing the most dangerous interactions
from the system. Seeing people cycling on such routes on
main roads, it is hard to believe that this is in Britain.

Rejoining the road
Here the two-way segregated track rejoins the road network
on a one-way street for a straight-on or left turn, but from
the right-hand side of the road. If the designers had given up
at this point, you would be left merging with traffic from the

wrong side of the road, rendering the safety and ease of the
segregation pointless. The space between the two stop lines
is actually a kind of advanced stop box. On one’s right is a
cycle-only signal, which goes red when road traffic is moving
or about to move. When traffic is stopped, this light is green,
allowing people on bikes to fill the advance area and position
themselves for wherever they need to go. This solves one
problem with advance stop boxes: that getting into the
correct position can be difficult and dangerous, especially if
traffic starts to move before you get there.

Bypassing signals
Where interaction is only between people cycling, or the
cycle track is joining a low-trafficked route, signalised

In Newsletter 123 I outlined some of the difficulties involved
in using two-way cycle lanes on one side of the road, and
particularly that attention to detail at junctions is essential to

make them work. Many of the new cycle routes in London
are two-way segregated tracks. In some cases this is because
there are no side roads, for example along Embankment and
across bridges. However, in other cases there are large side

junctions are an unnecessary expense. Here the two-way
cycle track joins a road which is a through-route only for
buses. If you are turning left you are only meeting cycle
traffic so there is a ‘free left’: no wait for signals required. If
you are joining the road, it is quiet enough that there is
simply a give-way.
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Access across the cycle track
Here there is private parking on the other side of the twoway segregated cycle track. In this particular example the
waiting space for cars is shallow: a car would have to partially
occupy the road or the cycle track while trying to get in or

that the cycle route is not obstructed while waiting for a gap
in traffic (or a gap in cyclists to join the track!).

Signage
out. We saw other examples which were full car depth, which
requires additional road space. However, other features are
good: the cycle markings are repeated at the junction to make
it obvious that drivers are crossing a cycle track, and the giveway markings are clear. The kerb gap is not excessive,
encouraging slow speeds in and out, rather than cornercutting. Even though the tracks are still a new idea for
London, every driver we saw was waiting and giving way
correctly.

I was unreasonably excited by this sign on CS6. It was
positioned at a good distance before the junction, and I
thought was particularly clear on how to negotiate the
junction on a bike. While you could argue whether this was
the best way to configure the junction for cycling, if your
cycle route is significantly different from the normal on-road
route, it needs to be obvious how it is different.

Side-road priority
CS5 uses one-way raised cycle lanes similar to the ones we
have on Hills Road and Huntingdon Road, painted the
distinctive CS blue rather than our red ones. The reason I am

including here something which we already have in
Cambridge is for the side-road treatment: the pavement as
well as the cycle lane continues across the side road, giving
priority to pedestrians over motor traffic. This also means
that people using wheelchairs or prams or wheeled suitcases
have a continuous level surface, rather than hunting out
poorly configured dropped kerbs. This contributes to an
environment where speeds are slow, so this also helps
cyclists.

Exiting segregation
If you're on a kerb-segregated cycle route, how do you leave
it to turn off into a side road? Here a waiting space means

It is worth noting that not all of every Cycle Superhighway is
completed to a high standard, and that these routes are still
only a fraction of the whole London road network. Moving
between sections of the network was often uncomfortable
and confusing, and would exclude anyone not willing to cycle
in heavy traffic. However it does show that these things can
be done in Britain, with our road rules and signage, where
there is the political and officer will to do it.
Hester Wells
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FollowMe Tandem

With my son approaching the weight limit for his child seat I
needed a new way to travel with him by bike. After
investigating the available options the solution I went with
was the FollowMe Tandem, comprising a sturdy frame which
attaches to the rear axle of an adult bike and the front axle of
the child bike. An arm to the child bike’s down tube locks off
its steering. As the name suggests, it allows the two bikes to
operate as a tandem, a hinge between the bikes preventing
their combined length becoming unwieldy.
With our bikes attached we have the ability to travel further,
and faster, than he can manage on his own bike. Crucially, it
means we can use routes that don’t have provision for such a
young child to ride on their own. Unlike a traditional singlewheeled trailer bike, we can separate the bikes while we’re
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adult bike’s rear wheel to the seat post an area which the FollowMe’s method
leaves free - ideal if you need the the
parcel rack for shopping, or want to
combine it with a rear child seat for a
younger sibling. Also, the FollowMe
grows with the child: it can
accommodate 12” to 20” wheels for
bikes covering ages 3 to 9, although
you’ll need to replace the down-tube
bracket with each bike. These can be
obtained, along with additional
accessories to equip multiple bikes,
direct from the distributor.

out. This gives him a chance to ride solo on safer sections of
the route, but also to use his bike at our destinations - this
was very important to us: previously his balance bike often
travelled with us strapped to the parcel rack.
The initial installation takes a bit of work: replacement of the
axle nuts or quick release skewers is needed on both bikes, a
bracket placed onto the bike's down-tube and the frame
adjusted to the size of the child’s bike. It should be
manageable for anyone used to removing a bike wheel, or
you can do as I did and have your local bike store mechanic
do the fitting.
Once set up, use of the FollowMe is simple and tool-free. It
only takes a few moments to attach the frame to the adult
bike: a little force to open it wide, then drop it onto the axle
nuts, and it's easy to turn thumb screws to secure it. Adding
the child bike is similarly quick and easy: roll the bike into the
frame, slide its arm into the bracket on the down tube and
secure with thumb screws. When riding separately, the frame
folds up and clips to the parcel rack, or seat post, via a fabric
strap. This is where my biggest criticism of the FollowMe lies:
the frame rattles a lot when folded away, and requires periodic tweaking to minimise noise and to avoid clashes with
the bike.
In use the FollowMe feels very secure: the child bike is held
upright with the adult bike, without the tendency to lean as
I’ve often seen with tow-bar alternatives. This means there is
little risk of damage to the bikes - I’ve heard of damage to
head tubes caused by over tightening the clamps on these
alternatives, in an attempt to compensate for this listing.
Having this secure connection also gives confidence to ride in
less-than-ideal road conditions - mixing with school-run
traffic hasn’t been an issue.
At around £180 the FollowMe is an expensive option
compared to alternatives. However, it does offer distinct
advantages over other options. Tow-bar attachments have
issues with the child bike listing. Dedicated trailer bikes can’t
be ridden separately. Both of these solutions attach over the

Overall I’m really pleased with this
product. It is well engineered and robust
enough for everyday use. The design
makes it very easy to switch between
attached and detached riding as
required. For more information visit the
UK distributor at
www.followmetandem.co.uk. The
FollowMe Tandem is available from Ben
Hayward Cycles at Scotsdales garden
centre, Horningsea.
Tom McKeown
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A1307: a more sustainable and systematic approach?
The Greater Cambridge City Deal has a new project to divide
communities.

least a half-hourly service is needed during the day with an
hourly evening service, and a Sunday service.

Consultants have drawn yet more lines across the lungs of
Cambridge. Although we clearly need more capacity for
people to get in and out of Cambridge, and authorities have
fortunately been quick to say these lines are ‘illustrative’, we
need more pragmatic solutions.

How does cycling help the mix?

This is my area, and I do understand that the recent
expansions at Linton, Granta Park, Babraham, and the
Cambridge Biomedical Campus, not to mention Haverhill,
mean more people travelling over the Gogs between
Cambridge and Four Wentways (the A11/A505/A1307
junction).
I’m very surprised that the A1307 is being considered in
isolation, as the A1301 corridor through Great Shelford,
almost parallel, and only a few miles away, is also suffering
increased motor traffic. This is due to expansion of the
Genome Campus, with further potential growth, including
‘science park’ type employment for a possible 2,000 people
on the old Spicers warehouse site near Sawston and other
potential developments, not to mention people who drive the
short trip to the Trumpington Park & Ride site, although the
no.7 bus supposedly runs through the main villages every 20
minutes.
Neither bus trips nor cycling are easy or convenient for the
outer reaches of either corridor. Public buses are slow or
expensive, and cycle routes, few of which meet modern
standards, either stop or take long diversions to some
important destinations.
Suggestions of a new busway or reinstated railway all the
way to Haverhill have been ruled out as being too expensive
or not achievable in the timescale of the City Deal
programme, as is a dual-carriageway road.

Existing issues
Obviously, we all want more reliable journeys to and from
work that cost us less money, but improving the lot of those
who use public transport or cycle by spending big money can
outrage those who drive, unless they too see benefits. In
addition, those living on the A1301 are seeing congestion
worsen and buses become less reliable.
To compound these issues, the business/science parks
operate private fleets of coaches, not available to local
residents. In Stapleford during the morning peak I see more
‘private’ buses, be they for school or business, than public
service buses! To stand waiting, and see a bus stopping that
you cannot board, is almost as frustrating as seeing an empty
bus pass without stopping! In addition, despite routes that
could easily be adapted at little expense to enable buses to
bypass traffic queues, little or nothing has been done in
recent years.
On the A1301 corridor, buses from Saffron Walden via the
Genome Campus to Cambridge now run only once per hour
with no buses after 6.10pm (to Saffron Walden) and none on
Sunday. To be attractive to those who work other than 9-5
and to provide for education, shopping and leisure trips, at

Cycling into Cambridge has almost doubled in the past ten
years. This has been aided by several factors:
● the creation of good-quality cycle routes away from busy
motor traffic routes, such as those alongside the Busway
● road congestion has highlighted the utter reliability of
cycling journey times, meaning that trips are far less
stressful and time is actually saved rather than wasted
● road congestion also means that at peak times cycling
will be quicker than bus over distances of less than 10km
● the realisation by many more people that cycling is a
good way to incorporate exercise into a regular daily
routine
● electric-assist bikes are increasingly available and can
easily double the range that can be cycled, so the city
centre can be reached from necklace villages by all ages
and abilities.
Providing more good cycle routes is relatively cheap. I reckon
you could easily build 4km of route for the cost of 100 extra
spaces at an existing Park & Ride (P&R) site.
That should be sufficient to connect another necklace village
to the existing high-quality cycle network, enabling many
more work, education, shopping and leisure trips to be made
by bike.

Is Park & Ride the solution to everything?
Many with access to a car think that P&R solves all
Cambridge transport problems, but a not insignificant
numbers of trips are diverted from otherwise profit-making
commercial services (technically called ‘abstraction’), with one
P&R in Bristol abstracting 40% of passengers from such
services. Is it really right to spend millions of capital
tarmacing over green fields when it encourages more private
car traffic through villages, and leaves those without access
to a car disenfranchised? We now even have severe
congestion on the approaches to many existing P&R sites,
with consequent delays to regular service buses from the
villages! Even around Cambridge there are large numbers of
students, elderly people, and families without two cars,
where a car is not available for all (or even any) essential
journeys.
Of course P&R is a big benefit for those travelling into
Cambridge from locations further away and without a good
direct bus link, but a stand-alone P&R site needs around one
thousand spaces to have a viable dedicated bus link. Previous
incarnations of the Cambridgeshire Local Transport Plan have
suggested smaller sites near to villages further out from
Cambridge. Such ‘hubs’ could be more than a dedicated P&R.
Cycle access from nearby villages could be improved, and the
hub could be a base for a small community-based minibus.
They should be served by a limited-stop express bus service
into Cambridge from even further out, stopping in necklace
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Area map with related detail between Cambridge and the A1307 to Linton and the A1301 to Hinxton.
villages and/or business /science parks on the way. To speed
these up within the city they would only stop at say Addenbrooke’s and the railway station, setting down on the way in
and picking up on the way out, as, I believe, happened in the
1960s.
I’ve established the principles, but what should be the
practice?

For public transport
Park & Ride ‘Hubs’ at Whittlesford station, Four Wentways/
Abington, and Linton, each served by limited-stop buses from
Haverhill and Saffron Walden that use parts of the existing
Busway network to avoid congestion on Cambridge’s
southern fringe, together with short stretches of bus lanes at
congestion hot spots.
Incorporate existing ‘works’ coaches for Granta Park,
Babraham and the Genome Campus into that express service
which should then be commercially viable for an extended
period throughout the week, and hence provide a vastly
improved services for many local villages.

For cycling and walking
Extend and improve the existing cycle network (NCN11)
alongside the existing rail corridor as least as far as the
Spicers development and over the disused Haverhill railway

line as far as Granta Park and Abington. Sustrans already has
a licence to use some Network Rail land for this route.
Such a route would link the expanding Biomedical Campus
and housing in the southern fringe with the possible 2,000
jobs on the Spicers site as well as giving good links to the
housing in Sawston, Babraham, Granta Park and beyond. It
would avoid the ‘climb’ over the Gogs which, although
enjoyed by ‘sports’ riders, can easily add 5 minutes cycling
time for ordinary mortals. Such a new route would be away
from busy traffic, hence pleasant, and avoid the navigation
and safety dangers that cycling in the dark against un-dipped
car headlights can pose on the A1307 and A505.

And finally
It is very easy to find expensive schemes that seem to solve
all our problems. They never do. I’ll just list one example of
many: very expensive schemes on the M25, supposedly to
reduce congestion, have led to rapid increases in traffic
volumes.
I’m sure that spending 20% of the capital on more carefully
considered schemes could bring 80% of the gain in a far
shorter time without much of the pain. So called ‘soft’
engineering and small-scale measures normally give far better
returns than heavy engineering that causes years of
disruption.
Jim Chisholm
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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.
7 June – Cities Infrastructure; 5 July – Greater City Deal; 2
August - tbc.

Social gathering
Monday 15 August from 7pm. Join us for a social gathering at
CB2 café, 5-7 Norfolk Street, CB1 2LD.

Cycle Hack
Friday 24-Sunday 26 June at Anglia Ruskin University, East
Road, Cambridge.

Newsletter dates

Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee: usually on a
Tuesday at 4.30pm in Committee Room 1 & 2 - Guildhall.
Next meetings: 2 June, 21 July.
East Area Committee: usually a Thursday at 7pm in the
Meeting Room - Cherry Trees Day Centre. Next meeting: 7
July.
Greater Cambridge City Deal Executive Board: 9 June at
2.30pm at The Meadows Community Centre, 13 July at
2.30pm at South Cambridgeshire Hall, Cambourne.
Greater Cambridge City Deal Joint Assembly: 2 June at
10am, 7 July at 2pm at South Cambridgeshire Hall,
Cambourne.
Joint Development Control Committee - Cambridge Fringes:
usually a Wednesday at 10.30am. Next meetings: 15 June at
Council Chamber, South Cambs, 20 July in Committee Room
1 & 2 - Guildhall.
Joint Strategic Transport and Spatial Planning Group: No
forthcoming meetings scheduled.

There are various opportunities for members to help with the
newsletter including 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.

Members Cycling and Pedestrian Steering Group: 6 June at
4.30pm in Committee Room 2 – Guildhall.

Copy deadline for Newsletter 127 (August – September 2016):
Sunday 26 June

Planning Committee: usually a Wednesday at 10am in
Committee Room 1 & 2 - Guildhall. Next meetings: 1 June, 6
July.

Please contact Lisa Woodburn (via contact@camcycle.org.uk)
if you are able to help put newsletters into envelopes and
then to deliver them. Stuffing of the newsletter is usually on
the last Tuesday of the month before the newsletter appears.
Newsletter meetings: These are held every two months at
5.45pm in Grads Café on the 3rd floor of the University
Centre, Mill Lane. All welcome. See Cyclescape thread #979.

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 subregion, 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/. Agendas are usually
online there about a week in advance and the minutes of
previous meetings are also available. 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. No forthcoming meetings
scheduled.
Development Control Forum: usually on a Wednesday at
10am in Committee Room 1 & 2 - Guildhall. Next meetings: 8
June, 13 July.

North Area Committee: usually a Thursday at 6pm. Next
meeting: 9 June – location tbc.

South Area Committee: usually a Monday at 7pm. Next
meetings: 6 June in Meeting Room - Cherry Hinton Village
Leisure Centre.
West Central Area Committee: usually a Wednesday at 7pm.
Next meeting: 12 July at Wesley Methodist Church.
Cambridge Cycling Campaign reserves the right to decline
to promote events or activities where helmets or highvisibility clothing are required or implied.

#CamRideHome
#CamRideHome rides start at 6pm on the last Friday of
the month from outside The Mill pub on Mill Lane. See
http://benhaywardcycles.tumblr.com/

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.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 twicemonthly Saturday morning rides are a great way to start.
Nigel Deakin
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Huntingdon Road – second phase

The county council has launched a consultation into the
second phase of cycleways on Huntingdon Road. You can
view and complete the consultation online at
www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/huntingdon-road. The proposal
is for a city-bound extension to the existing cycleway, adding
a cycle lane from Richmond Road to the traffic lights at the
Histon and Victoria Roads junction.
Two options are proposed for this cycle lane. Option 1 is a
raised 2.1 metre-wide cycle lane between parking bays and
the road. It would continue from the recently built cycle lane
from Richmond Road, with priority over side roads. Option 2
swaps the cycle lane and parking, offering better protection
for cyclists, though with increased expense as additional
lamp, utility boxes and signs need relocating.
Several floating bus stops are under consideration for both
options - see ‘Floating bus stops should be here to stay’ in
Newsletter 125 for a discussion of their merits.
In each of the options the approach to the Histon and
Victoria Roads junction is changed for cyclists: widening the

Images on this page courtesy of Cambridgeshire County Council
central cycle lane for straight-across movements from 0.8 to
1.7 metres. However, this comes with the loss of the leftturn cycle lane. No further changes are proposed for this
junction.
A third option - dependent on additional funding - would
include improvements to the outbound cycle lane from the
Histon Road junction towards Girton. This lane would be 1.8
to 2.1 metres wide depending on the space available.
As we go to press this consultation has only just been
announced, so please visit cyclescape thread 808 to discuss,
or get updates, on Camcycle’s official response. A public
exhibition on the proposal will take place on Tuesday 7 June
from 4.30pm to 7.30pm at The Foyer Room, Buckingham
House, Murray Edwards College, Huntingdon Road,
Cambridge CB3 0DF. The closing date for consultation
responses is Monday 27 June.
Tom McKeown

