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Chair’s comment

Cars are a minority in Cambridge

M

CyclePoint is now officially open. We
attended along with the great and good
from the cycling world and the political
world. Except that the square outside
is not open yet, so to get to it we have
still to cycle the long way around. This
should all change in autumn, so we
will wait and see if the top floor starts
filling up a bit more then.
The City Deal is still going very
quickly with many consultations
underway. It is looking to fund the last
bits of the A10 cycleway to the south
and has started looking at ‘greenways’
in other directions. Possibly the biggest
deal will be the point road closures
being proposed. These essentially
extend the core traffic scheme to the
inner ring road and have the potential
to reduce through traffic dramatically
in Cambridge, providing more space
for people walking, cycling and those
on buses. Many will call these antimotorist, but cars will still be able to
access everywhere. They will just not
be able to make trivial, but destructive,
journeys through the middle of our
lovely city.
However, all this comes with
questions about how good the
cycle infrastructure should be. We
are arguing for standards based on
international precedents, but we still
have a lot of work to do. And we must
consider trees. I love trees. Many
people love trees. But we can have
safe cycleways and trees.
There is much more inside,
CycleHack and Barcelona being just
two.

artin Cassini is an interesting
gentleman. He thinks removing
traffic lights will magically make
traffic move better. Perhaps it does, but
at what cost?
Take an example of a place where
they have removed traffic lights: Ashford,
Kent. They removed some traffic lights
and remodelled a junction to make
things appear to be ‘equal’. Equal is such
a lovely word. You can throw it into any
conversation to give yourself a feeling of
the moral high ground. Traffic did move
better, but fewer people walked. So more
pollution, and less economic activity. This
so-called equality appears to be a bunch
of automobilists wanting more space for
cars and less space for everybody else.
According to Martin Cassini, a
researcher into transport issues whose
data needs closer scrutiny, 69% of
people choose to drive into Cambridge.
Unfortunately that is not true. According
to the 2011 Census data, only 50.1% of
people drove from their home to their
work in Cambridge. 40% of people took
a bus, walked, or cycled to work. The rest
worked from home, were driven in a taxi or
similar, or took a train.
In some places, the numbers are much
more dramatic. There are 26,445 people
who work in the city centre and the main
university areas to the west. 53.2% of
people cycled, walked or took the bus
to work. Only 36.0% drove a car. Sorry,
but cars are a minority in Cambridge. Do
we want to force people not to walk by
removing traffic lights now?
Of course, the folly of this argument is
to think that the above numbers matter.

They don’t. The numbers just don’t add up
regardless of the percentages. We could
widen every road to allow more cars to
move around, and build multi-storey car
parks to park all those cars. Where would
you put the 23,000 car parking spaces that
would be needed in the city centre? And
to allow all these cars to arrive into town
during rush hour, every road would need
to be three lanes wide in each direction.
This would require the knocking down of
lots and lots of houses and removing all
the trees. Do you really want this?
Mr Cassini appears to suggest that
enabling more private motor vehicles
would be a good thing. I’ll quickly ignore
the fact that air pollution is currently
terrible, because technology such as
electric cars may reduce that in the long
term. I ignore it because private motor
vehicles are the single most inefficient use
of space when it comes to moving people.
If we have limited space, and I hope you
agree that we do, then adding more cars
on the road is not a good solution. It
doesn’t matter if turning off traffic lights
will move more vehicles or not. We should
optimise this city for people, not cars.
We need to help move some people
from cars onto buses, cycles or to their
own two feet. Moving people from
space-wasting ways of moving through
the city to space-efficient modes. That
is the only long-term solution. Having
a bias towards buses, cycles and
pedestrians is not ‘anti-motorist’, it is just
removing the existing over-allocation of
space to private vehicles and reallocating
it equally for everybody.

Robin Heydon
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Current campaigns

Maps courtesy of Cyclescape

Consultations

Huntingdon Road consultation
Camcycle responded with concerns
about all of the proposed changes,
but felt overall that Option 2 was
the preferred alternative, given the
necessary modifications that we
outlined. We believe it is important for
this consultation to be coordinated with
the City Deal Histon Road consultation
as they touch the same junction.
www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/
huntingdon-road
Cyclescape thread 808

Walking and cycling improvements on
Queen Edith’s Way
Camcycle suggested improvements to
significantly increase this scheme’s utility.
A high proportion of school-age children
and hospital employees will use this cycle
path and so it should ideally be 2.5m wide,
to allow two people to cycle side by side
safely. The minimum it should be is 2.1m,
which allows two people to cycle at
different speeds and overtake each other.
www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/qech
Cyclescape threads 1361 and 1556

Trumpington Road cycleway
Camcycle broadly supported this
development, which includes segregated
foot- and cycleways alongside New Bit
Common, an improved on-road cycle
lane north of New Bit Common and a new
bus stop layout. Suggestions for future
consultation on the double roundabouts
at the Royal Cambridge Hotel are warmly
welcomed.
www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/
trumpington-road
Cyclescape thread 1067

stands effectively halves the number of
cycles able to be parked.
Cyclescape thread 2551

Objection that this development may
place increased pressure on already
limited on-street cycle parking in the area
and there are no plans in this application
to increase the provision.
Cyclescape thread 2603

Planning objections
Biomedical Campus. Phase 2. South of
Dame Mary Archer Way
16/0176/OUT – Development of up to
75,000 sqm floorspace.
There have been new documents
released on this application that have
implications for cycling.
Cyclescape thread 2413
Hayling House, Fen Road, Cambridge CB4
1UN
16/0617/FUL – Erection of 14 flats and
associated bin and cycle stores following
demolition of existing dwelling.
Objection on the grounds of quantity and
design of cycle parking provision. Provision
should be higher as the development
is within easy cycling distance of many
employment and leisure sites, and is well
connected to them by a variety of good
routes, so cycle ownership amongst
the occupants is likely to be extremely
high. The design of the cycle parking is
fundamentally flawed and insufficient
space between the proposed Sheffield
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Romsey Labour Club, Mill Road,
Cambridge CB1 3NL
16/0821/FUL – 40 student apartments
and a day nursery.
Objection to the design of the cycle
parking, in particular the stepped access
to the parking in the basement. We feel
the staff at the proposed nursery should
have separate, secure, parking. We would
like there to be suitable parking for
parents dropping off and picking up kids
at the nursery using cargo bikes and trikes
or trailers.
Cyclescape thread 2580
Christ’s College, St Andrews Street,
Cambridge CB2 3BU
16/0904/FUL – Erection of 68 student rooms,
8 student kitchens, 4 college flats, 3 college
offices, music practice room and seminar
rooms and commercial unit (420 sqm).
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Wests Garage Ltd, 217 Newmarket
Road, Cambridge CB5 8HD
16/1030/FUL – Erection of new student
housing (257 study-bedrooms) and
associated communal facilities, cycle
parking, and external landscaping following
demolition of the existing buildings.
We had some concerns about cycle
parking design and the poor cycling
conditions on Newmarket Road but
lacked volunteer resources to complete
a response.
Cyclescape thread 2656

City Deal
City Centre Access and Capacity
This congestion-reduction package has
been recommended. It does not include
a congestion charge.

Urban and Environmental Design Guidance
The City Deal Board formally amended
and then approved the recommendations
regarding this guide. Instead of ‘endorsing’
they formally requested the improvement
of this document. Camcycle believe that
the guidance is of poor quality and should
have been withdrawn completely from
consideration (see pages 6 & 7). The
strongest opponent of the document on
the Board was Councillor Bridget Smith
who pointed out many inaccuracies.
Councillor Tim Bick said it was ‘a start’ but
only showed the minimum rather than
ambition. The officers did not accept our
criticism and said we had our cycle lanes
‘mixed up’. We submitted a Freedom of
Information request to try to understand
where the consultative process had gone
wrong in its production. We have received
a response and are currently reviewing all
of the documents.
Cyclescape thread 2583

Histon Road
Further development of the ‘Do
Maximum’ option has been agreed,
excluding the right turn into Warwick
Road and, much to our disappointment,
the idea of ‘floating’ bus stops.
Milton Road
It has been agreed to take forward the initial
ideas in the ‘Do Something’ option including
the Union Lane closure and Elizabeth Way
roundabout ideas and ‘floating bus stops’
but excluding banned turns.
Milton Road and Histon Road Local
Liaison Forums (LLF)
There are to be design workshop events
to feed into the LLFs, to which events
City Deal officers had recommended
that Camcycle be given allocated spaces.
The local councillors, however, decided
to remove that allocation for Histon
Road LLF. Owing to Camcycle and local
pressure, it appears that this decision
is now under review. In the interim
Camcycle urges local members to join
the Histon Road Residents Association to
ensure that there is a voice speaking for
high-quality cycle provision. Councillors

for the Milton Road LLF decided it
would be ‘open’ so that anyone wishing
to attend could do so. The Milton Road
design events have also been postponed.
Cyclescape threads 2662 & 1810
Cross-city cycling routes
The City Deal Board approved the
implementation of all five schemes, subject
to a few minor changes. It was agreed to
continue localised discussions over trees,
hedges and boundaries. The funding
allocated to the schemes will be increased
owing to the expansion of scope.
King’s Hedges Road junctions
The Board has agreed to consider
major changes to the highway layout
at the Mitcham’s Corner junction for
implementation as part of the ongoing
Tranche 2 prioritisation work.
A10 cycleway from Cambridge to Royston
The use of £550,000 of City Deal funding
to complete the link has been agreed.
A1307
The City Deal Board has pledged to
improve transport links on the A1307
between Cambridge and Haverhill,
providing better travel options for
commuters to Granta Park, Babraham
Research Campus and Cambridge
Biomedical Campus.

Also
Romsey cycling contraflow extended
Proposals have been made to allow
cyclists to travel both ways on most
of the remaining one-way streets in
Romsey and Petersfield. Residents are
being consulted on these changes, which
would be introduced simply by changes
in road markings and installation of
‘except cycles’ signage below ‘no entry’
signs.
Barton Road Cycleway Improvements
The county council is planning to make
some improvements to Barton Road. We
are discussing what upgrades we would
like to see in this location.
Cyclescape thread 2559

Council action taken on Water Street
Cars have consistently been parking on
Water Street in front of the dropped
kerb entrance to the Cam towpath.
The Council has sent the street works
inspector to the site.
Cyclescape thread 2509

New bollards on Carter Bridge
There are serious safety concerns over
two large concrete bollards recently
installed on the Devonshire Road side of
Carter Bridge.
Cyclescape thread 917
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Design guide principles

T

he ‘Urban Design Guidance for Transport Infrastructure
Projects’ is meant to be the main design guide for all City
Deal projects. This guide is not setting policy, but has to
follow any existing policies that have been approved by the
three different councils. For example, streets within the city
have to follow the urban design guidance from the city council,
but those outside the city have to follow the urban design
guidance from South Cambridgeshire District Council, and
main roads have to be engineered to standards already used
by the county council. The guidance is meant to bring all this
together in a single unifying document so that all the schemes
follow the same design principles.

Design principles
From our point of view, the main principles should be those
documented in our ‘Making Space for Cycling’ policy document.
It appears that the three councils disagree with our aspiration
for world-class infrastructure. The main design principles of
directness, convenience and speed are all being considered as part
of the set of City Deal projects, but our three-network principle
is still missing.
The three-network principle states that cycling, walking
and driving need different networks with different design
requirements. This arrangement is needed on the main routes,
such as Milton Road and Histon Road.

Widths
In addition to the three-networks approach described above,
we also need to consider the minimum widths for other
road-space uses. For example, buses are typically wider
than your average car so need wider lanes, and trees need
to have space for roots, although these roots can be placed
under pavements and cycleways using something called
structured planting. The table in the next column shows the
ideal and minimum widths for the five different road-space
uses, with an additional inferior column that gives a substandard width that could be acceptable over a very short
distance.
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Type

Ideal

Minimum

Inferior

Footway

2.5m

2.0m

1.5m

Cycleway

2.5m

2.1m

1.8m

General traffic

3.2m

3.0m

2.8m

Bus lane

3.2m

3.0m

<3.0m

Trees

3.0m

1.0m

0.5m

For example, a general traffic lane should ideally be
3.2m wide, as that is the width that has the best safety
record, although a traffic lane that is 3.0m wide is still good.
However, when you get below 2.8m then the situation turns
ugly with larger vehicles unable to pass each other safely or
efficiently.
The width for bus lanes is similar, except that when the width
is reduced to less than 3.0m, it becomes inferior very quickly.
Cycleways ideally should be 2.5m wide, the standard used
in countries with high levels of cycling, with a minimum width
of 2.1m. If the width is reduced below this, it is very difficult
to overtake people or be overtaken in a cycleway, causing
significant capacity issues.

Layout
The layout of the street is also very important. Implementing a
few simple principles can dramatically improve the urban realm
as well as give more people the confidence to walk or cycle:
• Footways on the outside
• Cycleways next to footways
• Trees to protect cyclists and pedestrians from moving
motorised vehicles
• Parked cars protect cyclists and pedestrians from moving
motorised vehicles
• Bus-stop islands should protect bus passengers from
interactions with moving cyclists.
The following cross-sections show how the above layout
and widths can be applied given various constraints.
Robin Heydon

If space was not an issue, and the desire was
for two general traffic lanes and two bus
lanes, with side green spaces for trees, then
the right of way would be 28.8m wide. The
road is very wide, probably uncomfortably
wide for many people.
By using the minimum widths for all of the
elements, the width reduces to 22.2m wide.

Many of the radial routes, such as Milton
Road, are up to 20m wide, and therefore
two possible alternatives easily fit. The first
has two general traffic lanes and desirable
widths for people walking and cycling.

The second reduces the widths of the
footways, trees, and general traffic lanes a
little so that a bus lane can be fitted in.

Main roads that are just 18m wide do not
easily accommodate a bus lane and trees.
Without a bus lane, many elements have a
reasonable width.

However, by requiring a bus lane, there is
now no space for trees, the footways have
become inferior, and there is no space for
safe bus stops.

At 16m, there is no space to install a bus
lane. The space for trees has become
compromised but trees are still possible.

Only when the road has been reduced to
14m wide does everything become difficult.
As shown, the cycle lanes now have an
inferior width and therefore can carry
significantly less cycle traffic than all the
other examples.
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Congestion control points

T

he City Deal is proposing a number
of ‘Congestion Control Points’.
What is a congestion control
point, how do they work, and where are
they proposed to be used?
The basic principle behind the City
Deal is increasing economic activity
through investment in infrastructure.
The funding is limited, only £100m.
Whilst this sounds like a lot of money,
it cannot pay for something truly
transformational like an underground
metro system. Therefore, most of this
money is being used to increase the
speed and reliability of buses as well as
to increase the attractiveness of cycling.
The main guide to success will be the
number of people who shift modes.
That is traffic engineering speak for
more people getting on buses and riding
bicycles, and fewer people driving cars.
A congestion control point is
therefore aimed at making bus and
cycle traffic move efficiently. Given
that we have limited road space, and
the £100m won’t buy all the houses
required to widen every road in the city,
the only other way to give priority is to
remove the congestion at key locations
to enable the prioritisation of bicycle
and bus traffic.

Constellations
Each congestion control point does
not stand on its own, but works in
concert with all the other points. The
City Deal therefore proposes different
configurations that have different costs
and benefits.
There are three options currently on
the table that will significantly enhance
cycling in our city.

Enforcement
To reduce the street clutter, each
congestion control point would be
enforced using an Automatic Number
Plate Recognition camera. These would
recognise the number plates of each
vehicle passing through the closures and
check whether it is a registered taxi, bus,
or emergency vehicle. If not, then a fixed
penalty notice would be issued. Typically,
such penalties are £60. Cycles would be
allowed through for free.
The periods of time when such

Principles
The principles used for the congestion
control points are the same as those
used successfully in the core traffic
scheme. Remove through car traffic from
an area and the area becomes easier to
move round on a bicycle or in a bus.
To achieve this, you have to ‘cut’
roads. If you cut the wrong roads then
the traffic chaos will be worse than now.
However, if you cut at the right places
then the traffic will be significantly better,
and more people will be encouraged to
change mode.
For example, if you cut Queen’s
Road somewhere along the Backs, then
you probably also need to cut Grange
Road, otherwise it would become a
rat-run. If you cut both, then traffic
moving between the two would have
to use either the M11 or Elizabeth Way
bridge.
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enforcement would be active are yet
to be published, but are likely to cover
the times when the existing volume of
traffic exceeds the threshold for efficient
bus services. This is expected to be the
morning rush hour, from say 7am until
10am, and the afternoon peak from 4pm
until 6.30pm.
One critical aspect of this scheme
is the management of the first few
weeks. In some locations, similar
schemes have failed because publicity
had been poor and people driving cars
didn’t realise they had broken the rules
until they received a penalty notice a
week later. If 200,000 people received
tickets, then political pressure would
become very strong to abandon the
issue. Instead of penalty notices, for the
first month, brochures could be sent
Option 1: Inner Ring Road Closures
Grange Road, Queen’s Road, and East
Road
This option proposes to cut north/
south traffic on the west side of the
city, as well as on East Road outside
ARU where the road space is most
constrained.

buses, make the Park & Ride sites free
to park, make junctions safer and build
segregated cycleways along the main
roads and out to villages.

Conclusion
To enable more economic activity in the
city, we need more people to be able
to move through the city quickly and
efficiently. This means that we need to
move people out of private vehicles
and onto buses and cycles. Congestion
control points provide a major tool to
encourage people to cycle, by freeing
up road space, or to use a bus. When
combined with the revenue from the
workplace parking levy that can be
used to subsidise buses and build
better infrastructure, it is possible that
Cambridge could be transformed into a
fantastic place to live, work and play.
Robin Heydon

Option 5: Bus Route Road Closures
East Road, Hills Road, Mill Road and
Coldhams Lane
This option closes the main routes
used by buses where those buses
experience significant delays and
unreliability due to general traffic
congestion. Critically, this closes
Mill Road and Coldhams Lane over
the railway to the north of the
central station, making such routes
significantly more attractive to cycle
along. It also closes Hills Road just
south of the Catholic Church junction.

Option 6: Inner Ring Road and Bus
Route Road Closures
Grange Road, Queen’s Road, East Road,
Hills Road, Mill Road, and Coldhams
Lane
Option 6 combines options 1 and
option 5 to have the most benefit in
reducing congestion within the city,
but would also require the biggest
change in travel behaviour.

instead containing information about the
scheme and alternatives such as newly
enhanced bus routes. Physical barriers
on the street, manned by people to
strongly recommend people not to pay
£60 to pass a given point for the first
few weeks, may be required. The same
system of ANPR cameras would also
replace the rising bollards in the city
centre core traffic schemes.
It would also be useful if a smart
city could help people plan their trips,
perhaps offering alternatives such as
cycle routes or bus routes.
The workplace parking levy, a £375
annual charge for each car parking space
provided by employers, is predicted to
raise somewhere between £7m and
£11m that will be used to subsidise more
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Image courtesy of Cambridgeshire County Council

Chisholm Trail planning applications submitted

D

uring July planning applications should have been
submitted for both the Abbey–Chesterton cycle/foot
bridge and the section from Cambridge North station
to Coldham’s Lane, and we’ve also had the first public Local
Liaison Forum (LLF) for this project.
The application for the bridge is public and although the
formal closing date is 1 August, comments (in support…) can
normally be submitted later. As I write this, the section to
Coldham’s Lane has yet to be validated.
This is a great time, and unlike other City Deal projects
there only appear to be a few odd detractors. Should all go
well, these first sections could be open within two years.

crane, an especially tricky issue adjacent to a ‘live’ railway, or
obstruction of the navigation. A lightweight ‘nose’ is attached
to the front, and the bridge pushed out over one abutment,
with a temporary counterweight at the rear. A slightly similar
method has been suggested for the Newmarket Road, where
the underpass may be ‘wheeled in’ requiring closure only over
a (long?) weekend, replicating the construction under the
railway in Royston at Christmas 20112. Who says engineers
do not innovate?

Enhancing the landscape?
Some City Deal projects have, justifiably, been criticised
for failing to consider the landscape. I feel these projects
should, overall, enhance the landscape. Both Barnwell Wood
(scrub off Ditton Meadows and used by rough sleepers) and
a section of the old Mildenhall railway line (technically an
operational rail line to the oil depot!) will be landscaped
and form part of accessible open space. The route will go
over land adjacent to Coldham’s Brook to reach Newmarket
Road, with the area around the Leper Chapel getting some
landscaping and new hedging.

Six thousand trips per day
I have not found time to read all the documents, but detractors
try to suggest there is no demand for the bridge, and current
routes are sufficient! The demand forecast in the planning
documents suggests some 6,000 trips each day when planned
developments in the area are complete, and I think this could
be an underestimate, as they suggest a mere 750 will transfer
from other modes (bus and car). Such predictions are often
made on ‘average’ trip times, and it is the utter reliability of
cycling and walking that can make such modes an attractive
alternative to the car in a congested city. Cambridge North
station, the Wing development, and the proposed expansions
within the Cambridge Northern Fringe (East) will all contribute
to new trips in the area.
The bridge itself will weigh some 85 tonnes, and be 4.5m
wide. This is about the same width as the bridge at the main
station but the effective width will be more, as the sides
will splay out rather than being vertical. At the LLF some
amusement was caused when it was said that it was proposed
to ‘launch’ the bridge from the Fen Road side. People clearly
thought of a big ‘splash’ (perhaps accompanied by a bottle
of champagne?). In fact this is a now common method of
bridge construction so as to avoid the need for a huge
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Current width 1.5m
Proposed width 3.5m

On Coldham’s Common, to preserve the rural feel, the
path will remain unsegregated but will be widened to 3.5m.
The current path is just 1.5m wide, with the edge breaking
up. Along the route cycles have gone ‘off-line’ to avoid other
users where the tarmac path is too narrow to take the flows
of those on foot or bike. The alignment of the new path will be
slightly changed in a couple of places to improve sight lines. No
significant changes to the existing lighting will be made.
If you’ve time to read nothing else, it is the ‘Design and
Access’ statements which normally give the best non-technical
overview.
Jim Chisholm

1. www.planning.cambridgeshire.gov.uk (ref C/5005/16/CC)
Details of Camcycle comments can be found on our blog and
cyclescape thread 2635.
2. www.railengineer.uk/2012/02/01/reconnecting-royston/

Events

Cycling Cities infrastructure evening
Camcycle’s June monthly meeting saw Mike Davies, Cycling
Projects team leader at Cambrigeshire County Council, along
with his counterparts Korak Van Turl (Transport for London),
Andy Middleton (Birmingham city council) and Dominic Smith
(Transport for Greater Manchester), discuss projects and
proposals for improvements in cycling infrastructure.
Highlights included lower-down traffic signals at cyclist’s
eye level in London, Birmingham’s council give-away of 4,000
bikes to people from deprived communities and Greater
Manchester’s construction of the largest application of light
segregation in the UK, 2.6 miles of protected arterial cycle
lanes using ‘Armadillos’.
These low-profile cycle lane delineators are used in hundreds
of major towns and cities across Europe and America as a
relatively quick and cheap way of creating light segregation.
Made from recycled tyres, they are safer for cyclists in the event
of a crash, whilst also minimising damage to the underside of a
vehicle when driven over, accidently or in an emergency. They
are bolted into the ground and spaced out so that cyclists can
enter or exit the cycle lanes as needed.
Dominic Smith explained that, in the Greater Manchester
scheme, narrow protective islands, or ‘splitter islands’, are
positioned at the beginning of each section of light segregation

Photo: Greater Manchester County Council

7 June 2016

and at regular intervals along them. Made from pre-cast
rubber and each with two 0.8m high poles, these provide a
visible line of sight for general traffic. These islands define a
0.4m ‘buffer zone’ at the centre of which are the Armadillos,
placed in an in-line arrangement following the alignment of
the splitter island poles.
Sarah Rodger

Further information on the Manchester scheme including cycle
lane width and road markings: www.gov.uk/government/casestudies/protected-cycle-lanes-salford-greater-manchester

FOR SALE
Ridgeback ‘Avenida 7’ man’s cycle in excellent condition.
21-in frame, Shimano 7-speed hub gears, Marathon Plus
tyres (seem to be indestructible). Purchased at Howes in
July 2010, and kept in the dry. Currently in Histon.
One Karrimor
rear pannier can
be included.
Price £300.
Contact:
01223 233776.

Come along with your children and try out a Cargobike,
Trike, Tandem or Mummy bike in a traffic free yard.
Specialists in child and freight carrying bicycles, Top Quality,
Genuine made in Holland Dutchbikes.
www.schoolruncentre.co.uk
Open Wednesday – Saturday 12 – 5.30pm
email: enquiries@dutchbike.co.uk • tel 0777 273 8899
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A10 Corridor Awareness Ride
15 May 2016

This was the fourth annual Awareness
Ride but for the first time we omitted one
of our two key routes. The overarching
goal of a safe cycle link connecting

Tour of Cambridgeshire 2016
5 June 2016

A huge 8,000 riders took to closed roads
on 5 June and toured Cambridgeshire
on a circuit which began and ended at
Peterborough, and took in the beautiful
countryside around Woodwalton and
Upwood along the way.
Personally, I’m very much a utility
cyclist, although I do love the times when
I can spend a day, or even a week, on a
bike. But racing, well, it’s not something
that’s ever really done it for me. I love
to watch the Tour de France (especially
when it was here in Cambridge) and
enjoy the thrill of the racers showing off
just how efficiently human and machine
can combine to create power. I’d love to
imagine I could ride as well as them, but
I know the reality is something rather
different.
Even so, when I saw that there was
going to be a ‘Tour of Cambridgeshire’,
as part of the Union Cycliste
Internationale programme this year,
which would accommodate amateurs
as well as professionals, on closed
roads, I was seriously tempted. I’ve
never had the chance to ride on closed
roads. Nonetheless, I might just not
have got around to registering had I
not seen that Alzheimer’s Research
UK, a fantastic organisation I’ve
worked with before, was one of the
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Cambridge and Royston has always
meant two threads on the annual ride –
one starting from Royston and one from
Trumpington Park & Ride – converging at
Phillimore Garden Centre in Melbourn.
But the Royston ride, along a narrow and
broken strip of ancient tarmac alongside
charities associated with the race – so
I could do something to help them out.
I was sold.
On the day, it was gloriously sunny as
we drove to Peterborough for the start.
The showground there had turned into
a bike convention: thousands of cyclists,
and stalls selling the latest wheels and
clothing as well as, reassuringly, coffee
and burgers.
As we finally started, behind the
serious racers, there was an amazing
sense of unity. Thousands of us covering
the roads, in a lovely multi-coloured
smear. And it was lovely not to have to
worry about cars coming nearby and
doing silly things – although fast-moving
bikes can also be a bit scary (and very
quiet). Most of the villages we went
through had really engaged with the
experience, with hundreds of people
sitting by the side of the road, drinking,
relaxing, and cheering us on. It was
amazing to be part of such a wonderful
event.
At the end, my girlfriend and I flew
through the finishing line after 4:20:56,
tired and happy. More importantly,
thanks to the generosity of so many
people, we raised over £4,000 for
Alzheimer’s Research UK. So overall,
a great day, a great cause, and a great
experience. Now please excuse me, I
need to train for next year.

Julian Huppert
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the fast-moving A10, has become too
dangerous, and we could not in good
faith encourage people to use it.
Instead the good riders of Royston
– including a gentleman in his 80s –
got themselves to Cambridge (bikes on
trains were suggested) and we all started
together from there. Said gentleman
quietly explained that it’s a bike he uses to
access his Addenbrooke’s appointments
and that the distance from Royston is
something he has been used to all his life.
That’s about 14 miles each way.
A great many young children joined
this year’s ride. A twelve-year old girl
spoke passionately to the Anglia TV
cameras about the joy of self-propelling
on two wheels in fresh air, rain or shine,
from A to B. Why not go by bike? Our
thanks to all for their support and
enthusiasm.

Susan van de Ven

Parliamentary Cycle Ride
8 June 2016

Daniel Zeichner MP for Cambridge and
I (above) joined MPs and other cycling
stakeholders for a bike ride from the
Dutch Embassy to Parliament. We
began with breakfast and speeches at
the Embassy, the highlight of which was
the Dutch Ambassador claiming that he
was simply a ‘MAM’ (Middle Aged Man)
without the ‘IL’ (In Lycra).
The ride not only launched Bike Week
2016 but also the All Party Parliamentary
Cycling Group’s report of their inquiry into
the Government’s Cycling and Walking
Investment Strategy. The title of the report
‘Stuck in first gear - the Government’s
Cycling Revolution’ says it all.
Roxanne De Beaux

Events

Route vegetables
11 June 2016

On 11 June eleven of us enjoyed a leisurely cycling tour of a
selection of Cambridge Growing Spaces, part of a Transition
Cambridge project to reclaim unloved and underused public
spaces around the city and transform them into edible
landscaping. Along the 3.5 mile route (route vegetables… get
it? Many thanks to Matthew Danish for the inspired pun) we
stopped off at a variety of growing spaces, small and large,
well established and recently created ones, and heard from the
people who tend them.
There were no two bikes alike in the group. We had a little
red foldable Brompton, a classic tourer, a racer, city bikes, and
one made in 1930 with cool spoon brakes. Those with panniers
came in very handy for the chard harvest.
It was my first time using CycleStreets and I found it a
great help when planning the tour, particularly the option to
choose between a fastest route, a balanced route, and a quiet
route. The site provides a wealth of information, with pictures,
elevation profile and CO2 emissions avoided, the latter
particularly pertinent to Transition Cambridge’s own aims to
promote a more sustainable life.
Marie Côte

www.cambridge.growingspaces.org
www.transitioncambridge.org
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CyclePoint official opening
27 June 2016

Yes, we all know that it has been open for
months, and that it is by far the biggest
in the UK (is there a United Kingdom?),
but Monday 27 June saw the opening
ceremony with the great and the good,
including myself and Robin Heydon
representing Camcycle.
Deserting the headless chickens and
avoiding a Cabinet meeting in London was
Robert Goodwill, Minister of State at the
Department for Transport who formally
opened the Cyclepoint by unveiling a
plaque in the entrance (above).
This building represents over 20 years
of campaigning by Camcycle. In 1997 the
Campaign awarded WAGN (West Anglia
Great Northern, then the incumbent Train
Operating Company or TOC) a ‘Chocolate
Chain’ not just for the inadequate amount
of cycle parking, but for the attitude to
the issues such undersupply created.
Over that long time Clare Macrae,
David Earl, Martin Lucas-Smith and
myself have been among those who have
attended meetings about various Planning
Briefs and Plans. Numbers of city and
county officers have also devoted much
time to this project. We have had plans
with parking both north and south of the
main building distributed, development
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company Ashwells collapsing, and the
current entity Brookgate eventually
delivering the building, with considerable
help from the Department of Transport.
Of course, even though the formal
opening is over three months after the
first public use, it still is not finished. I’m
told that promises had been made that
the façade and the groundworks would be
complete, but there were still men in hard
hats and with shovels, and hoardings still
obstructed much of the front of Rutland
Cycles’ now not so new shop.
Where a large new sign should proclaim
the facility there is still bare steel and

wood and it’s clear from the mess in front
of the station that many local cyclists are
not yet aware of its existence.
Some of the signage and management
issues are no doubt due to the imminent
change of franchise for the West Anglia
area. By the time you read this we should
know who is the new TOC, and clearly
Abellio would not wish to make decisions
that could have longer-term implications
at this late stage.
It is very disappointing that it is taking
so long to complete the access routes.
Only once the hoardings around ‘One
Station Square’ are removed, and the
taxis start to use the new rank, will it be
possible to asses the effectiveness of the
planning in this area. It should be possible
to cycle north to south (and south to
north…) through the area and cycle right
up to the entrance of the cycle park. We
need to be vigilant in ensuring that this is
a safe and pleasant place for those on foot
or bikes, and that future changes do not
make sustainable access more difficult.
Signing and management are issues
we will need to raise with the new TOC.
It is not acceptable that the groundfloor area, supposedly reserved for
tandems, cargo bikes and the disabled,
should be stuffed with ordinary bikes.
Others have suggested that anyone
who leaves a bike for more than 24 hours
should have to leave it on the second
floor. As the park fills up it is likely that
there will need to be some form of
enforcement to ensure bikes are not left
‘long-term’ even if the owners have not
abandoned them.

Jim Chisholm

PlusBike lets you know where to park
Now that the new CyclePoint has opened at Cambridge station it makes leaving a cycle
at the station both easier and safer. This makes the ‘two bike’ system so commonly
used by the Dutch far easier. With more overcrowding on trains it is inevitable that
there will be more trains on which restrictions on non-folding bikes apply.
Improved cycle parking as well as available cycle hire and initiatives such as
PlusBike all work towards encouraging commuters to cycle part of the way.
PlusBike is a new addition to National Rail Enquiry apps and web platforms and
was funded by the Department for Transport. It aims to make it easier for both
existing and new cycle-rail passengers to find out quickly about the number and
type of cycle parking spaces and level of facilities at any given station. It will also
link them directly to any existing cycle hire scheme available near the station.
Our early tests have shown that some of the information is not up-to-date and that
there are a number of usability issues. We will pass our feedback on to the developers
and we hope that following rectification of these issues PlusBike will become a really
useful resource for train users who wish to combine their journey with cycling.
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CycleHack 2016
24 June 2016

CycleHack: hosted at the East Road
campus of Anglia Ruskin University, this
three-day event began on 24 June from
6pm. Simultaneous events were running
in other cycling cities around the world.
The Cambridge event began with
presentations from Noel Kavanagh,
Cambridgeshire County Council cycling
champion, and Anna Smith, Cambridge
City Council cycling champion. They
gave an update on what is happening in
the city. I gave a short introduction to
CycleStreets and Robin Heydon talked
about CamCycle to the audience of
thirteen.
The stated aim of the weekend-long
event is to build something to do with
fixing cities to make cycling better.
What actually happens is that people
come together for a weekend and have
a go and learn about the challenges of
making cities more cycle-friendly. The
CycleHack twitter feed was a stream of
photos of people gathered in workshops
assembling contraptions to be mounted
on bikes, or sitting in front of laptops.
Our group definitely fell into the latter
category.
Cambridge resident and embedded
software engineer Leo Zhou created a

program (we’re more likely to use the
term bot or app now) to automatically
extract the latest week’s reports of
problems from CycleStreets, the photo
and the location map, and send these
to Noel and Anna. It was very pleasing
to see CycleStreets being used in these
ways, and shows what can be done in a
short space of time.

A participant’s view
For CycleHack I wanted to focus on
the problem that there are a lot of
reports on Cyclescape of problems
with Cambridge cycle routes, but
these don’t necessarily reach the
decision makers who can effect
actual change. To solve this I decided
to send the user reports as a weekly
newsletter to the city and county
council. I used the CycleStreets user
reports API to get the reports which
users had submitted to the site in the
past week and compiled them into
an email. This email is now set up to
be compiled and sent automatically
every week. Hopefully this will help
direct attention to the issues that
CycleStreets users care about and
are suffering from on a day-to-day
basis.
Leo Zhou

Robin had a project to produce a live
simulation of where cyclists were riding
in the city based on openly available
data. He took census data which give an
idea of where people live, where they
work and how they commute. He used
CycleStreets to plan all the journeys that
they would make within a day – based on
some estimates of when they leave for
work and when they come home. Data
from automated cycle counters were also
used to calibrate or check the figures. The
outcome was a short animation of a map
of the Cambridge area overlayed with
dots, each dot representing a commuting
cyclist. The animation showed the time
of day and the dots moved towards and
around the city. It was an impressive
result from a couple of days work.
A core group of six of us went to
all the sessions and it was clear we all
enjoyed and benefited from networking.
We are grateful to Anglia Ruskin and the
Cultures of the Digital Ecomony Research
Institute (CoDE) for hosting this event
and I hope we can do this again next
year. In future I’d expect there might
be live hookups with other CycleHacks
around the planet.
Simon Nuttall

#Cyclehack
www.anglia.ac.uk/cultures-of-thedigital-economy
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A10 Corridor Cycling Campaign

T

he A10 Corridor Cycling Campaign was conceived in the
autumn of 2012 with the help of Jim Chisholm, Rohan
Wilson and Patrick Joyce. Would it be worth launching
a campaign to connect Cambridge and Royston? Potential for
a shift to sustainable transport – rail and cycle – along this
corridor was a no-brainer. But venturing beyond the Cambridge
necklace villages with a cycle infrastructure agenda was going
to be ambitious, because the radial boundary for Department
for Transport (DfT) funding has traditionally been about six
miles outside Cambridge. We could work on funding as far
south as Foxton but further out we’d be in unknown territory.
Nevertheless the consensus was that whatever opportunities
might exist would not be realised without a genuine grassroots community group.
Jim contributed the notion of Active Travel which opened
up thinking on health benefits. Patrick provided council officer
support. Rohan, from Sustrans, scoped-out optimum routes.
A spine route connecting Royston through Melbourn and
Dunsbridge Turnpike, then sticking to the A10 all the way to
Trumpington, was felt to be the one that would facilitate the
first priority: enabling people to set off from home by bicycle.
From a spine route, a network could grow.
The inaugural meeting of the campaign on a freezing night
in January 2013 was quite simply overflowing and instantly
broke the artificial county barrier. The show of support from
Royston, made a very strong impression and the critical sublink between Royston and Melbourn could not have been more
strongly brought to attention. The fact that the campaign was
bound together by new friendships and an ethos of working
constructively together helped us to get off the ground and
stay the course.
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An early opportunity for funding quickly arose: a round of
DfT Cycling Ambition grant had spare capacity, to the tune
of about one kilometre of pedestrian/cycle path. A ‘Link to
Foxton Station’ scheme took shape and the new path – actually
in Shepreth headed toward Foxton - demonstrated just how
effective good cycling conditions could be – though as an
unconnected kilometre of cycle path take-up was minimal.
The City Deal was coming into focus at this time, but not
yet off the ground. Our campaign was on the lookout and the
next concerted effort was to support Cambridgeshire’s bid to
the Local Sustainable Transport Fund for a Melbourn-Royston
path. All expectations were that this would be realised, but
ultimately the DfT awarded funding for soft measures only.
Nevertheless this led to valuable Personalised Travel Planning
work in Melbourn, completed in March 2016, which even
without new infrastructure brought about a 10% shift away
from single-occupancy car journeys and new take-up of rail
and cycle options.
As the City Deal took shape it seemed that the CambridgeRoyston cycle link would be a given: it ticked all the boxes in a rural
corridor characterised by residential communities, large employers
and short journey distances to work. In anticipation, Cambridgeshire
and Hertfordshire officers, brought together via the A10 Corridor
Cycling Campaign, worked on detailed plans for the cross-border
connection, including the all-important pedestrian-cycle bridge
over the impassable A505/A10 roundabout. Hertfordshire
commissioned a detailed feasibility study for a bridge and it was
widely expected that a complete Cambridge-Royston link would be
commissioned via the City Deal.
This was not the case. The demotion of the A10 scheme to
Tranche 2 funding was a bitter blow and the horizon looked

bleak. The lone Shepreth kilometre would become a liability
rather than an asset if connections north and south were not
quickly created. We decided to forge connections with the
vibrant A10 business community which stood to benefit from
the creation of a continuous cycle link. Over 100 businesses,
from the Plough pub in Shepreth to ARM, as well as all eleven
Cambridge Biomedical Campus partners, signed a letter to the
City Deal Board expressing support for a Cambridge-Royston
cycle link. This exercise opened up valuable new relationships
and forced us to articulate the case ever more strongly.
Campaign meetings moved from village halls to corporate
premises, and the conversation strengthened.
A new round of Cycling Ambition Fund was applied for,
and two months after the City Deal Tranche One demotion,
DfT funding was secured to take a path through Harston, and
from Harston to Foxton – critically, joining up with the orphan
Shepreth path. The first section to be built connected Harston
Mill to Barrington Road near Foxton Crossing and was instantly
transformative for cycle commuting. Leisure cycling too took
a leap forward and families cycling south to Shepreth Wildlife
Park and elsewhere became a familiar sight. Harston High Street
options meanwhile underwent detailed public consultations,
and plans were tweaked and improved – funding is secure and
we hope that the work will take place early next year.
The pieces of the puzzle were coming together now, in spite
of the initial City Deal demotion. It has been important to
keep the City Deal informed of other efforts at finding funding
solutions. It was helpful always to be able to refer to the City
Deal’s own Cambridge-Royston cycle scheme aspiration,
because it confirmed the broad consensus that this was a
valuable scheme.
Focus turned to the southern end, still without funding.
Barrington’s Councillor Aidan Van de Weyer and I visited the
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Local Enterprise Partnership

(LEP) offices in Alconbury, to make the case for putting the
Melbourn-Royston route on the LEP radar. Critically, Royston
falls within the LEP boundary. The City Deal had made it clear
that the bridge connection to Royston fell on the wrong side of
the county boundary and never should have been considered
for City Deal funding in the first place. It was the LEP lead who
coined for us the term ‘missing link’: with so much of the A10
corridor path taking shape, the job now was to find ways of
achieving completion.
To allow the LEP’s efforts to focus as strongly as possible
on the one stretch that would be un-fundable via the City
Deal or other county boundary-confined funding schemes, the
notion of finding other funding to connect the one-kilometre
link between the Frog End junction and Melbourn took shape.
This route leads directly into Melbourn Science Park (MSP),
owned by The Technology Partnership and home also to the
AstraZeneca (AZ) Da Vinci campus. Parking has become a
problem at MSP, and AZ is busy encouraging its workforce to
take up cycling to work in anticipation of their eventual move
to the Cambridge Biomedical campus. The route also boasts
two important retail centres – Phillimore and Wyevale garden
centres and associated businesses.
So the case was put to the City Deal: could funding be found
to provide the Frog End-Melbourn link, shrinking the ‘missing
link’ to a more manageable size? The answer was a unanimous
yes. And so bit by bit the overall Cambridge-Royston scheme
is taking shape.
We are now working to support the LEP’s bid to the DfT
for the final Melbourn-Royston stretch. Though as I write, two
days after the EU referendum result, the future looks very
uncertain with the instant hit to the UK economy. Nevertheless
we’ll plod on.
Susan van de Ven

www.a10corridorcycle.com
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From our correspondent in Barcelona

I

recently had cause to visit Barcelona and took the
opportunity to survey its new bicycle infrastructure, which it
has been creating at a fast rate in recent years and is not yet
on OpenStreetMap.
I was amazed at what it appears to have achieved in a short
space of time, at relatively little cost.

At the junction points, the lane was marked all the way
through, sometimes in red. Many of the junctions had an
orange light just before the crossing, allowing cyclists to
proceed if the pedestrian crossing and subsequent intersection
were clear, which made a big difference to journey times and
ease of cycling.

Light segregation achieved quickly
Barcelona has created a significant cycle network, along main
roads that are otherwise heavy with traffic, by introducing light
segregation, quickly.
Light segregation is where a path is created by dedicating a
section of a road for cycling, but not by using cheap white paint
or by extensive asphalt kerbing that need a lot more money,
but instead by using blocks, poles or ‘Armadillos’. These can be
added cheaply and quickly. By providing this protection from
traffic, more people are given the choice to cycle very quickly
and, in time, this segregation can be turned into more physical
barriers that give additional protection from traffic. The degree
of light segregation is a clear indication of a cycling culture
emerging: it was very encouraging to see Bakfiets-style bikes
in Barcelona.

Protected intersections
One or two junctions had a ‘protected intersection’–style
layout, very common in the Netherlands and also being tried in
various US cities. The concept is that the actual crossing point
over a wide junction is minimised, and people cycling cross at
right-angles to traffic.

Cycleways through the city

OpenCycleMap, data © OpenStreetMap

Key streets – long stretches, not isolated sections – had been
altered to give a lane over to a cycle track, usually one-way tracks.
Two key cycleways (shown on the map in blue) run for two
miles through the dense blocks running past the University
area. They have transformed cycling conditions here, with light
segregation and crossings at every junction.
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Busier roads

Bicing public bicycle rental

On busier roads, two-way tracks have been used. For instance,
Parallel, which has several lanes of busy traffic, has a 3m-wide
cycle track in the middle, running its entire length of a mile
and a half. This seems to have been created by making a much
smaller central reservation and making the car lanes slightly
narrower. Despite this proximity to traffic, it did seem to work,
and all the crossing points enabled you to get to it relatively
easily.
I wouldn’t call this international best practice, and I
wouldn’t like to see it on Cambridge’s nearest equivalent road,
Newmarket Road (where proper Dutch infrastructure is entirely
achievable), but it does show what can be done, quickly and
cheaply, to achieve segregated infrastructure.

Barcelona was one of the first cities to introduce a modern-day
public bicycle hire system, called Bicing, in 2007. Like London,
the first half hour is free, and beyond two hours users are
heavily penalised. The bikes don’t have the same very solid and
hefty appearance of the London cycle hire scheme’s bikes, but
seem sufficiently robust.
So I was keen to give this a try. Unfortunately, as I discovered,
the Bicing system is not available to tourists (apparently owing
to lobbying from local cycle hire shops) – Bicing member cards
are only posted to Catalonian addresses. So I found a hire shop
instead.
The widespread presence of people cycling with the bikes
seemed to add to the sense of a cycling culture emerging
around the city. I saw a lot of people using the bikes, which are
plentiful, with over 6,000 bikes available at 420 stations. There
are also a small number of electric bike stations as part of the
scheme.

Bicycle street
I even found what the Dutch would call a ‘bicycle street’ – a
street where motor vehicles are permitted but are guests, with
the main users being people cycling and walking.

Martin Lucas-Smith

Go to www.opencyclemap.org and search for Barcelona, to get
a sense of the continuity of cycleways in Barcelona.
You can see hundreds of photos on the CycleStreets Photomap
www.cyclestreets.net/photomap/tags/barcelona/
My experience of cycle paths in the middle of the road is here
cycle.st/p81704.
2014 photo review of Barcelona’s cycle infrastructure for
Cycling UK www.cyclinguk.org/blog/robinlovelace/barcelonabike-campaigners-guide
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Politics of roadside trees and cycle lanes

P

eople are attached to trees, especially the ones that
are close to where they live – and with good reason.
Trees improve urban environments in many ways –
they provide shade, they screen homes from the sound and
sometimes even the intrusive view of cars, they can provide
nesting sites for birds, and flowers, fruit, or even just a bit of
greenery can liven up an otherwise dreary roadscape. Trees
also improve drainage thus reducing flood risk, and can give
an area a ‘mature’ and ‘looked after’ appearance that makes
people feel comfortable in their environment in exactly the
way that the never-ending stream of poison-spewing engines
doesn’t.
So it’s unsurprising that people get attached to these great
living things in their neighbourhoods – trees become ‘friends’
in our environment as we watch them grow, change through
the seasons, grow leaves, flower, fruit and shed their leaves
in autumn. Indeed, the very same people who’ll buy palmoilpacked processed food from destroyed rain-forests will chain
themselves to dying cherry trees next to their own home. But
I digress.
That we get attached to the trees around us doesn’t mean
that we should throw all sense out of the window when
deciding how to manage our road spaces. Where trees were
first planted 50 or 100 years ago on roads initially intended to
handle a quarter of the (radically different) traffic we have now
is not necessarily the best place for them now or in the future
– and the type and shape of the trees may not be at all suited
to how we live now. But that’s perfectly fine on most routes in
and around the UK where, for the most part, we’ve got plenty
of room to improve our urban treescapes.
Now very often, when we’re looking at road improvement
schemes, planners are very keen to make changes for motorists
and buses, but reluctant to make any serious changes for
cyclists. Very often, indeed, we’re told that there’s no space
for cycle facilities on a road so we’re relegated to fighting
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pedestrian and residents groups for an ever-dwindling amount
of room, a fight we’re doomed to lose when faced with a never
ending stream of NIMBYs who we’ve no hope of out freetiming in campaign terms.
When it comes down to it we’ll rarely want to see treescapes
removed to make room for cycling – but it isn’t uncommon
for the current location or type of trees to be inappropriate
for fitting in decent bike routes. We shouldn’t hold back from
demanding good bike routes just because of this – in fact this
is even more of a reason to campaign, as very often there is
massive room for improvement in the planting schemes we
have.
You may think this sounds crazy, digging up mature trees
and planting new ones, but bear with me – this is best viewed
as an opportunity, not a weakness.
Let me introduce you to the city of Nottingham (left) – not
always thought of as a model of modern road design, but in
one important respect it is vastly ahead of most of the rest
of the UK. An extraordinarily prescient set of urban planners
in the 19th century started producing some of Britain’s best
tree-lined roads. What’s most interesting about these roads is
the kind of trees they chose to plant – influenced by some of
the great boulevards of France, they selected trees with a great
scale – linden and plane in particular, but also trees like horse
chestnut – and which are, crucially, superbly well suited to
urban conditions, being resistant to pollution and disease, and
which thrive when treated harshly – so they can be pollarded
(the upper branches cut back), extending their life-spans
massively.
When we compare those trees with the more regularly
planted urban fare (for example cherry, whitebeam, silver
birch etc.) many advantages are apparent – they have a longer
lifespan, provide far better shade, give an even better and
more mature look to an urban environment and, crucially, they
provide a superb habitat for wildlife – birds, insects and fungi
thrive in and around them.
The opportunity to re-assess where trees are to be on our
roadscape so that we can fit in top-quality cycle lanes is also
an opportunity to create better urban tree-planting schemes
– unless a road already has a gold-standard tree scheme, then
on every occasion the replacement of trees (often unhealthy
trees suffering due to disease or pollution, of differing ages
and sizes, planted piece-meal with little oversight) is a golden
opportunity to make a better urban space.
Top-class cycle infrastructure makes for better cities, by
giving us options for clean, fast, healthy transport, and indirectly
by increasing the separation distance between pedestrians and
cars. But it’s also an opportunity to improve our environments
in indirect but no less important ways – the bottom line is
that installing cycle facilities is a huge opportunity to improve
environmental quality in all sorts of ways.
So how do we convince those so attached to their trees that
better cycle infrastructure and treescapes are not incompatible?
Cab Davidson

www.cambridgecyclist.blogspot.co.uk

Product review

Tubus: A rear rack that can carry everything?

S

ince starting to cycle commute over 40 years ago I’ve
always had a rear rack that could take panniers, and my
first Karrimor ones only recently bit the dust, having been
relegated in their final years to carrying vegetables from the
allotment. Loose soil fell out through the holes as eventually
did potatoes!
At some stage I bought a slightly better aluminium rack
with a spring attachment to hold things on the rack. This has
decayed over the years but survived trips to Denmark1 and
Germany2 although the bike changed between the two trips.
I’d realised the limitations of that rack, especially for bring
home large items when shopping. It did not have a lower
hanging rail, so with even a single partially loaded pannier there
was no flat space on the rack to fit a large boxed item securely.
I found several with such a lower rail, but felt I could not
justify the expenditure.
Before cycling the Danube in 2008 I’d found a nice light,
strong, robust front rack made by Tubus in Germany. The UK
importers did not seem good so I eventually arranged to pick
up such a front one in Freiburg before the ride. I also spotted
that they did a rack with a lower hanging rail. As a bonus there
is a version with an attachment that takes a good sized ‘U’ lock.
I’ve found the normal fixing a pain, and it prevents the easy use
of a bottle rack. Of course on a ladies bike it can either foul the
step-through or restrict the use of panniers.

Eventually fatigue struck… on the rack rather than me! A
crack appeared in the old aluminium one, and with a UK touring
trip imminent I had the excuse I needed. With some difficulty
and a little help one was shipped from Germany and I had it
fixed before our ‘C2C’ ride across Devon (a mere hundred
miles) last year.
The rack can take up to 40kg and a large box (perfect for
potatoes amonst other things) fits neatly over the pannier.
The ‘U’ lock slides inside the rack and clips into place. This is
easy even with a second pannier although some tape can help
reduce any rattles.
My only niggle, common to most racks, is that a rear light fixed
to the provided bracket is obscured from the side when panniers
are added. I’ve added an extension to reduce this problem. The
lower rail drops the pannier by about 75mm (3 inches).
I’m sure this rack will outlast me, and now wish I’d bought
one fifteen years ago! They are available for shipping to the UK
from ROSE Bikes. I bought the extra spring clip but otherwise
it came with all the necessary fittings. Care is needed when
fitting the spring or fingers may suffer!
Jim Chisholm

1. www.camcycle.org.uk/newsletters/56/article10.html
2. www.camcycle.org.uk/newsletters/79/article7.html
www.tubus.com
www.rosebikes.com/products/brand/tubus/
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Volunteer profile

Me and my cycling journey

I

remember buying a bicycle on Grays
Inn Road in London one sunny April
day in about 1995. I haven’t forgotten
the exhilaration I felt as I cycled away
from the shop and tackled the London
traffic! It was so exciting and I was
hooked. I commuted by bicycle when I
was working in hospital medicine but
stopped when I began training as a GP
and thought I needed a car for visiting
patients. We moved to Suffolk in 1999
and I often went on bike rides along
the country lanes but didn’t use it for
transport, so it was great when I moved
to Cambridge as I sold my car and started
cycling properly again. I bought one of
the ex-hire bikes from Station Cycles. It
was robust and reliable but being naïve
I left it locked to itself outside the house
and went away on holiday – of course it
was gone when we came back!
Now my prized possession is my
Dutch bike. I bought it in Rotterdam and
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travelled back on the ferry to Harwich
with it. Hugh in the Dutch Bike Shop on
Mill Road says he’ll keep it going for me
for the next thirty years!
I am lucky enough to live and work in
central Cambridge as a GP. I don’t need
a car for work as it’s quicker to get there
by bike and almost all the GPs in my
practice cycle to their home visits. I have
an odometer and I enjoy seeing how
many kilometres I clock up each week:
usually it is 50-60.
I joined Camcycle because I wanted to
support cycling as a mode of transport and
environmental issues are very important
to me. The first thing I remember doing
as a member was taking part in the ride
on the new Guided Busway which was
just about to open. In addition, when you
move to live and work in a new place a
great way to integrate into your new
home is getting involved in organisations;
through joining Camcycle I have met lots
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of interesting people and become part of
the Cambridge community.
When I first joined and attended the
monthly meetings I really wanted to
do something to help, so I started off
volunteering to make the tea and coffee
before the meetings.
I have been involved in campaigning,
gathering signatures for the petition
for the Abbey-Chesterton bridge,
and in outreach, chatting to people
at the Camcycle stall at the Mill Road
Winter Fair. I am now involved with this
newsletter, helping to get content and
working with current, and potential,
advertisers.
I enjoy volunteering as it gives me a
sense of purpose; even though I have
a busy job I push myself to fit more in,
which means I have to cycle even faster
around Cambridge! I have met lots of
people and know local faces. The other
volunteers whom I have met have
been supportive and encouraging and
it is a good feeling to have a sense of a
common goal.
I would love to see Dutch-style cycling
infrastructure and more car-free zones. I
hope Camcycle can continue to fund an
employee as this has really enhanced
what can be achieved.
Whenever I read this newsletter or
threads on Cyclescape I can see there
are so many issues that are important
and that we need to address but I know
how difficult it is to do this with limited
resources in terms of people and time.
We are all volunteers and the members
who actively campaign are often asking
for help with their projects. Please
keep an eye on the Volunteering
Cyclescape thread where requests are
made, mostly for small, straightforward
tasks. There is a link to this in the
weekly email, where current projects
are also listed. There will be lots of
members out there who have skills that
could help Camcycle and improve our
chances of getting the outcomes we
want.
Willa McDonald

Cyclescape thread for volunteers www.
cyclescape.org/threads/2053 or send
an email to contact@camcycle.org.uk to
discuss ways you can help.

Diary

Campaign Diary
Camcycle monthly meetings
2 August – Guerrilla Groundsman ‘Random acts of tidying’
6 September – tbc
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 8pm, with tea and coffee from 7.30pm. The
agenda includes opportunities to discuss current issues and
planning matters. All welcome.

Social gathering

East Area Committee: usually a Thursday at 7pm in the Meeting
Room – Cherry Trees Day Centre. Next meeting: 13 October.
Greater Cambridge City Deal Executive Board administered
by South Cambridgeshire District Council. Next meetings: 2pm
1 September and 2pm 13 October at The Guildhall, Cambridge.
Greater Cambridge City Deal Joint Assembly administered by
South Cambridgeshire District Council. Next meeting: 2pm
25 August at South Cambridgeshire Hall, Cambourne and 2pm
29 September at The Guildhall, Cambridge.

Monday 15 August from 7pm CB2 café, 5-7 Norfolk Street,
CB1 2LD

Joint Development Control Committee – Cambridge Fringes:
usually a Wednesday at 10.30am. Next meetings: 17 August,
14 September, 19 October in Committee Room 1 & 2, Guildhall.

Newsletter dates

Joint Strategic Transport and Spatial Planning Group: No
forthcoming meetings scheduled.

Wednesday 10 August 5.45pm in Grads Café on the 3rd floor
of the University Centre, Mill Lane. Meeting to discuss the
most recent issue and plan the next one.
Sunday 28 August Copy deadline for Newsletter 128 (OctoberNovember 2016)

Members Cycling and Pedestrian Steering Group: 28th
September.

There are various opportunities for members to help with
the newsletter such as writing articles, taking photos and
providing other illustrations. Volunteers are also needed to
help put newsletters into envelopes and then to deliver them.
Please see Cyclescape thread #984 and #979 or contact the
Newsletter team via contact@camcycle.org.uk

Planning Committee: usually a Wednesday at 10am in Committee
Room 1 & 2, Guildhall. Next meetings: 31 August, 5 October.

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
10 August, 7 September, 12 October.
Development Plan Scrutiny Sub-committee: usually on a
Tuesday at 4.30pm in Committee Room 1 & 2 – Guildhall. Next
meeting 13 September.

North Area Committee: Next meeting 6:30pm 15 September
location tbc.

South Area Committee: usually a Monday at 7pm. Next
meeting: 3 October, proposed venue: Wilkinson Room, St John
the Evangelist Church, Hills Road, CB2 8RN.
West Central Area Committee: Next meeting: 7pm
29 September, proposed venue: St Marks Community Centre,
Barton Road, Newnham, CB3 9J2.

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 twice-monthly Saturday morning
rides are a great way to start.
Nigel Deakin

#CamRideHome
#CamRideHome rides start at 6pm on the last Friday
of the month from outside The Mill pub on Mill Lane.
See www.benhaywardcycles.tumblr.com
Cambridge Cycling Campaign reserves the right to decline to
promote events or activities where helmets or high-visibility
clothing are required or implied.
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Infographic

Cycling in Cambridge

England

30%

69%
24

Cambridgeshire

63%

There was a 63% growth in
cycling trips within the city in
2015 compared with 2004/5

Cambridge

Data from the 2011 national census shows 30% of journeys to work by Cambridge residents
are by pedal cycle. For Cambridgeshire as a whole the figure is 9.7%, which is much higher
than the average 3% for England.

12 hour count of cycles crossing the River Cam – a 69% increase from
2005, cars fell 14% in the same period.
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-14%

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Traffic Monitoring Report 2015

51%

Trips into the city from
necklace villages and beyond,
up 51% from 2005, cars up 2%

