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Pedestrian Priority Zone ahead
There have been several developments
on the proposed experimental suspension
of the daytime City Centre cycling ban
following the decision taken on this by the
Cambridge Environment and Transport
Area Joint Committee on 17 January.
If you like what you see in this
newsletter, add your voice to those
of our 700 members by joining the
Campaign.
Membership costs are low: £7.50
individual, £3.50 unwaged, £12
household. For this, you get six
newsletters a year, discounts at a large
number of bike shops, and you will be
supporting our work. Please get in touch
if you want to hear more.
Cambridge Cycling Campaign was
set up in 1995 to voice the concerns
of cyclists. We are not a cycling club
but an organisation for lobbying and
campaigning for the rights of cyclists,
and for promoting cycling in and around
Cambridge.
Our regular stall on Saturdays outside
the Guildhall is the public face of
the campaign; volunteers are always
welcome to help. And don’t forget
our meetings, open to all, on the first
Tuesday of each month, 7.30 for 8.00 pm
at the Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus
Lane, Cambridge.

Elected Officers 2004–2005
Co-ordinator – Martin Lucas-Smith
Liaison Officer – Clare Macrae
Membership Secretary – Dave Earl
Newsletter Editor – Mark Irving
Treasurer – David Dyer
Stall Officer – Paul Tonks 07870 441257
Press Officer – James Woodburn
Officers without portfolio
Jim Chisholm, Nigel Deakin, Richard Taylor,
Lisa Woodburn and Wookey
Acting Secretary – Martin Lucas-Smith

Contacting the Campaign
Cambridge Cycling Campaign
PO Box 204
Cambridge CB4 3FN
Telephone and fax: (01223) 690718
http://www.camcycle.org.uk
E-mail: contact@camcycle.org.uk
This newsletter is printed on recycled paper
by Victoire Press, Bar Hill.
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Practical suggestions for
implementation
Shortly after the meeting, we wrote a
letter outlining some practical suggestions
for the proposed suspension. We also put
on record that the Campaign strongly
welcomes this move. Very many cyclists
continue to find the existing ban a
considerable inconvenience, one on which
we have campaigned for many years. We
are delighted that the long-standing lack
of an adequate south to north cycling
route through the city centre is finally
being addressed, and of course hope that
the experiment will prove successful.

‘We now have a situation
where the City Council also
explicitly supports suspending
the ban’
Our suggestions to the County Council
officers who would be charged with
implementing the proposed experimental
suspension were:
• That the area concerned be redesignated as a ‘Pedestrian Priority
Zone’, a term which is in reasonably
common use by other local authorities
around the country. We felt that such
a term, whilst not perfect, gives cyclists
and drivers the clear message that they
should at all times take full account of
the needs of pedestrians.
• Confirmation that the Campaign
strongly supports both enforcement
action on illegal cycle movements
and action to promote sensible and
responsible cycling throughout the
historic centre pedestrian zone. This is
in line with our own position paper on
Responsible, Legal Cycling, copies of
which are available on our website or
printed on request. We recognise that
the current actions of an inconsiderate
minority are a significant barrier to
public perceptions of the desirability of

revoking the existing cycling restriction.
We suggested that the County Council
write to the police, asking for renewed
enforcement against illegal cycling (such
as riding on pavements or in the wrong
direction).
• A suggestion that a code of conduct for
cyclists be agreed, for inclusion in any
publicity.
• That a change to Hobson Street
junction gates could be implemented
to slow down cyclists entering the zone
and to deter cyclists from using the
pavement.
• An observation that the experiment
should result in a simplification of the
current regulations in the city centre,
which should aid compliance with those
which remain.
• That a Working Group could be
established to look at these and related
issues. We would hope that such a
group would include representatives
of bodies such as pedestrian groups
and disability organisations, as well
as stakeholders such as the Student
Unions, who are in a good position to
help promote positive behaviour.

Working Group
Upon receiving our letter, Richard Preston,
the Officer concerned, wrote, “Thank
you for your very constructive letter. Your
suggestion of a working group is a good
way of taking this forward” and that he
intended to set up such a group in coming
weeks.
We have recently received confirmation
that the Working Group will meet at the
end of March.

Cambridge City Council
debates the suspension
In mid-February we heard that City
Councillors Blencowe and Durrant had
tabled a motion to the full City Council
condemning the decision taken by the
Area Joint Committee, moving that it be
overturned.
We immediately wrote to all Councillors in
response, countering the arguments put.
Several Councillors responded positively
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to our letter, stating that many of the
points we wrote about provided useful
ammunition against the Councillors’
motion.
In Council, the motion was amended to
read as follows, and then passed:
This Council welcomes the decision of
the AJC to lift the city centre cycling
ban on an experimental basis, subject
to consultation and evaluation using
independent market research.
The Council notes that this will provide
a valuable northbound cycle route
through the city centre and that it will
reduce the confusion surrounding the
present restrictions, with the attendant
compliance problems.
The Council notes that the AJC’s decision
reflects recently reinforced Department
for Transport advice that pedestrians and
cyclists can co-exist in pedestrianised
areas, and that experience in Cambridge
supports this advice; the accident record
where coexistence takes place in the
historic city centre is good.
The Council recognises that public
acceptance of this approach is important
to the success of the experiment.
Encouragement of responsible cycling
will be important, as will its enforcement
by the police. The Council welcomes
both Cambridge Cycling Campaign’s
paper on Responsible, Legal Cycling
and the establishment of a working
party to consider a detailed approach to
implementation of the trial.
We now have a situation where the City
Council explicitly supports suspending
the ban, in addition to the support
of the two Councils’ joint transport
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committee. We strongly welcome this
City Council support for the proposed
experimental suspension. Like the Area
Joint Committee, we feel that trying to
see whether it will work is the only way
in which this long-running debate will
be resolved. We note that much of the
wording within this motion is taken from
our own letter, surely a recognition of the
quality of our arguments here.

The impact on walkers in the
area
We feel that pedestrian comfort needs
to remain a high priority and that cyclists
who will be allowed to use the area need
to respect this. We are confident that
pedestrians and cyclists can co-exist in
the city centre, as demonstrated by the
lack of any major problems on Sundays,
when cycling has always been permitted.
We are glad that our suggestion that the
Working Group should include pedestrian
representation has been accepted.
Many cyclists choose to walk during
the busiest times, such as on Saturday
between 4 pm and 5 pm and during
Sundays, even though they can legally
ride. We do not expect this will change,
and it further demonstrates that
many cyclists do respect the needs of
pedestrians and that the current blanket
ban is not the correct balance.

Making the ban work
Councillor Jenny Bailey, following the City
Council’s decision, said, ‘Most of us are
OK and we cycle safely but there are a
few people who are poor cyclists and they
have a bit of an attitude. These people
flout the ban anyway.’
We agree with this analysis. We feel this
minority does give other cyclists a bad
name. However, we feel that it would be
wrong to continue to discriminate against
the majority of sensible cyclists because of
this. The minority of irresponsible cyclists
will always be a problem unless and until
enforcement is present.

Many cyclists choose to walk their cycle at
busy times when even now they can legally
cycle.

The Campaign will do what it can to
promote responsible cycling here (and
elsewhere). Ultimately, of course, it has
no formal power to prevent bad cycling,
much as those motoring organisations
which promote safe and responsible
motoring cannot be blamed for the
transgressions of motorists.
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We have stated on many occasions that
levels of traffic enforcement by the police
are unacceptably low. We fully support
enforcement against illegal cycling and, as
our letter to the County Council stated,
we feel that the County Council should be
making this case to the police also.

“We understand the County
Council plans to start the
experimental suspension
during the summer. Until
that time, the restrictions on
cycling remain in full force.”
We are looking forward to the first
meeting of the Working Group to discuss
practicalities of the proposed suspension
and ways in which better promotion and
enforcement could be applied.
We understand the County Council plans
to start the experimental suspension
during the summer. Until that time, the
restrictions on cycling remain in full force.
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Cycling 2020
The last AGM decided that the Campaign
should produce a policy document,
Cycling 2020, which would set the
framework for cycling in Cambridge for
the next 15 years (see the box below).
The Committee, plus a group of
interested members, met in mid January
and spent an enjoyable and thoughtprovoking afternoon mapping out the
areas the document should cover. We
came up with five key points:
• It needs to be faithful to our Manifesto.
This was published in 1995 at the
Campaign’s inception and is as relevant
today as it was then.
• It needs to change attitudes to cycling
provision; the City and County Councils
should be more adventurous and
prepared to try new things.
• We want Cambridge to be safe enough
for parents to be happy for their
children to cycle.
• It needs to take account of the future
expansion of Cambridge; if this is not
dealt with imaginatively, the level of
cycling could decline.
• The document should not degenerate
into a wish-list, or focus solely on
physical infrastructure.

Audience
The audience will be wide-ranging:
• Policy-makers (Councillors, officials,
senior officials)
• Private developers (whose schemes
form an increasingly large proportion of
the changes which affect cyclists)
• Quangos, e.g. Cambridge Horizons
• The media (as a means of exerting
pressure on policy makers)
• Our own members, who we hope
will use this new tool as a means
of enthusing others and boosting
membership
• National personalities: showing what
could be done across the county
• Employers

Format
The final document should include
enough detail to explain concepts that
4

are sometimes non-intuitive, but must
avoid becoming a design manual. We
need an attractive, readable and thoughtprovoking booklet of about 24 pages, in
full colour with a glossy appearance. We
hope to obtain a grant to cover the costs
of printing and of typesetting.

Structure
Following an executive summary outlining
our desired approach to cycling provision
around Cambridge, there would be
several one-to-four page sections, each
on a major theme (as listed below),
interspersed with smaller, cross-linking
sections.
The main sections would include examples
of good and bad provision, demonstrating
how things should and should not be
done. And there are plenty of examples
of the latter around Cambridge! Artists’
impressions should be included to provide
example locations where innovative new
schemes could be tried.
The main sections that we initially
envisage are:
• Primary cycle routes (e.g. the
Chisholm Trail, our proposal for a
cycle-superhighway roughly running
alongside the railway connecting
Addenbrooke’s to the Science Park)

Cycling 2020 is to be a visionary
document for cycling in the city over
the next 15 years, that not only reflects
the emerging transport landscape but
looks beyond the lifetime of current
local government strategies.
It will contain a series of achievable but
challenging plans for the delivery of an
attractive cycling infrastructure, and act
as a focus for campaigning.
It would principally:
• Give decision-makers a clearer idea of
positive things the Campaign actually
wants;
• Provide a ‘pick-list’ of schemes which
could be carried out (e.g. the Chisholm
Trail; local schemes; opening up of
blocked routes, etc)
• Outline a clear list of theme-based
objectives for action (e.g. removal of
obstructions; increasing cycle parking to
levels which actually meet demand).
• Give a focus to get improvements to
existing infrastructure.
• Make suggestions on broader nonphysical measures such as driver/cyclist
education and training as well as
enforcement issues.

• Discussion of safety vs. convenience,
and how safety often follows naturally
from a well-planned, easy-to-use
scheme.
• Ensuring that the needs of pedestrians
are fully respected

• Removal of barriers to cycling (e.g.
obstructions, filling in ‘missing links’,
etc.)

• Maintenance of routes (e.g. surfacing)

• Managing/taming traffic (area-wide
speed limits, Home Zones)

• ‘Why provide for cyclists?’ (particularly
of interest to people less familiar with
the issues).

• Education and training (for all classes of
road user - cyclists included)
• Enforcement issues
• Cycle parking (why and how it should
be done)
• Reallocation of road space (car
parking, bus lanes, finding ways to
accommodate cyclists rather than
making them the enemy of both
motorists and pedestrians)

• National policy issues

Next steps
We would welcome involvement from
anyone who could help to write text for
the above sections or who could help in
other ways.
Copies of the full notes from the meeting
are available on request via our usual
contact details.

• Dealing with the legacy of bad
infrastructure (such as the removal of
bad shared use provision, dealing with
‘niggles’ on a city-wide basis)

We hope to have the finished document
ready and printed in time for the 2005
AGM in November. We hope that it would
be accompanied by a roadshow to launch
it as a basis for future campaigning.

Smaller sections would include:

Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator
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Historic core appraisal
Cambridge City Council has recently
consulted on an appraisal of the
‘character of the historic core of the
city’.
The Cambridge Historic Core Appraisal
seeks to assess the character of the
historic core of the city, to consider
the issues affecting this character
and how the Council can work
with others to minimise any threat
to the key features and enhance
weaker areas. Once approved by
Councillors, the document will be
deemed a material consideration in
the determination of planning and
other applications.
Although not a transport
consultation as such, we took the
opportunity to put in a consultation
response on a few cycling related
areas which we felt were within the
consultation’s remit.

Speed limits
We commented that the current speed
limit arrangements are inappropriate for a
historic city centre area, as inappropriate
speeds reduce the quality of life of those
living and working in the historic core and
cause danger.
We reiterated our view – which we have
made several times in a variety of recent
consultations – that the area within the
inner ring road should be re-designated as
a 20 mph zone.
There are already several small areas
with a 20 mph limit within the ring road
and creating a single zone would seem
appropriate and sensible.

Consequently, cycle theft remains high, an
obvious way to promote increased levels
of cycling (with the associated benefits
that brings) is being missed, and cycles are
left lying around wherever there is space,
often causing blockages to pedestrians.

Lastly, we commented in our consultation
response that there are a small number
of locations such as Green Street where
irregular granite setts have been used,
making conditions for cyclists,
walkers and, in particular people
with disabilities, difficult. We
wrote opposing their use. We
suspect that recent disability
legislation would prevent their
use in any case.
Our consultation response,
as with all our letters, can
be found our website at
www.camcycle.org.uk/
campaigning/letters/ or upon
request.

We therefore wrote wishing to see the
need for increased levels of cycle parking
recognised in the plan.
We would dearly love to see a cyclingminded councillor take up the mantle of
getting a proper initiative to address the
severe cycle parking shortage across the
city. Current piecemeal initiatives though
welcome, are not enough. Yet this is one
area that could substantially increase
the quality of the cycling environment in
Cambridge at little cost.

“Will any councillor take up
the mantle of introducing a
proper initiative to address the
severe cycle parking shortage
across the city?”

Cycle parking and car
parking

We also stated our view that the
detrimental effect on the city environment
of large amounts of space being given
over to car parking, should also be
recognised. It is curious that there was
so much fuss over the visual intrusion of
coach parking at the time of the changes
to Silver Street, yet the view across the
backs has long been spoilt by the row of
car parking that pervades Queen’s Road.

We commented that there appears to
be a reluctance to remove on-street
car parking, both in residential areas
and elsewhere. At the same time, cycle
parking is in desperately short supply, yet
there exists no major initiative to address
this seriously.

To take this example of Queen’s Road, the
space could be used in better ways, most
notably a high-quality, continental-style
cycleway. Many cyclists find this road to
be somewhat hazardous and removing
the car parking here would considerably
increase safety and convenience.

This may also offer the potential to reduce
the amount of signage within the Historic
Core, a matter which has been of concern
to many councillors in recent years.

Care over use of granite setts

Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator

Corn Exchange Street
cycle contraflow
The issue of whether Cambridgeshire County
Council will agree to install the much-needed
cycle contraflow in Corn Exchange Street is
now to come before the Council’s Cabinet on
12 April. Judging from the fact that it is item
17 on the agenda, it doesn’t at present seem
very likely that this important cycling issue
will be given a lot of attention. (We discussed
the proposed contraflow, needed as part of
the Grand Arcade development, at length in
Newsletter 58 and previous newsletters).
James Woodburn

Demolition of parts of the car park and the
back of the old Robert Sayle shop is well
advanced by early March (as viewed from
the west of Corn Exchange Street)
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South Cambridge
Rutherford Road and Porson Road.
The alleyway between these two roads
would be resurfaced and converted to
a shared-use pedestrian and cycle path,
segregated by a white line. The lighting
would be improved and flush kerbs
installed. Unfortunately the plans show
the direct route onto the road at each
end obstructed by guardrails: we have
asked for these to be omitted. At the
Trumpington Road end of Porson Road, a
short section of pavement cycleway would
allow cyclists to reach the existing toucan
crossing slightly to the north.

Cambridgeshire County Council has
recently finished public consultation on
a series of measures for cyclists in the
Brooklands Avenue–Trumpington Road–
Long Road area of south Cambridge, and
as usual, the Campaign has submitted a
lengthy response.
The most significant proposal is the
complete replacement of the Sheep’s
Green footbridge over the River Cam by
one which will take cyclists. This will be
a huge benefit to cyclists riding between
Newnham and Brooklands Avenue, and
will doubtless encourage many people to
use it who had previously found the river
crossing either inconvenient or impossible.
Most of the other measures proposed are
relatively minor. The schemes are all offroad and there is not a single proposal to
improve conditions for cyclists using the
roads.

“. . . there is not a single
proposal to improve
conditions for cyclists
using the roads.”
Eastwards from the bridge, a bumpy
but pleasant path runs to Brooklands
Avenue. We’ve asked for this to be
widened to 2 m and given a new surface,
similar to that used on the upgraded path
across Coe Fen. By the Stone Bridge at
the junction with Brooklands Avenue,
the council is proposing a short section
of path to give more direct access to
the pavement cycleway southwards to
Trumpington. This would be an alternative
to the existing cattle grid. We believe
that this will be of little benefit to the
majority of cyclists who use this route to
travel between Newnham and Brooklands
Avenue, rather than between Mill Lane
and Trumpington. We’ve complained
that the proposed layout fails to address
congestion between the existing
cattle grid and the toucan crossing on
Trumpington Road.
We’ve also asked for two additional
toucan signals: one where the pavement
cycleway to Trumpington crosses the exit
from Chaucer Road, making it easier for
cyclists to tell when it is safe to cross, and
another replacing the existing pedestrian
crossing at the exit from Brooklands
6

These bridges on Sheep’s Green are due for
an upgrade.

Avenue. This would make it legal for
cyclists who use the existing toucan
stages from Newnham and Coe Fen to
join Trumpington Road southbound.
The County Council is also proposing a
new cycle route between Brooklands
Avenue and Long Road. The northern
section of the route will start at a
new toucan crossing half-way along
Brooklands Avenue and run through the
Government Offices site, currently being
redeveloped for housing and now known
as ‘Accordia’. The central section is much
less definite but the current suggestion is
that it would run through the University
Press site, parallel to Hobson’s Conduit,
before crossing the conduit by an existing
road bridge. It would continue south
for 270 m along the footpath on the
west side of the conduit. This footpath is
environmentally sensitive and its use as a
cycleway would be controversial. The final
section to Long Road would run along the
edge of an open field. Only the northern
section is likely to be constructed in the
near future, with the central and southern
sections being seen as a long-term aim.
In our response to the Council we have
supported the aim for a cycle route from
Accordia to Long Road but have urged
the council to seek a route that avoids
the existing footpath beside Hobson’s
Conduit.
Improvements are proposed to the
longstanding cycle route between
Long Road and Trumpington Road via

Brooklands Avenue and Long Road
already have pavement cycleways on each
side. These would be partly resurfaced but
would remain poor quality facilities. It is
also proposed to allow pavement cycling
on Trumpington Road alongside the
Botanic Garden. We have responded that
this completely fails to address the real
problem along this section which is the
presence of parked cars on either side of
the road, made worse by the presence
of narrow red-surfaced cycle lanes which
route cyclists into the danger zone of
carelessly-opened car doors. We have
asked the council to focus its attention on
improving conditions for on-road cyclists
here rather than expecting them to ride on
the pavement: specifically for the removal
of car parking and for the cycle lanes to be
widened.

A new bridge over the Cam near Newnham
should allow two-way cycling rather than
one-way wheeling. Congestion often occurs
in peak hours.
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A cycle parking secret
Did you know that there are FREE
underground parking stands for over 200
bicycles at Park Street Car Park? Did you
know that for just £10 per month you
can place your bike in a locker with your
belongings? That three CCTV scanners and
security staff are constantly at work there?
And that it is the biggest of its kind in
Britain?
Yet although the Bike Park has been
available for several years, I am still amazed
at the number of people who do not know
it is there. In case you are one of these, the
entrance is a few yards from the corner of
Round Church Street and Park Street and the
cycle area is in the underground bay of the
multi-storey car park. All shapes and sizes
of cycles can be accommodated including
tandems and tricycles and there is even
space for trailers. There are small blue signs
marking the entrance and pointers on the
opposite side of the road.
The bike park is now around two-thirds
full on weekdays but I still wonder why
more people do not avail themselves of this
excellent facility which has been provided
by a generous Home Office grant. Some
may feel that there is a certain romance in

the traditional Cambridge sight of bicycles
clustered around railings on the street and
want to add their imprint to the scene or
that having to walk a few extra yards to their
destination is not worth the effort. I thought
so until I collected my bike at the end of a
particularly trying day, from a railing beside
my workplace, to find the saddle had been
removed. Since then I have always used
the Park and do so even if I need to go to
another part of the city centre. After all,
there are two ‘free bus’ stops almost within
sight of the Park entrance: one at the end of
Jesus Lane and the other in Trinity Street.
A colleague was concerned that an
underground situation presented a possible
danger to women. I must say that in its early
stages the Park did not seem too inviting.
It had very few users, it seemed rather dark
and gloomy, it didn’t smell too pleasant and
it took me several months to discover that
there was a second exit (leading to St John’s
Street). Now, with its bold and attractive
murals and a growing fraternity of regular
users (including several youngsters from
the nearby primary school) I feel quite an
affection for the place. Oh yes, and the smell
has gone.

The lockers seem very underused. Although
I do not have need myself, I have arranged
with my workplace to have the cost
refunded to anyone who wishes to use one.
Other nearby employers may like to take up
the idea to encourage more people to cycle
to work. It is much cheaper than providing
or paying for car parking!
Do give the Park a try, even if it is to keep
your bike out of the rain one day. Once
accustomed, you won’t need to wonder
whether you will be forced to retrieve your
bike from the bottom of a stack of others
or even to wonder where you actually left
it. And, above all, there is far less need to
worry as to whether it will actually be there
when you go to fetch it.
And finally: what has happened to the
luminous plastic self-curling cycle clips
that not only worked effectively but also
provided an advertising stunt that people
really did notice? I was regularly asked what
my clips said. Now I have lost them and no
longer have the opportunity to peel them
off and roll out the words Free Secure Cycle
Parking. Please make some more.
Jane Chisholm

Members’ survey
The deadline for Members’ Survey returns passed at the end of December, and
they have now been sent off for processing. There were over 280 responses.
Many thanks to all who sent in completed surveys.
We believe that most of the raw data will have been processed for us by the end
of March. The task of analysis of the data will then begin. We therefore hope to
have an article in the next Newsletter (or the one following) giving the results of
the survey.
A large amount of interesting data has been generated. There were very many
comments and suggestions which the Committee will try to follow up. And it
will be interesting to analyse views on issues such as the city centre which have
seen recent developments.
The results of the Survey will also help inform the Campaign’s work on Cycling
2020, as described on page 4.
One or two methodological issues have come to light in the survey, despite the
testing we put it through before sending the survey that you received to press.
This feedback will be useful for the next survey.
We hope to repeat the exercise perhaps every two years. Now that much of the
initial work to get it running has been done, the delay in getting the most recent
one finalised and out to members should be much less next time.
We would particularly welcome feedback on the advantages of a possible
additional online version next time, and how duplicated responses, if this
additional method of filling it in were available, could be avoided.
Many thanks once again to all who helped in devising the survey, in particular
our pre-release testers and our typesetter, David Green.
Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator
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Road speed reduction in Cambridge
Speed kills. 90% of pedestrians hit by a
vehicle at 40 mph die, 20% at 30 mph
and only 2.5% at 20 mph (figures from
Which? Magazine, March 2005, page 20).
For cyclists hit by vehicles the differential
effect of vehicle speed is likely to be
similarly significant.
What do we know about speeding in this
country? In what follows I draw on data
assembled by Claire Corbett in chapter six
of her impressive and scholarly book Car
Crime (Willan, 2003). It is well established
that speed is a main contributory factor
in around a third of fatal road traffic
crashes. In the year 2000 in England and
Wales around 1100 avoidable deaths and
more than 100,000 casualties resulted
from exceeding limits and inappropriate
Since its foundation the Cycling Campaign
has always campaigned for on-road
provision for cyclists in Cambridge in
preference to off-road provision. There are
many reasons for this policy which are set
out in the Campaign’s policy statements
and which I shall not go into here. For
the present discussion one implication is
clear. Motor vehicle road speed reductions
matter. In a city in which 25%–28%
of people cycle to work and in which
pedestrian density is also very high, it is
reasonable to expect motorists to reduce
their speed to a greater extent than might
be justifiable elsewhere.

Campaign is seeking major changes. In
most of the narrow City Centre streets
the limit is 30 mph, but 10 mph for
those few vehicles permitted access to
the City Centre between 10 am and
4 pm. In Bridge Street, Emmanuel Road
and Silver Street a 20 mph limit is used
to protect short lengths of road where
there are rising bollards. We favour a
comprehensive 20 mph limit for all areas
within the inner ring road except for the
City Centre between 10 am and 4 pm
when vehicles permitted to enter should
still be restricted to the tougher 10 mph
requirement.

There are four main methods for securing
reductions:

The CCN (Federation of Cycle Campaign
Groups) in their manifesto ask for a
default 20 mph speed limit for most
urban and residential streets. In Scotland,
Edinburgh is pioneering a city-wide
20 mph zone. Cambridge, with a much
higher proportion of cyclists and of
on-road pedestrians in the city centre,
is remarkably slow in changing. The
government’s draft local transport notes
state that reductions in pedestrian
and cyclist accidents of 63% and 29%
respectively have been measured where
20 mph zones have been introduced
(paragraph 4.3.7). We know that
imposing a more rigorous speed limit
does not always reduce the collision rate
in every road affected, but because of
the results achieved in other cities and of
the fact that reducing average speeds by
even 1 mph has such a dramatic effect we
should be more willing to experiment and
to innovate.

• Regulations, such as speed limits
speed. Government figures compiled from
a wide range of sites show that on urban
roads with a 40 mph limit the average
speed was 37mph with 25% of motorists
exceeding 40 mph. Where the speed
limit was 30 mph, the average speed was
32mph with 66% exceeding 30 mph.
38% of buses exceeded the 30 mph limit.
Higher speeds are associated with both
more serious collisions and with more
frequent collisions. Reducing average
speeds by just 1mph cuts average collision
frequency by around 5% – more on
slower, urban roads. There is nothing
unexpected about the fact that speeding
is dangerous. What is, for me, unexpected
is that such small reductions in average
speeds bring about such disproportionate
benefits.
8

• Road design and engineering, e.g.
traffic-calming measures
• Enforcement, for example using speed
cameras
• Education
None of these are easy in a country in
which speed is valued, in which most
drivers readily admit to breaking speed
limits, in which little stigma attaches
to such breaches and in which the
government is, for fear of electoral
consequences, reluctant to give a strong
lead. Education on the issue is particularly
problematical in a country in which speed
is so widely glorified.
In Cambridge current speed limits seem
arbitrary, irrational and in great need of
modernisation and systematisation. The
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We are also campaigning for a reduction
of the speed limit in Long Road from
40 mph to 30 mph to coincide with the
development of new housing and new
cycleways in the area. The current 40 mph
limit is, in any case, inconsistent with the
30 mph limits along the roads at both
ends – Trumpington Road at one end
and Hills Road and Babraham Road at the
other.
Road design changes, especially traffic
calming measures, have often been
successful in reducing traffic speeds both
on their own and when accompanied
by reduced speed limits. Corbett
reports reductions of 10 mph for some
traffic-calmed schemes. In general such
schemes tend not to be favoured by local
authorities on bus routes or through
roads, though in Cambridge we have a
number of relatively successful instances
of both – for example, in Bridge Street,
Chesterton High Street, Radegund Road
and at the junction of Drummer Street
and Emmanuel Road. Our experience as
cyclists of traffic calming in Cambridge
has been very mixed. A surprising number
of schemes, even recent ones, take little
or no account of the needs of cyclists and
involve build-outs or other inappropriate
measures which force cyclists out into the
path of other faster vehicles. We have
reason to be suspicious of every new
traffic-calming scheme, especially as we
are often only able to see the detailed
designs at the very last minute when it
is very difficult to get necessary changes
made.
In Cambridge as elsewhere speed
cameras, though installed only at places
with high accident rates, have been
demonstrated to reduce speed and
accident rates at these specific locations.
If the government were to act more
bravely and to change its policy so that
such cameras could be installed much
more widely, there is little doubt that
greater reductions in both speed and
accident figures could be achieved
than are obtainable by other measures
at comparable cost. The benefits for
pedestrians and cyclists would be
substantial. The means are available. Only
the political will is lacking.
James Woodburn

News

Cambridge Cycling Campaign

Oxford and Cambridge bicycle
user survey
It’s a funny old world. You wait ages for
a cycle survey, then two come along at
once.
Hot on the heels of our own Members’
Survey, early in March we heard about
the Oxford and Cambridge bicycle user
survey. This brief survey is part of a
research project which aims to improve
the relations between cyclists and buses
– ultimately making the roads safer for
cyclists. To encourage responses, there
will be a prize draw for five £20 HMV
tokens in each city. The deadline for
returning surveys is 15 April 2005. You
can download the survey, or fill it in
online, at:
www.oxfordshire.gov.uk/cyclingsurvey
The survey is being carried out by
researchers from Bath University, for the
Oxford and Cambridge Cycle/Bus Project,
which aims to help bus drivers and cyclists
get on better together on the roads by
finding out more about both groups’
needs. They will also be doing some
workshops with bus drivers.

The cycle survey and bus driver workshops
will complement existing research:
• A study of road users in Oxford which
was carried out by Brookes University
found that the top concerns cyclists
have with buses are being passed
too close, and being tailgated. Bus
drivers’ top concerns with cyclists are
near-misses at junctions, and being
undertaken.
• Casualty data from Oxfordshire reveals
different patterns for male and female
cyclists. Injuries to women cyclists seem
to be more likely to involve a collision
with a bus. The survey may help explain
this and other findings.
• Local, national and international
research reveals which types of
accidents are most likely to result in
serious injuries.
The information will be used to design
messages for bus drivers and cyclists. The
messages will be tested in Oxford, using
Cambridge as a control, to see if bus
drivers and cyclists find them useful.
Clare Macrae

Solar powered cats-eyes
Anyone who has tried to use a cycle path alongside an unlit rural road will know that it is often
impossible to see the edge of the path in the dark, especially when you are blinded by the
headlights of an oncoming car. We are, therefore, encouraged to hear that the County Council
is conducting an experiment in which self-illuminating road studs (cats-eyes) will be installed
along the edges of such a path. These will be powered by batteries that are charged by solar
panels during the day. A mile-long section of pavement between Girton and Oakington has been
chosen for the experiment. The path – which is currently extremely narrow – will also be widened
slightly as part of the scheme.

Try a child trailer…
A pilot project is soon to be launched to give parents at one of Cambridge’s nursery schools
the opportunity to try out cycle trailers for carrying young children. People often give up
cycling when they have young children, especially when they have a second child. If the pilot
is successful, the scheme will work with individual nursery schools, playgroups and pre-school
schemes to provide up to two trailers, which parents can then borrow for one week. Full training
for staff is given, and assorted information sheets are also provided.
The trailers:
• Are easy to put on your bike – most trailers will fit onto any bike and can be attached or
detached in a minute or two.
• Are easy to use – they are much easier than they look, follow the bike and, apart from going
uphill (which you don’t need to do much around Cambridge), you hardly notice it is there.
• Can fit up to two children (up to a total weight of about 45 kg or 7 stone).
• Have quite a large amount of space at the back for luggage and shopping.
• Can carry babies in baby seats which fix into the trailer.
• Can be converted into a stroller (overgrown pushchair) when you reach your destination.
For more information, contact Clare Rankin (01223) 457108 or
e-mail clare.rankin@cambridge.gov.uk.
Clare Macrae
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Area Transport Plans reviewed
We have reported before on the growing
list of ‘Corridor Area Transport Plans’
for Cambridge and the surrounding
areas: first Southern (1999), then Eastern
(2000), and more recently Northern and
Western (2003) plans. They each look
at development pressures in specific
areas and list measures that can be
taken to reduce their effect on transport.
The costs of the these measures are
fed into a formula that determines the
financial contribution required from each
developer.
In February, all four of Cambridge’s
Corridor Area Transport Plans were
reviewed and the Campaign responded to
this consultation.

General themes
All four plans include multiple bus priority
measures (Hills Road, Milton Road,
Histon Road, Madingley Road), and also
improvements to Hills Road Bridge. We
said:
Cambridge Cycling Campaign has
contested the benefit of some recently
proposed bus priority schemes using data
that we ourselves have collected. Any such
schemes need to be properly assessed,
and not just put forward on the say-so
of bus companies. Such schemes need
to consider the disbenefits to cyclists,
especially as these occur 24 hours a day,
seven days a week, 52 weeks a year,
whereas the benefits to bus operators
may only be for an hour or two on well
under half of the days in the year
We are concerned that the deliverability
of the proposed improvements to Hills
Road Bridge is listed as low. These
improvements are important for cyclists
as well as for buses and we consider
that greater efforts should be put into
improving their deliverability.
All four plans include contributions to the
Core Traffic Scheme. We said:
Much of this scheme has given great
benefits to cyclists, but on the ring
road itself some schemes labelled
‘improvements for cyclists’ have actually
disadvantaged cyclists. Two components
of the core scheme which would give
benefit to cyclists are the introduction of a
‘core’ wide 20 mph limit, and the removal
10

of car parking to allow space to be
reallocated to cyclists (e.g. Queen’s Road).
Loss of revenue from paid parking needs
to be included as a cost, but the benefits
to cycling would be large.

a real problem despite being used by
enormous numbers of cyclists.

Pedestrian and cycle
improvements

• One-Way Streets: We asked to see
allocation of funds for schemes to
convert one-way streets for use by twoway cyclists, work already agreed in
principle by the Cambridge Environment
and Transport Area Joint Committee.

A total of £1,600,000 is earmarked for
‘upgrading existing cycle and pedestrian
links in corridors’. We said:

Finally, we asked for a number of ‘missing
links’ for cyclists and pedestrians to be
included:

• we hope that the £1.6 million to be
spent on existing links will allow them,
and all other new routes, to meet the
‘soon to be announced’ Manual for
Streets standards.

• Trumpington (Church and P&R) to
Harston: This link, which would enable
cyclists to avoid the very difficult M11
junction and the traffic lights in the
area, has been discussed as part of the
developments on the old Monsanto
site. Completion before the start of the
Addenbrooke’s link road would remove
most cyclists from an area of major road
works.

Amongst many other brief comments
on individual schemes, we particularly
welcomed:
• the Riverside cycle bridge (£1,900,000)
• the proposal for a ramp from the Carter
bridge (across the railway line, between
the railway station
and Mill Road)
down to the station
car park (£150,000)

• Bridge for cyclists and pedestrians over
Cam adjacent to railway bridge: The

• Cambridge western
orbital cycle route
(£2,737,500)
We proposed two
further schemes
for inclusion in this
section:
• Mill Road: We said
that, within the
city, measures are
needed to improve
conditions for
pedestrians and
cyclists in Mill Road,
especially to reduce
traffic speeds and
to ameliorate the
impact of the extra
traffic generated
from the proposed
new eastern
developments. This
road seems to have
been overlooked
as a candidate for
attention in recent
years but remains

9 Victoria Avenue
Cambridge
01223 355517
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lack of a link from the Ditton Fields/
Jubilee Way to the Northern Fringe
and the proposed Chesterton Parkway
station makes a major block for trips
by sustainable modes. It needs to be
programmed in before the link across
the railway at Chesterton sidings.
• Cambridge Commercial Park/Business
Park to Nuffield Road and Long Reach
Road: The ‘operational’ St Ives branch
railway has long provided a barrier to
creating a valuable link in this area.
Now that this is officially closed, a route
from the Northern Fringe (East) to both
Nuffield Road and Long Reach Road
would be highly deliverable, and would
cost little. Such a route would allow
many cyclists, including those from
Milton, to avoid a difficult section of
busy road.
• West Cambridge (University Site) to
Bar Hill: Bar Hill is the most inaccessible
‘necklace’ village for cyclists with the
A14 acting as a major barrier. With the
extension of the Western corridor, there
is the opportunity to include a route to
Madingley, Dry Drayton, and hence Bar
Hill, by using existing accommodation
bridges, under the M11 west of the
University Farm and then over the
A428(T). We would also suggest
investigation of a cycle track alongside
the A14 towards Bar Hill.
• Haslingfield to Grantchester: This route
over concrete farm roads is already
used by some cyclists. The crossing of
the motorway avoids the alternative
busy M11 junctions (J11 or 12). It is a
‘permissive’ route by kind permission of
the owner who asks that cyclists write
for individual permission and carry the
authorising letter. The status needs to
be upgraded to a ‘normal’ permissive
path.
• Cycle track along A1307 towards the
major new employment developments
at Babraham and Abington (extending
the existing route which ends at the
roundabout south of the P&R) and
the leisure sites of Magog Down and
Wandlebury.
• Major refurbishment of the existing
cycle track along the A603 to Barton
and Comberton. This is an existing and
well-used link which has deteriorated
alarmingly in numerous places and
which is continuing to get worse. Some
sections appear to be collapsing. The

Diary

collapses at each end of the M11 bridge
are so severe that the path there has
been closed for nearly two years and
there appears to be no prospect of
it being reopened. Deep cracks have
appeared on other sections but repairs
have left the surface uneven and
uncomfortable. The entire route needs
major refurbishment and many sections
need to be completely reconstructed.
Clare Macrae

Helmets
In February, the British Medical Association’s
Board of Science and Education agreed to
consider further, at its meeting in April,
correspondence received about the BMA’s
U-turn to press for mandatory helmets for
adult and child cyclists. The subject will also
come before the BMA’s Annual Representative
Meeting at the end of June. It is essential to
balance the pressure for compulsion and to
press for an open review of all the evidence
on cycle helmets. Please therefore write to
Professor Sir David Carter, BMA Board of
Education and Science, BMA House, Tavistock
Square, London AC1H 9JP.

Cambridge Cycling Campaign

Leisurely rides and socials
Following discussion at the March monthly
meeting, we’ve decided to suspend the
monthly leisurely rides and the bi-monthly
socials for a while, due to lack of interest and a
shortage of people to organise the rides.
Both have been running since the early years of
the Campaign (formed in June 1995) but in the
last year or two have declined in attendance.
While it is sad that they will be stopping –
temporarily we hope – it seems clear that they
are both in need of a revamp. Perhaps it is
simply that the emphasis on different areas of
the Campaign’s work changes over time.
Please do let us know if you have particular
ideas as to how these could be brought back
and what could be done differently.
In the meantime, members keen on taking
a short ride through the countryside around
Cambridge might like to try the short rides
being led on Saturday mornings by the local
branch of the CTC (Cyclists’ Touring Club). See
the diary page for details. The newcomers’
rides of the City of Cambridge Cycling Club,
described in the last Newsletter, may also be of
interest.
Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator

Campaign Diary

www.camcycle.org.uk/events

April 2005
Fri 1

8.30 am Newsletter 59 review and planning for 60, over breakfast at Tatties café.

Sat 2

10 am

Tue 5

7.30 pm Monthly open meeting, Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane, at the
Park Street junction. (Tea and coffee, a chance to chat, and for us to
introduce ourselves to new members for the first half-hour. The meeting
proper starts at 8 pm.)

Campaign members are invited to join the CTC short ride, about 15 miles
at a gentle pace, with a coffee stop. Meet at Brookside; contact Joseph
Sugg: joesugg72@yahoo.co.uk (01223) 570490.

Sat/Sun 9/10

The subgroup to draft our responses to the AJC will meet. Contact the
Campaign for more details.

Sat 16

CTC short ride. See 2 April for description.

10 am

May 2005
Tue 3

7.30 pm Monthly open meeting, Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane. For a
description see 5 April.

Sat 7

Newsletter 60 deadline. Please contact the editor if you would like to
write an article.

Sat 7

10 am

CTC short ride. See 2 April for description.

Sat 21

10 am

CTC short ride. See 2 April for description.

Tue 31

Velo City 2005 conference in Dublin. For full details from the CCN, see
www.cyclenetwork.org.uk/latest/doc/vc05.pdf

Wed 25 7.30 pm Newsletter 60 envelope stuffing, at the Baby Milk Action office, 34
Trumpington Street. New helpers would be very welcome.
June 2005
Fri 3

8.30 am Newsletter 60 review and planning for 61, over breakfast at Tatties café.

Sat 4

10 am

Tue 7

7.30 pm Monthly open meeting, Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane. For a
description see 5 April.

Sat 18

10 am

CTC short ride. See 2 April for description.

CTC short ride. See 2 April for description.

Further ahead
10–12 September Celebration of the completion of the first 10,000 miles of the National
Cycle Network. Watch this space for more information.
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Your streets this month
New bridge at Newnham
The narrow Sheep’s Green footbridge
over the River Cam is to be completely
replaced so that cyclists can ride across it.
At present cyclists using the path between
Newnham and Brooklands Avenue have
to dismount and carry their bikes up
and down steps. We’ve welcomed the
proposal warmly and told the council that
this would be a huge improvement to a
cycle route that already carries over 700
cyclists a day. We’ve requested that the
bridge be made wide enough and asked
to be involved in the detailed design. We
said that, of recent constructions, only
the bridge at the station has been wide
enough (2.54 m cycle, 1.63 m pedestrian)
to eliminate conflicts between pedestrians
and cyclists. The new bridge is proposed
by Cambridgeshire County Council as part
of a series of measures for
cyclists in south Cambridge.
See the article on page 6.

and Riverside along each side of Tesco.
These routes have several flaws but the
main one was a series of narrow chicanes.
In Newsletter 57 we reported on
The path down to Riverside is owned by
proposals for a new section of pavement
the developer of the adjacent flats and
cycleway along the eastern side of
the City Council has been in negotiation
Cowley Road as part of a major new
to improve it. Both sets of chicanes on
road scheme in this area. We condemned
their land have now been removed and
the proposed 1.5 m width for a busy
the pedestrian and cycle sides swapped
two-way cycle track as being hopelessly
to avoid the need to change sides partinadequate. It is now proposed to increase
way down the path from Tesco. The path
this to 2 m, making it merely inadequate.
has been realigned at the bottom end
Given that almost all cyclists from the
and bollards will be installed one third
Milton Cycle Bridge will be forced to use
and two thirds down the hill with ‘hazard
this path we believe that a 3 m width is
strips’ before and after to reduce cyclists’
essential.
speeds. Thank you to Clare Rankin,
Cycling and Walking Promotion Officer at
East Cambridge
Cambridge City Council, for negotiating
We’ve been lobbying for some time for
these improvements. Unfortunately the
changes to the shared-use cycle paths
chicane on Tesco land at the top of the
that run between Newmarket Road
slope remains, as do those at each of the
southern ends.
Agency has now agreed to remove one of
them.

North Cambridge
A number of small changes
to Milton Cycle Bridge will
be made in the next few
weeks. The County Council
continues to be concerned
that cyclists coming down
from the bridge on the Milton
side may fail to stop to give
way to traffic at the bottom.
As an experiment, ‘ripple
print’ is to be installed in an
attempt to slow cyclists down.
This is a wavy painted surface
that is, apparently, only
comfortable to cycle on at
low speed. It will be removed
if it proves unsuccessful. We
welcome the fact that the
council is experimenting with
alternatives to obstructive
chicanes and hope the
experiment is successful.
On the south side of
the bridge we have long
complained about the
obstruction of the path by
three bollards. The Highways

Before and after views of the path between Tesco and Riverside. The
new bollards had not been added when the lower photo was taken.

It’s likely that the cycle route
through the nearby Beehive
Centre from Coldham’s
Lane to York Street will be
improved with money from
the City Council. The Council
is continuing to discuss this
with the site owners. In the
meantime, the owners have
confirmed that the route
from the Beehive Centre
to Sleaford Street will stay
open; a new gate had given
rise to the suspicion that it
would be closed.
The cycle bridge over the
railway by the station is to
be refurbished later this
year, with both the flooring
and transparent sides being
replaced. The work will
require the bridge to be
closed, either full-time or
part-time, for several weeks.
This long-overdue work was
delayed because of the need
to divert funds to pay for the
emergency replacement of
the Cutter Ferry footbridge
following the discovery that
it was structurally unsafe.

Designs past and present This issue we welcome Clive Rumble as our new Newsletter designer. Clive takes over from Mike Smith, who has been designing the publication
for us since issue 41 in April 2002. Our thanks both to Mike, for all his hard work and dedication over the last three years, and to Clive for taking over. Clare Macrae
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