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If you like what you see in this newsletter, 
add your voice to those of our 800 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.

Join now on-line at:
www.camcycle.org.uk/membership. 

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 8.00pm at the Friends’ Meeting
House, Jesus Lane, Cambridge.

Elected Officers 2006-2007

Co-ordinator – Martin Lucas-Smith

Liaison Officer – Jim Chisholm

Membership Secretary – Dave Earl

Newsletter Editor – Mark Irving

Treasurer – Clare Macrae

Stall Officer – Paul Tonks 07774 017473

Press Officer – James Woodburn

Officers without portfolio – Mike Causer,
Monica Frisch, James Gilbert, Vanessa Kelly,
Simon Nuttall, Alasdair Poore and 
Lisa Woodburn

Contacting the Campaign

Cambridge Cycling Campaign
PO Box 204
Cambridge CB4 3FN

Telephone and fax (01223) 690718

Internet: www.camcycle.org.uk

E-mail: contact@camcycle.org.uk

This newsletter is printed on recycled paper
by Victoire Press, Bar Hill.

Co-ordinator’s comment
Highway Code
The outcome of the consultation for the
new Highway Code draft cannot be worse
news for cyclists and threatens the loss of
real liberties for cyclists, of the sort that
have already been tested in the courts.

Despite claiming to have listened to the
many thousands of cyclists who wrote in,
complaining at the draft’s requirement for
cyclists to use cycling facilities where they
exist, the civil servants involved in drafting it
have made the wording worse, not better.
Presumably the idea that local authorities
are not doing a good job, an admission of
failure, cannot be formally recognised in the
Highway Code!

We all know how inadequate many cycle
facilities are. Some are plain unusable, others
inconvenient. Some, for instance on Milton
Road, have a dual purpose of acting as a
stick for some motorists against cyclists
(even using their vehicle as a weapon), on
the grounds that ‘there’s a cycle path over
there, use it, this is MY road!’ But cyclists
are currently under no obligation to use
such facilities. Cyclists have the right to use
the road, irrespective of a separate (and
often substandard) facility being provided.

In the same way that many motorists have
the option of using Park & Ride sites provided
at great expense (though they often fail to
use them), or use local roads even when a
motorway is provided, cyclists have a choice
whether to use the more direct main road,
or a pavement-like facility. Different cyclists
will use different provision, depending on
what is most appropriate for them.

If done right, facilities like shared-use paths
do offer some benefits to less experienced
cyclists, though the oft-found dangers (such
as inadequate side-road crossings and vehicles
emerging from driveways) vastly reduce any

supposed advantages. So many cyclists will
continue to want to use the road.
Commuter cyclists, in particular, quite 
reasonably have no desire to have to give
way at every side road, or dodge the poles,
phone boxes, or whatever else has carelessly
been left in a cycle path. Furthermore,
pedestrians using shared-use paths surely
have no desire to encounter faster cyclists.

At the time of writing, the draft before
Parliament will become the finalised Code
unless stopped by MPs. Following a meeting
we held with our MP, David Howarth, we
have since received indications that he will
be amongst those trying to stop it. We hope
to report next time on what happened.

Elections – getting cycling issues
into candidates’ minds (see p4)
The Committee took the opportunity to ask
all the candidates in the City Council elections
what they thought on a range of cycling
issues. We sent each candidate a ward-specific
survey, containing a number of general
questions, and some more specific ones, for
instance covering issues like car parking in key
cycling corridors, one-way streets and the like.

Some 30 candidates, around half, and from
all the political parties, took the time to
respond, and we are most grateful for their
time during what is such a busy period.

What was in some way surprising was the
very heavy consensus on a number of
issues, particularly the widespread shortage
of cycle parking provision around the city.
Many agreed with our call for the institution
of a formal target-based Cycle Parking
Strategy to focus minds on more provision.

We look forward to having this support
from those candidates who were elected.

Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator

The offending page from the draft Highway
Code. Rule 61 is the cause for concern.

“use cycle routes and cycle facilities…wherever
possible…”. Using this shared-use pavement
is possible, but then it is also possible to bang
your head against a brick wall repeatedly.
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Gonville Place crossing update

Following the January 2007 meeting of the Cambridge Traffic
Management Area Joint Committee (AJC), some minor improvements
were made to the Gonville Place crossing which had been seriously
damaged by the County Council’s alterations (see Newsletters 67
and 69). These minor improvements involved removal or relocation
of some of the bollards on the crossing approaches.

The AJC discussed the Gonville Place crossing again at its meeting
on 23 April. Major improvements, or rather major changes to
restore what was there before, were proposed. The issues for 
discussion were:

• Segregated crossings for pedestrians and cyclists

• Detection loops on the cycle approaches

• Near-side signals for pedestrians and far-side signals for cyclists 

• Reintroduction of the banned
turns to prohibit cyclists turning
across the pedestrian crossing area
during the pedestrian and cycle
phase of the signal sequence

There was quite a lot of discussion,
with some strong opposition from
AJC members, over the proposal to
again ban turns by cyclists across the
pedestrian part of the crossing.
However, County Council officers
were not happy about allowing the
turns. A design allowing the turns
would almost certainly have to be
safety audited which would inevitably
lead to delay in making the other
much-needed changes to the crossing.
It was proposed that instead the
work on the crossing should go
ahead now and then the operation of
the crossing, including the issue of
the turns, should be considered in
the light of experience after a year.
This was agreed. The savage County
Council transport expenditure cuts
which are due to be implemented

soon meant that there was concern that nothing should be decided
that could lead to further delay and even possible cancellation of
the proposals to improve the crossing.

There was a request for the removal of more posts and for the
radius of the left turn into Gresham Road from Gonville Place to be
made easier and it was agreed that this should be looked at.

However, disappointingly, none of the other points the Campaign
had raised were discussed. In particular:

• There was no discussion of the need for slipways to allow 
on-road cyclists to get onto the pavements to use the crossing
to cross the road instead of having to make difficult on-road
right turns;

• No discussion of the need for a raised crossing;

• No discussion of the need to move the Gresham Road cycleway
to the west so that the eastern pavement could be widened 
for pedestrians;

• No discussion of the need to allow more crossing time.

The meeting agreed:

• To support the layout changes on the agenda;

• To delegate the Director of Highways
and Access to determine any objec-
tions to the prohibited turns in consul-
tation with Chairman and Vice-chair-
man;

• To note the proposed timetable for the
changes to be implemented; 

• And to review the operation of the
crossing twelve months after the
implementation of the changes.

All in all, we are likely to eventually get
back a crossing very much like the one they
took away at great public expense, except
that there will be new puffin-style lights for
pedestrians and apparently a rather shorter
crossing time than before for both cyclists
and pedestrians. We will continue to advo-
cate allowing cyclists to make turns across
the pedestrian part of the crossing and we
are in correspondence with the AJC and
the Signals Team regarding this and the
other improvements we would like to see.

Lisa Woodburn

Gonville Place crossing update

It was proposed that the work 
on the crossing should go ahead 

now and then the operation of the
crossing, including the issue of the

turns, should be considered in 
the light of experience after a year.Changes at Gonville Place crossing should be mostly reversed,

including putting detector loops back in for cyclists.

Signal heads on the far side should be reintroduced
to supplement nearside indicators.



The Committee took the decision this year
to see what candidates standing for 
election as local councillors thought about
cycling (and walking) issues. We received a
good response, with around half those
standing responding.

In early April, we requested, via our members’
e-mail list, suggestions for questions to ask
the candidates. We were keen to make the
questions relevant to each local area, rather
than just being a general questionnaire. The
finalised questions were then worked up
into a survey for each ward.

Half of each survey was based on cycling
issues which affect all areas, namely cycling
promotion, the vast shortage of cycle parking,
and the need for enforcement against traffic
offences (including those committed by
rogue cyclists). A selection of the questions
can be seen in the boxes on the next page.

We covered each of the 14 city wards, as
well as Histon & Impington ward (which is
in South Cambridgeshire). If we re-run this
initiative in future years, we hope to cover a
wider area, following this successful pilot.

We did the survey on-line so that 
constituents – including our members – in
each ward (rather than merely our
Campaign’s Committee) could see what each
candidate thinks. Voters could then take
these views into account alongside other
issues of concern to them. Naturally, 
we took care to contact every candidate in

each ward equally, as well as notifying their
agents, should letters get lost in the post.

Some 30 candidates responded, and we 
are extremely grateful to them for 
their time, at such a busy period. The
responses were fairly equally distributed

across the six political parties that had 
representatives standing.

The candidates’ full responses can be seen
on our website, and will be archived there.
One candidate didn’t wish their responses
to be made public, on the grounds of 
disliking lobby groups. (Ironically, this
meant that only the Committee, rather
than the general public, could actually see
that candidate’s views!)

What is remarkable is the degree of agreement
on many of the issues we highlighted.
However, it is also noticeable that many
candidates were not aware of the needs of
commuter cyclists. The difficulties faced 
by such cyclists in areas like Milton Road 
or Trumpington Road are not something
which can be tackled by off-road paths, 
for instance.

Probably the question which provoked the
highest levels of agreement amongst candidates
was over our proposal for a formal strategy
to get on-street cycle parking around
Cambridge. Some candidates thought that
our initial proposal for 100–200 public, 
on-street spaces (additional to those 
which must be provided by new housing or
commercial developments), which some
Council officers seem to regard as
unachievable, was too low and should be

Cambridge Cycling Campaign Local election 2007
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What is remarkable is the degree of agreement on
many of the issues we highlighted. However, it is 
also noticeable that many candidates were not 
aware of the needs of commuter cyclists.

Local election 2007 candidates – cycling in their minds
www.camcycle.org.uk/elections
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Local election 2007

only a very initial target. The fact that 10% of reported crime in
Cambridge is cycle theft was not lost on many candidates!

The example of the cycle parking outside St Catharine’s College,
which resulted in the removal of a tiny number of car parking
spaces but which vastly improves both cycling provision and the
walking environment, is a model of what is needed all around
Cambridge. And some areas, like Petersfield or Romsey, have virtually
no cycle parking provided, except in the most heavily used shopping
areas. We hope that those candidates that were successfully 
elected will take this issue up, and we will certainly be reminding
them to do so.

On policing issues, candidates generally agreed with our calls for
action here, though many felt it unrealistic or inappropriate for
policing against pavement/red-light offences to be a police priority.

Issues like contraflow cycling in Petersfield had a moderate degree
of support, but with caveats. Work is needed to remind candidates
of the benefits – and the few actual problems on the ground – that
such provision has historically resulted in. Likewise, there was also
selective support for our calls to remove car parking in a few key
locations on the ring road.

We hope that our survey has not only been of interest to our mem-
bers, but has also made candidates more aware of the issues that
the large number of people who cycle in Cambridge face on a daily
basis. With more support for cycling, higher levels of cycling, and
better provision (which often just means a more cycle-friendly road
environment, rather than cycling-specific infrastructure), could be
achieved.

We hope to run this initiative next year. Suggestions for questions
are always welcome.

There was remarkable consensus on
the need to address the vast shortage
of on-street, public cycle parking
around the city. It is time for a councillor
to take a public lead on this.

Some of the more generalised questions we asked:

• Cycling offers a huge opportunity to reduce motor traffic
and free up road space. Do you have any suggestions for
additional cycling promotion activities that the Council
could do?

• Cambridge suffers from a huge shortage of on-street
public cycle parking, and a staggeringly high rate of cycle
theft – 10% of reported crime. We want to see a formal
strategy to get on-street cycle parking provided around
Cambridge, with a target of say, 100–200 spaces per
year initially. Do you support this?

• Do you support our view that traffic policing (including
fining of cyclists without lights or using pedestrian-only
pavements) should become a police priority?

• Following the remarkable success of 20 mph zones in
Hull, we wish to see many more 20 mph zones around
Cambridge for both safety and environmental reasons.
Do you support this objective?

• Many cycling schemes effectively force cyclists onto the
pavement, resulting in an inadequate cycling environment,
and in resentment from pedestrians. Do you support our
view that the Council's priority should always be to
improve the general road environment first, including the
provision of cycle lanes at least 1.5 metres (5 feet) wide?

Answers from the candidates are on our website.

A few of the more ward-specific questions we asked:

• In Market and Petersfield wards: Some cyclists have
told us they feel unsafe riding alongside two short
stretches of Lensfield Road and East Road where car
parking is allowed in spite of the heavy traffic. Such car
parking narrows the space available considerably. Do you
support removal of this car parking in the interests of
improved traffic flow and the safety of cyclists?

• Trumpington area: We favour the removal of car parking
on at least one side of Trumpington Road outside the
Botanic Gardens. The current lanes are against government
policy, as they are in the 'dooring zone'. Our proposal
would allow wider cycle lanes and a buffer zone to protect
cyclists from opened car doors. Do you support this?

• Romsey ward: Do you support mandatory inclusion of
on-street cycle parking as part of any car club scheme
that is introduced in Cambridge?

• Petersfield ward: Cycle parking at the railway station is
in extremely short supply, with all spaces full even early
in the day. Do you support conversion of more car parking
spaces at the station to cycle parking now before the
area is redeveloped?

• Northern areas: Some cyclists have told us they feel
unsafe riding over the A14 Histon junction, because of
crossing the exit roads down onto the A14, and along
Histon Rd, because of its narrowness. Do you support
measures to improve safety for cyclists in these two areas?

Answers from the candidates are on our website.
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Reporting incidents to the police

Reporting incidents to the police
The police are responsible for investigating crashes, cases of aggressive
driving and obstructive and illegal parking or unloading in cycle lanes.
However, a number of cyclists have reported that they have had difficulty
getting such incidents officially recorded, let alone investigated. We
thought it might be useful to suggest some guidelines.

Firstly, though, remember that the great majority of potential crashes
can be avoided by a cyclist who has learned to ride skilfully and 
diligently, even when the only person in the wrong is the other
party. I cycled in Cambridge for some 15 years before I even had a
bruise that was not my fault. (I should never have tried to cycle on
frozen slush one winter). Cycling keeps you fit, helps save the planet,
and the more people who cycle, the safer we all are.

Crashes
If you are involved in an actual crash, where you fall off your bike,
and you’re unsure whether or how much you are injured, say
you’re not sure. Never say anything to imply that you’re not injured,
even if you think that to be the case. The adrenalin rushing around
your body will say ‘I’m fine’, and it is only when you sit down, or
get into the bath, and you realise you are stiff and a large bruise is
appearing somewhere on your anatomy, that you discover the full
truth. If you say you aren’t injured it may enable the driver to ignore
the crash and any responsibilities. Be careful about admitting any
liability at the time, as you could regret this on reflection.

In a crash (they never were ‘accidents’), involving a motor vehicle
where someone is injured, the driver has a duty in law to report it
to the police as soon as reasonably possible, within 24 hours, and
the police have a duty to record data from the incident on the
STATS19 database used to produce local and national statistics.

This should occur even when neither party feels the blame is sufficient
to warrant the police taking action against anyone. We’ve good
evidence to suggest that many crashes involving cyclists who are
injured never make it to the STATS19 database.

The police should also accept reports from cyclists even where a
motor vehicle is not involved, for example, due to a pedestrian or 
dangerous surface.

If anyone suffers a crash, they should make notes immediately and
then write a statement of exactly what happened as soon as possible
after the event. They should describe the movements of each party,
and what were their reactions both before and after the 
crash (both in what they said and how they acted more generally).
If possible you should also take photos of the location, showing all
relevant places. A statement recorded immediately after a crash will
carry much more weight in subsequent proceedings than one
made some days later. For that reason, this statement should be in
addition to any statement you subsequently give to the police –
indeed, it’s a good idea to give your statement to the police instead
of accepting one drawn up by them.

Aggressive Driving
More problematic are incidents of aggressive driving. You need to
remember that we all (even cyclists) make mistakes and being
threatening or aggressive to a driver who has made a mistake,
without serious consequences, and who clearly recognises it, just
makes things worse. Although you may both be shaken, aggressive
action may lead to the driver making further mistakes, turning their
bad day into a disastrous one for someone else.

If a driver is clearly aggressive, thinks he has rights on the road
without responsibilities, and that the law does not apply to him, the
police should take action if it is reported. This is anti-social behaviour
at its worst and the police, Department for Transport and the Home
Office have produced a leaflet on this type of issue. See:

www.dft.gov.uk/pgr/roadsafety/drs/roadpolicingcommitment

CCTV operators should be 
able to recover images to 
support your version of events.

After any crash or 
nasty near-miss
• Get safe. If the incident is serious and needs

police or ambulance urgently, call 999

• Get registration number(s)

• Get at least one witness

• Take photographs

• Don’t admit liability

• Write things down (borrow pen and paper
if need be)

• Report it (0845 456 456 4)

• Write a statement as soon as possible
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Although this leaflet seems clear, it unfortunately seems difficult to
report such issues unless you allow yourself to be injured. Most of
us are, most of the time, observant enough, quick witted enough,
and sensible enough to get out of the way, although this may mean
falling off, escaping to the footway, or even running away.

If the driver is abusive, foul mouthed, threatening, or claims you are
scum and have no rights on the road, it should be considered
assault. If they also attempt to use their vehicle as a threatening
weapon it clearly is. These incidents need to be reported and the
police made to take action. In the centre of Cambridge, many areas
are covered by CCTV, and the operators should be able to recover
images to support your version of events. If you’ve had one of these
incidents, and are reading this, you clearly survived; someone else
may encounter the same driver on a different day and not 
survive, so it needs reporting.

Unless there is CCTV support, you need at least one witness for the
police to be likely to take any action, although some sympathetic
police officers will sometimes be willing to have a ‘quiet word’ with
a motorist against whom they cannot otherwise take action.

Obstructions in the road
Finally, although LAPE (Local Authority Parking Enforcement) can
deal with breaches of waiting or loading/unloading regulations, in
Cambridge, as elsewhere except London, offences in Mandatory
Cycle Lanes (MCLs), stopping on Urban Clearways, and stopping
on zig-zag lines are all still the responsibility of the police. Ring
0845 456 456 4 and don’t let them tell you to ring the LAPE number.
We know of occasions where vehicles have been left for a number
of hours in very busy MCLs yet, despite requests, police have taken no
action. If enough people ring, they might take such issues seriously.

In all cases there are some simple rules to follow if possible for an
incident:

• Get safe. If the incident is serious and needs police or
ambulance urgently, call 999

• Get registration number(s)

• Get at least one witness

• Take photographs

• Don’t admit liability

Personal injury road accidents statistics 
were first collected in 1909. The modern
system of collecting information on injury
accidents – known as STATS19 – was 
introduced in 1949. The current system 
was established in 1979 following a wide
ranging review. Subsequently the survey 
has been reviewed every five years to check
that the data collected remain relevant.

• Write things down (borrow pen and paper if need be)

• Report it (0845 456 456 4)

• Write a statement as soon as possible

• Assuming you get sufficient data, make sure the incident is
at least recorded by the police.

When you report an incident to the 0845 number you should 
eventually be put through, be able to report it, and get an incident
number. It seems that this is not always easy. I’ve been told I can’t
report an incident unless I’m injured, or that to report such things I
need to attend the police station in person. This is particularly a
problem with reporting aggressive driving when there is no crash.

If you’ve had a case where you think the police have been ineffective
or uncooperative, please let us know.

The Campaign may consider a new mailing list or form to record
such instances. If the Campaign can collate a record of problems
that cyclists have in  reporting incidents, that could make it easier
to get the system improved.

See also the Highway Code rules 260 and 261
www.highwaycode.gov.uk/24.htm

Crown Prosecution Service guidelines
www.cps.gov.uk/legal/section9

Local statistics
www.camcycle.org.uk/jumpto/n172jrcr

Aggressive driving leaflet (pdf) 
www.camcycle.org.uk/jumpto/n172dft
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Camcycle 20/50 ride ridden

This cycle ride, which offered a choice of a
20 mile round trip to the village of Reach or
a 50 mile round trip to Ely, took place on
Monday 7 May. After five weeks of unbroken
sunshine and talk of a summer starting in
the spring, persistent rain arrived just in
time to thin the numbers at the start.

I had hoped for between 50 and 100 riders,
but the conditions meant I counted only 44
of us riding through Swaffham Bulbeck.
Reach Fair is an impressive event: morris dancers

and a maypole go into full swing after the
fair is opened at noon by the Mayor of
Cambridge and his entourage. 21 continued
on to Wicken or Ely, and at Burwell our
numbers were boosted when we were
joined by members of a veteran cycle club.

The rain during the first hour and a half to
Reach really dampened my enthusiasm at
times. It was like being in a cool shower
with your clothes on, but after that it
brightened up and we didn't get wet again.

In spite of four punctures (myself included)
the ride went exactly to schedule. On the
way back there was one incident where a
car overtaking the cyclists at a bend met an
oncoming vehicle, cut in and forced one of
our riders into a verge. Fortunately he was
unhurt, but police were informed.

For several riders getting to Ely was the 
furthest distance they had ever cycled 
and was a huge personal achievement.
Many returned by train, about a dozen

cycled back in the
perfect conditions
that followed an
intense downpour
(which we had sat
through in a café).
Six of the original
riders made it all the
way back to Reality
Checkpoint for the
survivors’ photograph
at just after 9 pm.

I should like to thank
Sally, Jim and Jonathan
for helping to marshal
this event. We are
very grateful to
Sustrans for their
support.

Simon Nuttall

A somewhat damp pause at Newmarket Road Park & Ride site.
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Coconut winner at Reach Fair.

The ride crosses Wicken Fen.

City centre cycling
In Newsletter 70 we reported on Cambridge MP David
Howarth’s view that that the former city centre cycling ban
should be lifted permanently, as has now happened.

We have since heard from Daniel Zeichner, Cambridge Labour
Party’s new prospective parliamentary candidate, whose view we
sought. In a letter to us on 1 March, he wrote:

‘The survey on city-centre cycling demonstrated public
support and I think it is reasonable that the council
responds to that. Personally, I still worry about mixing
cyclists and pedestrians, but providing people are aware
that this is happening, I hope that accidents can be kept
to a minimum.’

We are pleased to welcome his apparent support. Reported 
accidents in the city centre were pretty much non-existent during
the 18-month experiment, which bodes well for the future, and
allowing cycling in the area has made a big difference to the very
many responsible cyclists for whom the area was previously 
difficult to navigate around.

Mr Zeichner mentions support for other cycling aspects and has
offered to meet with us to discuss cycling matters, as has David
Howarth separately. We intend to take up both opportunities.

Martin Lucas-Smith



Lyon’s hugely successful free bike scheme that I reported on in
Newsletter 63 (December 2005) has spread to Paris with the
announcement that 14 000 free bikes will be provided. If they had
won the Olympic bid, it would have been 100,000.

Britain’s most notable response to this technology is from the private
company OYBike. I’d seen this on the streets of Hammersmith and
Fulham back in 2005, and so was interested to see what had
changed when the company came up to sell the idea to Cambridge
City Council in January.

The principle of the scheme’s operation is similar to Lyon’s, with
these key differences:

• It uses mobile phones to release the bikes.

• It is much cheaper to install and run.

• The bikes don’t look anywhere near as nice as the Lyon bikes,
and have some cheap looking components which I think spoil
the system.

• The electronic console to release the bikes is very simple 
and very cleverly does not need any network or telephone cable.
It looks ugly, but can be mounted on walls or on Sheffield racks.
(The Lyon scheme is highly customised and has computers 
communicating with base at every velo-station.)

The Lyon velo-stations take up a lot of space on the highway and
require a computer console. The OYBike consoles are relatively tiny
and could be fitted to walls and Sheffield stands in the city. There
is a risk that some cycle parking space would be reallocated to the
OYBike scheme, reducing the already inadequate supply for ordinary
bikes in our city centre. This would be opposed by the Cycling
Campaign. In practice though I don’t think it would matter too
much, and it’s not the biggest problem the scheme faces.

Although the OYBike system is installed and running in
Hammersmith and Fulham, the main feeling I have is that this is a
good idea needing a lot of investment to develop it into a winning
project. The Lyon scheme has now proved beyond doubt that fully
automated on street cycle hire systems can be successful and make
a serious contribution to the transport infrastructure of a city. The
history of Cambridge’s disastrous Green Bike scheme was probably
why no councillor was brave enough to meet the OYBike presentation,
but there are many other cities around Europe where they will
probably be successful in establishing this cheaper competitor to
the Lyon (JCDecaux) scheme.

Simon Nuttall
www.oybike.com  www.velov.grandlyon.com

Cambridge Cycling Campaign OYBike
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OYBike

Close-up of the front of an OYBike: note the roller brakes and
dynamo lighting. The leaflet in the basket explains how the scheme works.

Bernie Hanning of OYBike at Park Street Cycle Park.

Britain’s most notable response 
to Lyon’s hugely successful free 

bike scheme comes from the 
private company OYBike.
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CPS consultation / Guard rails / Cycle shorts

Pedestrian guard rails
While we enthusiastically welcome the removal of pedestrian
guard rails (against which cyclists can be trapped), we urge
the city and county councils to consider providing alternative
cycle parking racks at some safe and convenient place near-
by. Many pedestrian guard rails – for example at the junction
of Cherry Hinton Road and Hills Road – are heavily used for
parking bicycles.

Crown Prosecution Service
bad driving consultation
The Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) has just held a consultation on
prosecuting bad driving. The aim of the consultation is to try to
achieve a more consistent standard of prosecution, with clearer
guidance on what constitutes ‘careless’ or ‘dangerous’ driving
offences, and on what basis drivers should be tried under the more
serious charge of manslaughter.

The CPS is aware of the criticism that it under-charges drivers who
have killed or maimed, and recognises that as a society we are
becoming less accepting of dangerous driving.

The CPS is also trying to improve its treatment of victims’ families –
an area which has attracted considerable criticism in the past. While
the CPS acts on behalf of the state, not victims or their families,
prosecutors have been criticised for a lack of sensitivity and for not
communicating their decisions with bereaved family members.

The proposed changes all seem positive, and appear to move the
process in the right direction. But it is a small step, and from only one
agency within the process. Tightening up prosecution procedures is all
very well, but we would rather not have people driving dangerously
in the first place. That will take a very large shift in behaviour and
attitudes, something that can only be achieved by re-thinking the
way we educate, and assess drivers, and how we portray supposedly
minor (but intimidating and potentially lethal) motoring offences.

You can read the consultation paper at the CPS website
www.cps.gov.uk . A summary of the consultation responses will be
published on the site from June.

Alasdair Massie

Cycle shorts
Cycling on the pavement – new fixed
penalty powers in Nottingham
Nottingham City Council Community Protection Officers
(Neighbourhood Wardens) have recently been given the power
to issue Fixed Penalty Notices for cycling on the pavement. This
power has been accredited to the Community Protection
Officers (CPOs) from Nottinghamshire police’s Chief Constable.
A CPO has the power to stop the cyclist under Section 163(2) of
the Road Traffic Act 1988. The fine is currently £30.

Whilst it is recognised from statements from those who have
been issued with a Fixed Penalty Notice that riding on the road
may be hazardous, action will be taken against individuals who
cycle in such a manner as to be a danger to others, particularly
in areas where dedicated cycle paths exist but riders are still
using pavements.

(From a report by David Scothern, Nottinghamshire Police, in the
Lothian Cycle Campaign’s newsletter, Spring 2007.)

Only 10 MPs cycle in 2006
It was disappointing to see only ten MPs claiming for cycling on
their annual expense forms, published earlier in the year. Of 646
MPs, 636 – that’s 98.5 per cent of the House of Commons –
made no journeys on their bikes at all last year, which is a pitiful

example given the extensive cycling network in London and the
environmental rhetoric that most politicians are now preaching.
However, it is encouraging to see that Parliament is willing to pay
its employees a not insignificant 20p for each mile they cycle –
one of the few organisations in the country to do so.

(From Coventry Cycling Campaign newsletter, Spring 2007.)

A Wheel Steal
An average of 1200 bikes are stolen in Britain every day. A study
has revealed that cycles are a thief’s dream and that the market
for selling on nicked bikes is booming.

Researchers left locked mountain bikes in ten cities to see how long
they would last before being pinched. Half were stolen within
two hours and the majority disappeared within a day. In London,
thieves struck in less than an hour. The bike left next to a student
campus in Edinburgh, however, was still there after 24 hours.

Insurers Direct Line, who carried out the experiment, said 439,000
bikes are nicked annually, at a cost of £35 million. Stolen bikes
are easy to sell on because buyers usually don’t bother checking
where they came from. On-line auction sites have also made it
easier to sell on stolen bikes because sales are less 
regulated and buyers are unlikely to ask about the origin of
cycles. Nearly half of all second-hand bikes bought last year
were purchased over the internet.

(From Coventry Cycling Campaign newsletter, Spring 2007 from
Ben Spencer, Daily Record.co.uk, 16 February 2007.)
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1975 Cycleways report
Some of the traffic engineers who worked on the report Simon
Nuttall reviewed in the last Newsletter commented on the report
and on Simon’s review. Here is a summary of the discussions,
including comments by two Campaign committee members (Jim
and Mark).

Myles Greensmith said it was a very long time ago. On relief
roads ‘I think we concluded that, whether we liked it or not, most
desire lines for cycle movement came back at some point to using
the main radial approach roads and this was where they were most
in conflict with other road users: hence the arguments for cycle
lanes on these roads.’ The Travers Morgan study recommended the
Railway Route eastern relief road which would have taken more
traffic out of the central streets. That was scotched largely on 
environmental grounds.

We also had a very supportive Department of Transport at the time
who were keen to try out all sorts of innovative junction design,
and the Downing Street contraflow cycle lane, to improve the lot
of cyclists.

[Simon asked about the computer technology that was used to
make the maps.] We didn’t have computers in those days: it was
good old Letratape.

Jim Chisholm expanded on the Railway Route as a road over
Stourbridge Common and Ditton Meadows. This would have 
connected Barnwell Road and Wadloes Road to Cam Causeway
and Kings Hedges Road. It would have needed embankments on the
commons to enable a road to gain enough height to cross the railway
(already raised) near the existing railway bridge over the Cam.

Brian Human pointed out that relief roads (the M11 and what is
now the A14) were essential in getting rid of heavy (both volume
and size of vehicles) through traffic. As a cyclist in Cambridge at
that time and now I can tell you it was a real benefit and remains
so. V-grips were the best available at the time – progress may make
[Simon’s] hoops equally redundant in 30 years!

Drew Wallace also reminded us this was a long time ago. He recalled
that it was thought then that, without the relief roads, congestion

and capacity of the
urban roads might
have been compro-
mised by cycle facilities.
It was felt that any
spare capacity on the
urban roads created
by relief roads could
usefully be used in
providing cycle facili-
ties such as separate
phases for cyclists at
junctions for example.
Can you imagine
what some of the
city centre roads
(which were the old
trunk roads) would
be like carrying the
traffic now being
taken by the M11
and A14?

Mark Irving added that V-grips were preferable to the utterly evil
concrete slots which were common when I was a student (starting
in 1976) in Cambridge. There are, fortunately for bicycle wheels,
now practically none of these left – although you can find a few
filled-in ones pretending to be paving slabs. They really were dreadful,
100 times worse than a V-grip. Not only was there nowhere for
even the most determined cyclist to lock down her bike, but even
if used carefully, you were likely to return to find a bicycle with 
its wheel bent. One expected to have to replace a trashed wheel
every term.

By comparison, the V-grip is luxury. In the 1970s I used to look 
for these whenever I stopped, as the best cycle parking available.
At that time, Sheffield type stands were probably only found 
in Sheffield, certainly not outside Cambridge lecture theatres, 
and their merits in, for example, protecting shop entrances from 
ram-raiding were irrelevant.

V-grips: a ‘luxury’ in 1975

A page from the 1975 report showing density of cycling.

We had a very supportive Department
of Transport at the time who were

keen to try out all sorts of innovative
things to improve the lot of cyclists.
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Open meetings, to which any member of the Campaign is welcome to
attend, are held every month. The diary section of this Newsletter
and our website has the dates of forthcoming meetings, which are
normally on the first Tuesday of each month at 7.30 pm for 8 pm
at the Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane. Tea and coffee are
served from around 7.30 pm.

We’re continuing our regular cycle of speakers and other special
events at monthly meetings. As below, we hope to have a speaker
or presentation for the first half, then items for discussion as usual.

Councillors and other decision-makers, and indeed the general
public, are most welcome to attend our meetings, particularly the
presentation sections.

Terence Bendixson – Tuesday 5 June 2007
The June monthly meeting’s event is a talk: ‘Cycling and 
Pay-As-You-Drive Road Charging: Dream or Nightmare?’ by
Terence Bendixson.

Terence Bendixson is President of Living Streets (the national organisation
that champions streets and public spaces for pedestrians) and 
secretary of the Independent Transport Commission at the
University of Southampton. His 1974 book ‘Instead of Cars’ argued
that walking is a key part of urban transport. His talk will cover
cycling, road charging and the pressures of new developments,
such as those proposed for Cambridge, on transport infrastructure.
He will highlight the need for highway engineers to look beyond
their usual ‘textbook’ solutions.

Mapping and OpenStreetMap.org
Tuesday 3 July 2007
Dave Earl, our Membership Secretary, recently cycled every street in
Cambridge (and now much of the surrounding area), in order to
produce a free-to-use map which anyone, ourselves included, can
use without charge. His efforts are part of OpenStreetMap.org, a
collaborative project which aims to map everywhere, and we 
featured his work in Newsletter 69.

After a short video clip of a feature televised on regional TV, Dave
will speak to us about his work, and explain how the mapping is
produced and how it can be put to good use.

Monthly meetings www.camcycle.org.uk/events

Handlebar-mounted camera video
makes local media via YouTube.

Cycle video activism – Tuesday 7 August 2007
A number of our members have recently taken to installing a 
handlebar-mounted video camera on their bikes, in order to
demonstrate dramatically the problems of poor driving standards,
as well as thoughtless provision, which cyclists encounter daily on
the roads.

Last month’s Newsletter mentioned how one video, which shows a
bus overtaking – then pulling in front of – the cyclist, resulted in
regional media coverage, and a totally inadequate response from
the County Council’s Road Safety Team.

On another front, our campaigning on the newly dangerous state of
King’s Hedges Road, as a result of buildouts which ignore key safety
recommendations, was helped hugely by videos (available on our
website at www.camcycle.org.uk/campaigning/issues/arburypark/videos/)
which show how motorists try to overtake through gaps that are
simply too narrow. The Council have since promised to widen the
gaps to reduce the scale of the problem.

The cyclists will be speaking about their experiences and demonstrating
the kit, and taking your questions and ideas.

Photomap this month:
editor’s pick

#10498: What is it with pavement
cycleways in Cambridge that motorists
confuse them with car parks ?

For more cycling-related photos of Cambridge or to add your
own, visit www.camcycle.org.uk/map/location/
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July 2007

August 2007

Campaign diary
June 2007

Fri 1 8.30am Newsletter 72 review and planning for 73 over breakfast at Tatties cafe, 40 Hills Road, CB2 1LA 
(please note new location).

Fri 1 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): A lunchtime ride of varying speed and length, usually involving a stop 
at a pub on the way. Open to all who like to ride and talk about bicycles. Join the ride at your own risk. Start
from the Stourbridge Common side of Green Dragon Bridge.

Tue 5 8.00pm Monthly General Meeting with speaker Terence Bendixson
Friends' Meeting House, Jesus Lane (with tea and coffee from 7.30pm, and a chance to chat, and for us to
introduce ourselves to new members). The June monthly meeting's event is a talk: 'Cycling and Pay-As-You-Drive
Road Charging: Dream or Nightmare?' by Terence Bendixson, President of Living Streets, secretary of the
Independent Transport Commission and author of the 1974 book, 'Instead of Cars'.

Fri 8 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Fri 15 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Sat 16 – Sun 24 NATIONAL BIKE WEEK 2007: See http://www.camcycle.org.uk/events/bikeweek/ for more details.

Mon 18 7.00pm Social meeting: Join us for a social gathering at CB2 cafe, 5-7 Norfolk Street

Fri 22 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Fri 29 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Tue 3 8.00pm Monthly General Meeting with speaker David Earl
Friends' Meeting House, Jesus Lane (with tea and coffee from 7.30pm, and a chance to chat, and for us to
introduce ourselves to new members). Dave Earl recently cycled every street in Cambridge (and now much 
of the surrounding area), in order to produce a free-to-use map which anyone can use without charge. 
His efforts are part of OpenStreetMap.org. Come and find out more.

Fri 6 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Sat 7 Deadline for articles for Newsletter 73.  Please send copy to Mark Irving: irving@home.cam.net.uk . Members
are warmly invited to write articles (see http://www.camcycle.org.uk/newsletters/guidelines.html for style guidelines)
and are invited to contact the Editor in the first instance.

Sat 7 – Sun 8 Big weekend: The Campaign will be running its stall at this event on Parker's Piece.

Sat 7 – Sun 8 Traffic Management Area Joint Committee meeting (AJC) response drafting: A meeting to draft our
communications to Councillors of the AJC will be held over this weekend. For further details, please contact us.

Thurs 12 7.30pm East Area Committee: Campaign members may be interested to attend Area Committee meetings, which
often cover walking/cycling/planning issues. Cherry Trees Day Centre, St Matthews Street.

Fri 13 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Mon 16 Traffic Management Area Joint Committee meeting: Campaign members may be interested to attend
AJC meetings, which cover walking/cycling/planning issues in some depth. For further details, please contact us.

Fri 20 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Thurs 26 7.30pm Newsletter envelope stuffing at the Baby Milk Action office, 34 Trumpington Street. Help very much welcomed.

Fri 27 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Fri 3 8.30am Newsletter review meeting at Tatties cafe, 40 Hills Road.

Fri 3 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Tue 7 8.00pm Monthly General Meeting with speakers on cycle video activism
Friends' Meeting House, Jesus Lane (with tea and coffee from 7.30pm).

Fri 10 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.

Fri 17 12.30pm Friday ride (weather permitting): Lunchtime ride, open to all. See 1 June for description.
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YOUR STREETS THIS MONTHYOUR STREETS THIS MONTH

Your streets / National Bike Week

Riverside will be closed
to through motor 
traffic for six months 
to build the new cycle
and pedestrian bridge.

Long Road
Long Road is expected to close for 
five weeks this summer, during the school 
holidays, to enable a large box that will
carry the new cycleway adjacent to the
Guided Busway to be slid into place. It is
hoped that a temporary bridge will allow
passage for pedestrians and cyclists. It is
thought that the alternative of closing each
half of the road separately, a 26 week project,
would cause even more congestion.

(continued from back cover)

Riverside closure to motor traffic
As reported in our last Newsletter, Riverside
will be closed to through motor traffic for
the next six months in order to facilitate the
building of the new bridge across the river
to Chesterton. (see also Newsletter 53,
April-May 2004). The Cambridge Traffic
Management Area Joint Committee 
will decide, in January 2008, whether 
the closure should become permanent 
or whether an alternative traffic 
management arrangement needs to be put
in place.

As part of National Bike Week, Norwich
Cycling Campaign are running a ride from
Norwich to Cromer on Saturday 16 June.
Meet at 10am at the Spixworth Road/
White Woman Lane junction or call Phyll
Hardie (01603 435547) in advance to
arrange to meet at the train station.
Cafe/pub lunch in Cromer or bring a picnic.
For more information about the route, or
any other aspects of the ride, call Brian and
Lynda, the organisers, on 01603 412440.
Riders from outside Norfolk are warmly 
welcomed.

www.norwichcyclingcampaign.org

Norwich to
Cromer ride

National Bike Week
The Cambridge Cycling Campaign and City Council will be arranging
various events around the city for National Bike Week. Find out
what’s on at www.camcycle.org.uk/events/bikeweek/

STOP PRESS
The following three locations
are to receive extensive
resurfacing over the summer:

• Fen Causeway/Royal Cambridge
Hotel Roundabouts (the 'double mini')

• Bridge Street – Jesus Lane to 
Round Church Street

• Histon Road – Akeman Street to
Linden Close

A family day out 
(far left) and the
recently-erected 
double helix sculpture
and genome stripes
(left) at the
Addenbrookes 
end of the route to
Shelford celebrating
pioneering scientific
work carried out 
in Cambridge 
(see Newsletter 69).
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Milton Road and Chesterton
Road shared-use pavements
A Road Traffic Order has been made be to
convert to dual use stretches of pavement
along the south eastern side of Milton 
Road and the north side of Chesterton
Road so as to join the toucan crossing near
Ascham Road, via Chesterton Hall Crescent,
to the pelican crossing near George Street.
A second order has been made to convert
the George Street pelican crossing into a
toucan crossing with puffin crossing style
signal display. This will make a continuous
cycle route from North Chesterton and
Arbury to the Fort St George bridge and the
City Centre.

Pavement on the north side of Chesterton
Road to be made shared use.

The Campaign has written a strong letter of
complaint about the facilities proposed for
cyclists at the new Milton Park and Ride site
which is proposed for the area west of the
A10 Ely road and south of Butt Lane, partic-
ularly about the problems of access for
cyclists and the fact that ‘the design

appears to ignore most of the excellent
points made in the County Council Cycle
Audit.’ The lack of a bridge suitable for
cycling across the A10 to join the cycle
route into the city using the Jane Coston
bridge is a particularly bad omission. The
present A10 bridge is highly unsatisfactory.

Brooklands Avenue dropped kerbs

There are now two dropped kerbs at the
Hills Road end of Brooklands Avenue. One
leads left straight into the Hills Road 
on-road cycle lane and is therefore very useful.
The other turns right into the forward stop
box at the top of Brooklands Avenue. This is
not so useful as it means that cyclists have to
wait for an opportunity turn into the box
while the traffic is stopped at the red light.
As left-turning traffic has a green filter,
much care is needed. Also it is very difficult
to leave the pavement and turn to face the
right way within the confines of the box. We
had an on-site meeting with a local councillor
and came to the conclusion that there
should be a new way off the pavement
where the Brooklands Avenue traffic lanes
divide. Some on-road indication will be
needed to warn traffic of the presence of
bicycles. Bizarrely, the blue notice marking
the end of the shared use is still in place
opposite Clarendon Road, which creates
unnecessary confusion. A Traffic Regulation
Order extending the shared use up to Hills
Road is advertised on a post at the site.
Objections to the TRO had to be submitted
by 23 May 2006. The budget may be tight,
but surely it cannot be too much of a problem
to move a notice!

Proposals for a new Park & Ride site ‘appear to ignore most of the excellent points made in
the County Council Cycle Audit.’ The existing bridge is not suitable for cycling.

New dropped kerb on Brooklands Avenue
in a less-than-useful place.

Proposed Milton Park and Ride

Gonville Place
The Cambridge Area Joint Committee voted on 23
April to turn this crossing back into a segregated
crossing and to restore the detector loops. Over
recent months, members of the Campaign and
others had spent much time and effort complaining
about the narrowing of the crossing and other
changes which had made it much worse for both
pedestrians and cyclists. We welcome the decision
to correct the worst defects.

However, County Council officials insist that left
and right turns by cyclists across the pedestrian
part of the crossing must again be prohibited. The
Campaign remains strongly opposed to such 
prohibitions. (see page 3).

See page 3 for the latest update on
Gonville Place

More inside...
(continued on page 15)

New Riverside bridge build

Long Road temporary closure

Summer resurfacing plans


