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Cambridge Cycling Campaign

Carrot & stick

Co-ordinator’s comment
Congestion charging, and the £500 million

Add your voice to those of our 900
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. Join now on-line at:
www.camcycle.org.uk/membership
Cambridge Cycling Campaign was set up in
1995 to voice the concerns of cyclists. We
are not a cycling club but an organisation
for lobbying and campaigning for the rights
of cyclists, and for promoting cycling in and
around Cambridge.
Our occasional 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 2005–2006
Co-ordinator – Martin Lucas-Smith
Liaison Officer – Jim Chisholm
Membership Secretary – Dave Earl
Newsletter Editor – Mark Irving
Treasurer – Clare Macrae
Stall Officer – Paul Tonks  07870 441257
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
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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It cannot have escaped anyone’s attention
that Cambridgeshire County Council have
published initial proposals for congestion
charging. What has sadly been almost
totally absent from media coverage has
been the enormous package of £500m of
transport investment which the County
Council propose would accompany the
scheme.
As a Campaign, we have not taken a formal
view one way or the other on the principle
of a congestion charge, though at some
point soon we may want to do so. It may be
that, as a Campaign, we take the view that
we did with the Guided Bus: we have no
view as to the principle but if the scheme
goes ahead, we will do our best to make
sure that whatever cycle provision is planned
is of good quality. Or we may want to take
a more active view for or against the
proposals in due course, once more detail
has emerged from the County Council, due
later in October.
So far we have merely
tried to ensure that
the ‘huge carrot’
aspects
of
the
proposals are covered
more by the media
and to remind people
that 50 000 new
houses
around
Cambridge in the
coming decade will
considerably worsen
already
bad
congestion, so radical
measures of some
sort are going to be
needed.
In terms of a charge, there are certainly
factors relating to housing and commercial
developments which we cannot ignore; a
congestion charge could certainly have
unexpected effects on future development
patterns.
The government’s Transport Innovation
Fund system offers a perhaps unique
opportunity for free government money to
improve transport (up-front, as often
wanted by critics), but only if a charge is
also introduced. The levels discussed, in the
hundreds of millions, are practically unheard
of in terms of local transport funding. We
must not underestimate what a huge
difference that could make.

Of course, the key question for the
Campaign will be how such money, if a
scheme goes ahead, will be spent. Such a
large amount of money could do a lot of
damage, or if spent properly, could
transform cycling conditions in Cambridge
towards the sort of quality found routinely
in the Netherlands and elsewhere.
We have succeeded so far in steering the
County Council’s consultants and key senior
officers towards a quality agenda in these
proposals – as displayed by the postponement
of pavement-style cycleway proposals for
Madingley Road, which with the tens of
millions of pounds on the table, could be
done properly instead. Officers are well
aware that their existing schemes are often
hampered by lack of money, though clearly
the will has often also been lacking too.

Gonville Place crossing – next stage
in the saga
Almost 18 months since Councillors, with
little information on what was planned,
agreed to turn this important crossing into a
toucan, the work to turn it back to a parallel
crossing has now begun, albeit with the silly
turning ban reintroduced (see page 11).
Whilst
Councillors
and Officers are to be
thanked for agreeing to
the reversion work, the
fact is that the Campaign
had to spend far too
much time convincing
the Signals Team at the
County Council what
ought to be obvious:
that reducing a crossing
width by half, stuffing the
crossing with obstructive
poles, and removing
automatic cycle detection
is not the way that the
UK’s premier cycling city
should be heading.
There is not much point
for the Cycling Campaing
to support congestion
charging if the cycling
safety and infrastructure
basics cannot be got
right first, even when the
extra money is available
and the commitment is
there.
Martin Lucas-Smith
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AGM 2007
This year’s AGM will be on Tuesday 6 November 2007, 7.30 pm
for 8 pm (ending 10 pm), at the Friends’ Meeting House on Jesus
Lane.
We are delighted that Roger Geffen, Campaigns and Policy
Manager, CTC, has agreed to be our speaker. Roger is a lively
speaker, who will talk on the subject of recent and forthcoming
national campaigning issues. No doubt his involvement in changes
to The Highway Code will be of particular interest, a matter in which
he (and the CTC) and the Campaign had crucial involvement.

AGM guest speaker
Roger Geffen

Originally from a cycle campaigning background, Roger gained
experience of working both in the local authority and consultancy
sectors, before returning to work in cycle campaigning at CTC, the
UK’s national cyclists’ organisation.
He first became involved in cycling as a volunteer campaigner with
the London Cycling Campaign (LCC) in the late 1980s to early
1990s, where his roles included those of Campaigns Co-ordinator
and Central London Co-ordinator. He went on to take active roles
in various transport and environment groups ranging from CPRE
(the Council to Protect Rural England), Transport 2000 (now the
Campaign for Better Transport), Alarm UK (the anti-road building
alliance) and various anti-road campaigns, notably against the M11
Link Road in east London. With the shift in national transport policy
in the mid-1990s, he took a masters in Transport at the University
of London and began working for Oxfordshire County Council,
drafting its Walking and Cycling Strategies and a large part of its
Local Transport Plan. After a spell working with consultants Steer
Davies Gleave spent working on various walking, cycling, public
transport and policy analysis projects, he joined CTC as Campaigns
& Policy Manager in 2002.
His talk will be followed by an opportunity for questions. The
business of the AGM will then follow, including elections to the
Committee.
Any motions for the AGM must reach the Co-ordinator via our
usual contact details by Friday 26 October 2007.
Minutes of the last AGM and the agenda for the next will be sent
round our members’ e-mail list a week in advance (or just request
a copy from us).

Membership rates
The Committee will be proposing an increase in membership rates
in order to help fund an expansion of the Campaign over next few
years. Rates were last increased back in 1999.

It is an excellent opportunity to become more involved in the
Campaign, promote cycling, to learn about local government, and
thus, we hope, make a real difference to cycling in Cambridge.
As usual, all the Committee posts, as listed below, are up for election
– please consider standing! The posts are:
• the Co-ordinator ensures that everything is dealt with, and
pushes the general strategic direction of the Campaign;
• the Liaison Officer represents the Campaign with other
organisations and contacts;
• our Membership Secretary is responsible for membership
administration;
• the Newsletter Editor co-ordinates the team of people who edit
and assemble the newsletter;
• the Treasurer runs the books, and produces budgets. The
Campaign’s yearly turnover is around £7,000, but our main
resource requirement is time!
• our Stall Officer runs the stall on Saturdays and co-ordinates
volunteers for this;
• the Press Officer identifies and co-ordinates opportunities to
represent the Campaign in the media. We are contacted about
once or twice each month for interviews of various kinds or by
media personnel requesting quotes;

Elections

• last but not least, there are five Officers Without Portfolio who
are also invaluable to the general campaigning work being
The AGM is the time at which a new Committee is elected. The
done.
Committee represent the ‘front line’ of the Campaign. They assist
with consultation responses, attend meetings, administer aspects We intend to write to all members to give more information on the
of the Campaign, all depending on their time available, on your AGM nearer the time.
behalf.

You’re reading this from where?
I expect most of you who read this have CB postcodes, but with
expanding interest in cycling worldwide, we sometimes have
requests from readers of our website from the other side of the
‘Pond’ and even the other side of the globe. We’ve even had
comments about our ‘how to fix a puncture article’ from New
Zealand, and a request to reproduce pictures from our ‘photomap’
from a local authority in Australia.

If you are reading this in the deepest jungles of Africa or South
America, or even in a country that has recently joined the EU, do
let us know, especially if you’ve found something useful. Even if
you are reading this from a ‘CB’, ‘SG’, or ‘PE’, we still welcome
comments, letters to the editor, or even an article we could include
in the next issue.
Jim Chisholm
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Campaigning
Cambridge Cycling Campaign in its objection to the scheme (9 July
2007) stated that ‘cycle lanes should only be installed where they
provide a direct benefit to cyclists.’ Due to the introduction of a
weight limit of 7.5 tonnes on Maid’s Causeway, Chesterton Road
has to accommodate many more heavy vehicles. A two metre
wide, mandatory cycle lane on both sides of Chesterton Road and
for the full length from Elizabeth Way to Mitchams Corner would
be both possible and justified. According to the minutes of the
Cambridge Environment and Traffic Management Area Joint
Committee (AJC) from 16 July 2007 ‘it was resolved unanimously
to approve the crossing upgrade, subject to the provision of
1.5 metre wide mandatory cycle lanes.’ This has been implemented
only at the pinch points and not across the whole of the new
scheme.
The scheme as installed has a number of shortcomings that need
to be addressed:

Insufficient width on brand new
cycle lane

Chesterton Road
crossing critique
Upgrade near Hamilton Road
The section of Chesterton Road between Mitchams Corner and
Elizabeth Way roundabout is popular with cyclists. Many cyclists
cross Chesterton Road to get from Milton Road (Herbert Street,
George Street, Chesterton Hall Crescent) to the Fort St. George
Bridge and Midsummer Common. The pedestrian crossing between
George Street and Hamilton Road is being upgraded to a Toucan.
The scheme includes on both sides of
Chesterton Road short sections of
cycle lanes. The main traffic lane is
being narrowed through a sharp
buildout (a kerb jutting out more than
a metre) on the northern fringe. There
is then a 1 metre drop back to the
existing kerb before the junction with
George Street. The scheme also
provides a red surface cycle lane at the
George Street and Hamilton Road
junctions to warn motorists of bicycles
when turning. Flush kerbs allow less
confident cyclists to get onto the
pavement to cross at the lights. The
scheme also includes a new anti-skid
surface in the run-up to the crossing.
With the lane narrowing and a lot of
paint applied on the tarmac it probably
achieves some speed reduction with
motorists.
Build out obstruction for both bikes
and bus stop
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In its objection to the scheme, the Cambridge Cycling Campaign
wrote on 22 May 2007 that ‘the recommended width for an oncarriageway, with-flow lane is 2.0 m. As Chesterton Road is of
generous width, 11 m at this point, we can see no reason why the
recommended 2.0 m width cannot be achieved.’ Between Elizabeth
Way and Mitchams Corner there was previously no on-street cycle
lane on the southern fringe of Chesterton Road. The new scheme
starts to introduce such a lane starting at the new anti-skid surface
near the crossing upgrade. However, this new cycle lane is not
mandatory and is only 1.2 metres wide and therefore does not
seem to follow the AJC resolution. Due to poor surface finishing
cyclists are confronted with two surface materials and a poor joint,
reducing the lane effectively to 1 m. An overgrowing tree pushes
cyclists further into the main lane with cars, buses and lorries.
Chesterton Road is 11 metres wide, a two metre mandatory cycle
lane is required and nothing less should be accepted for new
installations.

Infrastructure
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The national recommended width for
cycle lanes is two metres
On the northern fringe ‘consistency’ was used as an argument to
provide an insufficiently wide cycle lane. ‘The width of the cycle
lanes shall be 1.2 m. This is to maintain consistency with the
existing cycle lane which is located east of George Street.’ However,
with the build-outs and red tarmac crossings and the cycle lane not
continuing to Elizabeth Way, ‘consistency’ cannot be accepted as
an argument for cycle lanes that keep cyclists too close to the kerb
and where motorists who drive right up to the line may be too
close to cycle traffic.

Central refuge
Cambridge Cycling Campaign questioned in its objection to the
scheme whether ‘a central refuge, with consequent narrowing and
creation of a pinch point, is necessary in a road of this width. A
central refuge is only necessary if insufficient crossing time is being
given, so pedestrians should instead be given more time to cross,
which ought not to cause undue delays to traffic in this location,
given the length of the road.’ The narrowing results in a lane width
where drivers of wider vehicles may attempt to overtake cyclists at
too close a distance.

Cycle lane curls into the mouth
of the side roads

Sharp, metre-wide build-outs
jut out in front of cyclists

The substandard width of cycle lane across the mouth of George
Street and Hamilton Road (both are two way traffic at this point) is
exacerbated by very poor alignment. The cycle lane actually curls
into the mouth of the side roads and then has to step out again
when it reaches the kerb at the other side. This will tempt drivers
to try and pass at the junction mouth and then create a potential
clash point as cyclists have to move in towards the path of other
vehicles.

The zigzag cycle lane between the pinch-points at the crossing is a
‘theoretical’ 1.5 m wide. At the critical sharp edge where the buildout recedes at George Street, the cycle lane is reduced to 1.3 metres.
The kerb build out is poor. At the very least a 1:10 taper should be
hatched out on the approach to warn cyclists, and the cycle lane
should run parallel to it. It also limits the visibility from George
Street. It would be better to continue the line of the build out and
cycle lane straight past the mouth of George Street, only widening
out once past the junction. Putting cycle lanes between HGV
wheels and a sharp buildout is unacceptable.

This is the exact opposite of how it should be designed. Cars
waiting at side roads have a tendency to creep forward, past the
stop line and into the cycle lane for the driver to get a better view.
The build out will exacerbate this tendency by pushing large traffic
further from the kerb, and the step in after the build out takes
cyclists out of the driver’s immediate field of view. At a junction
mouth, the cycle lane needs to be as wide as possible to allow
cyclists to get past encroaching vehicles without straying into the
traffic lane, the traffic lane should be as narrow as possible to
discourage passing at the junction, and the stop line should be
pulled forward as far as possible without encroaching on the cycle
lane, in order to give waiting drivers a clear view of approaching
traffic (including cyclists).

Visual contamination
A lot of paint has been applied and the visual aspect of the new
scheme is poor.
More images from the Chesterton Road Crossing Upgrade (Hamilton
Road) can be found at the Cambridge Cycling Campaign photo
map image gallery at www.camcycle.org.uk/map/gallery/35
The objections and part of the correspondence by Cambridge
Cycling Campaign can be found at:
www.camcycle.org.uk/campaigning/letters/2007/#C07027

Bus stop build-out hindrance
On the northern fringe of Chesterton Road the new cycle lane
starts at the Herbert Street junction, doubling as a bus stop. A
sharp, 1 metre wide build-out juts out in front of cyclists marking
also the end of the bus stop. Buses are even worse than bicycles at
sharp bends and therefore bus drivers tend to stop at a distance
from the build-out, so the rear of the bus obstructs cyclists coming
from Herbert Street.

www.camcycle.org.uk/campaigning/letters/2007/#C07038

Klaas Brumann

Stop press:
The County Council’s contractors did not build
the George Street build-out to the plans, and
have been instructed to change it to a taper of
1:20. By the time you read this Newsletter, the
taper should be done and traffic lights installed.
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Blatant disregard for standards in
Trumpington Road continues
Any experienced cyclist knows not to cycle past a parked car closer
than the width of a door, because doing so risks the driver opening
their door into your path, with serious consequences if you collide
with it or are pushed off into traffic alongside. Dooring collisions
are one of the most common types of cycle collisions.
Back in September 2001, the County Council added a red cycle
lane directly next to the car parking on Trumpington Road outside
the Botanic Gardens. Yet any number of national publications
giving guidance on cycle provision state that a ‘buffer zone’ should
be provided – a hashed space effectively below where car doors
open. The new draft ‘Cycling Infrastructure Design’ document (see
page 12) repeats this.
The corollary of this guidance is quite clear: if there is no space for
a buffer zone, then don’t install a cycle lane, because only a buffer
zone makes such a lane safe.

Solutions
Whilst there are certainly problems elsewhere on Trumpington
Road that need addressing, these lanes remain a problem that can
be fixed easily, either by:
•

•

Removing them entirely;
thus
motorists
will
overtake a cyclist in the
usual way; this is one of
many instances when it is
better not to provide a
facility than an inadequate
one.

W

Our letter of 15 June 2001, no. L01013, put on record our strong
concerns about this lane. It is available on our website and we offer
its use to any lawyer acting for a cyclist as evidence of County
Council negligence, should a collision unfortunately occur.

The County Council’s position as at June 2007
So we wrote again this May to request a Safety Audit on these
lanes. The County did not answer this request directly, but wrote
back as follows:

12th June 2007
My ref: MK/SK/H25678/Jun07
Mark Kemp, Cambridgeshire County Council
Thank you for your letter about the advisory cycle lanes adjacent to
the parking bays on Trumpington Street outside the Botanic
Gardens. We have the following comments on the safety of this
type of arrangement.
‘Dooring’ is one of the most common causes of injury accidents
throughout the city, and occurs wherever there is on-street parking
regardless of whether there are marked cycle lanes. Underreporting is also a nationwide issue and based upon TRL estimates
we expect that the reporting of slight injury accidents involving
cyclists is just 20% of those that occur, although more serious
injuries are better reported.
The Sustrans recommendation for a clearance zone between any
parking and any cycle lane does have great safety benefits where it
can be accommodated within the road space.

hilst these lanes remain, cyclists face danger whatever they do:
either ride outside the lane and face abuse or harassment from
motorists, or ride in the lane and risk being ‘doored’. The lanes must go.

Remove the parking on at least one side of the road and
provide a buffer zone on the other side. This is the proper
solution: it removes the source of the danger (narrowed
road environment). We deplore any suggestion that the
convenience of motorists at this location should outweigh a
clearly dangerous cycling environment.
Cycle lane squash between parking and traffic
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However it is often simply not possible to fit in parking, clearance
zone, cycle lane, and traffic lane.
I doubt that the removal of the cycle lanes would have any
significant negative impact on rider safety but it is recognised that
there are pros and cons with having the marked lanes or not.
Marked Lanes
The lanes do have the benefit of highlighting the presence of cyclists
to drivers when proceeding on the carriageway and when using the
parking bays. However, as you point out, some drivers may be
frustrated if cyclists ride outside the lane but this is probably true
of all marked cycle facilities.
No cycle marking
Having no marked lanes might make more knowledgeable cyclists
more confident about how far out from parked vehicles they choose
to ride but many less confident cyclists may ride close to the parked
vehicles even if there is no lane marked. I think it’s a fact of life
that there will always be some drivers who wrongly consider that
cyclists should be made to use off-road cycle facilities, where
provided.
No consideration is being given at this time to removing the parking
bays. If the parking were to be removed this may increase vehicle
speeds to the detriment of cycle safety.
I trust the above is satisfactory.
Yours sincerely,
Mark Kemp
Director of Highways & Access

Infrastructure
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Opening doors (continued)
Needless to say, this response is not satisfactory, and
we will be pursuing this, very possibly through a
petition to the Traffic Management Area Joint
Committee, when volunteer time resources allow.
The notion that the lanes highlight the presence of
cyclists is nonsense: motorists should be looking
before opening their door anyway; nor can we regard
as remotely acceptable the last paragraph’s effective
assertion that cyclists are being used as a traffic
calming measure.
We welcome comments from members on these
lanes. Please get in touch via our usual contact
details.
Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator

Mandatory cycle lanes
Enforcement
No doubt many of you will have seen reports of exchanges between
the driver of an illegally parked delivery vehicle and a local councillor
in the local paper. It still seems that even in busy contraflow
mandatory cycle lanes (MCLs) such as Downing Street, delivery
drivers and others fail to abide by the law and are even abusive to
cyclists who complain.
You may also have heard that the police issued a press release at
the start of August on the subject:

It is an offence to drive on or park in cycle lanes
marked by a solid white line during their
operating hours.
Sergeant Mark Kathro said: ‘We have had a
number of complaints from the public about
motorists using cycle lanes in and around the
city.’
‘Clearly this can be dangerous for the cyclists
using these lanes.’
‘We are monitoring this problem and will be
issuing a Fixed Penalty Notice to anyone caught
breaking the law.’
Of course not all is as it seems.
Firstly, the police press release followed threats by an officer to
charge a cyclist for ‘obstruction’ for cycling sloooowly in an MCL,
hence holding up his police car. When the cyclist complained, a
more senior officer wrote to say the officer was within his rights
and that it was not illegal for motor vehicles to enter such lanes.
The Campaign has had similar letters from the police in the past.
On this occasion a further complaint to the police resulted in an
apology, and the issue of the press release at the start of August.

Illegal parking in Downing Street Cycle Lane

Secondly, the incident with the councillor occurred at the very
same spot we highlighted in our previous newsletter. See
www.camcycle.org.uk/newsletters/73/article4.html
Yet still we have so called ‘professional’ delivery drivers who
blatantly disobey the law, and a manger of premises who is clearly
irresponsible. Is it surprising a Councillor lost his cool?
We’ve also had several reports from people who’ve complained
about illegally parked vehicles at other locations where the police
have failed to take effective action.
Finally in early September I witnessed two Police Community
Support Officers approach a delivery lorry outside the Revolution in
Downing Street, the very same company we’ve previously
photographed and reported about. What did these officers do?
They walked straight past without even a glance at the dangerous
and illegal obstruction.
When I questioned their lack of action they claimed to have no
powers and I was told ‘He’s got to unload somewhere.’ During
2005, in the whole of Cambridgeshire, only 18 tickets we issued
for offences in Mandatory Cycle Lanes. No doubt there are many
members who know of a location on their normal cycling route
where an astute officer could issue that many tickets within an
hour for moving vehicle offences in mandatory cycle lanes.
We’ve since written to the Chief Constable to ask for a meeting
with a senior officer on the issue of the failure of the police to
understand their responsibility to educate even their own officers
on this subject.
Are we being fussy? Of course not. When the Home Office did a
survey and asked people what they considered the worst forms of
anti-social behaviour, what do you think made it to second place?
It was anti-social and illegal parking! (The top spot was claimed not
by binge drinkers or painters of graffiti, but speeding motorists).
Jim Chisholm

7

Cambridge Cycling Campaign

Cycle theft & cycle parking
in Petersfield
‘Pedal cycle theft was the most commonly occurring crime with 54
reported during the 2 months.’
So states the Cambridge City East Neighbourhood Profile Update
given to the East Area Committee in August 2007, a committee
consisting of all the Councillors for the four wards constituting the
eastern part of the city. This 54 reported thefts is 27% of the total
200 reported crimes in Petersfield ward.

Theft & Parking

T

he County Council’s new on-street parking
policy guidance states that “the provision
of cycle parking should form part of all parking
proposals”, a policy we have long lobbied for.

In a related success for the Campaign, the guidance attached to
the County Council’s new draft on-street parking policies at last
requires that ‘the provision of cycle parking should form part of all
parking proposals.’ This was ‘strongly’ endorsed by the Traffic
Management Area Joint Committee in July. It is disappointing
however, that the first Traffic Regulation Order for the car club
proposals (which are
otherwise extremely
welcome) fails to
adhere to this.
Martin Lucas-Smith

Car parking space is
an assumed right in
most streets. Why
not also secure
space for bicycle
parking?

But is it any wonder that there is so much cycle theft given the
almost complete absence of places to park bikes securely, especially
compared to the number of car parking spaces around the ward?
New cycle parking was approved at Norfolk Street,
and new parking has
here were 54 cycle thefts in two months in
been installed at the
junction of York Street
Petersfield alone. Is this any surprise given
and Ainsworth Street, but
these helpful additions that most streets have no cycle parking stands?
sadly barely scratch the
the surface of what’s needed. A full programme
across Petersfield (and indeed other wards) is needed.

T

The police report outlined some of the welcome actions they are
taking, but notably absent was any suggestion of on-street cycle
parking. Without secure bike facilities, thefts will not stop.
We have started to produce a dossier of locations where cycle
parking could and should be provided. In three hours, two of us
covered about a sixth of the ward, and took over 50 photographs
of potential locations. We will be forwarding this to Councillors for
their attention.
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Wherever you look, the instinct to secure a parked bicyle to
something solid is obvious
Good cycle parking provision can fit more than 6 bicycles
in a space less than that required by the average car.

Theft & Parking
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City centre cycle parking:
Councillors must take responsibility
The situation for cycle parking in the city
centre continues to go from bad to worse.
Councillors from all the main political parties,
approving developments in contravention
of the cycle parking standards, must take
responsibility for this.
Councillors are actively encouraging cycle
theft to remain at a high level by effectively
requiring cyclists to leave their bikes on
pavements against walls, where the frame
cannot be locked, because these new
developments simply provide too little
cycle parking for the new journeys they will
create.

Scale of the cycle theft problem
Whilst there are other factors which increase
cycle theft, lack of cycle parking is obviously
a key aspect. It also results in cycles blocking
pavements – to the detriment of people
walking – and inconvenience to cyclists
from not finding a space.

Why provide cycle parking?
Good quality cycle parking:




Deters thefts from taking place;
Is convenient and easy to use, and
provides people with an incentive
to cycle rather than use the car;



Stops bikes blocking pavements
and other areas



Is highly efficient: some 10-12
bikes can be parked in the space of
a single car



Is inexpensive: land usage costs are
lower than for car parking; a stand
for two cycles costs about £100
including installation.

Cycle theft now accounts for over 10% of
reported crime across Cambridgeshire. And
Cambridge is now ranked third (below two
spots in London) for cycle theft in the Halifax
Home Insurance survey.

C

ouncillors are actively
encouraging cycle
theft to remain at a high
level. There were 6,693
reported cycle thefts
(13.5% of all Cambridge
crime) during the 3 year
period from 2001–4. It
is not a minor problem.

The Cambridge City Crime and Disorder
Audit 2004 states that, in a three year
period from 2001–4, there were 6693 cycle
thefts (13.5% of all Cambridge crime), and
it acknowledges that cycle theft is a heavily
under-reported crime, ‘with some estimates
suggesting that as much as 66% of offences
are never brought to police attention.’ The
detection rate was just 2%, meaning that
most cycle thieves get away with it.
And during a two-month period this
summer, the 54 reported cycle thefts in
Petersfield accounted for 27% of the total
200 reported crimes there (see the article on
the previous page).

Recent developments
Over the last few years, we have reported our
activity in objecting to planning applications
that fail to provide sufficient cycle parking,
and which in some cases reduce what was
already there.
The Park Street Cycle Park is an excellent
facility but ultimately not in the best place
and unsuitable for trips to, say, the Library,
for which an additional 20 minutes would
be added to an overall journey.
We protested about many of these and
raised these issues at the Local Plan Inquiry,
where the standards were changed to allow
‘flexibility’. Our comprehensive report is
on our website (or available on request) at
www.camcycle.org.uk/campaigning/letters/
2005/#C06001 .

A good example of our campaign
action has been the Grand Arcade
development. The net increase of
around 400 spaces is lower than the
2004 Cycle Parking Standards required.
537 spaces are to be provided in
a dedicated cycle park. Over 135
existing spaces are to be removed.
This cycle park is on the wrong side
of the development, was unreachable
as planned. We fought for years for a
contraflow lane to be installed for easier
access. It is supposed to include a cycle
shop and CCTV and free parking, and
these requirements all seem to have
been watered down.
Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator
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Vote for a ride
After Swaffham Bulbeck Lode the next barrier
is Reach Lode. Quite a substantial barrier too:
the water surface is over three metres (10’)
above the nearby ground level, and the bridge
needs to be as high again to allow boats
through. The cost will be over half a million
pounds, which the NT piggy-bank does not
hold this or next year. However, also involved
in this Spine Path project are Sustrans, and
Sustrans have a cunning plan...
This December, the National Lottery will award
£50 million to the organisation promoting the
best scheme, to be decided by public vote, in
the Big Lottery Fund’s Living Landmarks: The
People’s Millions competition. Sustrans have
entered 79 cycling and walking projects under
the collective title Connect2 and will pay for
the Reach Lode bridge if they win.
So if you like the idea of cycling from
Cambridge directly across the fens you should
vote for Sustrans Connect2! Where? When?
How?
• Where: the programmes about the
schemes competing will be broadcast late
evening throughout one week on ITV1.
• When: the last Friday in one week in
December, and voting should continue on
the following Saturday and Sunday.

Wicken spine

• How: we do not know yet. TV voting has
been in the news recently and the format
to be used has not been declared so far.

The buzzards that hunt in the fens between Cambridge and Wicken
will look down on new sights this winter: JCB diggers, pile-drivers,
path surfacing and by the end of March: a new bridge! Yes, work
is starting on the National Trust’s Wicken Vision Spine Cycle Path.
The new bridge will cross Swaffham Bulbeck Lode very close to the
centre of the map. On the north-east side is a public road, and the
field that connects the south-west side to the road from Lode
village was purchased by the NT this spring. Construction of the
new bridge means that Cambridge, Milton and Waterbeach can
connect to Reach, Burwell and Wicken without using any busy
roads, not even on tracks alongside them. There will still be some
rather muddy stretches, and two bridges to carry your bike over at
Bottisham Lock and Burwell Lode, but it’s an excellent start and
experiments on economical ways to traverse the mud start soon.

The next Newsletter should carry details of how to vote, and thanks
to Mr. Editor Irving’s print schedule, and the volunteer deliverers,
will land on your doormat a few days before the actual vote.
Next spring when you take a ride across the new bridge over
Swaffham Bulbeck Lode, thinking about how your vote helped get
the money for the next bridge, make a diversion to Tubney Fen,
north-west of Reach. In late August, the National Trust opened a
cycle and walking route across, and the first time I rode through a
roe deer appeared from the undergrowth less than 3 metres away.
And don’t forget to look for the buzzards.
Mike Causer
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Updates

A mistake reversed
Work starts on reinstating
Gonville Place crossing
At the time of writing, work is starting on
the reinstatement of a wide Gonville Place
crossing with cycle detection loops which
will once again change the lights as cyclists
approach the crossing. We greatly welcome
the fact that the County Council responded
to our petition, which was signed by more
than 500 pedestrians and cyclists including
local councillors from all the major political
parties, and agreed that the present
narrowed crossing was unacceptable. This
crossing is a very important link in the
pedestrian and cycle route from the city
centre to the station and on over the cycle
bridge to Cherry Hinton and beyond.
The design of the reinstated crossing is to
be as set out in Agenda Item No 7(a) of
the Cambridge Traffic Management Area
Joint Committee held on 23 April (available
on the County Council’s website). While
welcoming most of what is to be done, the
Campaign is strongly opposed to the planned
reintroduction of a prohibition on turning
right for cyclists emerging from Gresham
Road and wishing to cycle along Gonville
Place towards East Road. We regard this
prohibition as unnecessary and anomalous
and will be maintaining our opposition to it.
The rather similar Burrell’s Walk crossing of
Queen’s Road operates well without such a
turning ban. We are pleased that councillors
have insisted that the ban must be reviewed
after a year.
There are other matters to which we will
also be returning in future. We asked for red
surfacing for the crossing to deter motorists
held up by the traffic from stopping on the
crossing which we expect to be a continuing
difficulty. We asked for the crossing to be
raised like those in Chesterton. We asked
for kerb changes to make it easier for
cyclists coming from the East Road direction
to turn left into Gresham Road. We also
asked for changes to the footway layout on
the Gresham Road approach to the crossing
which in our opinion would greatly improve
the present design for both pedestrians and
cyclists. We were told that funding of such
measures cannot be justified at this time.

Newsletter 74



October-November 2007

Car club coming

The space could be given over to cycle
parking in places like Romsey which are
so totally car-dominated, yet which have
barely any cycle parking at all and whose
Proposals surface at last
pavements are usually covered in cars, to
The long-awaited, and in our view very the detriment of pedestrians.
welcome, car club proposals have at last
surfaced. However, they are at present The County Council’s draft new on-street
rather limited, with only six car parking parking policy guidance says ‘the provision
spaces to be allocated to car club cars - four of cycle parking should form part of all
in main city council car parks and just two parking proposals,’ a policy we have long
lobbied for. It is disappointing then that
bays in a couple of streets in Romsey.
We welcome the overall
car club proposals and our
hope is that this scheme
will prove popular and be
expanded in future.
Residents would be the
biggest winners. Many
people currently need to
own cars for occasional
use (perhaps a big shop
at weekends or a holiday
trip) but otherwise leave
their car parked in the
street for most of the
week.
the first Traffic Regulation Order fails to
Under the proposals, they could sell their
include cycle parking as part of the car club
car, join the car club scheme, and pay an
proposals. There is very definitely room next
hourly rate for the use of a car club car.
to the car club space in Cockburn Street,
The on-street space their own car used to and a bike was left nearby insecurely when
our photograph was taken.
take up could be freed up for better uses.
Martin Lucas-Smith

Long Road cycle underpass completed
Now we wait two years before we can use
it. This underpass, which forms part of the
Cambridgeshire Guided Busway route, was
constructed by closing Long Road to motor
traffic over the school summer holidays,
whilst permitting pedestrians and cyclists
to use a temporary bridge built for the
construction workers themselves.

We will be keeping a close eye on the timing
of the signals. It is imperative that they
give the crowds of cyclists and pedestrians
who wait to cross at busy times sufficient
A huge hole was dug through the existing
opportunity to cross safely. We will also
embankment and concrete ‘box’ segments
expect to be consulted about changes to the
laid to form the underpass. Although the
current unsatisfactory signs at the crossing.
guided bus route will use the existing bridge
James Woodburn that formed part of the old Cambridge to
Bedford rail line, there was no space for

the maintenance road that will also form a
new cycle route from Trumpington to the
station, so the new underpass was required
by the Transport and Works Act.
Of course we could have permitted cycling
under here over 30 years ago, following
the closure of the railway to Bedford, but
the
busway
maintenance
track will now
continue under
Hills Road, so
access to the
station area from
the
‘Southern
Fringe’ for cyclists
and pedestrians
will not require
the crossing of
any main roads.
The construction
of the underpass for the busway at Hills
Road will be a larger undertaking, and to
avoid disruption of both these busy roads
at the same time, the Long Road work has
been done a year early.
Jim Chisholm
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Cycling Infrastructure Design
More national guidance
The Department for Transport (DfT) has just
published a consultation draft of its new
Cycling Infrastructure Design document.
Effectively this is a design guide for cycling.
According to the DfT, ‘The intention of
Cycling Infrastructure Design is to bring
together current Government guidance and
advice on providing and planning for cycle
friendly infrastructure that is already publicly
available into one document.’
Much of it looks like good stuff, and we
will be submitting a formal response.
Naturally, as with any guidance, there are
areas which could do with strengthening
towards a road environment which actively
favours cycling, but it does seem to outline
the right approach: make the general road
environment safer before considering
specific infrastructure.

A Cycling Design Guide for
Cambridgeshire?
Cambridgeshire still has no Cycling Design
Guide, despite the draft produced a few
years back. We have not pressed the County
Council on this because the Local Transport
Notes appeared shortly after the local draft
appeared.

Approach
The document generally
hierarchy of provision:

follows

the

‘For existing urban highways, the
preferred form of provision is to try to
achieve conditions where cyclists are
content to use the carriageway. This is
because in urban areas there is seldom
the opportunity to provide a quality
off-carriageway route that does not
compromise pedestrian facilities or result
in potential hazards and loss of priority
for cyclists at side roads.’

We took the view that these LTNs could
sensibly just be adopted locally, with a few
small additions covering issues relating to
‘In general, the conversion of existing
cycling over the commons and the need
urban footways to permit cycle use
for more generous space requirements
should only be considered when other,
due to the relatively high levels of cycling.
on-road options have been rejected.’
The Gonville Place crossing has been a
good example of where such guidance Sections on reducing vehicle speeds,
would have been useful, as a DfT-standard reallocating road space, cycle lanes, and also
crossing here has proved totally unsuitable. off-road cycle routes appear, in that order.

‘Cycle lanes should ideally be 2 m wide on busy roads,

on roads with traffic travelling in excess of 40 mph, and
in cycle contraflow arrangements. A general minimum
width of 1.5 m may be considered elsewhere.’

Recycling:
a new version 2

There are also plenty of examples of
cycle-friendly traffic calming (some of
which look decidedly fussy).

We understand that the document is
effectively a second edition of Cycle
Friendly Infrastructure (CFI) which is the
cycle campaigner’s design bible, and
which contains an enormous amount
of excellent advice. (Unfortunately, CFI
has never been available online.)

Sadly, the sections covering bollards
and obstructions do not give a clear
impression of the need for a permeable
and unobstructed layout of the sort
we found so refreshing in our trip last
year around Holland – there a ‘pole in
cycleway’ sign was used for the rare
occasions when such a pole existed!

It is being produced as a Local Transport
Note because the DfT consider that this
will give it more status, and (though
this does not appear to be mentioned
in the Introduction) should be read in
conjunction with the Local Transport
Notes on Walking and Cycling LTN 1/04
and 2/04.
These two documents (which theoretically
remain in draft but are no longer marked as
such on the DfT’s website) were reviewed by
us in Newsletter 56, and our full response
letter is also on our website. In general, we
strongly welcomed them, though wanted
The non-appearance of the LTNs in finalised
some areas improved.
form has led us to question the merits of
The new Cycling Infrastructure Design that strategy, but the Cycling Infrastructure
document seems to contain a fair amount Design potentially presents us with the
of crossover with the LTNs, so it will be same dilemma. Hopefully, this time, it will
interesting to see whether they end up be finalised quickly and will end up saying
what we want it to.
being finalised.
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Cycle lanes and their width
The section on cycle lanes starts from
a clear position which many cyclists
in Cambridge will quite understand:
‘Cycle lanes can benefit cyclists but
poorly designed lanes can make
conditions worse.’
Sadly, some of the photographic examples
depict rather narrow lanes of the sort
which the text (correctly) advises against:
‘Narrow cycle lanes may encourage
cyclists to stay closer to the kerb
than is advisable. If a lane is too
narrow to comfortably ride in, it
may defeat the object of providing
it in the first place.’

Design

Newsletter 74

Infrastructure Design (continued)
‘Cycle lanes should ideally be 2 m wide
on busy roads, on roads with traffic
travelling in excess of 40 mph, and
in cycle contraflow arrangements. A
general minimum width of 1.5 m may
be considered elsewhere. Narrower
cycle lanes may be acceptable where
their purpose is to allow cyclists to get
to the head of a queue of stationary
traffic such as on the approach to
junctions, but widths below 1 m are
best avoided.’
We think this needs to be strengthened
further, to make clear that a minimum width
means exactly that, and that no provision is
better than substandard provision in such
cases.
The need for a buffer zone (see Trumpington
Road article on page 6) is also clear:
‘There should be a buffer zone between
the bays and the cycle lane of between
0.5 m and 1.0 m.’

Cycle lanes can benefit
cyclists but poorly
designed lanes can make
conditions worse.
Again though, we will be arguing strongly
that the corollary to this should be made
explicit, i.e. that if there is no space for
a buffer zone, then no lane should be
provided.
We would like to see a photograph of a
continental-style ‘hybrid’ cycle lane (see
page 14) as a suggestion for designers to
consider.

Drivers turning into and out of side roads
tend to focus their attention on vehicles
within the main road carriageway.
Whether intended or not, cycle tracks
tend to be used by cyclists travelling
in both directions along a road, and
drivers may not anticipate this. Cyclists
are particularly at risk from drivers
turning right from a main road into
a side road. A report into cycle tracks
crossing minor roads concluded that
“the risk (of crossing the minor road)
must be weighed against the risks to
cyclists using the major road. The safer
option will depend on a variety of sitespecific factors. If satisfactory crossings
of minor roads cannot be provided, the
creation of a cycle track may not be a
sensible option.’

October-November 2007

Group or corporate
members

We are delighted to welcome as new
Corporate Members our website hosts,
Mythic Beasts, a Cambridge-based company
who have provided us with excellent service
over the last year. They have recently
kindly agreed to host our website and email lists for free, for which we are most
appreciative.
Group or Corporate membership of
Cambridge Cycling Campaign is available
in support of its aims and to provide
a means for members of the group or
company to access the Cycling Campaign’s
services. Groups may include constituted
organisations, companies and bicycle user
groups. We aim to be flexible.

For a membership fee of at least £25,
We could not agree more. Cambridgeshire the organisation receives the following
County Council, please note!
benefits:
It continues:
• At least two copies of each edition of
‘As a result of concerns over the
poor safety record of cycle tracks at
side roads, it is becoming common
in continental Europe to dispense
with the side road crossing by taking
cyclists off a cycle track and onto the
carriageway before a junction with a
side road, and returning them to the
cycle track afterwards. Cyclists join the
carriageway from a build-out, ramped
down to carriageway level to give
cyclists physical protection while joining
in line with the main flow (see Fig 9.4).
The cycle route is then continued as an
advisory cycle lane past the junction...
The advantage of this technique is that
the cyclist has priority at the side road
by being on the main carriageway.’

On roundabouts, the advice opens with a Fussy perhaps, but sensible where a cycle
clear statement which again reflects the track ends up being used.
need to avoid infrastructure when it is
preferable to let drivers just watch out for Cycle parking
cyclists in the usual way:
There is a good summary, on page 60 of the
‘There is no evidence to suggest that
draft version, of the key attributes of good
annular cycle lanes in themselves offer
practice for cycle parking. The addition of a
any safety benefit to cyclists, and unless
diagram clearly showing the space required
accompanied by some of the geometric
around stands would improve this section
features described above they may
of the document.
introduce additional hazards.’

Cycle tracks



Draft available online

This starts with a clear summary of our most The deadline for responses is 5 November
2007. Details are on the DfT website at
pressing concern with such tracks:
www.dft.gov.uk/consultations/open/
‘Cyclists often feel safer on a cycle
infrastructuredesign/
track than on the carriageway, but
The 64 page draft can be seen in full and is
where a cycle track runs parallel to the
well-illustrated. The final version is intended
carriageway there is a risk of collisions
to be published in early 2008. The DfT
at side road crossings.
welcomes comments from all.

the newsletter, and other mailings.
Additional copies can be provided,
but we would like the organisation
to cover the cost.
•

A concessionary rate (£3.50) for
employees or members of the group
to join the Campaign individually.
They can then obtain the usual
benefits of individual membership
such as discounts, except newsletters
which would be directed via the
group (or accessible on our website).

•

A single vote at Cycling Campaign
meetings, where relevant.

•

We’ll also supply a group membership
certificate.

If your organisation would like to join as a
group member, just fill in the membership
form available on our website, but make
a note on it that you are the contact for a
group, and what the group is, and send a
cheque for the appropriate amount.

Small ads
For sale or
exchange
Recumbent bike

(home made) based on a
Giant child’s mountain
bike. £80 or will swap for
a Dawes Kingpin folder.
(01223) 473902

Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator
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Hybrid cycle lanes: best of both worlds?
Several years ago, we started looking at proposals for continental
style on-road cycle provision, which I dubbed ‘hybrid’ cycle lanes.
Effectively, these are an attempt to combine the best aspects of
both on-road cycle lanes and off-road cycle tracks, whilst excluding
the harmful aspects of both. They are on-road cycle lanes that
have some kind of physical demarcation to provide the feeling of
protection that less confident cyclists want.
What are they?
These two photographs taken from our 1997 trip to Groningen in
the Netherlands are clear examples:

Reconciling both on-road and off-road cyclists
Cyclists in the UK are constantly torn between two opposing
camps, which it must be said does not make things easy for local
authorities charged with delivering more and safer cycling.
Some cyclists are fast enough to keep up with the pace of motor
traffic on busy city streets, and are confident and experienced
enough to be happy mixing with it. At the other extreme, are
cyclists who feel much more vulnerable, and happy to pay the price
of reduced convenience for the safety of physical separation from
traffic. Most cyclists fall between these two extremes: we find offroad facilities inadequate, while the roads nearby are made more
hostile (the ‘Milton Road effect’). But it is possible to provide a road
environment which caters for the entire range of cycling abilities.

Barton Road – some of the best provision in the city but still highly
problematic: lack of visibility at side roads, give ways, and hidden
driveways. Yet less confident cyclists prefer it to the road.
The Campaign’s policy mirrors that of much national guidance
which is that improving the safety of the road environment, and
reallocating road space away from cars is the way to improve the
lot of cyclists. This ought not to be controversial, but achieving it in
practice is far from simple.
The key physical aspects are:




They are on-road
There is some kind of physical demarcation between
the cycle lane and the carriageway




They are at least 2 m wide



Cyclists are in the standard position where they can
be seen by drivers. Compare to a typical British-style
cycle track such as Barton Road, where cyclists emerge
unexpectedly.



The space that cyclists need is made clear, and there is
room to overtake.



Drivers are actively discouraged from using the cycle
lane as parking, because of the coloured surfacing and
having to drive over a cobbled or textured surface.



At side roads, priority is maintained, unlike a Barton
Road-style track where cyclists must look in several
directions and then give way before crossing.

They are uni-directional, not two way
As a result:
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Proposals for 20 mph zones are opposed by many and traffic
reduction implies a huge set of societal changes that can take a
long time to achieve. Selective road closures show what can be
achieved, but reducing traffic on, say, East Road or Milton Road
could not be done without truly radical measures like congestion
charging.
So it remains debatable how much this would really attract new
cyclists, because of potential new cyclists’ perception of cycling on
the road. It is easy for those of us who have been cycling for some
time, even on busy roads, to forget about the fear of traffic that
others have, especially parents considering getting young children
to cycle to school. Would even a traffic-calmed East Road actively
attract children and their parents to cycle?

Looking abroad
The Netherlands shows us that the perceptual issue can be tackled.
Speaking as one someone who rarely uses off-road tracks, because
of the actual dangers they present (give ways at side roads, lack of
visibility from driveways, poor maintenance, lack of driver visibility,
etc.), I found cycling in Holland extremely refreshing. Even speeds
of 20 mph could be achieved without difficulty on tracks beside the
road. However, there is a different mindset in both local authority

Hybrid design
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Hybrids (continued)
planners there as well as motorists, who seem to take more care.
I think it highly debatable whether off-road cycle track provision
can ever be done to a good standard in the UK, given this mindset
issue and lack of engineering experience.
The Netherlands have shown that genuinely high-quality cycle
facilities can encourage people to cycle. As we went round the
country, we saw large numbers of cyclists cycling anywhere
and everywhere, a total lack of motorist aggression, a complete
absence of helmet-wearing and people simply enjoying cycling for
both leisure and utility.

However, while removing these cycle lanes would mitigate existing
problems, doing so would arguably not encourage people to
start cycling, i.e. increase levels of cycling. That area will simply
not become cycle-friendly unless space is made to actively favour
cycling – by removing the car parking, and then including measures
to stop vehicles using the freed-up space.

Hybrid tracks
I would argue that hybrid tracks, where there is space for them,
would encourage people to start cycling whilst not at the same
time harm the interests of on-road cyclists, as they are, ultimately,
still on-road.
As a ‘faster cyclist’, I would welcome the way they would keep
motorists out of space for cyclists, enabling me to maintain a
good speed, and enhance my status on the roads in the eyes of
motorists. Less confident cyclists would also be attracted to such a
facility because they give the space and ‘feeling’ of separation that
they like about Barton Road-style paths, but without the actual
safety problems which these have.

Sort-of hybrid.
(Netherlands)
On road but
with
physical
demarcation.
Cycles can enter
& leave the main
road
without
difficulty, while
being separated
from traffic.
Is it remotely likely that continental engineering and design
standards of properly off-road tracks would be achieved in the UK?
Even then, there remain questions about the actual safety of
continental tracks, with some recent studies questioning these. A
study, Road safety and perceived risk of cycle facilities in Copenhagen
showed a decrease in collisions on road sections between junctions
but a decline in safety at the junctions themselves, with a 9%10% overall increase in accidents and injuries. Yet construction
of facilities is quoted to have led to an increase in cycle traffic by
5%-7%, albeit with no change in car traffic.

Do nothing?
It is certainly the case that, in many cases, doing nothing would
be better than adding specific cycle provision. The dreadful lanes
outside the Botanic Gardens are a good example.

The key aspect is cost. Making such tracks may well involve things
like moving verges and services. But a quality agenda comes at a
price. With millions available from a potential congestion charging
scheme, might this at last this be possible?
If hybrid lanes do go ahead as part of the congestion charging
proposals, we want to see designers and consultants from the
County Council going abroad to see for themselves what is needed,
or even to get engineers from the Netherlands to design British
provision. With the money that would be available, there would be
no excuse not to do so.
In terms of rules and regulations, we see nothing that would
prevent these being done in the UK. They are effectively like wide
on-road lanes, surfaced but with some kind of physical demarcation
between lanes.
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Hybrids - Where?
The key question is often space. But improving cycling does mean
re-allocating roadspace.
For a start, the main roads in the new developments offer an
opportunity for wide cycle lanes, including in this hybrid style.
Places like Queen’s Road, along the Backs, could include such
provision if there were not so much car parking – again, reallocation
of road-space. Milton Road, without a bus lane (as the congestion
charging proposals now include) is another example.
New provision, such as the Addenbrooke’s Access Road, would
have been a good place to consider this, rather than the mishmash of both on-road and off-road paths.

On the mend
Fixing a puncture
This article, first published exactly ten years ago in Newsletter 13,
is one of the most popular on our website, with almost 10 000 hits
to date, and at the time of writing is fourth in Google’s results for
this subject.
Given the huge
increase
in
membership
over the last
ten years, we
reproduce this
article by popular
demand.

Really, anywhere where a 2 m cycle lane could be fitted in is a good
place to consider. And there are places in Cambridge, if Councillors
and officials would think out of the box to really favour cycling
rather than trying to fit it in. But elsewhere, and on these roads
too, the need for traffic and speed reduction remains as important
as ever.

A Tools

What do you think?

For a hub gear, you need to disconnect the cable and take out
the delicate indicator rod first. For derailleur gears, select top gear
(chain on smallest sprocket). Front wheels are much easier.

As a Campaign, we need to discuss hybrid cycle lanes, and
push for a trial somewhere in Cambridge. We have already
succeeded in getting the idea into the County’s proposals for
demand management, though it is now incumbent on us to push
the proposals for such lanes to be built to the best Continental
standards. The front cover photo, from the Netherlands, has been
‘flipped’ and white paint added to give you the idea for British
bicycle riding.
Come along to the October and future monthly meetings to discuss
the ideas.
Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator

Pump, replacement inner tube, tyre levers, spanner or whatever
you need to take off the wheel, a patch kit with at least one patch,
some glue which hasn’t dried up yet, and a bit of emery paper.
B Take off the wheel

C Remove the valve cap and locknut
D Get all three tyre levers...
under the bead of the tyre
opposite the valve, lined up
so that the levers can be
hooked on to spokes. On
a back tyre, use the face of
the wheel away from the
gears - it’s cleaner.
E Lift the middle tyre
lever first
Hook it onto its
spoke to stay put,
then use each of
the other levers in
turn. Then take out
the middle lever,
and put it further
round the tyre to
extend the part
levered off.

F Slide the lever round...
to finish lifting
off the edge of
the tyre once it
is loosened a bit.
Now coax the
inner tube out
from inside the
tyre.

G To find the hole
Usually all you have to do is inflate the tube to twice its natural
diameter. The hole stretches with the tube, and even a quite small
puncture gives a jet of air strong enough to feel and hear. Only the
very slowest leaks need a bowl of water to locate.
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H Find the cause

L Put the wheel back,

Line up the hole
in the inner tube
with the tyre and
the wheel. Feel
carefully to find
the sharp object,
if it is still there.

pump up the tyre, and replace the lock nut and valve dust cap.
M Line up the gears
For a 3-speed hub, you need to put back and adjust the gear
linkage. This means screwing in the delicate indicator rod,
connecting the gear cable to it, and selecting second (‘Normal’)
gear. Now use the adjusting barrel to line up the end of the
plain section of the indicator rod with the end of the wheel’s
axle. You can just see both through the hole in the side of the
special nut.
I Pick out all the
broken glass
Check the whole tyre
for glass or worse
things stuck in it.

J Fit the new inner
tube

Don’t try to patch the old one, yet. Put just enough air into the
good tube to make it keep its shape, and fit the valve back into
the rim. Feed the tube gently into place all round, and make sure
it isn’t crumpled, and the valve isn’t pulling sideways. Start at the
valve, and settle the tyre bead over the edge of the rim. Work
evenly away from there, and you’ll get more than half way before
the tyre seems too tough to keep pushing with your thumbs. Don’t
use a tyre lever, though, or you risk poking a new hole in your
good tube. Push on the end of the valve stem to make sure the
tube isn’t trapped under the bead of the tyre.
K Push the tyre back onto the rim
Start again at the valve, and settle the part you’ve already done as
far into the well of the rim as you can. Then push at one side of the
stuck part with both hands, as in this picture. You’ll gain a
few millimetres.
Push at the
other
stuck
section. Start
again at the
valve...
until
after a few
goes, the work
gets easier and
the tyre settles
into
place.
Check that the
tyre has fitted
evenly all round, with no bumps or squirming sideways.

N Patch the tube later
Locate the hole again, clean the tube, and roughen, roughen,
roughen an area which looks a good bit bigger than your patch.
You have to take off all the original smooth surface, because it’s
coated with a release agent, to stop the new inner tube sticking to
its mould in the factory. The release agent also helps defeat most
glues.
O Spread a thin layer of glue...
over the roughened area. You don’t need much glue, but you
do need enough to cover the whole area. Let it dry for a few
minutes. Peel off the foil from a patch, and press it hard over the
hole in the middle of the prepared area. It should stick firmly and
immediately.
P The plastic or paper
backing
on the new patch is easier
to pull off from the middle
outwards. Fold the patch
sharply to split the paper.
Now let your patched tube’s
glue cure for at least a few
hours before you use that
tube again. Full tyre pressure
under a new patch is a good
way to make it peel off again.
Mark Irving
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Campaign monthly meetings
see www.camcycle.org.uk/events
We are 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 these meetings.
Open meetings, to which everyone is welcome, 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.

Reports of recent meetings
At our August meeting, three of our members told us about their
use of handlebar- or carrier-mounted video cameras 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.
The second half of the August meeting was a presentation by Jim
on the Demand Management (Congestion Charging) proposals,
based on the information we have so far managed to obtain.
And in September, Alasdair Massie gave us a presentation entitled
‘Designing for Cyclists’ which covered a whole range of issues
relating to the right and wrong approaches towards a safe cycling
environment. The slides are available on our website.
Thanks to Ben, Ian and Paul, and to Jim and Alasdair for their work
preparing these various presentations.

Congestion charge debate
Tuesday 2 October 2007
This meeting will offer a chance to debate the County Council’s
proposals for an enormous £500m package of investment coupled
with a weekday morning peak congestion charge. We will
begin with a presentation to bring members up to speed on the
information we have so far, followed by a good hour for debate.

Annual General Meeting
Tuesday 6 November 2007
See page 3 for details. We hope that as many members as possible
will attend.

Cycling 2020 launch to members
Tuesday 4 December
Our Cycling 2020 document is nearing completion, and we expect
to launch it around the monthly general meeting on Tuesday 4
December. Cycling 2020 is to be a visionary document for cycling
in the city over the next 15 years. The brochure will contain a series
of achievable but challenging plans for the delivery of an attractive
cycling infrastructure, and act as a focus for campaigning. Come
along and see our presentation of the document. (This meeting
was originally scheduled for October.)
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Meetings & letters

Letters
Politicians cycling
The item you quote from the Coventry newsletter looks
somewhat misleading. From the fact that only 10 MPs claim for
cycling on their annual expense forms it makes the completely
unwarranted deduction that only these 10 MPs cycle, whereas
in fact it is more reasonable to suppose that many more cycle
but don’t bother to claim for it.
As a city councillor I am entitled to claim mileage for both car
and bicycle travel – but you won’t get any clues as to how I
travel on council business by looking at my expense claims, as
I never claim for either. So you could not find out how many
councillors cycle on council business by looking at expense
claims. (I might try to persuade you that I don’t claim because
the council needs the money more than I do, but perhaps it
would be more honest to say that I simply can’t be bothered
with the paperwork.)

Cllr Tim Ward
Cambridge City Council

Anonymous letters
We received an anonymous letter headed ‘(Loveable?) Rogue
Cyclists’ in response to Lisa Woodburn’s article in Newsletter 73.
It is Campaign policy not to print anonymous letters, but if the
writer would like to identify himself or herself, we will gladly print
the letter.

Newsletter 74



October-November 2007

Campaign diary
October 2007
Tue 2
7.30 pm

Monthly general 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.) A discussion of the ‘Demand Management
(congestion charge)’ proposals & associated
package of transport investment measures.

Fri 5
Newsletter 74 review and planning for 75, over
8.30 am breakfast at Tatties café, 40 Hills Road.
Fri 5
12.30 pm

Sat 6
Sun 7

Weather permitting, leaving from the
Stourbridge Common side of Green Dragon
bridge, a lunchtime ride of varying speed and
length, probably involving a stop at a pub. Open
to all who like to ride and talk about bicycles.
Join the ride at your own risk.
A meeting to draft our communications to
Councillors of the Traffic Management Area
Joint Committee (AJC) this weekend. Time and
place to be decided.

Fri 12
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Mon 15

Traffic Management Area Joint Committee
Meeting. Campaign members may be interested
to attend AJC meetings, which cover walking,
cycling, and planning issues in some depth.

Mon 15 Join us for a social gathering at CB2 café, 5-7
7.00 pm Norfolk Street.
Fri 19
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Thur 25
7.30 pm

Cambridge West Area Committee council
meeting. Such meetings often cover walking,
cycling and planning issues and the public may
attend. It can be useful and even interesting
for Campaign members. The Octagon, Wesley
Methodist Church, Christ’s Pieces.

Fri 26
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Sun 28 British Summer Time ends. Put the clocks back,
and get out your bike lights

November 2007
Thur 1
7.30 pm

Cambridge East Area Committee council
meeting. Such meetings often cover walking,
cycling and planning issues and the public may
attend. It can be useful and even interesting for
Campaign members. Cherry Trees Day Centre,
St. Matthews Street.

Fri 2
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Tue 6
8 pm

AGM, Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane,
speaker, Roger Geffen, Campaigns and Policy
Manager, CTC. He will talk on recent and
forthcoming national campaigning issues.

November 2007
Fri 9
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Sat 10

Deadline for articles written for Newsletter 75.

Thur 15
7.30 pm

Cambridge North Area Committee council
meeting. Such meetings often cover walking,
cycling and planning issues and the public may
attend. It can be useful and even interesting
for Campaign members. Manor Community
College, Arbury Road.

Fri 16
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Thur 22 Cambridge South Area Committee council
7.30 pm meeting. Venue not yet announced.
Fri 23
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Thur 29 Newsletter 75 envelope stuffing at the Baby
7.30 pm Milk Action office, 34, Trumpington Street. Help
very much welcomed.

Fri 30
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October..
12.30 pm
December 2007
Monthly general meeting, Friends’ Meeting

Tue 4 House, Jesus Lane. For details see 2 October.
Cycling 2020 launch to our members. Cycling
7.30 pm 2020 is intended to be our visionary document
for cycling in the city over the next 15 years.

Newsletter 75 review and planning for 76, over
Fri 7
breakfast at Tatties café, 40 Hills Road. (Subject
8.30 am to confirmation after the AGM)

Fri 7
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Thur 13 Cambridge West/Central Area Committee
council meeting. Cripps Court, Magdalene
7.30 pm College, Chesterton Lane.
Fri 14
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Mon 17 Join us for a seasonal social gathering at CB2
7.00 pm café, 5-7 Norfolk Street.
Fri 21
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
Fri 28
A lunchtime ride. For details see 5 October.
12.30 pm
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Your streets this month

Newsletter 74

Gonville Place Crossing

Removal of pinch points

By the time you receive this Newsletter, work
should be under way to restore the crossing
from Gresham Road to Parker’s Piece to its
former more user-friendly status. However,
we believe that more work will be needed
in future to improve the crossing for both
cyclists and pedestrians. See page 11.

The
East
Area
Committee approved
recommendations to
remove or alter pram
arms and chicanes at
several points. These
are Argyle Street–
Charles Street, Derby
Road–Bancroft Close,
Derby
Road–Sterne
Close, Wycliffe Road–
Seymour Street, Perne
Road–Lichfield Road,
Rustat
Road–Corrie
Road and Gisbourne
Road–Radegund
Road. Happily the
recommendation is to
remove both arms and
bollards from the central
path at Argyle Road.

Guided bus route in the south
Long Road is again open to all traffic after
engineers have tunnelled beneath to make
way for the guided bus maintenance track,
aka cycle track, to join Trumpington Park
and Ride to the station. Work has also
begun near Hills Road bridge with metal
supporting piles having been driven into
the ground close to the signal box in
preparation for further work to take the
route beneath the bridge. See page 11.

Chesterton Road Crossing
Work on the new cycle route to link Milton
Road, via Chesterton Hall Crescent, with
the Fort St George river bridge is now
taking place. The pedestrian crossing
near George Street is being upgraded to
accommodate cyclists. There is a fairly wide
central refuge and now a new build-out
to make more room to wait at the lights
has been constructed on the north side.
We will need to keep an eye on the space
between refuge and build-out. We have
been promised cycle lanes 1.5 m wide. See
pages 4 & 5.

Cycle racks in Norfolk Street
The East Area Committee approved costs
for installing six cycle stands in Norfolk
Street nearly opposite CB2 café.

October-November 2007

Argyle Street pram arms & bollards to be removed

Parking for car club users

Sadly, however, an objection was lodged
about the removal of all the posts in the
passage between Marmora Road and
Coleridge Road (part of the Cherry Hinton
to city centre cycle route), because of
fears of use by motorbikes – not a serious
problem in our opinion – and a decision
about this will be taken later.

Science Park
A gate is to be put up at the Science Park
exit near Cambridge Regional College,
which will be shut outside normal working
hours with no way through for cyclists. So
if you want to get into the Science Park
outside normal working hours, you will
have to cycle between one and two miles
to get in by the main entrance.

In Darkest Africa



The local authorities are proposing to
reserve for car club members some parking
spaces in Cockburn Street and in St Philip’s
Road as well in Park Street, Queen Anne
Terrace, Adam and Eve Street and Great
Eastern Street car parks. A car club provides
its members with flexible access to the hire
of a vehicle. Vehicles are parked in reserved
parking spaces and can be used and paid
for on an hourly, daily or weekly basis. This
is good news for cyclists as it reduces the
need for car ownership. See page 11.

Finally
If you don’t know where you can cycle
in the city centre, keep a look out for the
Campaign’s new city centre cycle map due
for publication soon.

Last summer I travelled to remote Southern Tanzania
for a couple of weeks to help with a local charitable
link with a small town in the area. I’d been there some
ten years earlier and had been impressed by the vast
number of bikes and the ‘roadside repair stations’ that
exist every few hundred metres in the towns and every
few kilometres even on the unpaved roads between.
This time I took a few simple bike tools to ‘trade’. The
job of these mechanics is more difficult now, not just
because of the general economic situation (you now
get over 2500 Tanzanian shillings for a UK pound), but
because the ubiquitous ‘Chinese’ single speed black
bike is being replaced by ‘mountain’ bikes with a huge
variety of components
There are few tourists (just try buying a postcard), and
poor people are suspicious of people with cameras, but
by offering my simple tools as a donation, and showing
the pictures on my digital camera I soon became friends
with one group despite the almost total lack of any
common language.

Tanzanian roadside bike repair station
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Jim Chisholm

