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Co-ordinator’s comment
Expansion of the Campaign
We held our AGM at the start of November,
and I would like to thank all those who
came along, as well as everyone who has
helped in any way over the last year with
the work of the Campaign.
If you like what you see in this newsletter,
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.
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.
Don’t forget our meetings, open to all, are
on the first Tuesday of each month, 7.30
for 8.00 pm at the Friends’ Meeting
House, Jesus Lane, Cambridge.

Elected Officers 2006–2007
Co-ordinator – Martin Lucas-Smith
Liaison Officer – Jim Chisholm
Membership Secretary – David Earl
Newsletter Editor – Monica Frisch
Treasurer – Clare Macrae
Events Officer Vacant – vacant
Recruitment Officer – vacant
Press Officer – vacant
Officers without portfolio – Mike Causer,
Mark Irving, Vanessa Kelly, Simon Nuttall
and James 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.
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The news that we are on course for 1,000
members in the coming 6 months or so is
excellent, and reflects well on the
Campaign, a body which has become
extremely busy and which is increasingly
asked to work on ever more issues. Even
without the huge changes proposed by the
Congestion Charge proposals as well as the
47,500 new dwellings proposed for around
Cambridge, we have our hands extremely
full!
It does also open the whole question of the
structure of the Campaign and the question
of paid staff. It was therefore extremely
good to be able to announce at the AGM
that three-year funding for a Campaign
worker of some kind has been found,
thanks to an extremely generous donor,
although many details are to be sorted out
before this can be finalised. The intention of
this is very much to facilitate the work of
volunteers and indeed increase their
number, and there was enthusiastic
endorsement of this from members at the
AGM. Watch this space.

: our new film
Our new film, kindly created by Simon
Nuttall (who has continued as lead
developer of our online mapping system),
called Cambridge: Cycling in the City 2007,
was shown at the AGM. (An earlier 'beta’ of
the film was also shown at an earlier
Monthly Meeting.)
It gives an excellent introduction to cycling
in Cambridge generally, as well as accessible
discussion on the problems that cyclists
face, in particular many of the subjects that
we have often campaigned on.

Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator
The film – five minutes long and on our
website – is well worth a watch, and may
prove an effective way to get our message
across. Ideas for the 2008 edition are
welcome! Thanks to Simon for his hard
work on this.

Congestion charging
and the £500m
At last, the proposals have been issued in
detail. There is an enormous amount of
documentation which we as a Campaign
need to go through, as well as much scope
for ourselves to influence the plans.
As I outlined in my review of the year to the
AGM, the proposals could represent an
enormous opportunity for cycling, but they
also come attached with challenges,
specifically the need to ensure that any
money spent on cycling – and some £50m
has been mooted – is spent wisely.
Our monthly meetings will be a key forum
to discuss the proposals, to bring the
Campaign to a formal position on them.
Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator
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The 2007 AGM
The twelfth annual general meeting of the Cambridge Cycling
Campaign took place on Tuesday 6th November 2007. We had
another good turnout – thanks to all who attended.

Invited speaker: Roger Geffen
We were delighted to welcome Roger Geffen, Campaigns and
Policy Manager, CTC, as our speaker this year. We have
collaborated with him and the CTC over the past year on a number
of issues, not least on the Highway Code and online mapping
developments.

Roger moved on to the current political situation. Cycling England
(the government’s cycling quango), who have been doing good
work in terms of demonstration towns, cycle training, and more, are
bidding for £70 million over the next few years, and the signs are
that they could be successful. However, there are also threats to
getting that voice heard, in the form of the Local Transport and
Planning Bill. This seeks to speed up the planning process for larger
developments thus removing them from the scrutiny of local people.
Roger outlined the top three things he personally believes should
command cyclists’ attention:
·

A 20mph speed limit as default for local street areas, backed by
legislation for local authorities. Less street furniture with the
result that in this people friendly environment more people
would cycle or walk and allow their children to do the same.

·

Traffic law and driver behaviour. He believed there is a strong
case for new offences bringing tougher sentencing, more traffic
policing, as well as changes to driver liability towards the
continental model such that, in the event of an incident, the
driver is assumed to be liable unless the pedestrian or cyclist is
shown to be the responsible party.

·

Planning and design. Working with local authorities to challenge
the hierarchy of solutions, such as genuinely trying to reduce
traffic volumes and speeds, before consideration of any cyclespecific infrastructure.

During the period for questions, points were asked about the
Highway Code, the need to change entrenched views such as a
senior DfT official’s intransigence on the use of 'No entry except
cyclists’ signs, issues relating to speed limits, and more.
Many thanks to Roger for his time preparing and giving his talk.
Minutes of the meeting, including the slides from the talk, are
available from the Campaign via our usual contact details, thanks to
Beverly, our minute-taker (who has kindly done the minutes for
some four years now).

Review of the year
The Co-ordinator, Martin Lucas-Smith, presented a review of the
year. Copies of his notes are available on request, and this has been
circulated to the members' e-mail list for those who are on it (all
members are welcome to join it and should let us know if they wish
to be added).

Roger Geffen from the CTC addresses the packed meeting
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.
Roger Geffen started campaigning in the late 1980's when various
groups were challenging government policy on road building.
Transport policy shifted over the years from one which was initially
keen to increase cycling to one in which no effort was made,
despite cycling’s potential to tackle the problems such as obesity,
children’s freedom, congestion and climate change.
Over the last 10 years, the enthusiasm to promote cycling became
less marked by the government, and so the CTC has had to be
proactive about getting the voice of cyclists heard. Roger spoke
about the increase in CTC’s credibility within Government as a
result of the campaign over the wording of the new Highway Code.

City centre: The city centre cycling ban was at last rescinded,
permanently ... for 12 months. This has come after a lot of hard
work from the Campaign as well as brave political action by certain
key Councillors. The sting in the tail is of course the 12 month
review, ordered by the rural councillors on the County's Cabinet.
We have produced, and are currently issuing, our new City Centre
Cycling Map to improve understanding of the regulations.
Mapping: David Earl cycled every street in Cambridge, for the
OpenStreetMap project. This makes available free mapping which
is not subject to the costly and difficult licensing conditions of the
Ordnance Survey. The same mapping data can be used on websites,
e.g. our own Journey Planner. Both were demonstrated at a
national cycling conference, and Simon Nuttall and Martin were
invited to meetings with the Department for Transport on their own
system being created.
Video campaigning: This has been a new campaigning tactic this
last year. The videos we showed the Road Safety people resulted in
a better understanding of the problems cyclists face. They promised
to try to produce a wider vocabulary of safety messages beyond the
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usual 'helmets and safety gear' message. This tactic has also led to
work to mitigate the problems created on King’s Hedges Road.
Road safety and enforcement: Existing enforcement against
illegal use of Mandatory Cycle Lanes by vehicles is practically
non-existent, but we have established a way forward for enforcing
the rules against parking in such lanes. Our Responsible Cycling
paper has continued to prove an invaluable tool to make clear our
desire for responsible cycling, enabling the police and many
Councillors to make pro-cycling decisions.
Sub-standard provision: We’ve increasingly taken a much harder
line against sub-standard provision wherever it has been proposed.
Objections have featured in many of our formal letters this year.
Encouragingly, various new bits of emerging national guidance have
increasingly supported our stance. The Manual for Streets - the most
important new housing design guidance for decades - proposes
much more traditional, cycle friendly streets.
New developments: We have continued to be swamped by huge
development proposals, which represent a big threat to cycle use in
Gonville Place crossing: successful campaign to reinstate the
the region. Our Cycling 2020 initiative will be key in engaging
much better arrangement
developers, but the amount of work needed to influence them in
other ways has really been beyond the Campaign's current capacity. Afterwards, Simon Nuttall's film Cambridge: Cycling in the City
Congestion Charge and Demand Management proposals: The 2007, which he has produced for the Campaign, was shown. This
Campaign's position has been careful over this. We feel that the is also available on our website.
£500 million on offer should not be overlooked as has happened in
much of the media coverage, but we recognise that we do need to Membership rates and finances
make sure that the c. £50 million for cycling is spent well – it could
Membership has now increased to 925 members at the time of
have huge benefits or create even more problems instead. The
writing, chiefly as a result of people being able to join online, and
Campaign will need to come to a view on the whole range of
as a result of our various high-profile campaigns such as that on
proposals in the coming months.
Gonville Place.
Cycle parking: Cycle parking has remained another highly
Finances remain in a healthy state, and the accounts, which have
frustrating issue. Councillors continued to fail to enforce their own
now been restructured, were accepted unanimously.
cycle parking standards in some cases, with the city centre area
having increasing problems. Cycle theft now counts for a staggering
1 in 10 reported crimes in Cambridgeshire. The Campaign has Motions
submitted an application for a grant to produce a document to Four motions were presented, all were passed without a single vote
inspire developers to address the need for secure parking.
against.
New routes: The main new route has been the new Shelford to
Addenbrooke's path, with its 10,000 genome stripes. The Riverside
Bridge is at last being built and will join Chesterton to Abbey with a
wonderful new structure whose design we were on the deciding
Panel for. The Woodburn Way, our own internal name for the new
contraflow through Corn Exchange Street, also finally opened.
Elections: Whilst we are of course a non-partisan organisation, in
May we conducted a survey of all candidates standing in the Local
Elections, to which about half responded. A key reason for doing
this was to raise awareness of cycling and walking issues more
generally, and follow-up work is needed, time-permitting.

The first motion, a change to the constitution, replaced the Stall
Officer post with a new post of Events Officer (which incorporates
the stall). The motion also instituted a new Recruitment Officer
position. Sadly no-one stood for either post, so volunteers are still
most welcome to come forward!
A second motion was passed which made some technical
constitutional changes to financial approval procedures.
A third vote agreed to keep membership rates the same for the time
being.

A fourth and final vote, which attracted the most discussion but
again was passed without any votes against, gave the Committee
the mandate to increase membership rates at any point in the
coming year to a maximum of double the current (low) levels, i.e. a
maximum of £15 for individual membership. Each year’s Committee
has always taken the view that increases in membership rates
should not be piecemeal because of the administrative cost of
writing to (and sometimes reminding!) a large number of members
to get Standing Orders updated and the cost of reprinting
Organisationally: The Campaign is simply being asked to do an membership forms and so on.
enormous amount. And with over 900 members we've now
reached the size where we need to bite the bullet and think
extremely seriously about paid staff to facilitate the work of the Expansion of the Campaign
Committee and Subgroups. A motion was taken later in the agenda This final motion was in the context of a broader proposed change
which discussed this point. Lastly, Martin thanked all those who had about the employment of a campaign worker, for which an
contributed to the Campaign's work during the past year

U-turns: Significant u-turns were achieved this year with the
reconstruction of the Gonville Place crossing, King's Hedges Road
pinch points being dealt with, the cycle bypass lane in Regent Street
being closed (because it of the dangers it created) and for cyclists
everywhere the acknowledgement in the New Highway Code that
we do not have to use cycle facilities. We and the CTC were
arguably the two key bodies that helped win this national Campaign.
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extremely generous donor has pledged to fund for three years at a
full-time rate, subject to details being worked out.

Irving who stepped down from the post of Newsletter Editor which
he has filled for an amazing ten years and 60 issues.

We will be talking to several local bodies who have previously gone
down this route or who can provide broader advice, including
Cambridge Council for Voluntary Service, a body of which the
Campaign is a member.

The new Committee, as elected at the AGM, is:

Clearly the employment of someone to work full-time for the
Campaign would have the potential to increase considerably our
activities, particularly in terms of engagement with the developers
of the almost 50,000 new dwellings being planned now for the
Cambridge area.
However, such a change to our organisational structure could also
potentially create problems, for instance the relation with
volunteers. However, the Committee is strongly of the view that
these can be managed (as other organisations have shown) and
that the benefits could be considerable. The Committee presented
the view, as backed by others who spoke at the AGM, that the post
should aim to facilitate the work of volunteers and enable them to
get much more done in terms of policy and materials, although an
employee would be expected to work on these too rather than just
purely be an administrator.

New Committee
Thanks were given to members of the Committee who stood down,
namely James Gilbert, Alasdair Poore, Paul Tonks (outgoing Stall
Officer) and lastly Lisa Woodburn, all of whom have contributed to
the Campaign in various ways. Thanks were also given to Mark

Co-ordinator

Martin Lucas-Smith

Liaison Officer

Jim Chisholm

Membership Secretary David Earl
Newsletter editor

Monica Frisch

Treasurer

Clare Macrae

Events Officer

Vacant – can you help?

Recruitment Officer

Vacant – can you help?

Press Officer

Vacant – can you help?

General campaigners
(Officers without portfolio, maximum 7) Mike Causer, Mark Irving,
Vanessa Kelly, Simon Nuttall, James Woodburn. Two positions
vacant – can you help?
Thanks were also given to all who have helped in any way over the
course of the year.
A short EGM will be held at the start of the December monthly
meeting to elect the remaining unfilled positions on the
Committee. All members are welcome to stand.
Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator

The definitive City Centre Cycling Map
Over the last few months we have been
working hard on producing a Cambridge
city centre cycling map showing where and
when you can and can’t cycle. This has now
been published.
Some people just blatantly ignore the rules
in the city centre. But many others simply
don’t understand what the rules are – and

therefore often just follow what the
offenders do. It hasn’t helped that the
police don’t always understand the rules!
So as part of our initiative to promote
responsible and legal cycling, the map offers
definitive information to clarify to users and
enforcers alike what actually is and isn’t
allowed.

Members should have received a copy of
the map with our AGM announcement
letter. If you didn’t, or if you would like
some more copies, please just ask us.
Councillors will be receiving copies from us
in the post.
Of course it can only inform people if they
get to see it. We are currently in the process
of distributing the map to Cambridge
University students and making arrangements for it to be delivered to all households
in Cambridge. This has meant a big print
run: 60,000 copies. We would like to say
thank you to the County Council for
agreeing to print it for us.
David Earl

The Cycling Campaign’s new map is to be distributed
to students and all Cambridge households

Many
people
don’t
understand
the rules
about
where you
can and
can’t now
cycle in the
City Centre
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Stopping the Revolution
After receiving more than 300 objections from Cycling Campaign
members and members of the public, we are very pleased to report
that the company behind the Revolution Bar in Downing Street has
withdrawn its planning application to extend delivery times. Had
this gone ahead, it would have meant the Bar’s delivery vehicles
continuing to block the contraflow cycle lane repeatedly and
illegally.
The planning application was submitted just after the previous
newsletter went to press, but most of you should have received the
information about it in the newsletter announcement email. Thank
you to everyone who sent an objection. Though we may have won
for the time being, we would be not be suprised to find some other
tactic now attempted, so we will keep our eyes and ears open.
Of course, we can expect the current (illegal) deliveries to continue.
However, the City Council has a sanction against the bar, if they
choose to use it, because of the original planning consent.

Background
In its previous incarnation as the Rat and Parrot, and even more so
since it changed hands to become Revolution, this bar on Downing
Street between St Andrew’s Street and Downing Place has caused
repeated problems for cyclists by persistently allowing parking by
large delivery and contractors’ lorries in the contraflow cycle lane
outside for prolonged periods. Deliveries here also often cause
traffic jams. The construction of the Grand Arcade also has not
helped, but this is now nearing completion.
When planning permission for the Rat and Parrot was granted by
the City Council, the Council imposed a condition restricting
deliveries after 7.30am. The new owners were seeking to relax this
condition to allow them to deliver before 8am and between
9.30am and 4.30pm.
Cycles are present in very significant numbers in this location. A
recent count showed 223 cycles using the contraflow lane in the
half-hour 9.45-10.15am: ten per minute. Cycles in Downing Street
comprised 79% of the total traffic flow in that half hour and 70%
of those were using the contraflow lane.

Entering the cycle lane is an offence
In fact, deliveries are not permitted at any time by stopping in the
cycle lane (we have confirmed this with the County Council).
However, it is the driver of the vehicle who is then committing the
offence, not the premises. The police have been more than
reluctant to enforce the law here: even police on the spot have
declined to take any action against an offending vehicle. This is in
spite of the fact that a parked vehicle here forces cyclists into a
narrow lane of oncoming traffic and puts them in a position where
they may be committing an offence to pass it. Rarely is there space
to wheel a bicycle on the remaining portion of the pavement left by
the delivery vehicle.
Revolution seem not to understand this. Either they are ignorant of
the situation, or they expect their delivery drivers to commit an
offence. It is astonishing that the applicant’s letter supporting the
application to relax the restriction (a copy which can be seen on our
web site) makes no reference to the mandatory contraflow cycle
lane outside the premises, and does not mention cycles once. They
say ‘Downing Street is a one way street with traffic moving in an
easterly direction using two lanes’. This is incorrect. It is as if the
applicant is unaware of the existence of the cycle lane.
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Permission to allow the contraflow cycle lane to be blocked
by delivery vehicles seen off for now, but the problem of
illegal deliveries is likely to continue.
When they say in their letter (first quoting the planning condition)
‘in order to minimise the interruption to free flowing traffic along
Downing Street (the inference is that servicing needs to avoid the
morning “rush hour” traffic)’, the applicants are incorrect. It is
impossible to park across the contraflow cycle lane without
interrupting the free flow of (cycle) traffic – the entire lane is always
blocked.
Maintaining the planning condition means that there is the
possibility of sanctions against the premises themselves. There is no
reason why the planning condition should not stand: nothing has
changed materially for the new owners. Their justification is simply,
in effect, that deliveries are currently inconvenient. Perhaps they
are; but their due diligence should have revealed that before they
bought the bar. Parking in the contraflow lane is dangerous and
illegal, not to mention inconvenient for cyclists.
A copy of our letter of objection is posted on the Cycling Campaign
website.
David Earl

New Stall Bike
Thanks to a grant we obtained from Sustainable City, we have
purchased an amazing new bike for the stall. It is Dutch, painted in
yellow, and is very eye-catching, which should hopefully draw
visitors to it. Work is at hand to create a folding-out table so that it
the stall can be transported more easily to special events that we
attend. (We had hoped to complete this by now, but the summer
has been very busy, with the congestion charge and other matters
to consider!)
At the AGM we created a position of events officer, amongst
whose responsibilities would be the stall. Sadly, no-one stood. If
you have ideas for running events to promote the Campaign and
cycling more generally (and apparently Cambridge is full of such
people), or could
help organise the
stall and volunteers
(either regularly on
some Saturdays or
just for special
events), do let us
know.
Martin Lucas-Smith
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All change at Downing Street
At the same time as the opening of the new John Lewis store at the
junction of Downing Street and St Andrew’s Street, several things
in the area have changed.

New traffic lights
The new traffic lights came into operation on the same day as the
new store opened, and Cambridge Cycling Campaign is far from
happy at the arrangements here, although we greatly welcome the
addition of a pedestrian phase. The layout is different from previous
plans we have seen, and I am very concerned that the widening of
the carriageway at the junction shown on the plans passed by
Cambridge City Council does not seem to have appeared on the
ground. We now have very wide pavements, but the entry to the
contraflow cycle lane is still very narrow and buses turning left from
Downing Street cross over the advanced stop box for cyclists in St
Andrew’s Street southbound.

We still have the problem of
pedestrians crossing Downing Street
outside Cambridge Building Society
at the
time that cyclists are
permitted to turn into that street

Street, the risk of conflict would be much reduced as waiting
pedestrians would have crossed before the phase allowing cyclists
to enter Downing Street.
I hope by the time you read this, these two straightforward errors
will have been corrected, as well as the removal of redundant
equipment boxes which obstruct the footway. We would also like
to see double yellow vertical kerb markings to reinforce the ban on
loading in the contraflow lane. (This suggestion came from a
Council Officer).

We would also like to see double
yellow vertical kerb markings to
reinforce the ban on loading in the
contraflow lane
More complicated is the positioning of the ‘approach lane’ to the
advanced stop box for southbound cyclists on St Andrew’s Street.
Earlier drawings had this lane to the right of the motor vehicle lane
but it has appeared on the ground on the left. A quick count one
day showed that around 75% of cyclists turn right, and clearly, as
the lights change any cyclist in this approach lane will have difficulty
in crossing the line of buses and making the right turn, and will
‘stall’ hence obstructing even those cyclists wishing to go straight
on. More experienced cyclists are likely to ignore the approach lane
and move right earlier. On the first day of operation I saw a bus
‘hoot’ at such a cyclist, as between him and those stranded on the
inside there was insufficient room for the bus to pass. Should the
approach lane be positioned on the right hand side, right-turning
cyclists would be in the correct position, and cyclists going straight
on should have little difficulty filtering into the stream of motor
vehicles: after all, this is in a 20 mph zone.
I was also surprised to find that, although this is a major junction
for cyclists, no counts of motor vehicles or cyclists were done prior
to the redesign, and that as far as I can discover no ‘cycle audit’ was
done.
Jim Chisholm

This tricycle and trailer could not get through the new cycle
gap of 870mm at the start of Downing Street
Although the Campaign met an officer from Cambridgeshire
County Council earlier and raised these and other matters, we are
more than disappointed that no ‘redmac’ has been laid on the first
section of contraflow lane in Downing Street (including the place at
the junction where pedestrians cross), and that the sequence of the
lights gives rise to conflicts between cyclists and pedestrians. The
phase for traffic leaving Downing Street is followed immediately by
that for traffic going both ways in St Andrew’s Street together with
cyclists turning into Downing Street. Although there is a pedestrian
phase following this we still have the problem of pedestrians
crossing Downing Street outside Cambridge Building Society at the
only time that cyclists are permitted to turn into that street. If the
pedestrian phase directly followed that for traffic exiting Downing

If buses turn left from Downing Street they are likely to
over-run the cyclists advanced stop box
7
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Woodburn Way
The Corn Exchange Street contraflow
After protracted negotiations over a year ago (see Newsletter 63),
including a petition to Cambridgeshire County Council, the Council
accepted that there should be contraflow cycle routes in Corn
Exchange Street and Wheeler Street. Technically these are not
contraflow lanes but ‘advisory’ lanes in roads where motor traffic is
banned from entering at one end, as with Bene’t Street. They finally
opened in October.
We would like to thank everyone involved in making this happen,
not least officers at the County Council who, once they had
conceded the need, have implemented it diligently.

Woodburn Way: cyclists can now go from the Guildhall
to Downing Street and in particular get in and out of
the Grand Arcade cycle park when it opens.
have been able to get into it from the Regent Street direction, but
not get out again; and you would have had to go all the way round
by Trumpington Street to get in from the north side of the City
Centre – getting out to head north may well be easier now via
Downing Street because of the one-way system around the triangle.

Cyclists in Corn Exchange Street may find their way
obstructed by pedestrians or even delivery vehicles

Cambridge Cycling Campaign won a
500-space, secure, under-cover cycle
park as part of the new shopping
centre. However, the entrance to the
cycle park is less-than-ideally
positioned, in Corn Exchange Street.
The cycle lane is narrow. This always was inevitable because both
streets are themselves very narrow. This was of course the problem
in achieving the lane. Crossing the car park entrance was also
another major sticking point. Nevertheless, despite the narrowness,
the lane is essential because of the Grand Arcade development.
Cambridge Cycling Campaign won a 500-space, secure, undercover cycle park as part of the new shopping centre. However, the
entrance to the cycle park is less-than-ideally positioned, in Corn
Exchange Street. Had it been accessible from only one direction, the
whole cycle park would have been a white elephant. You would
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At the time of writing, I don’t believe all the correct signs are in
place at the car park exit, and there are still problems with
pedestrians walking in the cycle lane even though the alternative
pedestrian route at the higher level is now fully open

So why the ‘Woodburn Way’?
Committee member James Woodburn spent many hours in
meetings convincing the ‘powers that be’ in various quarters that
such a route was essential to the viability of the new cycle park, and
that given the 20 mph zone and relatively low volumes of motor
vehicles it would be safe. I’d heard another committee member
refer to this route as the ‘Woodburn Way’ and it is fitting that
Campaign members should use this unofficial name in recognition
of the sterling work done by James over several years to ensure we
gain this new route which much improves the ‘permeability’ of this
part of town for cyclists.
Although James won the war, he is disappointed that we lost the
battle over priority at the car park entry. Normally traffic turning
right across a stream of oncoming traffic would ‘Give Way’. Here
the authorities have decided to reverse this and cyclists are forced
to stop for cars turning right to enter the car park.
Jim Chisholm and David Earl
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Grand Arcade Cycle Park
That Cycle Park still not open
Though the contraflow cycle lane in Corn
Exchange Street is now open, at the time of
writing the cycle park for the Grand Arcade
regrettably is not!
Grand Arcade Planning permission required
the cycle park to open at the same time as
the car park was re-opened. That happened
in the summer. Now John Lewis has opened
and there is still nowhere in the area for
cyclist customers to park. This is an
intolerable situation.
We are told that it really, really will open
soon. It is just waiting for some of the racks
to be moved because they were installed
too close together. Nevertheless, the
developers have not shown any enthusiasm
for carrying out this work. Even then, until
the Grand Arcade is fully open, the cycle
park will have limited opening hours:
07:00–19:00.
Apparently the related cycle shop, which
would have supervised the cycle park, has
not been let. This is probably at the root of
the problem. Nevertheless, that the anchor
store of the new development could have
been allowed to open with no cycle parking

The new John Lewis store opens without any cycle parking
whatsoever is a disgrace and infringes the
planning consent. This compounds the
further disgraceful flouting of the cycle
parking standards where no cycle parking is
provided as part of the proposed Lion Yard
redevelopment or in the Bradwells Court /

Christ’s Lane shopping centre reconstruction, where two shops have already
just opened and which is also due to be
fully open before Christmas.
David Earl

Highway Code
In October the new edition of the Highway Code was finally
published. This contains the changes from the draft laid before
Parliament that we and many others petitioned about, and for
which much work was done behind the scenes by MPs and
organisations such as CTC. Although from the cyclist’s perspective
it is far from ideal, it is a major improvement over that in the draft.
The previous published edition had a Rule 47:
Use cycle routes when practicable. They can make your
journey safer.
The new edition replaces this with Rule 61:
Cycle Routes and Other Facilities: Use cycle routes, advanced
stop lines, cycle boxes and toucan crossings unless at the
time it is unsafe to do so. Use of these facilities is not
compulsory and will depend on your experience and skills,
but they can make your journey safer.
Similar changes have been made to Rule 63 about cycle lanes.
The draft of Rule 63 in this new edition used the word ‘possible’
rather than ‘practicable’ as in the earlier published draft. I thought
this was a huge step backwards. It is ‘possible’ to drive from Exeter
to Southampton almost entirely on motorways, but no one in their
right mind would consider it ‘practicable’ as it is well over 100 miles
further to use the M5, M4, M25 and M3 rather than the direct A30
and A36. However, this was changed back to 'practicable' after
much lobbying.

So have we taken two steps backward and one step forwards? I
don’t think so. At least it should now be clear to all but the most
bigoted motorist, that the use of cycle facilities is not compulsory.
Unfortunately it is highly likely that it is just those bigoted few who
will fail to read the Highway Code.

For the first time, we have a clear
statement in the Highway Code that
cyclists do not have to use (often
inadequate) cycle facilities
It could be up to ten years before the Highway Code has another
major revision. Let us ensure that the next revision is far more
favourable to all classes of vulnerable users, and that motorists are
told they have to be more responsible when driving their lethal
weapons.
You can buy your new edition for only £2.50 at all good bookshops
or you can see it at:
direct.gov.uk/Highwaycode
Jim Chisholm
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Guided Busway pains and gains
Although cyclists may have mixed views on
the Cambridgeshire Guided Busway, the
path alongside should eventually give
benefits both to the north and south of
Cambridge for such users. Members of the
Cambridge Cycling Campaign Committee
and others are working to ensure that the
best possible use can be made of these
routes, even though there may be short
term pain.

So what is the pain?
A number of road closures have caused
disruption to cycle routes although, at least
so far, none have been closed to cyclists.
The next pain will be the work, for a
number of months from January, to
construct a new underpass for buses,
cyclists and pedestrians beneath the north-

west side of Hills Road bridge. The traffic
will be reduced to one lane in each
direction, but we’ve received assurances,
but not in blood, that a route will be kept
open for both cyclists and pedestrians.

And what about the gains?
We’ve always been told that the routes
from Trumpington to the station, and from
both Histon Road and Milton Road to
Histon, will be tarmacked. Further north
there have been issues about the surface
and a permeable rather than sealed surface
was originally proposed. Now various
groups are realising that such a surface is
unsuitable for regular ‘utility’ (shopping,
school, work etc) trips although it may be
acceptable for leisure ones. It is hoped that
contributions
from the
Northstowe

Hills Road bridge will be next for major
roadworks associated with the guided
bus to push a tunnel under the bridge
near the signal box
developers will allow an upgrade of part of
this route.
In addition the lighting of some sections is
also being considered. At a recent Guided
Busway Liaison meeting it was stated that
this was something the County wanted but
did not have funding. Again, given the
pending developments both north and
south of Cambridge, this is something that
developers should fund as it would greatly
increase the utility value of the route and
increase personal safety.

The beams are swung into place over the railway near
Addenbrooke’s to create part of the new Guided Bus route, and
adjacent cycle route

Finally, the bridge beams for the Guided
Busway route across the railway, between
Trumpington and Addenbrooke’s Hospital,
were lifted in during October. Unfortunately
it will still be many months before cyclists
will be able to use the adjacent path and
hence avoid the difficult crossing of the rail
line.
Jim Chisholm

Transport funding/congestion charge consultation
Cambridgeshire County Council has started
a large consultation on the proposed set of
schemes covering a congestion charge and
a wide range of transport changes.
The Scheme documents are on their
website,
at:
www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/congestion

·

Tuesday 4th December, 11am–3 pm:
Anglia Ruskin University, Helmore St

·

Wednesday 5th December, 9 am–5 pm:
The Treatment Centre, Addenbrooke's
Hospital

·

Tuesday 11th December, 3 pm–9 pm:
The Small Hall, The Guildhall

A set of roadshows is taking place, with the
ones in town being:

·

Saturday 26th January 2008, 9 am–
5 pm: The Grafton Centre

Monday 3rd December 2007, 9 am–
5 pm: Lion Yard

·

Sunday 27th January, 11 am–4 pm: The
Grafton Centre

·
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·

Wednesday 30th January, 6.30 am–
8.30 am and 5 pm–8 pm: Trumpington
Park & Ride site

·

Thursday 31st January, 6.30 am–
8.30 am and 5 pm–8 pm: Madingley
Road Park & Ride site

We will be discussing the plans at the
December monthly meeting.
Martin Lucas-Smith
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Cowley Road: troublesome Toucans
Anyone venturing up Milton Road to the Science Park area will be
aware that the Cowley Road area has been substantially changed
to improve motor vehicle access – there are now two new turnings
to access the area from Milton Road, and three independent
Toucan crossings in the space of 50m. As the Sustrans Ranger
responsible for this part of National Cycle Network Route 11 I am
particularly disappointed by the changes, which in my opinion have
made the area very hazardous for cyclists, an opinion I know is
widely shared among those cyclists and pedestrians who travel
through the area regularly.
The Council have indicated that the Toucan crossings that have
been installed are intended primarily for pedestrians and therefore
they have intentionally positioned the red/green lights that indicate
when it's safe to cross so that they can only be seen by a person
facing the crossing, which means that a cyclist following the normal
desire line, particularly heading south, won't be able to see the
lights and so doesn't know whether it's safe to cross.
The junction has also been designed without cycle detector loops
which means that to request a change of lights the cyclist has to
cycle up to the kerb (in some cases this is very awkward, especially
if towing a trailer), stop and press the button to request a change
of lights. There is no apparent synchronisation of the Toucans, and
the timing is poor, so the waits can be very long. Cyclists must cross
traffic from up to seven separate directions. Northbound traffic
turning right off Milton Road is hard to see, especially at the more
northerly, superfluous, turn.
To facilitate cyclists (say the Council) some of the barriers in the
design were not installed and some of the kerbs have been dropped
to encourage cyclists following the normal desire line to cycle
straight across the junction without using the Toucans. This may be

Travelling south at Cowley Road, one of several toucans
with no detector loops and traffic lights not visible to
cyclists. The yellow box is turned away so that you have to
go past the pole and look right to see if the light is green
for you to cross. Above this is another box (why?) which is
also turned in the same direction.
acceptable when there is no traffic at all but seems to me to be very
brave when any cars are present as there are a number of different
(and unexpected) directions from which cars may suddenly appear
at speed if the lights are against you. Traffic appears to exceed the
30 mph speed limit on a regular basis.
There are no warning signs to drivers to watch out for cyclists. There
are many delivery drivers in this area for the Business Park and
Innovation Centre unfamiliar with Cambridge and its cyclist
population. There are many cars using the Park and Ride, similarly
unfamiliar.
While I realise that many Campaign members will never use this
junction I would mention that it forms part of the Sustrans National
Cycle Network Route 11 and also is in the path of cyclists using the
Jane Coston cycle bridge over the A14.
In summary, although each component of the system apparently
conforms to safety rules and guidelines, common sense has not
prevailed, and little thought appears to have been given to the
practicalities of traversing the junction.
Tim Steele
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New plans for the Station area
After earlier plans for the Cambridge
railway station area had the planning
application deservedly turned down in
2006, developer Ashwell has now
announced a replacement for their ‘CB1’
scheme. There will be a series of new
applications over the next few months. The
first of these, for outline planning consent,
may have been submitted by the time you
read this.
The Cycling Campaign has already attended
three private consultation meetings with the
developers and architects as well as the
public exhibitions.
The new plan is similar in concept, but
scales down the original aspirations. Heights
are lower. Most importantly, car parking for
the commercial property and in the station
car park will be no more than at present and
a substantial amount of the housing will be
Anglia Ruskin University student accommodation. They say that Cambridgeshire
County Council has agreed with them that
there would, as a result, be only a very small

increase in the amount of traffic in the area.
One of our key objections to the original
plans was the impact on cyclists that the
massive scale of the proposals would have
had because of substantially increased
traffic over a wide area. We are very pleased
to see that this overwhelming concern has
been addressed.
The new proposals still envisage a large
piazza in front of the station, covering the
whole frontage and what is now the shortterm parking area, most of the cycleparking area and season-ticket holder car
park, and Murdoch House (the office block
on the corner nearest the station, which
would be demolished). More open space
and permeability via connecting streets is
also now proposed meaning there will be
many options for cyclists to approach the
station or pass through the area, compared
to only two now.
The plan continues to propose access from
Hills Road via a new road at the Brooklands
Avenue junction for buses and cycles only.

More open space and
permeability via
connecting streets is
also now proposed
meaning there will be
many options for
cyclists to approach
the station or pass
through the area
The guided busway and cycle track enter at
the southern end under Hills Road bridge as
before. All the bus stops would still be on
the Hills Road side of the station between
the (refurbished) Mill buildings and platform
3. In fact the County is constructing this bus
station as part of the guided busway
scheme, but will involve a
turn until the link road is
built.

3,000 cycle
parking spaces
The station cycle parking is
now proposed to occupy
nearly the entire lower two
floors of the car park
building. This extends from
where the police station
now is, all the way up to
the cycle bridge alongside
platform 6.
Ashwell have conceded
that expansion from 2,000
to 3,000 cycle parking
spaces without funding
commitment was not
realistic and will make
space available for 3,000
spaces now. However only
a proportion may go in
initially – leaving some very
tempting space to be taken
over for other uses
(revenue-raising
car
parking for example) which
we
may
never
see
returned. Except for a small
amount
of
long-term
disabled parking and a
shop fronting the square,
the whole of the lower two
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in space is excellent. Because
access to both floors is from
ground level entrances (this
can be achieved because the
site slopes slightly), the
whole arrangement will be
easier to access on a bike and
there should be no problem
finding a space.
The horizontal layout would
mean that as it gets busier,
there is further to walk than
a many-storied cycle park
would have required. The
Murdoch House: to be demolished to provide a
plan
will not satisfy those
piazza in front of the station. There will be shortwho
are
adamant that they
term cycle parking in this square.
want the long-term cycle
parking immediately outside
floors of the parking building will be cycle
the station entrance. However, we think
parking. This looks like about 5,000 square
that would always have been impossible:
metres of space – to be confirmed – which
3,000 spaces requires a footprint of
should indeed be enough.
5,000m2 which is much bigger than the
This seems like a much better arrangement proposed square, which of course also has
than was previously proposed alongside the many competing uses.
bus station and platform 3. Access by bike
is from the north near the cycle bridge (on
two levels) for those coming from the
bridge and Devonshire Road, and from the
west near to where the police station and
hotel are now, for those coming from
Station Road, Tension Road and Hills Road.
Access to the station after you’ve parked
your bike is direct onto the square in front
of the station.
One/Network Rail want to open up the
arches at the front of the station to provide
a larger ticket hall and more entrances, so a
new entrance will be quite close to the
nearest cycle parking, assuming this goes
ahead (which is not in Ashwell’s control).
There will also be a significant number of
racks in the square to serve the shops and
short-term station users: currently around
250 spaces are envisaged (the actual
number depends on the mix of shop types
around the square). The developer would
like to control these spaces so they aren’t
taken over by the long-term users, but they
have no idea how to do this so far, and
apart from having staff on hand to police it,
nor have we.
Each of the new or refurbished office blocks
should also have an appropriate number of
spaces determined by the City Council’s
cycle parking standards.
The plan still doesn’t put the long-term
station cycle parking in more than one
location as we had asked, but the single
location is arguably better, and the increase

The developers have
accepted our desire
that cyclists will be
able to cycle more-orless anywhere in the
square, so they will be
able to avoid
circulating traffic and
the bus access road
through the square.

Traffic circulation
The developers have accepted our desire
that cyclists will be able to cycle more-orless anywhere in the square, so they will be
able to avoid circulating traffic and the bus
access road through the square. I have been
attending detailed design meetings about
the piazza and have been favourably
impressed with the ideas so far.
Inevitably, there is still quite a lot of traffic
movement in the square. This is
concentrated in the north-west corner
though, roughly where the second bank of
cycle parking and the season-ticket holders’
car park currently are. Here there would be
a taxi rank, drop-off circulation space, shortterm disabled parking, frontage for a new

up-market hotel and shops, and an access
road to the car park.
Except for the road running round to the
bus stops (which will look very much like the
rest of the paving) the remainder of the
square (including the area currently
occupied by Murdoch House) is landscaped
and paved open space. The idea is to use
paving and surface texture to make the
space in front of the station feel like a
pedestrian-dominated area in which other
vehicles are necessary but secondary.

The wider site
The buildings have much more space
between them than before. In particular
cyclists coming from Hills Road need not go
across the front of the station to get to the
cycle park, but can travel through a
landscaped park and a side street, crossing
Station Road before turning right to the
cycle-park entrance.
There are two other north-south roads
available. Trumpington cyclists coming off
the guided busway path would however still
pass through the bus stops and across the
station frontage.
Cyclists coming from the north west
(Tenison Road) can approach the cycle park
on a new road parallel to Station Road if
they want. Cars will access the car park
from Station Road and alongside the northwest corner of the square (which is also the
frontage for hotel and retail units).
Station Road has a 20mph speed limit
(excellent), but is plagued with central
islands in their plan (anathema). This needs
rethinking. No cycle lanes are currently
proposed.
A route is preserved under the cycle bridge
for access to Network Rail premises and
possible
future
northbound
routes
(Chisholm Trail/guided busway).
There is still no ramp proposed off the cycle
bridge into the station area though. This
requires more work. If arrangements on
Devonshire Road were better, this wouldn’t
be so much of a problem, but that is outside
Ashwell’s control. Indeed most of the flaws
in the new plan are in areas where the
developer doesn’t have complete control
over what happens.
David Earl
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Bell School Development:
Babraham Road survey
On Wednesday 31 October 2007 I carried out a survey with Dr
Neville Silverston (of Babraham Road Action Group) of pedestrians
and cyclists going along Babraham Road during the morning and
afternoon peaks (7 am – 9 am and 4 pm – 6 pm), the results of
which are shown in Tables 1 and 2. It was a pleasant autumn day,
reasonably warm and not raining, and the
only obvious factor which might have
affected the numbers of pedestrians and
cyclists using this stretch of road, which is
part-residential and part-rural, was that most
of the afternoon peak period was in
darkness because the clocks had been put
back the previous weekend. Some people
may have been deterred by worries about
personal security.

where the developers of a site owned by the Bell School wish to
construct a road junction to provide access to their site on which
they intend to construct 347 dwellings and 100 units of student
accommodation.
(www.camcycle.org.uk/jumpto/nl75bellschool
lists the relevant material under the heading 'Documents'). It is

Most of the pedestrians and cyclists using
this stretch of road are travelling between
the Babraham Road Park and Ride site and
Addenbrooke’s Hospital and are walking or
cycling in preference to taking the bus. For
this distance, just over a mile, walking and
cycling are efficient and healthy choices. The
existence of the Park and Ride facility limits
quite serious traffic congestion on the
Addenbrooke’s site and at the two
overcrowded roundabouts leading to it.
We carried out the survey at the location
(outside numbers 6 and 6b Babraham Road)

Time

Pedestrians inbound
Pedestrians outbound
(ie towards city centre) (ie away from city centre)
Pavement Shared-use Pavement
on Bell
pavement
on Bell
School
on other
School
side
side
side

Off-road cyclists
Inbound

Off-road cyclists
outbound

On-road
cyclists
inbound

On-road
cyclists
outbound

Shared-use Pavement Shared-use Pavement Shared-use
pavement
on Bell
pavement
on Bell
pavement
on other
School
on other
School
on other
side
side
side
side
side

7.00-7.15 am

3

2

Nil

Nil

1

Nil

Nil

Nil

1

Nil

7.15-7.30 am

4

3

Nil

Nil

Nil

7

Nil

1

2

Nil

7.30-7.45 am

Nil

2

Nil

Nil

2

7

Nil

1

3

Nil

7.45-8.00 am

1

18

Nil

1

1

19

Nil

4

4

3

8.00-8.15 am

3

10

Nil

Nil

1

26

Nil

Nil

2

1

8.15-8.30 am

4

15

Nil

Nil

1

30

Nil

1

2

2

8.30-8.45 am

7

18

Nil

Nil

1

24

Nil

Nil

1

Nil

8.45-9.00 am

2

14

Nil

1

Nil

21

Nil

Nil

Nil

1

Total

24

82

Nil

2

7

134

Nil

7

15

7

Total pedestrians: 108

Total cyclists: 170 (off road 148 (87%) on road 22 (13%))

. Taken next to the location of the proposed
access to the Bell Site, that is adjacent to Nos. 6 & 6b Babraham Road. Wednesday 31st October 2007.
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anticipated that a significant proportion of the pedestrian and cycle
users of the Park and Ride facility going to or from Addenbrooke’s
would go through the development because it could provide a
more direct route than the present one. Both the Cambridge
Cycling Campaign and the Babraham Road Action Group
vigorously oppose this proposed access route and have submitted
strong objections on the grounds that a satisfactory road junction
and access route cannot be constructed at this location because
there is insufficient space both on Babraham Road and along the
access road. We favour instead an access route at the existing
Worts Causeway junction where there is sufficient space to
construct a much better access route and junction. However the
owners of the Bell School are opposed to this suggestion,

apparently mainly because it would bring the access road closer to
their own school buildings.

The Bell School developer's proposed access route from
Babraham Road

The developer's proposed Babraham Road junction site (the
access route is behind the gate to the left)

Time

Pedestrians inbound
(ie towards city centre)

Pedestrians outbound
(ie away from city
centre)

Cambridgeshire County Council’s Cabinet are expected to consider
in the near future whether or not to give their support to the
construction of the access route and junction at the location
favoured by the developers. We will be arguing against. We
consider that the County Council should accept the implications of
the comment of their own Safety Audit team in the Stage One
Safety Audit: ‘The audit team have severe concerns that the
proposal will need to compromise either safety or capacity. If the
capacity of the junction is made paramount then there are likely to
be several areas of potential conflict. On the other hand if safety is
made paramount then the capacity of the junction could suffer to
the point of gridlock.’ The County Council should oppose the
proposal to build the junction here.

Off-road cyclists
inbound

Off-road cyclists
outbound

On-road
cyclists
inbound

On-road
cyclists
outbound

Pavement Shared-use Pavement Shared-use Pavement Shared-use Pavement Shared-use
on Bell
pavement
on Bell
pavement
on Bell
pavement
on Bell
pavement
School
on other
School
on other
School
on other
School
on other
side
side
side
side
side
side
side
side

4.00-4.15 pm

Nil

Nil

1

11

1

2

Nil

6

1

1

4.15-4.30 pm

Nil

Nil

Nil

9

Nil

1

1

7

1

1

4.30-4.45 pm

Nil

Nil

1

6

Nil

Nil

Nil

9

2

2

4.45-5.00 pm

Nil

1

2

14

Nil

2

Nil

17

Nil

1

5.00-5.15 pm

Nil

Nil

2

17

Nil

1

Nil

15

1

3

5.15-5.30 pm

Nil

2

1

13

Nil

Nil

Nil

17

Nil

Nil

5.30-5.45 pm

Nil

2

Nil

12

Nil

Nil

1

14

2

Nil

5.45-6.00 pm

Nil

Nil

1

2

Nil

1

Nil

15

1

Nil

Total

Nil

5

8

84

1

7

2

100

8

8

Total pedestrians: 97

Total cyclists: 126 (off road 110 (87%) on road 16 (13%))

. Taken next to the location of the proposed
access to the Bell Site, that is adjacent to Nos. 6 & 6b Babraham Road. Wednesday 31st October 2007.
15

Cambridge Cycling Campaign
From a cyclist’s perspective the main difficulties with the proposed
junction and access route, which derive largely from the inadequate
space available, are as follows (greater detail is given in our formal
objection www.camcycle.org.uk/
campaigning/letters/2006/#P06018):
·

In the original proposal one of the options suggested was to
remove a length of the shared-use path and to force off-road
cyclists to cross Babraham Road at a two-stage crossing
followed by a third button-press crossing of the access road.
This totally unacceptable severance of the path now seems to
have been dropped.

·

The access road into the development would be too narrow
(two 2.75m traffic lanes) and would have no footpath on the
out-of-town southern side, breaching the County Council’s own
standards. Some pedestrians would in practice walk in the road
causing difficulties for both cyclists and other vehicles at
congested times. A city planning officer has suggested a
possible alternative way to and through the development for
pedestrians and cyclists from the Park and Ride site via a new
toucan crossing and an upgraded footpath alongside the
southern boundary of the first house on the western side of
Babraham Road. However upgrading this path would be
environmentally sensitive and the attitude of the County Council
and the developers to the additional crossing and an upgraded
path is unclear at the time of writing. Even if this suggestion
were to be adopted, the inadequacies of the proposed access
road into the development would still cause such problems for
the many pedestrians and cyclists (including the 100 student
residents) who would still use it that it would remain
unacceptable.

·

The junction would create unacceptable pinch points for cyclists
on Babraham Road.

Developments
·

The tight radii for turning lorries would endanger cyclists.

·

The residents of numbers 6 and 6b Babraham Road would have
to get into and out of their properties by car via the uncontrolled
central section of the crossing endangering both themselves and
other road users especially pedestrians and cyclists.

·

The proposed two-stage staggered toucan crossing of
Babraham Road is difficult for both cyclists and pedestrians.
There should be a single-stage crossing. Both the developers
and the County Council’s Officers misread government
guidance in suggesting that the government recommends in
LTN 2/95 that for a road 12.5 m wide there should be a twostage crossing. On the contrary, the guidance only specifies that
a two-stage crossing should be considered. In our view strong
factors against two-stages to be taken into account in this
consideration are the problems that the wide and fenced island
in the centre of the road creates for on-road cyclists, for
ambulances and for turning HGVs together with the probable
conflict between pedestrians and cyclists using the crossing
given the relatively high expected numbers of cyclists.

What is the relevance of our survey?
1. It shows the high levels of pedestrian and cycle usage of
Babraham Road which must be adequately provided for. On 31
October between 7 am and 9 am and between 4 pm and 6 pm
there were 205 pedestrian journeys and 296 cycle journeys past
our survey point. Both pedestrian and cycle usage are expected
to increase very substantially as the planned expansion of
Addenbrooke’s Hospital from around 6,000 to 17,000
employees takes place.
2. It shows that both pedestrian and cycle usage are concentrated
on the shared-use path on the opposite side of the road from
the proposed development. Some 84% of peak time pedestrian
journeys and the same percentage of cycle journeys were made
along this path. Members of the Campaign may be surprised
that so high a proportion of cyclists choose to use this shareduse path which for most of its length is around 1.8 m–1.9 m
wide. It could not be argued here that at present cyclists are
forced off the road by narrow traffic lanes as they are on Milton
Road. The road is however unattractive for all but relatively
confident and experienced cyclists because of a dangerous
junction with Granham’s Road, rather fast traffic for the locality
(a 40 mph speed limit then 30 mph), much stop-and-start traffic
at congested peak periods and the usual silly no-entry sign at
the Park and Ride site which exempts buses and coaches but not
cyclists who, to be legal, have to go past the sign on the
pavement rather than using the road. In contrast the shared-use
path is made attractive by the absence of side roads between
Worts Causeway and the Park and Ride site, by the fact that
there are few driveways and give-ways, by the striking absence
of on-path obstructions (lamp-posts, telephone boxes etc) and
by the outstandingly smooth machine-laid surface. But the
shared-use path will need to be widened and the shortage of
space alongside the proposed junction would preclude this.
3. On-road cyclist journeys, though a minority, were significant in
number. We counted 38 during the peak periods on 31 October
and it was strikingly obvious that cyclists using the road were
usually travelling fast, too fast for safe use of the shared-use
path. They need safe on-road passage though the junction. We
do not believe that there is sufficient space to provide this.
James Woodburn
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Cash for Cycle Stands!
Cycle-friendly employers are being invited to a share of cash to
encourage their staff to cycle to work.
The Travel for Work Partnership (TfW) requests bids for the Second
Round of 2007/8 Take a Stand Scheme. The bid window is open
until 21 December 2007.

Council, Cambridgeshire Primary Care Trust, the Council for the
Protection of Rural England, Government Offices for the East of
England, Huntingdonshire District Council, South Cambridgeshire
District Council and the University of Cambridge.
Lindsey Rushmore

Take A Stand is run by TfW using funds from Cambridgeshire
County Council and Cambridge City Council Sustainable City
Grant. It provides co-funding to local employers wishing to improve
the lot of cycling commuters by providing modern cycle parking.
Bob Shimmens of the Royal Society of Chemistry based at the
Science Park said: “The grant we received last year allowed us to
put in some good quality stands and attractive covers in keeping
with RSC’s main entrance. More stands were needed urgently as
more staff cycle to work than there were spaces available”.
Employers wishing to apply for this year's second round of the
scheme, or find out more about Travel for Work, should contact
Lindsey Rushmore, Projects Officer on (01223) 712455 or email
info@tfw.org.uk.
Cambridgeshire Travel for Work Partnership is a partnership of
eleven local organisations including the Cambridge Cycling
Campaign, which was a founding member in 1997. Other partners
are Addenbrooke's NHS Trust, Cambridgeshire Chamber of
Commerce, Cambridge City Council, Cambridgeshire County

Not everyone has such excellent cycle parking at
work, as here at the Royal Society of Chemistry,
yet this should be the norm.

Road bike setup and maintenance
This is a new DVD written and presented by
Darryl Kelbrick, consisting of six sections
each from 7 to 17 minutes long. The
sections cover bike fitting, gear setup and
maintenance, headset setup and maintenance, brake setup and maintenance,
puncture repair and wheel truing, and
handlebar tape fitting.
On first view the DVD was puzzling: who
was it aimed at? Surely someone needing
help on puncture repair would not be
taking a headset apart, and vice-versa. A
look at the web-site provided the answer.
The six sections were first published as
individual DVDs, and this is a compilation of
those that have been made so far. The title
"road bike" is somewhat misleading, roadrace bike is what I would call it, although
the phrase is used by bike manufacturers to
distinguish bikes built purely for speed from
tourers, town bikes, utility bikes and so on.
All of the material is well produced: very
clear photography with many close up
shots. The spoken dialogue is clear and easy
to follow, with further tips appearing at
regular intervals as text on the screen. The
advice given was good too, but
unfortunately not all of it applies to all bikes.
Of course trying to cover all of the varieties
of brakes and gears would take hours of
video, and be pretty boring too, but for
everyone
without
Campagnolo

components most of two of the sections
possibly do not apply.
A good deal on the section of fitting really
only works for racing too, measuring leg
length to get the length of cranks correct to
2mm is more than almost any reader will
do. However many cyclists I see on the road
would benefit from getting the seat height
right, even if Darryl uses a more complicated
method than the normal "leg straight, heel
just touches pedal when at full stretch"
method.

the first time. The gear setup would also
help those who have derailleurs that are not
changing cleanly. The other sections really
apply to a much smaller set of bikes, and
will only be of interest to racers.
The
DVDs
are
available
from
www.drivenandridden.com
and
www.probikekit.com and fresh ones
covering mountain bikes are in the pipeline.
Mike Causer

So what is good? The puncture repair part
would be very useful to many people. It very
clearly goes through the ways to find holes
and how to prepare the tube to get a
permanent repair. This is followed by a
demonstration of wheel truing using the
brake blocks as a truing stand. The
tolerance in straightness that Darryl
suggests of 1-2mm is rather large though,
over 10 times greater than I accept when
truing my own wheels.
As value for money at £12.99 + £2.00 p&p
the compilation DVD is not good unless all
of it applies to your own bike(s), for the
same price one of the books available gives
greater coverage of the different parts you
may have. The individual sections at £3.99
are better, particularly the puncture repair
one for anyone nervous about tackling it for

DVD available
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5 km – that’s a doddle
Some developers of the new housing estates being planned for the edges of Cambridge seem to think that people don't cycle 5km. Very
many cyclists do, and here is just one.
About nine months ago I moved house, so
my daily commute increased from about
5 km to 8 km (5 miles). My old commute
was from Newmarket Road, so I used the
Jubilee Cycleway to the Green Dragon
Bridge, through Chesterton and to the
Cambridge Science Park. Largely due to the
Jubilee Cycleway, I thought this was one of
the best commutes you could have, since it
seemed hassle-free and you can see wildlife

It was with some
trepidation that I took
to the new commute
from near
Addenbrooke’s to the
Science Park

and pleasant scenery. The distance was a
doddle. The only downsides of the Jubilee
cycleway were stealth dog walkers (at
night), groups of pedestrians in summer and
the darkness of the path in winter. All this
means that you have to cycle at a pretty
sedate speed and have a bell.
So it was with some trepidation that I took
to the new commute from near
Addenbrooke’s to the Cambridge Science
Park. The commute is now largely on roads
and a fair percentage further; however,
because of this, it turns out it takes me
barely any longer. The old commute was a
tad under 20 minutes and the new
commute is a tad over 20 minutes (maybe 3
minutes difference). Only once in the first
week in January with the rain and wind
against me, did I think, “I’d be home by
now if I was at the old place”.
So why do I bike it to work? It would be
quicker to drive (usually); however, that’s

I will often bump into
people I haven’t seen
for a while and catch
up on old times,
because you can both
just stop and pull over
(something you can’t
do in a car)
part of the problem with driving across
Cambridge. With a fair run it could be a few
minutes quicker, however there are many
occasions when it would take twice as long
as cycling. I hate sitting in traffic queues, it
seems such an insufferable waste of time.
Also we can then manage as a one-car
household, which not only saves a lot of
money but a lot of time that would go into
getting an MOT / tax / insurance / servicing
and finding somewhere to park it.
It also keeps me fit(ish) – well it’s all relative.
I’m knocking on the door of 40 years old,
have a sedentary office job and may go
weeks without any other form of exercise,
so 40-odd minutes of exercise every
weekday is actually quite handy. It staves off
middle-aged spread without a tedious and
boring gym guilt trip. It helps if you are an
everyday cyclist, so the cycle commute is the
norm. That way, come rain or shine, you
don’t find a trivial excuse to drive in instead.
A much under reported advantage of cyclecommuting is the social side. I will often
bump into people I haven’t seen for a while
(also on their bike) and catch up on old
times, because you can both just stop and
pull over (something you can’t do in a car,
even if you had spotted them in the first
place). Many is the time I have cycled over
the Green Dragon bridge and got way-laid
for a swift-half pint.
The new distance soon became normal, so
on occasion I take a longer way home or
take a diversion to do some chores (again,
much easier by bike than car). So in
conclusion I find that 8 km is a pretty trivial
commute for an able-bodied adult, and I’d
cycle further to work if the route was fast
for bikes (i.e. not pedestrianised) with slow
(i.e. urban speed) car traffic.

‘Many is the time I have cycled over the Green Dragon bridge
and got waylaid for a swift half pint.’
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Green Tyres: another ‘solution’ to punctures that
doesn’t work
I am plagued with punctures. I don’t know
why. It’s not that my bike is very different
from anyone else’s (it’s a Dawes Galaxy) nor
that I do vastly more mileage now I don’t
have a long journey to work any more. I
replace tyres frequently and always make
sure I get the offending sharp object out
when I mend a puncture. I do carry a lot of
weight on the bike sometimes.
I’ve tried all sorts of solutions. Instant patches
peel off instantly. Expensive strengthened
tyres burst around the rim rather than the
tread. Goo in the inner tube which is
supposed to seal punctures doesn’t work.
Can no one solve this problem effectively?
I was reminded about Green Tyres by a letter
in the paper, so after getting independent
punctures on three consecutive outings, the
last of which left me stranded after two
separate punctures on the same journey, I
thought I’d give them a go.
My experience was not a positive one!
Green Tyres are solid ‘micro-cellular’
polyurethane tyres. They used to be green in
colour but now come in many different colours. Mine cost about
£15 each, with £10 delivery direct from the manufacturer. The cost
is comparable to that of a good quality tyre and inner tube.
My experience got off to bad start though. It is vital to order not
only the correct diameter tyre, but also one with the correct size
inner rim to sit in the wheel. I did this, but they sent some bright red
ones the next size up, which wouldn’t fit of course. I found it hard
to get the company to accept what my ruler was telling me: they
claimed to have sent the right size. In the end I did send them back
and received some black ones in the correct size the next day.
However, despite asking, they have still not refunded the postage
for returning them, so the whole lot cost me nearly £50 instead of
£40.
Once I had the correct size they were pretty easy to fit with the
special spatula-like tyre lever and cable-ties supplied.

The bike’s handling was drastically
affected. Instead of compressing to
match the contour when crossing a
slightly raised white line, a road
repair or a tactile paving slab, the
Green Tyres slip.
The tyres claim to be equivalent to 70psi inflation of a pneumatic
tyre, which is what I would normally achieve with my track pump.
This may be so, but it doesn’t feel like it. I think this is because they
don’t seem to deform like a pneumatic tyre. This meant that as well
as a firm ride, the rolling resistance was enormous. What was once

Green Tyre: worn out and not recommended
an easy ride became tremendously hard work. It didn’t help that my
bike immediately took revenge on me for trying to prevent
punctures by seizing up the bearings on the rear wheel. Even when
that was fixed though, moderately long journeys that would have
been fine before now leave me completely exhausted.
Worse, the bike’s handling was drastically affected. Instead of
compressing to match the contour when crossing a slightly raised
white line, a road repair or a tactile paving slab, the Green Tyres slip.
This is at best disconcerting, but nearly brought me off my bike on
more than one occasion. I found this highly alarming and led to a
severe drop in confidence while cycling.
Nevertheless I persisted. They claim ‘exceptional high resistance to
wear … tests have shown exceptional life span 3 – 4 times longer
than rubber tyres’. So why has my rear tyre now worn out after only
six months’ of use? It has lost every shred of tread and several
millimetres below that. Its wear characteristics have proved to be
worse than an equivalent pneumatic tyre.
So finally, after the extra tension the tyres put on the wheel caused
a major buckle when a spoke worked loose, I have given up and put
a pneumatic tyre back on the rear wheel. I’ll do the same on the
front when it next has to come off.
I wasted £50 on these tyres out of frustration with continually
getting stuck at the roadside in freezing weather replacing and
mending inner tubes. But poor customer service, overstated claims
for durability, making cycling such hard work and, critically, how
safe I felt, led me to abandon my experiment.
The one good thing was: I didn’t get a puncture! How can I avoid
them in the future and just what is it about my bike that gives me
so many?
David Earl
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Immobilise
We've had several requests from the police
over the last year to publicise 'Immobilise',
their website where you can register your
possessions to help recover them should
they be stolen. We asked Sgt Gordon
Morgenthaler, the officer in charge of cycle
theft at the Cambridge police station, about
the scheme.

Immobilise is also the
only
ownership
registration
service
supported by all the
UK Police forces, the
Greater
London
Authority, Transport
for London and the
Mobile
Phone
Industry.

Tell us about Immobilise.com. What's it
for, and how does it work?
Immobilise is a free service that allows you
to record the details of as many of your
possessions as you wish on a secure, offsite
inventory. It is the largest service of its type
with over 20 million UK users, 25 million
items registered, and over 30 million stolen
items recorded.
The recorded information can help you after
loss, theft or fire to complete insurance
claims, report stolen or lost property to the
Police and mobile phone networks.
It works through the Internet like this:
Register your contact details.
Then add as many items to the account as
you wish, all free of charge. Once you have
registered, you will be notified by email of
your personal account details which will
include your login name and password. You
will be reminded from time to time to
ensure that the details on your account are
up to date (this will be done via email). You
can add or amend details of your account at
anytime.
Report the item you have had stolen or lost.
(Reporting a phone as stolen or lost on
immobilise does not block the sim or imei
number; to do this contact your network.)
If you have been the victim of crime report
the incident to the Police as soon as
possible.
Log into your Immobilise account and
record the item as having been lost or
stolen. This ensures the item is placed on
the national database of stolen property
that is checked by the Police. It also records
it on www.checkmend.com the public and
second hand checkable stolen property
register making it harder for the thief to
dispose of the stolen property.
Reunite – If your property is recovered by
the police or some other agency they will
contact you to arrange its return to you.
Only the serial number can be checked by
the Police or second hand stores. They
cannot search on your name or address to
find a list of property you own.
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How did it come about?
On the 12 January 2005 The National
Mobile Phone Crime Unit's (NMPCU)
crackdown against mobile phone crime
took a leap forward with the launch of
Immobilise.com, a new crime fighting tool
to help them stop criminals in their tracks
and return lost or stolen phones to their
rightful owners. The system grew to include
any item with a serial number, not just
mobile phones, and is now the world's
largest free register of property.
Immobilise is the single place where you can
register your property, where the Police can
check it any time of the day or night
anywhere in the country, and where the
questions ‘Who owns it?’ and ‘Is it stolen?’
can be answered instantly.
Is it free?
It is completely free to register and it is free
to record anything that has a serial number.
You can register as many items as you wish.
You will not be charged for this service.
Can photos of bikes be uploaded?
If you wish you can upgrade your account
and add photos and certificates of
ownership. The cost of the upgrade is £3.99
a year. For this you can add unlimited items
with 3 photos of each item. This can be
useful for antiques, artwork and jewellery.
It will provide you with a permanent record
of your valuable items which can be used in
the event of an insurance claim or to assist
in identification of recovered items.
Over the years, there have been a lot of
cycle registration schemes. What makes
this one different?

Uniquely via your
Immobilise account
any registered item
reported as lost or
stolen appears on the
Stolen
Equipment
National
Database
and
CheckMEND
allowing them to be
identified by the
Police and second hand trade as stolen.
Immobilise stores your contact details and
the details of your registered items on a
database called the Mobile Equipment
National Database or MEND for short. UK
Police Forces have access to this information
via their online search engine and this
assists them in checking the ownership of
property they recover. Other recovery
agencies such as ‘Transport For London’ lost
property can also view the information held
on MEND.
‘Datatag’ also record the details of their
identifiable microchips on Immobilise.
Some of our members have had
concerns about the system being a
national database, in that if it were
hacked, thieves would have a large
amount of useful data. Can you allay
these concerns?
Immobilise is housed on its own dedicated
servers which are kept in a secure
environment with state of the art physical
security similar to those used by banks. Only
accredited technicians have physical access
to the servers. The data is housed behind
state of the art firewalls and anti-hacking
software. All data transmission between
your computer and the servers are
encrypted using SSL encryption.
The police cannot search the system from
their blackberries or other mobile computer
terminals; they can only search from the
fixed and secure office computers. The
searches are on serial numbers, not names
or addresses, so I can’t get a list of the
things you own.

Feature

Newsletter 75 • December 2007–January 2008

All the searches are recorded and audit trails
exist to prevent the system being abused by
anyone with legitimate access.

As a direct result of Immobilise there are
over 250 cases a week where property is
returned.

If you are still worried, don’t register your
bike until it is stolen. You can register your
property and report it stolen at the same
time so only your stolen items are listed.

Cambridge Police have had a number of
successes with mobile phones. The most
recent successes involving cycles include;

Lastly, give us an example success story
of how registration in Immobilise has
helped in recovery.

A Cambridge cyclist who was stopped for
having no lights on their bike. A check of
their cycle revealed it had been stolen from

Surrey, in a house burglary and resulted in
two men being charged with the burglary.
A known shoplifter seen in Cambridge City
Centre by local Community Support officers
and spoken to. They ran an Immobilise
check on his bike and found it was stolen.
The male was arrested and his mobile
phone was later found to be stolen through
another Immobilise check.

Cycling in the Netherlands
This is not another report of a ‘study tour’
nor an invite to enjoy yourself cycling
around Holland, but a review of a
publication by the Dutch Government.

by bike, and only 23% are done by car
drivers. In the 7.5-15Km range 15% are still
done by bike and 3% of trips over 15km are
cycled.

It states in the Foreword:

If we used these figures to model traffic on
our new fringe developments we wouldn’t
be designing expensive complicated traffic
light controlled junctions with two lanes of
exiting cars and three stage crossings for
pedestrians. Instead we could be spending
the money on schools, recreation facilities,
and perhaps even better cycle facilities?

Based on the frequent requests for
information from policy-makers,
politicians and NGO’s from all over
the world, we decided to produce a
comprehensive brochure about
cycling in the Netherlands, giving an
actual overview on the results and
findings of relevant studies and
experiences.
Apart from the wonderful photographs,
with hardly a helmet to be seen, except on
policemen, there are tables of data which
really ought to set our transport planners
thinking.
It is the table of journeys according to mode
and distance that SHOUTS at me. In
Cambridge there have been a number of
transport assessments, for example Clay
Farm, where it is assumed for traffic

modelling that no one will walk more than
2km or cycle more than 5km.
In the Netherlands for trips up to 7.5km
26% are done by walking, 35% are done

There is also a section on ‘Cycling and
Shopping’. It appears that retailers have the
same misapprehension as in the UK, in that
they think car drivers will spend more that
cyclists. The facts say otherwise. In
Groningen, which is similar in size to
Cambridge, spending by locals on bicycles
dominates. Other studies suggest that
although cyclists may spend less per trip,
they actually spend one and a half times as
much as motorists.
The report does admit to failings. Although
49% of primary school children cycle and
37% walk, it says:
Bicycle routes to primary schools are
not often joined; after all, the
distance to the primary school is
small. Generally it is only in the
vicinity of the school that one could
really refer to school routes.
Improvement of primary school
routes thus rapidly translates into
the approach to traffic safety in the
entire neighbourhood, or the
complete town core.
I could go on….
This document has been written for just
such people as our local councillors,
planners and traffic engineers. It should be
required reading for them, as well as us.
Developers would do well to study it too.
www.camcycle.org.uk/jumpto/nl75fiets
Jim Chisholm
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Monthly meetings menu
www.camcycle.org.uk/events
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 these meetings.
Open meetings, which everyone is welcome
to attend, are held every month. The diary
section of this Newsletter and our website
have the dates of forthcoming meetings,
which are normally on the first Tuesday of
each month at 7.30pm for 8pm at the
Friends' Meeting House, Jesus Lane. Tea
and coffee are served from around 7.30pm.

Reports of recent meetings
The topic of the October meeting was a
second discussion on the Demand
Management
(Congestion
Charging)
proposals, based on the information we had
so far managed to obtain. The December
meeting (see below) will be the next
opportunity for discussion.
A report on our 2007 AGM (November) is
on page 3.

Congestion charge proposals –
Tuesday 4 December 2007
The County Council has now started its
consultation period on this huge set of
changes - an enormous £500m package of
investment coupled with a weekday
morning peak congestion charge. The
consultation includes an enormous amount
of documentation which we will be
condensing for a better understanding of
the cycling-related aspects. The December
meeting will offer another chance to debate
the proposals.
A short EGM will be held at the start of the
December monthly meeting to elect the
remaining unfilled positions on the
Committee. All members are welcome to
stand.

Cycling 2020 launch to
members – Tuesday 8 January
2008
This has been rescheduled from the
December meeting due to the Congestion
Charge discussion. Please also note that this
date is the second Tuesday of the month, a
change from the usual schedule and the
meeting will be in an upstairs room instead
of our usual ground floor one.

Our Cycling 2020 document is nearing
completion, and we expect to launch it
around the start of the year. 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.
Martin Lucas-Smith, Co-ordinator

Mourning for
Drake’s
How sad it is, as I travel into town down
Hills Road, to see the former H Drake
shop being ripped apart. H Drake gave
wonderful service to so many of us
cyclists for so many years and they were
a good friend to the Campaign. We wish
the family well for the future and we’ll
do the best we can without them.
Lisa Woodburn

Another Bicycle Ambulance Service:
mobile repairs at Park Street Cycle Park
St John Ambulance has been operating a weekend bicycle
ambulance service, using Park Street Cycle Park as a base since
about this time last year. But now the cycle park has gained a new
and different kind of bicycle ambulance service. After working on a
hawker’s licence for two years, Rick Wilson has set up his mobile
bicycle repair shop inside the Cycle Park. He offers a full repair
service all day on Thursdays and Fridays. You can contact him on
07838 162572 or by e-mail: bicyclenoproblem@hotmail.co.uk
More changes are promised at the cycle park. Some of the vertical
cycle lockers have been sold off to another business and are
eventually to be replaced with more horizontal cycle lockers as the
demand rises. About a dozen swimming-pool style clothes lockers,
with a key deposit are also anticipated. We are also expecting
changes at the main entrance to facilitate cyclists to ride in and out
of the cycle park more easily. However there have been further
delays and there is still no certainty when these promises will
materialise.
Simon Nuttall
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Rick Wilson has set up his mobile bicycle repair shop inside
the Park Street Cycle Park. Park Street Cycle Park opened in
July 2002 and has seen a steady growth in use.
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Campaign diary
December 2007
Tue 4

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 full discussion on the
Demand management (congestion charge) proposals and their associated huge package of transport investment measures.

Fri 7

8.30 am

Fri 7

12.30 pm

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

Thu 13

7.30 pm

West/Central Area Committee meeting at Cripps Court, Magdalene College, Chesterton Lane. Area Committee meetings often
cover walking, cycling and planning issues in depth.

Mon 17

7 pm

Join us for a seasonal social gathering at CB2 café, 5-7 Norfolk Street.

review and planning for 76, over breakfast at Tatties café, 40 Hills Road.

January 2008
Sat 5

Deadline for articles written for

Tue 8

7.30 pm

Monthly general meeting, Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane. For details see 7 December. Cycling 2020 launch to our members.
is intended to be our visionary document for cycling in the city over the next 15 years.

Thus 10

7.30 pm

North Area Committee meeting at Manor Community College, Arbury Road. For details see 13 December.

Thu 17

7.30 pm

South Area Committee meeting at Queen Edith’s Chapel, Wulfstan Way. For details see 13 December.

Sat 19 – Sun 20
Thu 24

7.30 pm

Mon 28

2 pm

A meeting to draft our communications to councillors of the Cambridge Traffic Management Area Joint Committee (AJC) will be
held over this weekend. For further details, please contact us.
envelope stuffing at the Baby Milk Action office, 34 Trumpington Street. Help very much welcomed.
Cambridge Traffic Management Area Joint Committee (AJC) meeting, Heidelberg Room, The Guildhall.

February
Fri 1

8.30 am

review and planning for 77, over breakfast at Tatties café, 40 Hills
Road.

Tue 5

7.30 pm

Monthly general meeting, Friends’ Meeting House, Jesus Lane. For details see 7
December.

Thu 7

7.30 pm

West/Central Area Committee meeting at Cripps Court, Magdalene College,
Chesterton Lane. For details see 13 December.

Thu 28

7.30 pm

East Area Committee meeting at the Cherry Trees Day Centre, St Matthews
Street. For details see 13 December.

Friday rides
Every Friday, weather permitting, there is
a lunchtime ride, of varying speed and
length, usually involving a stop at a pub
on the way, leaving at12.30 pm from the
Stourbridge Common side of Green
Dragon Bridge. Open to all who like to
ride and talk about bicycles. Join the ride
at your own risk.

Photomap
this month:
editor’s pick
www.camcycle.org.uk/
map/location/11715/

From our Correspondent in Assen,
Netherlands: Cycle path alongside a
main road. No blue signs on a
pavement here!
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Riverside to remain closed?
Cambridgeshire County Council has started
a consultation to determine whether
Riverside should remain closed permanently
to through motorised vehicles. This road is
part of the National Cycle Network (Routes
11 and 51) and already a heavily used local
cycle route. When the new bridge linking
Riverside with St Andrew’s Road,
Chesterton, is completed in April 2008 it
will become even more important as the
bridge will provide a major new link for
cyclists and pedestrians.
Riverside currently is closed to through
motor traffic because of the construction
work but a decision on whether to keep it
closed needs to be made. Further
information, including a plan and an online
questionnaire,
is
available
at
www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/transport/river
side.
The closing date for comments is Friday
14th December 2007 and a decision will be
made
at
the
Cambridge
Traffic
Management Area Joint Committee
meeting on Monday 28th January 2008.
Please respond to this consultation,
particularly if you use this route or are likely
to do so once the bridge is open.
If you have any questions relating to the
proposals for Riverside please contact
Graham Taylor or Brian Stinton on 01223
717502 or 712244.
Monica Frisch

The span for the new Riverside cycle bridge is ready to be
lifted into place. But will cars be able to use the narrow gap
alongside the point where the bridge lands?

New bits at New Bit
New Bit is the part of the common opposite the Botanic Gardens
on Trumpington Road. The path across it, from the pedestrian and
cyclist crossing on Trumpington Road at the Brooklands Avenue
junction towards Newnham, is a major pedestrian and cyclist route
to Newnham and Cambridge City Centre. It also forms part of the
National Cycle Network.
At present the first section of this path is very narrow so that cyclists
and pedestrians have difficulty passing one another. Even so,
currently, around 1,000 cyclists a day use it. With the planned major
growth of the city, including new developments to the south, an
increase in the numbers of cyclists and pedestrians using this route
is likely.
Cambridge City Council have started a consultation covering their
proposals:
To widen (by approximately 1 metre) and resurface the
section to achieve a total width of 2.5 m. This would lead
into the existing section of path to Newnham bridge which
is already 2.5–2.8 m wide. The result would be a more
consistent width along the whole of the path.
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We think the width should be 3 m, which is more in line with
national guidance on shared paths, and would avoid the
cyclist/pedestrian conflict that is apparent on the well-used NCN11
path from Addenbrooke's to Shelford.
To set back and widen the cyclists' entrance to the path at
the Brooklands Avenue end with a double cattle grid to
allow cyclists to pass each other more easily and avoid
conflict with pedestrians.
We strongly support this and would also like to have a double grid
at the bottom of the new ramp leading up to Newnham Bridge as
we advocated in Newsletter 69 (page 15).
Although not part of the scheme, the Council would be interested
in having views on whether to install solar powered LED lights set
flush in the path marking out the route at night (as recently used
on the Addenbrooke's path). At present there are divided views
within the Campaign on such lighting.
You can respond at: www.cambridge.gov.uk/ncnconsultation.
Monica Frisch

