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DearMembers of the Joint Development and Control Committee,
Camcycle is a charity that works formore, better and safer cycling andwalking in the Cambridge
region.
We objected to application S/2403/17/FL (‘office, retail, public realm, 125 car park – Cambridge
North Station’) largely because it destroys an existing segregated cycleway that is the main link
to North Station.
We are alarmed to discover that the officer’s report has recommended approval for this applica-
tionwhen the fundamental safety problems have not been fixed. The applicants have responded
to objections by stating that they aremerely downgrading the existing and relatively new segre-
gated cycleway to a shared-use pathway. Their proposed pathwaywould be constructed directly
adjacent to the exits of the proposed building, as shown in the diagram below.
It cannot be said strongly enough that this proposal by the applicants will create a major safety
hazard. Therewill be no visibility between people stepping out of the building and people cycling
on the proposed pathway. This application is proposing unavoidable conflict and potential injury
between people walking and cycling. That the doors may only open inward is of little comfort
to a person who has no option but to step out blindly into the path of somebody cycling, or to
the person cycling who ends up crashing to the ground when someone they cannot see exits the
building.
When we said that this proposal destroys a cycleway, wemean that the proposal will effectively
render the cycleway unsafe for anyone walking or cycling here who has not beenmade aware of
the dangers. Even if the safety issues were addressed we would object to the downgrading of a
segregated cycleway to a shared-use pathway. The other proposed alternative pathway would
involve making five sharp 90-degree turns and adds two busway crossings within a short span.
That is a ludicrous proposal for most people.
Other objectors to this unsafe design include County Highways, the City Walking and Cycling



officer, City Urban Design, Milton Parish Council and 27 individual members of the public who
responded to the consultation.
South Cambridgeshire policy DP/3 requires

1(b) Appropriate access from the highway network that does not compromise safety, en-
hanced public and community transport and cycling and pedestrian infrastructure

Yet this application would create a clear and present danger to the safety of people walking and
cycling in the vicinity of the proposed building.
We ask themembers of the Joint Development andControl Committee to reject this application
as it stands. The cycle route must be spaced away from the building. The provision for the cycle-
waymust be at least as good as the existing provision: a segregated bi-directional cycleway of at
least threemetres width, not a shared-use path.

Yours sincerely,
On behalf of the Cambridge Cycling Campaign

MatthewDanish,
Trustee
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