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Cambridge Preservation Society: 

Summary of submission to Transport Commission
The purpose of the Cambridge Preservation Society is to promote the continued social and economic growth and prosperity of Cambridge and the surrounding villages and countryside. It seeks to promote sustainable forms of development which give priority to protecting the City’s unique character – its historic, natural and cultural ambience - as a place that is attractive in which to live, work and study.    
· Issues of transport, and particularly of traffic congestion, have a very profound effect on the life and environment of the City and the surrounding villages, and so cannot be ignored. Traffic conditions in Cambridge are already so bad that they demand urgent attention. 
· With the planned expansion of the population of greater Cambridge over the coming years, it is essential that provision must be put in place now for some kind of additional demand management if Cambridge is not to seize up and if carbon emissions in the City are to be reduced.  
· Whilst alleviating congestion is essential for the future prosperity of Cambridge, this must not be to the detriment of the city’s historic character or the quality of life of its citizens. There is an unwelcome tendency to locate new transport routes within the limited areas of open green space within the city, resulting in greater fragmentation and loss of a key public recreational amenity. Any major transport plan, including a congestion charge, must be assessed in terms of its impact on the historic character of the city as well as on the green open space, the Green Belt, and the natural environment, to ensure that the special character of Cambridge and its surrounds can continue to be enjoyed for many years to come.
· Any package of measures must include a strong element of demand management. We accept the view that no realistic alternative to a congestion charge has yet been identified. With some reluctance, we recommend that a congestion charge scheme be adopted, but only if it is part of a package of other measures, including a significant improvement in public transport. 
· A TIF grant of up to some £500m represents a unique opportunity to improve public transport throughout the whole Greater Cambridge region. However, the Country Council should not be beguiled by the size of this grant into proposing measures that have not been fully researched and in which it does not have full confidence for their long-term effectiveness. 
· Major improvements to public transport must be in place before any congestion charge is imposed, and all income from the charge must applied to transport improvements. The nature of these improvements must be the subject of wide debate, perhaps through the creation of focus groups, which could also be consulted on other relevant issues.
· Enhancing the Park & Ride system to increase its take-up must be a major element in improving public transport.  But careful consideration needs to be given as to how the existing road system can cope with additional buses, and generally how to make maximum use of its capacity, including  more drastic solutions such as one-way systems, greater use of bollards, more bus lanes and bus-only roads.  It is essential that the historic fabric of the city centre is fully protected from the detrimental effects of high levels of traffic it cannot accommodate.
· It is important to understand the way in which the congestion charge will bear upon particular groups, such as those on low incomes, those living in the surrounding villages who are dependent on Cambridge for their employment, shopping and entertainment, or those for whom the use of their car is essential for their work. Consideration should be given to the ways in which the effect on particular groups might be mitigated. 
· We welcome the research the County Council is undertaking to gain a better understanding of the economic impact of its proposals.  We would urge that such studies should involve a comprehensive economic analysis of all the options. A congestion charge would impose direct and indirect costs on Cambridge businesses, but it is important to balance these against the costs that would arise from the level of congestion that is likely to occur without a charge.  
· If some businesses are minded to relocate away from the city to satellite conurbations, such as Cambourne and Northstowe, this may not be a negative development if it creates employment there, with reduced travel and enhanced communities. Indeed, we urge that in future urban developments more emphasis be given to providing employment and as full a set of services as possible so as to reduce the need for travel.

· There should be a workshop to help us and others assess the quality of the modelling that has been used so that we can take an informed judgment on the details of the charging system. It must be recognized that even the most comprehensive studies cannot predict how people will actually change their behaviour when they experience change, so a high level of flexibility must be maintained, with a willingness to make changes in the light of experience. 

· Adequate cycle routes from the edge of the city must be put in place but protecting our parks and green spaces from becoming fast transport corridors and being severely fragmented by transport routes. Consideration should be given to ways to facilitate combining bus and cycle travel, for example through the provision of bike trailers for buses. 

· Consideration should be given to digging tunnels particularly for the Guided Bus, to reduce the visual impact, noise and pollution. 
· We are concerned that the opportunity to create an effective inter-connecting transport hub for the future at the railway station is being lost and urge that the transport links within the CB1 scheme be reassessed. Congestion would be eased if the long-distance buses could be kept out of the city centre. Drummer Street creates serious congestion and pollution, which could be relieved if the inter-city bus station could be relocated.  

· Everything possible should be done to reduce school-run car use through the greater provision of alternative forms of transport.

· Consideration should be given to how to stimulate additional car sharing and to introducing a more flexible taxi system, possibly linked into the Park & Ride car parks to allow for shared journeys with drop-offs along the route. John Lewis already operates a Park & Ride shopping pick-up service, and this sort of scheme should be encouraged.

· Increase the capacity of all the City’s park and rides

· Organisations, such as our own, which provide free or low-cost parking facilities outside the proposed charge zone may need help to ensure that they are not misused as alternative P&Rs. 
This is a summary of the full version of our submission to the Transport Commission, which may be obtained from admin@cpswandlebury.org
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