LOVE CAMBRIDGE
There used to be a body prosaically called City Centre Management. It was
run by the Guildhall and brought together as many people as possible with an
interest in the activity of the city centre: shop owners and managers big and
small, the entertainment people, buses and taxis, the colleges (represented by
two bursars), the students, the police, representatives of the City and County
Councils, and (last but not least) residents. It has now been renamed ‘Love
Cambridge.’
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The new body is being run independently, with assistance from the Guildhall.
We are disappointed that an offer of representation from CPRA was not taken
up, but will do our best to keep informed of Love Cambridge’s agenda.
BUSES AND POLLUTION
Members of the CPRA Committee met with County and City Council specialists in air quality and bus partnerships in a session hosted by Councillors Tim
Bick, Colin Rosenstiel, and Gaynor Griffiths. Tim Bick reassured us that we
have his full support in trying to resolve traffic problems in our area.
We emphasised that:
1) our narrow streets are unsuitable for even the present volume of buses, all
of which go along Parker Street and/or Emmanuel Road. Councillor Bick
supports dispersal of bus routes throughout the city centre to reduce this
overloading;
2) the Drummer Street area seems to be targeted for increasing future bus
traffic, with no indication of what its maximum capacity might be;
3) more buses mean more pollution. Nitrogen dioxide and other chemical
levels are too high around the Drummer Street and Parker Street area;
4) the speed of buses along Emmanuel Road needs to be reduced.
The 2009 subscription remains a minimum of £3 per person
Name .................................................................................................
Address .............................................................................................
Telephone ............................................Email .......................... ...................
I enclose a cheque payable to “Christ’s Pieces Residents’ Association”
for £ .......
I am willing to stand for office in the CPRA
Yes/ No
Please return to
The Secretary, CPRA, 2 Emmanuel Road, Cambridge CB1 1JW
or to the Treasurer at the AGM

The ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING
will be held on Tuesday 30 June 2009 at
the Unitarian Church, Emmanuel Road at 7.30 pm
followed by a glass of sparkling wine / refreshments
Our Guest Speaker for the evening will be
SIAN REID, Cambridge City Council’s Executive Councillor for Climate
Change and Growth
Sian will give a talk of around 20 minutes, followed by a question and
answer session. She is very knowledgeable about local transport, Christ’s
Pieces, trees, and open spaces.
We are also very pleased to announce that Tim Bick, Councillor for Market
Ward, will attend the meeting
Committee members: Margaret Tait (Chair), Sue Ilsley (Secretary), Anthony Bowen,
John Coates, Naomi Klenerman, Jeff Lygoe, Fiona Sinclair, Andrew Whitaker
14 Emmanuel Road, Cambridge CB1 1JW
www.christspieces.com

DRUMMER STREET PROPOSALS – LATEST

Do come to the meeting and let us know your thoughts on this issue.

In February last a discussion paper prepared by Cambridgeshire County
Council for consideration by the Joint Transport Forum – the body which
decides the future of transport in the City – concluded that:
“There is likely to be an increase of up to 12,000 additional morning peak
hour road trips by commuters by 2021– unless bus capacity is increased.
There is, therefore, a need to increase bus capacity to cater for 270 bus
movements per hour in the city centre – an increase of 117%.
– this will mean a considerable increase in bus stop capacity in the city
centre to be provided by either optimising the capacity of Drummer Street:
which would either mean
(a) reconfiguration of the present bus station into a ‘drive through’ facility –
which must mean increasing the present site or relocating the present bus
station to a nearby site;
(b) providing additional bus stops in the city centre;
(c) providing more bus station / hub capacity in other parts of the city
centre;
(d) all of the methods of increasing bus capacity in the city centre create
difficulties but the central issue of ensuring a direct service into the centre
(without changing buses) must be maintained to ensure bus users are not
deterred;
(e) although it may be possible to increase bus terminal facilities at the railway
station, the County Council consider that such an increase would only complement facilities in the city centre rather than reduce the city centre requirements.”
There is a strong suspicion that the authors of the paper favour expanding the
capacity of Drummer Street, which might well imply encroaching on some or
all of Christ’s Pieces.
Andy Campbell, Cambridgeshire Managing Director of Stagecoach, recently
expressed a desire to build a large transport interchange on the Christ’s Pieces
bowling green and surrounding area.
Your Committee are pleased to report that all our city centre Councillors
firmly rejected the idea (Cambridge News, 30 March 2009).

PROTECTING CHRIST’S PIECES
The long pursuit of extra protection for Christ’s Pieces is probably at an
end. For legal reasons it proved impossible to have the area declared a
Town Green: if people had been taking their recreation on it without
permission but without being prevented, it might have qualified. ‘As of
right’ was the key phrase.
At the same time, we found that the covenant made between Jesus College
and the then equivalent of the City Council in 1886 had been largely
invalidated by a Law of Property Act of 1925 without either party noticing.
We took advice, freely and generously given by a local resident who is
expert in this field of law. He said there was nothing to stop the two parties
returning to the matter and revising the covenant if they wished. The
Senior Bursar of Jesus College declared his willingness, but the City’s
Head of Property and Building Services saw no need: existing controls on
the use of Christ’s Pieces are in his opinion strong enough. As it is zoned
as protected open space, the Council ‘is obliged to use the land for
purposes compatible with its status as public open space.’
If the covenant had been revised, and if a compulsory purchase order were
put on any part of the land by the government (a possibility which remains,
whatever covenants or other controls exist), then money accruing would be
split between College and Council. As things are, all would come to the
Council alone. It would be hard for a councillor to argue for a split.
The City Council’s hostility to any extension of the bus station has recently
been reaffirmed. The best we can hope for is no change in that hostility.

