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From Question 

Ian Steen 

Agenda Item 7 - Barton Greenway – Baulk Path 
 
The Baulk track in Grantchester is one of many ancient tracks in 
Cambridgeshire. We are privileged in the UK to have many such footpaths 
and bridleways which do not exist in other countries of the world. The Baulk 
was made to serve the ancient medieval fields of Grantchester. It has been 
unchanged in its present form for possibly a thousand years. 
 
When proposals for Greenways were first brought forward by the council, 
many cyclists were encouraged by the thought that their daily journey 
would be improved. 
 
In July and Sep 2018 on behalf of Grantchester Parish Council I carried out 
surveys between 7:30 and 9am of what commuting cyclists wanted. These 
were sent to the GCP without response. The surveys were repeated in 
November last year. All the surveys find that commuting cyclists use either 
the Grantchester Road (13-29) in the morning or the Meadows Footpath 
(25-40). They say quite clearly that they would not use the Baulk. The 
Meadows Path is preferred because it seems less dangerous, away from 
traffic and fumes. 
 
Cyclists say that they would like to see both the Road and Meadows routes 
improved. They suggest that the Meadows Path should be widened a little 
and the surface improved but not to create a tarmac racetrack. 
 
The Baulk path is on no one’s desire line. It might get recreational use, but 
why when the attractive Meadows route is better? Surely we don’t need to 
destroy the character of the ancient Baulk track when better alternatives 
exist? 
 
My surveys are key pieces of hard evidence that have been totally ignored 
by both WSP in their technical note and the Greenway team and challenge 
their highly inflated movement data.  
 
Why have my surveys been ignored? 
 

Josh Grantham 
Camcycle 

Agenda Item 7 – Barton Greenway: Baulk Path 
 
Camcycle strongly supports progressing the Baulk Path to delivery without 
delay. 
 
The updated papers show a stronger business case and clearer 
explanation of the scheme’s benefits. As we set out in February, this is not 
a minor link. It is the first substantial dedicated section away from the 
highway within the Greenways programme and sets an important 
benchmark for quality and ambition across the network. 
 
This section demonstrates what Greenways are meant to be: quiet, direct 
and biodiverse routes that appeal to a wide range of users. The planning 
work is largely complete, the design refined, and the scheme is close to 
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construction readiness. Delaying now would undermine confidence in the 
wider programme and create uncertainty for future off road sections. 
Strategically, the Baulk Path is central to the coherence of the network. It 
supports journeys to Barton and Grantchester while also offering flexibility 
for the future Haslingfield Greenway alignment and onward connections 
towards West Cambridge and Eddington growth areas. In that context, this 
is a foundational decision rather than a marginal scheme. 
 
We heard members of the Joint Assembly and Board previously raise 
concerns about value for money. That is entirely legitimate scrutiny and 
something we have consistently called for across the programme. 
However, in the context of very large sums committed to car parking 
provision with far weaker strategic justification, it would be difficult to argue 
that a near-ready, network-critical active travel link should be the point at 
which savings are sought, particularly while a broader programme review 
remains unresolved. 
 
Assuming the Board makes the right decision and proceeds with the Baulk 
Path, will the GCP commit to reviewing the Haslingfield Greenway 
alignment to explore opportunities to interconnect the schemes more 
directly, potentially enabling delivery of Haslingfield earlier and at 
significantly lower cost? 
 

Martin Lucas-
Smith 

(resident, Petersfield, 
speaking 

independently) 

Agenda Item 8 - Comberton Greenway – Sidgwick Avenue 
 
This proposal fixes two problems at once, with little cost to the taxpayer. 
 
The first is that pavements are barely passable due to growth of the 
wonderful trees. The small space left is totally inaccessible to many users 
of wheelchairs, mobility scooters, and buggies. There is no other solution to 
this clear discrimination problem: simply extend the pavements around the 
trees. 
 
Secondly, West Cambridge is expanding heavily, and Burrell’s Walk is 
increasingly congested, so a safe alternative greenway route is need. 
 
Having lived nearby, I know car use is low in the area. In fact, the Mayor 
recently published a half-minute video asking for feedback, taken during 
the daytime, and there was not a single car passing. You can even hear the 
birds. But when vehicles do pass, cycling is squeezed unsafely. With the 
wider pavements that are needed, this is important to fix. 
 
I have looked at the traffic data. Sidgwick Avenue has more walking than 
car use. Cycling similarly. Drivers will still be able to access all locations as 
now. Grange Road has more walking and cycling than driving. West Road 
has little traffic – even on a busy Saturday afternoon! 
 
This is a cost-efficient way to expand West Cambridge capacity with a safe 
route, at very low cost to the taxpayer compared to things like busways, at 
a time when our taxes are high. With the Mayor’s policy to triple growth in 
our area, there will be no alternative to schemes like this because road 
space in urban areas is finite. This scheme increases capacity to access 
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this important high-tech area, while avoiding drivers suffering increased 
congestion on Madingley Road as the site expands. 
 
Will the Board support this proposal? 
 

Josh Grantham 
Camcycle 

Agenda Item 8 – Comberton Greenway: Sidgwick Avenue 
 
Camcycle strongly supports Option A for Sidgwick Avenue. The proposals 
are robust, evidence-based, and address a clear and urgent accessibility 
failure on this street. For many people today, including disabled people and 
less confident cyclists, Sidgwick Avenue is effectively unusable. This 
scheme will transform daily journeys for thousands of people and 
represents one of the best value for money proposals in the programme. 
 
We welcome the intention to use an Experimental Traffic Regulation Order. 
This creates a genuine opportunity to think differently about how schemes 
are brought forward and engagement undertaken. Traditional consultation 
processes tend to over-represent those who object, rather than reflecting 
the lived experience of people who use a street every day or those who are 
currently excluded from it. 
 
We would like to see a robust and structured approach to engagement that 
actively seeks a representative picture of all street users, including those 
currently excluded. This will allow members to understand how the scheme 
is performing in practice and to make a properly informed decision on 
whether it should continue beyond the ETRO period. 
 
If the scheme is progressed today, will the GCP consider how improved 
connectivity between the West Cambridge site and Sidgwick Avenue could 
be brought forward, helping to ease pressure on routes such as Grange 
Road and Burrell’s Walk and enabling more people to access Sidgwick 
Avenue in the future? 
 

 


