
1 
 

 

Greater Cambridge Partnership Foxton Travel Hub 
Consultation 

Response from the Meldreth, Shepreth and Foxton 
Community Rail Partnership 

 

About the Meldreth, Shepreth and Foxton Community Rail 

Partnership 
The Meldreth, Shepreth and Foxton Community Rail Partnership, which incorporates the Meldreth, 

Shepreth and Foxton Rail User Group was launched in 2013, and is supported by Cambridgeshire 

County Council, South Cambridgeshire District Council, Network Rail, Govia Thameslink Railway, the 

Parish Councils of Meldreth, Melbourn, Shepreth, Foxton and Barrington, local businesses and local 

schools. 

The aims of the Meldreth, Shepreth and Foxton Community Rail Partnership include: 

• To recognise the key role of rail to the local community and to promote it as a sustainable 

mode of transport. 

• To improve and enhance the station environments and promote green projects. 

• To support the initiatives developed jointly with the train operating company and 

Cambridgeshire County Council in integrated travel plans. 

In line with the core themes of the Department for Transport’s Community Rail Development 

Strategy, one of our core activities is “Providing a voice for the community”, and it is in this spirit 

that we are responding to the Greater Cambridge Partnership Consultation on the Foxton Travel 

Hub. 

About this Document 
In April 2019, Govia Thameslink Railway (GTR) announced the Passenger Benefit Fund which allowed 

£15m to be spent on improvements to the fabric of stations which had been affected by the May 

2018 timetable problems.  The Meldreth, Shepreth and Foxton Community Rail Partnership carried 

out a consultation with local rail users at that time in order to prepare our response to GTR.  The lack 

of both cycle and car parking at Foxton Station was identified during that consultation.   

The Meldreth, Shepreth and Foxton Community Rail Partnership welcomes the attempt of the 

Greater Cambridge Partnership to provide additional facilities at Foxton Station, particularly 

supporting the aims to “maximise the potential for all journeys to be undertaken by sustainable 

modes of transport” and to “improve overall connectivity and accessibility within Greater 

Cambridgeshire” however, we have concerns about the ability of the scheme to meet these aims as 

it is currently proposed.  This document will discuss those aspects of the scheme that we support 

and those about which we have concerns, and provide our suggestions for additional improvements. 

Support 
We support the aim to integrate a new car park with existing and proposed cycle paths between the 

villages.  These cycle paths are essential to encouraging the use of sustainable transport in a safe 
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environment.  However, integration with a new car park should not compromise the integrity of 

cycle path connectivity, by introducing new interruptions in the form of junctions and shared space 

with motor vehicle traffic – otherwise the attractiveness of cycle/rail travel will diminish. 

We support the provision of cycle parking, both with cycle stands and lockers, and would stress that 

one of the barriers to people using cycle parking is the issue of security.  CCTV monitored and other 

features of secure cycle parking provision would encourage people to leave their cycles at the 

facility. 

A joint initiative to promote active travel by Govia Thameslink Railway, Greater Anglia, MSFCRP, GCP 

and CPCA could fund quality pedestrian and cycleways and secure bike storage at all our stations.  

The “bike+train” or “bike+train+bike” scheme could be publicised jointly throughout the local area 

with a common logo on signage. 

An important missing element in the multi-modal sustainable transport mix that would be expected 

in a Travel Hub proposal is an emphasis on bus services, and all the necessary infrastructure to 

attract and accommodate bus services connecting to rail.  

We agree that some car parking is needed at Foxton Station, but the scale of proposed provision 

seems disproportional to sustainable means of arriving at Foxton Station.  Car parking should be 

generous for disabled badge users who have no other means of arriving at the station, and there 

should be some regular car parking, but the overall emphasis on connectivity to rail should be 

through sustainable transport modes – bus, demand response transport, cycle, scooter and walking.  

Concerns 
Accessibility 
The scheme as proposed does not improve access to the station for passengers with limited 

mobility. Although disabled parking spaces are provided, there is no provision for a drop off zone or 

turning circle.  

The pedestrian route to the station involves crossing the very busy A10 (Northern Route) or the A10 

and Station Road (Southern Route), as well as the level crossing itself, which is down for lengthy 

periods (approximately 30 minutes in every hour) making journey planning uncertain and therefore 

problematic.   

Rail users tell us that the station and its approach is not a comfortable environment, nor one where 

they generally feel safe.  For any new facilities to be a success, rail users must feel confident about 

journey times and safe in their physical environment. 

Station Platforms 
We consider that the platform dimensions at Foxton Station are insufficient to cope with the 

suggested additional passenger footfall.  The London Bound Platform is a short platform, only 

allowing access to the front four carriages of the train. The Cambridge bound platform, whilst longer, 

is narrow along its whole length.  Colleagues at Govia Thameslink Railway have expressed concern at 

the platform capacity. 

Train Services 
The current train service, supplied by Govia Thameslink Railway, provides a half hourly weekday 

service. Weekday peak service trains to Cambridge are already full by the time they stop at Foxton. 

The journey to London is more attractive since seats can be obtained at peak times. 



3 
 

We suggest that the use of the car park may be more attractive for London bound passengers on 

account of free car parking.  The consultation leaflet states that Royston has a faster service, 

however it costs £8.15 a day to park, and it is possible to change trains at 

Stevenage/Hitchin/Letchworth to achieve a faster journey into London, although with the risk of not 

getting a seat. 

At present, the weekend service at Foxton Station is an hourly service, and trains to Cambridge are 

already crowded throughout the day. The MSFCRP is already lobbying GTR for additional weekend 

services, some assistance from GCP on this matter would be required. 

Suggestions 
Station Enhancements 
The MSFCRP has also studied the GCP Cambridge South East Transport - Better Public Transport 

Project Public Consultation 2019.  Within these plans, there are provision for stops along the route 

which include: 

• drop-off facilities 

• disabled parking 

• cycle parking and cycle lockers 

The illustration below is taken from the Cambridge South East Better Public Transport Consultation 

website: 

 

The MSFCRP believe that a similar scheme, adjacent to Foxton Station more closely meets the 

objectives of a Travel Hub.   

Additional Facilities 
During our consultation work for the Passenger Benefit Fund, the lack of toilet facilities at Foxton 

station was also flagged up as a concern for rail travellers.  Whilst the Train Operating Company is 

not prepared to provide toilet facilities at an unmanned station such as Foxton, if a building were 

provided in the car park as a café, which could also be run as a social enterprise, then toilet facilities 

could be provided for travellers.  
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Improvements to rural bus networks 
As stated above, we believe that planning for a good quality linking bus service is an important 

component of travel hub design. We support the aspirations set out by the Combined Authority’s 

Bus Review in terms of facilitating strong new services; the current proposal should anticipate this.   

Level Crossing Bypass 
Although we understand that the investigation of a bypass to Foxton Level Crossing has been 

referred back to the Combined Authority, we believe that without a bypass, the problems of traffic 

queuing along the A10 are unlikely to be solved, and indeed will be made worse by cars entering and 

leaving the car park site. This in turn could serve as a disincentive for prospective car park users. 

Conclusion 
We broadly support the aim of improving access to Foxton Station by introducing Travel Hub 

facilities.  Our particular concerns about the proposed scheme are:  

• It does not improve access for those with mobility problems or those arriving by active travel 

modes.  The proposed scheme requires pedestrians to cross the A10 from the proposed 

parking site, as well as to factor in frequent level crossing barrier down times. 

• The current proposal gives disproportionate attention to motorised vehicles provision, in an 

environment already very congested with vehicle traffic.   

• Bus services linking to rail services should be part of a travel hub design. 

• It is fundamentally difficult to superimpose any travel hub facilities at Foxton Station without 

addressing the long-standing problem of the level crossing.  

If these issues could be addressed the scheme could approach the definition of a true Travel Hub. 

 

Susan van de Ven, Chair, Meldreth, Shepreth and Foxton Community Rail Partnership 

Sarah Grove, Project Officer, Meldreth, Shepreth and Foxton Community Rail Partnership 


