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Richmond Cycling Campaign

Minutes of meeting held 9 September 2013

Present

ACTION: 

ACTION: 

ACTION: 

ACTION:

ACTION: 

John Head (Chair), Kulbir Natt, Paul Luton, Guy Wheeler, Anthony Paish, Mel Grech, Katherine Henry, Andrew 
Woodward

Apologies from Tim Lennon, Alastair Barr 

1. The minutes of the meeting held on 8 July 2013 were agreed to be a correct record.

2. Meeting procedures
Anthony said that he and Susan Scorer had attended on 13 August expecting there to be a meeting. They had not 
been informed that there was no meeting during August.

In the subsequent discussion it was agreed that all present would like to receive reminders by email. Few of those 
present knew how to obtain the minutes or agendas from the website.
It was agreed that John will discuss this matter with Alastair and will devise a suitable procedure to remedy the 
problem.  

John

It was agreed that the website will be amended to say that meetings are held every 2nd Monday in the month 
.

Alastair

3. Matters arising from the minutes
Paul reported that he has contacted Andrew Gilligan and informed him that we do not consider the Twickenham 
Town Centre scheme to be compatible with the ‘Mayor’s Vision’ for cycling. Andrew Gilligan has replied that he 
understands “progress to have been made”. Paul undertook to email AG again regarding our concerns about the 
Twickenham scheme.

Paul

4. 2014 Council Elections
John said that with only 6 months until the elections we need to clarify our approach.
Mel said that LCC is producing a “Toolkit” for the elections which will advise local groups how they should 
participate. Mel will obtain a copy.

Mel

Andrew will produce a summary of cycling issues in each ward to be used to put questions to candidates. This will 
be circulated for discussion.

Andrew

5. Mini Holland
John read the latest brief from LCC, which is summarised as follows:

LCC has been sent details of the Richmond bid by Kulbir.

6. Twickenham Town Centre scheme
Paul reported on the meeting between RCC and borough officers held on 21 August. The notes of this meeting, 
which have been agreed by the council officers attending, are attached to these minutes. At the meeting, the RCC 

(Note: For the sake of clarity, a couple of items which were discussed outside the correct sequence of the meeting have 
been moved to their correct place in these minutes.)

(This is the procedure: All members attending a meeting will be sent the following items for a period of 12 months 
following their last attendance: a) Reminder of the next meeting and the agenda.  b) Minutes of the last meeting.) 

except 
during August when there is no meeting

“8 boroughs have been shortlisted: Bexley, Ealing, Enfield, Kingston, Merton, Newham.
Three or four of these boroughs will be allocated £25-30 million. (We believe this amount is to be shared, i.e. not 
£25-30m each.)
LCC’s Cycling Projects Team is offering to work with these boroughs to help them develop their business case. 
Where this occurs, the local LCC group will be involved.”
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representatives did not formally comment on the latest proposals and they undertook to do so in writing at a later 
date.

Issues raised in discussion:
a) Is non-slip surfacing is ideal for bikes, i.e. is it less smooth than normal surfacing?
b) Is the council’s consultancy (WS Atkins) sufficiently expert in Dutch/European cycling infrastructure? The 
Twickenham scheme indicates that they are not. The council should place a contract with a Dutch consultancy for 
the mini-Holland work.

John and Paul will submit the RCC comments on the latest Twickenham proposals to the council.
Paul, John

7. Report on meeting of Cycling Liaison Group held 11 July
Andrew reported as follows:
- The police are to hold an awareness campaign regarding Advanced Stop Lines. Subsequently, they will fine 
drivers who stop in the ASL area.
- There was a speaker on cycle hire at Richmond Station
-There was discussion about the mini-Holland bid. (Question: has the proposal to build cycle paths on railway land 
any substance, e.g. has Network Rail been consulted?)
- The impression obtained was that the council’s mini-Holland bid was put together in a hurry.

At the next CLG meeting, we should enquire about the mini-Holland project in more detail: timescale, progress etc.
Andrew

8. Borough Cycling Strategy
This document, which is expected to be heavily influenced by the mini-Holland situation, is to be published soon. 
There is a meeting of the council’s Scrutiny Committee on 7 October where the document will be discussed and 
contributions from members of the public are permitted.

There was some discussion regarding whether it would be possible to get an RCC representative onto the Scrutiny 
Committee. Paul will consult his ward councilors.

Paul

Mel said that the council now has a ‘Health and Wellbeing Board’ which is responsible for reviewing all council 
activities with regard to the effects upon public health. This is obviously relevant to the new Borough Cycling 
Strategy.

9. Riverside Cycle Route
Members expressed their interest in this route and discussed the possibilities of extending the route e.g. beyond 
Hammersmith. 

10. Safer Lorries
Katherine had written to the council in July but there has been no reply.
Katherine will:
a) Request a reply from the council;
b) Ask for a copy of the relevant technical requirements in the current tendering involving HGVs;
c) Ask Alastair to place the HGV issue on the RCC website.

Katherine

11. Residential Cycle Parking
Note: There is a problem affecting people living in certain types of accommodation, e.g. blocks of flats where there 
are no private gardens, who have insufficient space inside for bikes and there is no provision for secure cycle 
parking outside.

Katherine reported that the council appears to be entirely negative on the issue. They provide space for car parking 
but not for bikes.

Kulbir said that the borough of Lambeth has invested a substantial sum in secure cycle shelters in residential 
streets. LCC is enquiring about the procedures used by Lambeth council so that these can be made available to 
other councils. A copy will be requested for use in Richmond.

Kulbir

ACTION: 

ACTION:

ACTION: committee

ACTION: 

ACTION: 

ACTION: 
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There was some discussion regarding whether there is sufficient demand in Richmond to justify campaigning on 
this matter. It was agreed that Katherine and Kulbir will review this matter and draft a report on the need for 
residential cycle parking in Richmond upon Thames.

Katherine and Kulbir

12. 20s Plenty Campaign
There has been little or no contact since the first meeting on 26 June. John will ask to be kept informed of meetings.

John

13. Rides
Paul reported that the rides programme has been intermittent, partly owing to incapacity, and the next ride is 
planned for October.

14. Other Business – 1
Katherine will represent RCC at the Ham Forum meeting on 10 September. Katherine said that Ham councilors are 
not very helpful about cycling.

Unity Bank Signatories
It was agreed that the members authorized to sign cheques for the RCC bank account shall be:
Jon Gurney (treasurer)
Katherine Henry 
Paul Luton
John Head 
As required by the bank, it was resolved that:
“1.  The mandate for the operation of the bank account payment instructions and banking services may be provided 
by any committee members, Director or Trustee or any other officer of the organisation who is notified to the bank 
as being authorized by the committee to do so.
2. The bank is entitled to rely upon this Mandate until it receives a later Mandate amending it.
3. The Bank will be notified in writing of any change in Committee members/Directors/Trustees of the 
organisation.
4. The Terms and Conditions remain unchanged in all other respects.”

Notes on meeting with Richmond Council on Twickenham Town Centre plans held 21 August 2013

Present
Chris Smith, LBRUT
Ben Fryer, LBRUT
Paul Luton, RCC
John Head, RCC

The purpose of these notes is to provide a record of the council’s plans as described at the meeting. RCC’s comments 
are not included but these may be provided in writing at a later date.

Note: to obtain better coherence, the order of the notes occasionally deviates from the order of the discussion.

General
The council’s description was supplemented by drawings. Copies will be provided to RCC within a few days.
The council is still carrying out detailed design work and is still in the process of obtaining TfL approvals.
Work on Cross Deep and Heath Rd should begin during October-November.

Cross Deep junction
The following features are planned:
Shared-use footways on all approaches.  Cyclists will be able to ride on the footway to operate Toucan buttons. On the 
King St approach, this will allow cyclists to turn left into Cross Deep avoiding the signals. 
A toucan crossing on all arms. 

ACTION: 

ACTION: 

15.

Appendix to the minutes



4

5m advanced stoplines on all approaches. (Also at King St-York Rd and London Rd-Arragon Rd. The present standard 
is 3m.)
King St approach: 1.5m cycle lane in the centre of the road for cyclists going straight ahead.
Cross Deep and Heath Road approaches: 1.5m cycle lane. The shared footway start at Poulett Gardens will be 
investigated by the Council.
It was noted that resulting from the trials currently being conducted at TRL and depending on DfT approval, this 
junction has been put forward to TfL to be chosen for on-street trials of dedicated cycle traffic signal aspects and cyclist 
early-start phases. The timescale for this project could be 1 to 2 years.

King St
There will be one 4.5m general traffic lane and one 1.5m advisory cycle lane in each direction.
During discussion the council agreed that the cycle lanes throughout the town centre could be given anti-skid surfacing, 
which could be buff-coloured, to create a contrast with the general traffic lanes, which are black, yet to be agreed.
The footway on the north side will be wide enough to accommodate trees and  benches (as requested by pedestrian 
representatives, mainly for elderly people), consequently there is no scope for improving the width of the cycle lanes by 
reducing the footway.

York St-King St-London Rd junction
The pedestrian refuge in London Rd will be narrowed. (Note: this will remain a staggered crossing - a straight across 
pedestrian movement is not viable according to TfL traffic criteria.)
King St to London Rd approach will contain cycle logos. The council agreed that these will be in the centre of the lane.
There is an advisory cycle lane up to the ASL on the London Rd southbound approach  
5m advanced stoplines on all approaches.  It was noted that camera enforcement of the ASLs at this junction is a 
possibility if Local Authorities take over enforcement from the Metropolitan Police.

King St leading to Church Lane and Water Lane
Three premises - Sandander, Superdrug and a clothes shop – are being purchased by the council and will be demolished 
to create a wide footway which will become shared space (Town Square) for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists leading 
to Water Lane and Church Std and the riverside. Paving will be in York stone on the footways and granite setts on the 
shared space and ramps will be installed at the traffic access points.

London Rd 
There will be mandatory cycle lanes in each direction in the length of road by the rail station. No further details are 
available at present, detail design currently being undertaken.

Results of the recent consultation
20mph: 68% in favour
Holly Rd contraflow: 68% in favour but the police oppose the scheme owing to poor visibility at the corner. The council 
will try to meet this objection by removing railings and hedge to provide adequate visibility.

OTHER MATTERS
Cole Park Rd
There is a majority in favour of a full closure at the junction with A316. The council has suggested  to TfL that this 
should be trialed for 6 months.

Borough Cycle strategy
This is being redrafted in view of the mini-Holland bid. The new draft will go to the Scrutiny 
Committee on 7 October where public contributions will be allowed.

Mini-Holland
It is understood that there are 18 boroughs bidding. The funding could be awarded to more than just the three or four 
originally envisaged.  If Richmond achieves mini-Holland status, it will be necessary for the council to make further 
changes to cycling facilities in Twickenham town centre e.g. bridge across the Thames to Ham Lands.  
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