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3.

Minutes of the meeting held on Monday 9 June 2014

Present   John Head (chair), Katherine Henry, Guy Wheeler, Ross Adam, Mel Grech, Jon Gurney, Tim
Lennon.

Apologies  Susan Scorer, Anthony Paish, Paul Luton, Nick Hutchins, Ian Hutchins, Ian Richardson.

1. The minutes of the meeting held on of the meeting held on 14 April 2014 were agreed to be a correct
record.  Note: the meeting scheduled for 12 May was not held.

Matters arising from the Minutes

a) Still to obtain further information on residential parking

b) Stanley Road School scheme. John has met a council engineer and has broadly accepted their
proposals.
Note added after the meeting: The following email was received on 16 April:
“

c) Richmond Gate scheme. Paul and John met council engineers and made a number of suggestions to
improve the proposed scheme for cyclists.
Note added after the meeting: The following email was received on 29 January:

Mel observed that we should press for a developments protocol containing policy for developments and
standards to be adopted.

Tim said that all consultations should be reported on the RCC website. This was agreed.
All members who are involved in consultations with the council should appoint one of the

group concerned to write a report for the website.

The new Richmond Council Administration
The following notes summarise the main points of a long discussion.

John opened the discussion by observing that the new Conservative administration is not regarded as
being strongly in favour of improvements for cycling if these would impede the flow or convenience of
motor traffic. Very few Conservative candidates responded to our ward ASKS during the elections.
Nevertheless, we should engage with the council to identify useful cycling improvements which are
acceptable to them and also comment on their general proposals for road schemes. There were certain
specific promises in their election manifesto which are potentially useful and for which we should press
to be implemented. However, this approach should not in any way dilute our general campaigning for
Space for Cycling and for a socially responsible transportation policy.

2.

Essentially the school are happy with the scheme that we talked through on site - a shared path on the north west
side of Strathmore Road approximately 4.5 metres in width. It is intended to 'demarcate' where cyclists should be
encouraged to ride by using contrasting surfacing. This section would be approximately 2.3 m wide and adjacent
to the road and provide for two-way use. It was agreed with the school that the most appropriate time to construct
the scheme would be during the summer school holidays (2014). I will ensure that RCC are on the consultation
list - we are planning on undertaking public consultation following the local elections in May.”

“We have amended the positioning of the roundabout at Richmond Gate and made it bigger. Being domed this
should help increase deflection. We have also increased the size of the roundabout near Queens Road and this
too is proposed to be domed.

Unfortunately it was not possible to build the kerbs out further as tracking for larger HGV’s would be hindered. In
addition it is not possible to provide a cycle track linking the park exit across Star and Garter Hill due to the close
proximity of vehicles turning left out of the park. This would certainly be picked up on a RSA. Therefore we will
retain the two lanes out of the park but will consider including a dropped kerb for less experienced cyclists and
propose a shared path in-front of the Star & Garter linking to Terrace Gardens. Heading towards the park cyclists
could utilise the pedestrian refuge crossing point and rejoin the carriageway just before the roundabout.

With regards to the signing to Richmond Bridge, thank you for your observations, I will make arrangements to
have the signs installed to advise cyclist of the alternative route.
I will ensure that you are kept up to date with progress.”



Tim said that operate our campaign around the election ASKS. We need to broaden our approach to
include issues other than cycling which are likely to have an effect on cycling, e.g. at Kew Gardens
where a new car park is planned, the old one should be retained and parking removed from the Kew
Road. The RCC Manifesto should be put to the council. Our election ASKS provide a long-term policy
and should be reviewed with this in mind. We should meet the new Cycling Champion to see whether
he is more sympathetic to our cause than the previous one. We should adopt an objective attitude to
other road users e.g. an anti-motorist attitude should be avoided.  All meetings, consultations,
documentation should be reported on the RCC website. Consultations need to be publicised in the
Newsletter so that RCC supporters are encouraged to participate. We need a larger email list for direct
communications. Publicity in the form of leaflets, stickers etc needs improving. We need to get more
people involved who are interested in cycling, e.g. Cycling Club members.

Mel asked for our Vision to be made available since members are not aware of what it contains.

a) Get the answers to out ASKS from LCC .
b) Send the ASKS to elected councillors to obtain replies from those who failed to respond during the
elections.
c) Email the new Transportation Chair (Cllr Speak) the new Cycling Champion (Cllr Marcel) and ask for
a meeting. Send them our proposed agenda.

Rides
The meeting discussed Paul’s reports that RCC rides are often very poorly attended. The following
proposals were made:
a) Ask other LCC groups whether they are interested in joint rides, e.g. Kingston,Wandsworth,
Hammersmith.
b) Improve Rides publicity e.g. Tweets, leaflets and posters.
c) Draw up an annual programme, of Rides.

Cycle access to Ham
Katherine reported that all three councillors (2 Con + 1 Lib) supported the ward ASK.
People in Ham are proposing to convene a meeting on the subject of getting to Richmond by  bike. The
proposal is broadly to create a path along the riverside (which is sometimes flooded) and possibly
across Petersham Field. There appear to be a number of different proposals for the area, some which
are not necessarily cycle friendly.  Organisations concerned are the Ham and Petersham Association,
Ham Forum and HUG (Ham United Group).
It was agreed that we need to become more familiar with the situation in order to launch a campaign.
Katherine will organise a reconnoissance ride so that we can become familiar with the issues.

6. Hammersmith Bridge
John has been in touch with Hammersmith CC to enquire whether the new council administration
(Labour) is likely to make new arrangements for cyclists crossing the bridge. Hammersmith CC has its
own proposals for the bridge and believes that the council may consider changes. They are in favour of
20mph limits in somme locations.

7. Barnes
Mel reported that consultations have been carried our with the Town Manager. She will be attending a
meeting next week with the Town Team.

8. Other business
a) Tim requested photos of people on bikes.

b) Tim will design a small card of leaflet as an aid to recruiting.
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