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What a summer it’s been…  but don’t get caught out, check your lights now!

Protesters made their allegiances known at a recent demonstration

Autumn 2013Autumn 2013

airport (dubbed the Yellowbrick Road) could not receive a 
share of the money, as Elton John was equally iconic.
In the resulting melee, a group from Cringleford claiming to 
be Blue Men shouted concerns about about their ‘Thin Blue 
Line’ leading to Sprowston, but were subsequently drowned 
out by celebratory popping of balloons amongst sandal-clad 
individuals claiming to follow the ‘Green Party Line’ which 
they said unites Bowthorpe with Broadland Business Park.

Thousands of demonstrators besieged City Hall in 
response to the news that a £3.7 million grant from 
the government was to be spent exclusively on 
Norwich’s Pink Pedalway.  
The Cycle City Ambition grant from the Department 
of Transport will be used to help pay for a £5.5m 
programme of infrastructure improvements on the 
eight mile Pink Pedalway which goes south-west to 
north-east across the city from the Norfolk & 
Norwich University Hospital through Mousehold 
Heath to Heartsease and beyond.
However, the Pink route is only one of five coloured strategic cross-city routes on the City Council’s 
strategic cycle network, linked by two further inner and outer orbital routes.  The decision to favour 
only one has caused consternation amongst those supporting routes of a different colour.
Against a background of a noisy demonstration by brightly attired cyclists, a City Council spokes-
person robustly defended the decision, claiming Pink was well liked in the corridors of power,

As matters began to get out of hand, someone in a hat 
resembling a member of The Village People (i.e. from 
Whitlingham) revealed himself to be Captain 
Scarlet, temporarily seized control of the 
meeting declaring that Spectrum is Red, then 
disappeared on a bike in the direction of  
Drayton.  Things then descended into chaos, 
with people dressed in purple and orange 
running rings round the other groups.  
The identity of a large cat later seen riding away 
with the spoils is at present unknown…

indeed she was the cycling officer’s 
favourite artist and was an icon for the 
LGBT community in the city.
This sparked an 
angry response 
from a group of fans 
dressed almost 
entirely in yellow, 
who demanded to 
know why their 
preferred route from 
Lakenham to the

Rival groups have made claims 
to the funding

Colourful demonstrators gather outside The Forum



Our thanks to John for his work on this issue
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John Elbro has continued with his excellent work on behalf of cyclists
 in connection with Norfolk County Council’s proposed Postwick Hub and the 
Northern Distributor Road.  Here is the latest news, demanding your action... 

from the 

‘Consultations 

Department’

John Elbro

Priority! 2013 NDR Consultation

Send your comments NOW to the consultation. At a previous consultation cyclists 
were the largest group to respond, and significant improvements have been 

incorporated into the present plans. Much remains to be improved. This will be 
your last chance to have a say. Closing date is 20th September.

Details of the consultation are at:
http://www.norfolk.gov.uk/Travel_and_transport/Transport_future_for_Norfolk/

Transport_for_Norwich/Northern_Distributor_Road_and_Postwick_Junction/NCC123849
Have a look at the Norwich NDR Main Scheme Plan, and you can respond using an on-line questionnaire.

If you feel able, please do say something in support of an NDR Greenway. Take a 
look at Norwich Cycling Campaign website for its vision of an NDR Greenway, 

at http://www.norwichcyclingcampaign.org/Greenway.htm

Postwick Hub Cycle Routes - the July Public Enquiry
Newsletter 89 reported that Norwich Cycling Campaign was moving towards a “Statement of Common 
Ground” with Norfolk County Council and the Highways Agency on the cycle routes associated with the 
Postwick Hub. Norwich Cycling Campaign Committee agreed that the new proposals appeared to address all the 
issues raised in the Campaign’s objections relating to lack of cycling facilities. A joint statement was prepared 
and signed by all parties and went forward for presentation to the July Public Enquiry.  We are now awaiting the 
outcome of the Inspector’s recommendations. Norfolk County Council website reports “The Inspector is 
currently writing his report which will be submitted to the Secretaries of State.”
If the Inspector gives a yes, work can expected to start at the earliest opportunity. If he says “no” Norfolk 
County Council will have a another bite at the cherry with the:

2013 NDR Consultation – closing date 20th September 2013
The 2013 NDR Consultation embraces both the NDR and the Postwick Hub. The Postwick Hub is included to 
cover the possibility of  “no” from the inspector from the July Enquiry. It is important to realise that Norfolk 
County Council are using the NSIP (Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project) route to obtain planning 
permission for the NDR. The NSIP route bypasses the local planning procedure. Instead, after the current public 
consultation an inspector will examine the project. The inspector will then recommend to the Secretary of State 
whether or not it should proceed. Localism it is not! This really is the last chance to make your views known 
before a decision is made.
Norwich Cycling Campaign committee looked at the project at their last meeting and is making a response on 
behalf of the Campaign. One concern is that an item in the key to the map has been changed. The purple line 
that represented “Proposed footway/cycleway/bridleway” in the 2012 plan has become “Proposed bridleway/
private means of access (where applicable)” in the 2013 plan. Enquiries to Norfolk County Council reveal there 
is continuing discussion on the form the surface of the bridleway should take. A compacted surface of broken up 
old road surfacing seems to be one possibility. Do look at the plans - do make your comments.

It seems the newspapers and media are all 
discussing cycling policy issues, cyclist behaviour 
and safety at the moment.  We wouldn’t want your 
Norwich Cycling Campaign Newsletter to miss out. 

On pages 4 and 5 we have featured some 
members’ views on four issues.  Feel free to 
respond to the debate by sending in your 
comments for the next newsletter.  The Newsletter 
Compiler’s email address is given on page 10.

Your Cycling Campaign

DISCUSSION ZONE
- see pages 4 & 5

Possible NDR route

Postwick 
hub 

location
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Norwich City Council’s ‘Cycle City Ambition 
Grant’ application was successful!

Cycle routes in the city will see big improvements over the next two years following Norwich City Council’s successful bid for funding. 
The Cycle City Ambition grant of £3.7m from the Department for Transport was applied for in partnership with Norfolk County Council. It will help pay for a £5.5m programme of projects to improve cycling infrastructure across Norwich. 
At the centre of the work is a plan to improve the eight-mile ‘pink pedalway’, which crosses the city centre from the Norfolk & Norwich University Hospital/Norwich Research Park area to Heartsease. 
Norwich was invited by the DfT to apply for the funding as one of the 28 cities that are part of the City Deals process.
Councillor Brenda Arthur, leader of Norwich City Council, said: "We are absolutely delighted by this news. The programme of improvements will not only benefit existing cyclists but we hope it will also encourage more people in the city to use their bikes." 
"This is also a landmark moment since it’s the first award the council has received as part of its involvement in City Deals. I’m really looking forward to seeing the huge benefits both these initiatives will bring to Norwich through this successful bid." 
Councillor David Harrison, Norfolk County Council’s cabinet member for environment, transport, development and waste, said: "This is excellent news for the growing number of cyclists in Norwich, building upon the network of pedalways launched with the Norwich Cycle Map last summer. 
"Cycling has an important place in our ‘Transport for Norwich’ plans, which are underpinned by the Norwich Area Transport Strategy (NATS). This funding will help us accelerate improvements for cyclists in the same way that ‘Better Bus Area’ funding is being used to bring forward improvements for public transport. In the longer term, Norwich is set to become an even more cycle-friendly city." 
The work outlined in the Cycle City Ambition bid is part of our long-term plan to improve the design of routes that form the Norwich cycle network (launched last June) and follows on from the successful ‘Connect 2’ project.
A total of £1.8m of local money will be contributed from local transport plan funds; developer contributions; Norwich City, Norfolk County and Broadland District Councils; Norwich Clinical Commissioning Group and the University of East Anglia.
There will be a full consultation on the projects and some will require approval from council committees.

See further comment on 
this project on page 5
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DISCUSSION ZONE

1. Parking Problems – An incentive 
    to cycle?
There is an insatiable desire among many people each to own 
a car and be able to drive when and where they please. 
Congestion, parking and traffic restrictions provide some 
barriers to this.
Everyone acknowledges that parking at home is a problem, 
but no solutions are offered by the city or county councils. 
Permit parking does not increase spaces or guarantee a space, 
and I suspect it has little effect on households’ decisions on 
car ownership. There is a fixed limit on parking spaces 
available in streets of terrace houses of one space per house. 
In other areas the level of on-street parking is gradually 
increasing.
Measures to reduce the pressure on parking places would 
generally be welcomed.
Reducing car ownership to no more than one car per 
household with cycling, walking and bus travel for more 
journeys. If residents could see the attraction of less car 
ownership they may take to measures that would help. 
Reducing car ownership would address many problems.
Personal travel plans are ideal but expensive, but if local bus 
services and times were publicised this could bring home the 
efficiency of this method of travel.
The Norfolk car club could be better publicised and the “join 
for free” offer made more well known.

Cycling is a highly convenient way to get about in the very 
areas of terrace houses where parking is the most serious 
problem. Bikes can be locked in front gardens where no rear 
access or storage is available. Children and young people 
cycling can seriously reduce the need for lifts to school, 
which necessitate return journeys morning and afternoon.
I think schools in the areas affected could be the key.
Present school cycle training sessions include such 
restricted numbers and times that those unable to ride a bike 
or very unsure benefit little. Bikeability training would be a 
big improvement. Cycle clubs at local schools would give 
children more confidence and give a reason to bike to 
school. Many school playgrounds are ideal for this. Dr Bike 
sessions could be provided to ensure bikes are roadworthy.
The benefits of cycling are overwhelming in terms of 
economics, health, tackling obesity, pollution, global 
warming. Children and future generations benefit the most 
Research would need to be done to establish the scale of the 
problem and quantify any gains.
Numbers of households in each street are readily available.
Surveying streets at around 9pm would give a measure of 
spare capacity and an idea of distances to find spaces.

The cost of these measures would be comparatively 
small when set against the gains, and the cost of 
doing nothing.

Jeff Jordan writes...

Most people who ride a bike regularly realise 
that the helmet issue has become a bit of a 

‘totem’ around which people chant cycle safety, 
while not really being the point.  

As cycling becomes ever more popular it seems
inevitable people will be getting more and more 

worked up about helmets.

There are two distinct helmet issues.  The first 
question is whether a helmet is worth wearing 

every time you set out on your bike.  The second 
topic is whether the law should compel all 

cyclists to wear helmets.

For me, the answer to the second point is fairly 
clear and supported by all the evidence.  

Legislating to force the bicycling public to wear 
helmets would not actually improve safety, it 

would have a serious negative effect on the level 

of cycling in the UK with dire net 
consequences for public health, and would 
also create heavy economic costs.

As for the first point, whether to wear a 
helmet, that can reasonably be left to 
personal choice, and there are of course 
circumstances when wearing one is a good idea.  
I always encourage new cycle trainees to wear 
one because they are useful protection against 
head-on-kerb impacts if you lose control of 
the bike and take a tumble.  For more 
experienced cyclists the main advantage is in 
making looks-behind more visible to drivers, 
perhaps also in encouraging some individual 
wearers to adopt a more responsible attitude 
towards other traffic.  

From a safety viewpoint, wearing a high 
visibility jacket is more important.  But if 
you do wear a helmet, do make sure it’s 
adjusted and done up or it won’t be much use!

2. The totem pole – the helmet issue
Matthew Williams writes...

From The Independent 
31 August 2013 
following recent 

comments by 
Olympic cyclist 

Laura Trott
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David Cameron has given his backing to plans to galvanise a ‘cycling revolution’.  Now we need our MPs to attend a debate on the first day 
Parliament returns (September 2), welcoming this funding.  It is hoped all our local MPs will take part in this debate.
The Government describes the announcement as ‘the biggest ever single injection of cash’ for cycling.  This funding will provide annual 
spending of around £10 per head over two years for the populations of 8 cities, including Norwich, and visitors to 4 national parks.  This 
funding is only a start; much more will be needed to Get the Whole of Britain Cycling.  We need enough funding to make ‘Cycletopia’ a reality 
throughout the land.
How will the money be spent?  The Prime Minister is calling on councils to design high standards of cycle-friendliness in all future highway and 
traffic schemes, while outlining plans to improve cycle access along and across trunk roads and motorways.  He also announced a cycle-friendly 
schools competition, and a feasibility study for improved provision, including links to local stations, along the corridor of the HS2 rail link.
In Norwich we already have a new cycle map showing 5 cross-city routes and 2 circular routes – map available from City Hall.  These routes are 
marked out with coloured stickers, but signed places would be helpful for visiting cyclists.  Funding earmarked for Norwich is just enough to 
improve one of these routes, of which the pink route, between the NNUH and science park in the west and Heartsease in the east, passing 
through the city centre, is the chosen one.  Hoped-for future funding will enhance further routes as well as those in other Norfolk towns.
By making commuting by bike a preferred option, city and town centre congestion will be reduced, while participants will feel fitter and 
happier as a result.  As one who has been cycling most of my long life I find it a most pleasurable activity while Norfolk, with its gentle 
topography and climate, is one of the best counties for doing it in.

It is of course good news that Norwich will share in the recent government £94M funding announcement for cycling infrastructure and 

other initiatives. The £3.7M funding for the city hopefully will be used wisely and effectively to further enhance the Norwich cycling 

environment.  This could build on what has already been established for cyclists in and around the city.  It is with much pride that, in 

conjunction with my City Council colleagues, I helped increase the level of cycling in Norwich to over 5 times the UK national average, 

over ten years ago as an officer responsible for cycling at County Hall.  

It must be remembered, amidst all this euphoria, that funding availability is considered by many experienced practitioners to be of less 

importance than other, more telling aspects: political will, leadership, vision, a basic understanding of 'cycle awareness' and a 

preparedness to give cyclists priority over motorised traffic.  This combination is the norm in many places on the continent where 'filtered 

permeability' ensures that  sustainable modes have considerable advantage over cars for short journeys in and around urban centres.  

Through a combination of good design, traffic laws and culture, cyclists and pedestrians have genuine priority over traffic, be it at side 

road junctions, roundabouts, traffic lights and also on many of the road network links where centre lines are removed in favour of 

generous cycle lanes.  High quality segregated routes are also available.  Hence the comparatively high levels of cycling (and it's safer 

too) in countries like Holland and Denmark.

The latest announcement is a discrete, relatively modest allocation of funding, not part of a wider strategy nor part of a long-term 

investment or commitment, and I see little evidence of the necessary, vital political leadership.  Almost in the same breath as PM David 

Cameron's recent cycle funding announcement, it is chilling to hear the likes of his trusted cabinet colleague Eric Pickles saying, "Town 

Halls need to ditch their anti-car dogma" in his desire to create more road and parking space where there is none.  I wonder whether the 

people of Norwich would like to see traffic back on Gentleman's Walk or in London Street?  Has nothing been learned about giving even 

more space and priority to motor vehicles in crowded urban centres or from the clear examples of success from the continent?  

The fate of the 2002 English Region's Cycling Development Team and the subsequent loss of the annual £60M funding and the Cycling 

England initiative ('burnt on the bonfire of the quangos' by the current coalition government soon after coming to office) should remind us 

that in the world of UK politics, commitment to cycling has always been a short-term thing - by all shades of government. 

So, I remain cynical that this latest announcement will not be enough to make a lasting difference.  I would dearly like to be proved wrong.

3. Get Britain Cycling initiative
Phyll Hardie writes...

… and comments from Rob Marshall, Transport Initiatives, Peterborough, August 2013

Whenever cycling is discussed this issue 
is raised, in the press, TV and radio.
In everyday conversations cyclists are asked about this.
The stock answer is that it is illegal, most dangerous to the cyclist 
and is not condoned by cycling organisations.
I think a more studied response would be helpful, so that cyclists 
had facts readily available to avoid being on the defensive.
Motorists can be seen driving through red lights at many 
crossings, but do not stand out as it is so routine and the 
difference between crossing at amber or red is measured in 
seconds, with the motorist speedily exiting the junction.
In contrast cyclists cross warily, are very conspicuous and take 
much longer to complete the crossing.
The contrast in risks is also striking. The cyclist is very 
vulnerable, and conspicuously in the wrong place. Any motorist 
involved in a collision is less likely to be injured, and can easily 
deny crossing at red.
I feel confident that any survey would show more motorists than 
cyclists not stopping for red.
Research to support this would be helpful in promoting cycling, 
and a warning to road users not to rely completely on a red light 
for protection.
I think there is one glaring omission in discussing this issue.

The latest announcement is a discrete, relatively modest 

allocation of funding, not part of a wider strategy nor part of a 

long-term investment or commitment, and I see little evidence of 

the necessary, vital political leadership.  Almost in the same 

breath as PM David Cameron's recent cycle funding 

announcement, it is chilling to hear the likes of his trusted cabinet 

colleague Eric Pickles saying, "Town Halls need to ditch their anti-

car dogma" in his desire to create more road and parking space 

where there is none.  I wonder whether the people of Norwich 

would like to see traffic back on Gentleman's Walk or in London 

Street?  Has nothing been learned about giving even more space 

and priority to motor vehicles in crowded urban centres or from 

the clear examples of success from the continent?  

The fate of the 2002 English Region's Cycling Development Team 

and the subsequent loss of the annual £60M funding and the 

Cycling England initiative ('burnt on the bonfire of the quangos' by 

the current coalition government soon after coming to office) 

should remind us that in the world of UK politics, commitment to 

cycling has always been a short-term thing - by all shades of 

government. 

So, I remain cynical - feeling this latest announcement will not be 

enough to make a lasting difference.  I would dearly

like to be proved wrong.

It is of course good news that Norwich will share in the recent 

government £94M funding announcement for cycling 

infrastructure and other initiatives. The £3.7M funding for the city 

hopefully will be used wisely and effectively to further enhance 

the Norwich cycling environment.  This could build on what has 

already been established for cyclists in and around the city.  It is 

with much pride that, in conjunction with my City Council 

colleagues, I helped increase the level of cycling in Norwich to 

over 5 times the UK national average, over ten years ago as an 

officer responsible for cycling at County Hall.  

It must be remembered, amidst all this euphoria, that funding 

availability is considered by many experienced practitioners to be 

of less importance than other, more telling aspects: political will, 

leadership, vision, a basic understanding of 'cycle awareness' and 

a preparedness to give cyclists priority over motorised traffic.  

This combination is the norm in many places on the continent 

where 'filtered permeability' ensures that  sustainable modes have 

considerable advantage over cars for short journeys in and 

around urban centres.  Through a combination of good design, 

traffic laws and culture, cyclists and pedestrians have genuine 

priority over traffic, be it at side road junctions, roundabouts, 

traffic lights and also on many of the road network links where 

centre lines are removed in favour of generous cycle lanes.  High 

quality segregated routes are also available.  Hence the 

comparatively high levels of cycling (and it's safer too) in 

countries like Holland and Denmark.

4. Cycling through red lights

Jeff Jordan writes more...

The directions in the Highway Code say you should stop at 
amber, unless it is unsafe to do so, and you should approach 
traffic lights at such a speed that allows you to stop safely if 
necessary.
In my enquiries with the police no details could be given of 
drivers being convicted of driving through an amber light, or even 
a red one. Convictions would be for careless or dangerous driving, 
and this only following a collision. So the rules of the road seem 
to be “you can go through amber and red lights without penalty 
unless you hit someone”.
Cameras on traffic lights seem to be the only answer to this, as the 
offence is over in a flash, so eye witness accounts are difficult to 
support.
Motorists constantly exceed the speed limits, and without speed 
cameras this would be much more common. Clearly this approach 
is needed with traffic lights. At present motorists know that the 
chance of being caught on camera is remote, but if cameras were 
common and their location not known and changed frequently this 
would be a very effective deterrent to an offence which at present 
we have very little evidence to how common it is.
Driving a vehicle is a privilege, and a heavy responsibility. To 
obey such simple restrictions as traffic lights is the least we can 
demand.
Well researched evidence of the facts surrounding behaviour of 
all road users at traffic lights would bring into perspective claims 
about flagrant disregard of traffic law, and identify those most at 
fault and causing most risk, accidents and deaths.
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Phyll’s 
Philosophies

Phyll Hardie

I attended most sessions of 
the recent four-week long public inquiry into the proposed 
Postwick Hub road scheme.  They were short weeks as many of 
the officers involved – Highways Agency, Mott McDonald, their 
barrister, the inquiry inspector, admin staff – lived out of 
county and had long commutes, so lodging in Norwich during the 
week.  The first week was taken up with officers, including 
those from Norfolk County Council, giving various justifications 
as to why the scheme was so badly needed and the limited 
impact it was likely to make on the natural landscape.  I found 
this most depressing, but in the second week we started hearing 
some of the objections, from those brave enough to stand up to 
the barrister’s sarcastic scrutiny.  

Our Tony Clarke was the first objector to speak, telling us that 
now the scheme included some walking and cycling facilities, as a 
result of pressure by CTC and Norwich Cycling Campaign, our 
objection was withdrawn.  Much of the rest of the inquiry was 
given over to the objectors.  Of particular concern was the 
closing off of the slip road from the southern bypass currently 
accessing Thorpe St Andrew.  Although this would remain open 
to cyclists, motorised vehicles would now have to negotiate all 
four roundabouts of the scheme.  There were objections about 
the extra time, fuel and exhaust fumes this would use / 
produce; objections about the loss of countryside and 
productive farmland, that the whole scheme was to enable the 
start of an NDR, that the money it is going to cost could be 
spent more productively elsewhere.  Even the developer of the 
proposed business park extension said such a complicated 
system was unnecessary.

In the inquiry library I had a look at the letters of support for 
the scheme, to see their reasoning.  Several were from 
businesses north of Norwich, in Wroxham, North Walsham, 
Cromer etc, who reckoned their vehicles could be speeded up by 
the scheme, but there was one from a couple living right on the 
scheme, whom I know.  They wanted an end to all the rat-running 
round the lanes, which is now a feature of this area.  I know just 
what they mean, as this area is part of my cycling ‘patch’ and the 
increased traffic zooming round blind corners really has become 
a problem in recent years.

One fine day we all had a site visit.  We started at the Postwick 
Park & Ride site, due to be doubled in size from 500 to 1000 
spaces.  Since it was now less than half full one can only wonder 
about the sense of doing this.  Next we moved on to Smee Lane 
where we walked up a footpath.  Half way along we were told 
this was where one of the roundabouts was to be constructed.  
There was a field of flowering potato plants on the left, a field 
of waving wheat to the right, with a hedge between.  I was glad 
the inspector could see the proposed destruction of our 
beautiful and productive farmland.  At another stop I was able 
to point out to him some mullein moth caterpillars on mullein 
plants, a not too common a species.

So now we await the inspector’s decision, presumably after he 
has read through all the documents, the objections and letters 
of support.

*

I was glad that, while the inquiry was in progress, a scientific 
study was reported on in Lancet Oncology to say that 
researchers have found that long-term exposure to soot 
particles at levels similar to those found in suburban Britain can 
increase the risk of lung cancer by up to 36 per cent.  The 
scientists behind two studies say their findings indicate that 
current safety limits on air pollution need to be lowered, as air 
pollution has large effects on public health.  The report, 
announced in several newspapers, was included with the inquiry 
notes.

Another study has found that high levels of exposure to exhaust 
fumes in pregnancy are likely to produce children who are likely 
to suffer from anxiety, depression and attention problems.  It’s 
a pity some joined up thinking does not produce some common 
sense action, but nothing is more important than ‘growth’.

*

Apparently some car manufacturers are worried.  In Britain the 
number of 17- to 22-year-olds taking their driving test fell by 
19 per cent between 2005 and 2012, a drop of more than 
200,000.  Much of the decrease has been attributed to the 
rising cost of driving tuition as well as running a car.  Not only 
has the price of fuel more or less doubled in the past decade, 
but car insurance for young people has shot up.  The average 
premium for 17-and 18-year-olds now costs more than £3,205 
per year.  Apparently increasing urbanisation is also having an 
effect such that late teens don’t need their own set of wheels.  
Driving simply isn’t as essential as it once was; even those who 
have passed their test are driving less.  Well, have you noticed 
any reduction in the number of cars on the road?  I’m afraid I 
haven’t; there seem to be more young drivers than ever 
practising their three-point turns on our local roads.  If these 
reports really are true, there’s even less need for the proposed 
Postwick Hub and NDR.

*

How is the cycle hire scheme at Norwich railway station going?  
Out of 30 bikes available only two were out when I enquired.  
What a pity, but then they are all gents’ bikes and we ladies 
don’t want to kick our legs over crossbars, even if we could!  
When they were considering the scheme, why did they not 
choose a Brompton Dock, as I suggested in a letter to the 
station manageress?  A Brompton folding bike has a step-thru 
frame, and its saddle is adjustable for height so can be ridden 
by any adult or even a larger child.  I was interested to see 
Peterborough station’s Brompton Dock, acquired in the spring.  
When I looked, of 20 bikes available, 10 were out on loan.

*

Well it wasn’t such a bad summer
after all, when it finally arrived.  Let’s hope there’s 
still enough fine weather for some autumn cycle touring.

The Brompton Dock at Peterborough
(and Rob Marshall playing Peep-Bo)
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Reproduced from The Independent
13.06.13

On 19 April, Tony Clarke (07811747890) attended the inquest on cyclist Sam Crisp, as a Cyclists Touring Club Right to Ride Representative. 

The facts were set out by the Police Collision investigator PC Simon Hall. At about 5.15 pm on Thursday 3 May 2012, a Vauxhall Corsa, driven by Jamie 
Maud, was tracked on CCTV travelling south on the A1151 Sprowston Road Norwich between the ring road roundabout and the pedestrian crossing [about 
200 metres]. The average speed of the Corsa, calculated from the CCTV footage was 38 mph. 

No evidence was given as to the driver's eyesight, presence of legal or illegal drugs or interactions between the driver and the front seat passenger. A relative 
of the deceased tried to question the passenger about a MP3 player and the Corsa's sound system but lacking the forensic skills of a barrister he failed to 
elicit any information.

The coroner recorded a verdict of death as a result of a road accident. The driver of the Corsa, Jamie Maud had been convicted of speeding at Norwich 
Magistrates on 5 December and was fined £125.00 and licence was endorsed 3 points.

After the inquest was closed I overheard a police officer explaining to the relatives of Sam Crisp that the Crown Prosecution Service were unwilling to 
proceed with a charge of causing death by dangerous driving as no jury in Norfolk would convict. Also they would not proceed with a lesser charge of driving 
without due care an attention as no Magistrate in Norfolk would convict.

Make what you will of this matter - but it shows a sorry state of affairs. I wonder why the CPS did not use S35 of the Offences Against the Person Act 1861 
which states:  "Drivers of carriages injuring persons by furious driving: Whosoever, having the charge of any carriage or vehicle, shall by wanton or furious 
driving or racing, or other wilful misconduct, or by wilful neglect, do or cause to be done any bodily harm to any person whatsoever, shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and being convicted thereof shall be liable, at the discretion of the court, to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding two years," This Act has 
been used to prosecute cyclists and drivers of electric invalid vehicles.



SHORT CUT:  Anyone noticed how cyclists 
prefer a more direct line from UEA to the N&N 
hospital than the official dog-leg via the pavilion 
and sub-standard cycle path? 
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KER-DUNK (1): Annoying upstand on the 
official cycle network at Beecheno Road

KER-DUNK (2): Kerb stones used for ramp at 
Union Street have been laid up the wrong way 

KER-DUNK (3): Vicious kerb and ramp at UEA

SLOW DOWN:  New sign 
has appeared at UEA for 

the speed merchants 

IS THAT RIGHT?:  Is that sign for 
cyclists leaving Duke Street pointing 
into St John Maddermarket or right 
into Charing Cross?

KER-DUNK (5): Highly effective speed ramp at Union Street

SOMETHING ELSE TO 
WATCH OUT FOR:
Some flush kerbs and 
ramps in Norwich are not 
quite flush

… where we try to show miscellaneous examples of the good, the bad and the interesting,
     as reported to Norwich Cycling Campaign

The

KER-DUNK (4): Castle Meadow 



C Y C L E  P A R K I N G  W A R S
Dramatic development, as Notcutts withdraws from the contest!
In Newsletter 88 we showed how Notcutts and Halfords were vying for pole position in the hall of shame of shocking cycle 
parking.  Thanks to what seems to have been a conversion experience at senior executive level, there has appeared 
some modern cycle parking (Sheffield stands) right outside the entrance of the garden centre at Daniels Road.  And 
strangely enough, it’s already full with parked bikes (only slightly obstructed by sale items).  And dare we say it, in a ‘told 
you so’ sort of way, bikes means customers!   Over to you, Halfords at Barker Street!

Original ‘parking’ 
at Notcutts

Newly-installed proper racks

Two weeks later, once customers are aware

SPOTTED IN BERLIN

Left, not really some thief-proof 
cycle parking, but a sculpture

Right, a tasteful Teutonic 
bike shop
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tiny 

And now, even Tesco are playing their hand!

for readers who say they 
like that kind of thing

The new store at Drayton has 
shied away from the customary 
wheel-benders and installed (sort 
of) Sheffield racks, sneakily 
disguised between other racks 
disguised at parked bikes!  Could 
be a ploy to fool the bike rack 
inspectors….
The customers will decide if this 
particular little bit helps.



Website: www.norwichcyclingcampaign.org         
Newsgroup: http://groups.yahoo.com/group/norwichcycling/             Email: info.norwichcyclingcampaign@gmail.com

Chairman: Rotating chair for each meeting
Treasurer & Membership Secretary: Bob Cutter (robert.cutter@mypostoffice.co.uk)
Consultations Officer: John Elbro (in an advisory capacity, j.elbro@lineone.net)
Webpage Editor: Oliver Stretton-Downes (ollystrettondownes@gmail.com)
Newsletter Compiler: Matthew Williams (mattwill75@hotmail.com)
Other committee members: Phyll Hardie, Tony Clarke, Virginia Greasley, Jeff Jordan
Minute Taker Margaret Todd
Hon. Auditor Rachel Mold
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Norwich Cycling Campaign members’ meetings normally take place monthly on the third Monday. 

       Forthcoming meetings:  16 September, 14 October, 18 November (that’s the AGM!)
at Princes Street United Reform Church, Norwich, NR3 1AZ. 

!! Deadline for material for Winter newsletter: 24th November 2013 !!  All positive contributions welcomed.

Norwich City Council (part time cycling officer): Tim Mellors (timmellors@norwich.gov.uk)

Contacts and Who’s Who 

Time to get out that rusty steed again?

OOPS:  
As advertised in the 

last newsletter, the Gas Hill Gasp 
cycle racing event took place on the 

evening of 5 July, and a fantastic 
event it again proved.  But not 

necessarily for your newsletter 
compiler, who as an occasional 

mamil has been having a go since 
the days of yore, and this time 
cruelly crashed out in an early 

round (“I woz ridden into”), 
sustaining two broken ribs….OUCH.

FANCY CYCLING: A much more sensible 
way of going about things (see also below)

NO CONNECTION WITH THE ABOVE: Christine Wilson sent in this 
photo taken when she had got off the Mersey ferry in Wallasey –
although she says there were plenty of cycle paths also signposted

OH THE JOYS of a British 
cycle path (Colney Lane)(don’t ask…)


