CTC Coventry and Warwickshire
Minutes of committee meeting held on 1st October 2008

Present

lan Bonner George Riches
Bert Pearce Carole Pearce
Rose Selwyn Ann Taylor
Bob Tinley Brian Vickers
Apologies

Kevin Croucher Avril Eyre
Dave Hearn

Minutes of previous meeting

Not available

Matters arising from Minutes

Rose proposed that minutes should be prepared and distributed soon after meetings and not left
until the next meeting: this was accepted.

Bob would distribute the minutes of the last meeting with the minutes from this meeting.

Although the minutes of the last meeting (May) were not available, Rose thought that they did not
adequately reflect the activities of the Nuneaton Section. Bob could not recollect receiving a long
e-mail from Rose, which had not been presented at the May meeting, but she had a reply from
Bob, showing that he had received it. Bob apologised and said he would try not to let it happen
again.

Secretary's Report

Headquarters (National Office) had asked all DA’'s and Sections (we are not supposed to use
these terms in future) to propose new names for their sections at their AGM’s. He thought that this
had been done and dusted last year, but HQ want it done again. HQ had sent clear guidelines for
the naming convention to be adopted — this had been used by Rugby and Coventry sections and
the DA and he asked Nuneaton to reconsider a change of name for consistency throughout the
DA and to abide with these guidelines.

Bob reminded the meeting about Russell, Jones and Walker who negotiate damage claims for the
CTC and specifically mentioned the recent case of a disabled cyclist, who had been thrown off his
bike and injure as a result of punctures caused by hedge cutting debris on the road.

Treasurers Report

Little change.

Rose asked what was the HQ loan — George explained that it was a sum of money we had asked
HQ to invest on our behalf to attract a better rate of interest than we could achieve ourselves.
Rose also asked George to check if the overall value of the HQ account was greater than the
£35000 savings protected by the government.

Roads and Safety

George reported on
e Coventry’s cycle training scheme.

¢ National Bike Week Ride from Coventry Canal Basin to The Greyhound Pub, along the
canal towpath.

e Cycle England would not provide funding for the proposed Sowe Valley cycle path.
e A secure bicycle park compound had been opened in the Barracks Car Park
e In Kenilworth licences from Network Rail have been obtained for 2.2 km of path

e A four year project, Extraordinary Cycles, has been initiated by Coventry Transport
Museum and Hybrid Arts Ltd.



A study tour in The Netherlands, in which he participated.

George’s full report is appended.

lan said that

The Ring Road Project, in Nuneaton, had been finished with shared use paths.

Weddington Road (Sustrans route S2) had had easy bits of white lining done, which were
not to design specifications.

Warwickshire County Council has nominated three councillors to be Cycling Champions.
Councillor Moss had been named in Nuneaton.

Bob had been to a positive meeting about local rights of way around the proposed Catthorpe
motorway intersection. The bad news was that the scheme was unlikely to be finished before

2014.

Resumé of 2008 events

100-mile event was successful with 8-riders

Nuneaton had had a very successful national Bike Week, please see Ann’s report.
Night ride was enjoyable but only attended by three people

Birthday Rides were enjoyed by the participants, but thought to be very expensive

Presidents Ride was a good day and well attended, but three potential riders had turned
back at Whitemoors because they did not know that the meeting point had been changed
to the Bosworth Battlefield site.

Forthcoming events

The AGM (25" October) will be a Bulkington Village Centre, Bert would provide coffee and
biscuits

Meriden Carol Service will start at 1300 hrs this year.

2009 events would go ahead as planned, but Bob will try to find an organiser for the Night
Ride, or it would be called off.

Section Reports

Ann presented a full report for Nuneton who had been busy with regular Thursday,
Saturday and Sunday Rides plus special events and a film show. In particular, they would
be having a celebratory ride for their 30t Anniversary on 5% October. A full copy of her
report is attached.

Avril sent a report saying that their numbers were increasing with up to 25 riders on
Wednesdays and 15 riders on Sundays.

Bob said that Coventry’s numbers were static at 12 riders on Sundays, although only 6
would ride all day and there were 6 riders on Tuesdays. The runs list on the website had
been improved with links to Google mapping — thanks for hard work by George and Kevin.

Any other business

Resignations — the present committee were all prepared to stand for 2009

Bob commented that several Coventry riders had refused to follow the leader on cycle
routes, which they considered to be “off-road”. It begged the question “Are we misguided
in campaigning for new cycling routes on old railway lines”

Date of next meeting
Wednesday 215t May at Avril's House



Matters arising

George said:

1)

2)

3)

National Office deposits. I understood that I should enquire where the money was deposited. Note that
the UK Financial Services Compensation Scheme only covers deposits by individuals, not corporate
bodies such as the CTC. Quote from the reply from National office dated 2 Oct "our money is held by
Royal Bank of Scotland. Apart from current and deposit accounts, we have a substantial deposit on the
Money Markets through RBS Treasury banking."

Kenilworth Connect2. The licences obtained from Network Rail are for land close to the Coventry -
Leamington line near Kenilworth Common and land close to Berkswell Station. The 2.2 km of
surfacing is between Coventry Road, Kenilworth and a point on the disused railway track to the North
West (SP279749), where a footpath crosses the Greenway.

Re AOB about several Coventry riders had refused to follow the leader on cycle routes, which they
considered to be “off-road”. I think the object to the railway track conversion was about the surface and
not about the whole scheme. I understand that Sustrans does recognise that unsealed surfaces are
unsuitable for utility (inc. commuting) and narrow tyre recreational cycling.



