
At TG’s AGM in September, delegates will vote on two mandate proposals.  
So start thinking about the issues now

CYCLISTS
Our first mandate proposal is:

TG calls for a framework of 
legally enforceable rights and 
responsibilities for cyclists 
using roads and public 
footpaths, making them (and/
or legal guardians, for minors) 
accountable for their behaviour.

As responsibilities for cyclists was 
a common theme in the received 
proposals, we have created this proposal 
to encapsulate all concerns. Please note: 
this refers exclusively to bicycles, as 
motorcycles are covered by separate, 
more stringent regulations.

WHY IT MATTERS
While cyclists may form a minority of 
road users, they are also the most 

vulnerable, with cycles offering no 
protection in the event of an impact.  
As such, much is made of motorists’ 
need to be mindful of cyclists – but 
while it is important to ensure cyclists’ 
safety, especially in an age when we are 
being encouraged to use greener modes 
of transport, it is also important for 
cyclists to bear some responsibility  
for their own and others’ safety.

Of course there are rules for cyclists 
– see www.gov.uk/guidance/the- 
highway-code/rules-for-cyclists- 
59-to-82 – but it could be argued  
that these don’t go far enough, and that 
it is difficult to enforce regulations if 
those cyclists in breach of them can’t  
be identified.

POSSIBLE AREAS OF FOCUS
The following are some areas this 
mandate could cover (this list is not 

exhaustive, and the phrasing of the 
proposal enables us to consider a range 
of approaches should it be accepted).

Insurance: Motorists are required to 
have insurance so that, in the event  
of an accident, they can be held to 
account for any damages. Cyclists  
have no such requirement and – while 
they are likely to come out worse in  
a direct collision – this leaves them 
unaccountable for accidents they  
cause through reckless road usage  
that impacts on other road users.

Alongside this, we would look at  
the feasibility and usefulness of 
registering cycles/cyclists and some 
form of identification on bicycles so 
they might be found in the event of  
an accident/incident.
Training: While a specific licence  
for bicycles may be inappropriate in 
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most cases, particularly for children, 
more should be done to ensure that 
those who cycle as their primary  
means of transport have received 
adequate road-safety training – with, 
potentially, some form of certificate  
to demonstrate this.

Linked to this would be a call for 
companies involved with food delivery 
(such as Uber Eats or Just Eat) to  
ensure that those working for them 
have adequate training and cycling 
ability so that they don’t put other  
road users at risk. In this instance,  
calls could be made for a mandatory 
certification in road safety as well  
as accountability for the company if 
they fail to ensure that staff are trained 
and insured.

Equipment: While lights are now 
mandatory on bicycles, bells are only  
a recommendation – despite being  
just as important in making others 
aware of a cyclist’s presence. This is 
particularly true where space is shared 
with pedestrians, who cannot move  
out of the way of a cyclist if they are 
unaware of them. 

Parental accountability: Many 
cyclists are children, and it would  
be unfair to expect them to hold to  
all the same regulations as adult 
cyclists. However, there should still  
be repercussions should they behave 
recklessly, with parents responsible  
for children’s understanding of road 
safety and courtesy to others. There 
would also be the question of handling 
insurance for children, possibly by 
linking it to parents’ insurance.  
(In part, this would involve a call  
for motor insurance companies to 
provide options for bicycle cover as  
part of their deals.)

DISCUSSION POINTS FOR GUILDS
● What are your own experiences when 
encountering cyclists, and/or as a 
cyclist yourself ?
● What obstacles do you see to the 
proposed mandate and how might 
these be overcome?
● Who should be responsible for 
enacting these changes, and for 
ensuring that cyclists modify their 
behaviour accordingly? 

PUBLIC TOILETS
Our second mandate proposal is:

TG is concerned that the decline 
in the number of free-to-access 
public toilets is a threat to citizens’ 
hygiene, health, mobility, dignity 
and equality. We therefore urge 
Her Majesty’s Government to 
make adequate provision of free 
public toilets a legal requirement 
for local authorities, supported by 
protected, sustained funding.

WHY IT MATTERS
However much we try to plan around it, 
we’ve all been there: out and about and 
in need of a toilet. And, as more public 
toilets are closed, locating the nearest 
convenience has become an increasing 
concern. If you’re in a town or city centre, 
chances are some of the businesses may 
have toilets in them – but many 
restaurants, cafés and bars reserve toilets 
for paying customers and some even 
have locks on the doors.

This is a bad situation for anyone. But 
for parents of young children, those 
unable to walk long distances to reach a 
public toilet, or those with illnesses such 
as irritable bowel syndrome or Crohn’s 
disease, the decrease in availability could 
make it hard for them to venture out at all.

Then there are those who are 
homeless, who may be reliant  
on public toilets as one of the  
scant few dignities  
remaining to them,  
and who may not be  
welcome even in  
those businesses,  
such as department  
stores, that don’t  
monitor the use of toilets.

WHY ARE THEY CLOSING?
The short answer: funding. Specifically, 
funding for public conveniences comes 
under local authority responsibility, but 
there is no legal duty for them to ensure 
these stay open. As such, many councils 
see closing public toilets as an easy way 
to save money, ignoring such closures’ 
impact on people’s health and wellbeing, 
and on matters of sanitation.

This is why the mandate, were it to  
be accepted, would seek to ensure that 
councils are given both a mandatory 
duty to provide toilets and the financial 
aid they need to do so – in conjunction, 
potentially, with other organisations. 

Of course, businesses have a part to 
play too, and one means to ensure 
provision without overspending might 
be to provide financial incentives for 
businesses to make their toilets available 
for those who aren’t paying customers. 

OTHER POINTS TO CONSIDER
● Towns and cities are one thing; 
consider rural areas where businesses 
aren’t there to make up the shortfall 
should public toilets close.
● Not all train stations have provisions, 
and uncertainty over toilet provisions 
further from home may leave people 
feeling unable to travel. 
● For motorists, service stations and 
petrol stations are required to provide 

free toilets only if they form part of 
an official, signposted service area. 

So it may not be easy to 
find somewhere to stop, 
especially if travelling  
with young children or 
those who may otherwise 
find it more difficult to go 
without a toilet for longer 
periods of time.Sh
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Don’t  
forget… 

…to consider all points  

of view. For an alternative 

perspective, see 

tinyurl.com/ 

y5wop8c7


