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1. Summary  
 
1.1 This paper provides details of the Transport Committee’s recent report on motorcycle safety. 

 
 
2. Recommendation 

 
2.1 That the Committee notes the report, Motorcycle safety in London: update report, as 

agreed by the Chairman under delegated authority, in consultation with the Deputy Chair 

and party Group Lead Members, attached at Appendix 1. 

 

 

3. Background  
 
3.1 The Committee published a report on motorcycle safety in March 2016. In 2017/18 the Committee 

agreed to follow-up this work and hold a further meeting with Transport for London and other 

stakeholders.  At the Transport Committee meeting on 8 November 2017, the Committee delegated 

authority to the Chairman to agree the output from the meeting, in consultation with the Deputy 

Chair and party Group Lead Members.  

 
 
4. Issues for Consideration  
 

4.1 The final report, as attached at Appendix 1, was agreed by the former Chairman under delegated 

authority in consultation with the former Deputy Chair and party Group Lead Members. The 

conclusions of the report are: 

Conclusion 1 

The Motorcycle Safety Action Plan needs to be updated. We are now beyond the implementation 

date for all the actions in the previous plan, and there is no evidence that riding a motorcycle is any 

safer. We need a fresh look at this from the Mayor and TfL, bringing together all planned measures 

with clear timings and outcome measures. 

 



        

Conclusion 2 

The Mayor and TfL should consider reinstating their plans to develop a ‘London Standard’ for 

motorcycle safety training. It is not clear why this commitment was removed from the Mayor’s draft 

Transport Strategy. Quite rightly, the proposed London Standard raised expectations that 

motorcycle safety was a key priority for the Mayor. We are not wedded to any particular branding 

for the safety training programme, but for the Mayor to signal that his training initiatives are being 

watered down is inadvisable. 

Conclusion 3 

The Mayor and TfL need to clarify how their proposed accreditation scheme will work and make 

sure it is inclusive. In particular, it would be disappointing if motorcycle courier firms using self-

employed riders were not eligible for accreditation. We accept that meaningful accreditation will 

require clear training standards that may be difficult for these firms to meet in relation to riders 

they do not employ directly. However, a route to accreditation should be designed so potential 

customers and couriers can make an informed choice on the safety practices of firms they work 

with. 

Conclusion 4 

We welcome TfL’s Urban Motorcycle Design Handbook as a major step forward for motorcycle 

safety. Its guidance must be followed, however. This applies to both TfL and borough road 

schemes. We support the ongoing changes to roads to create Healthy Streets across London and 

make cycling and walking safer – good design for safe motorcycling must be implemented in the 

delivery of these schemes.1 

Conclusion 5 

Reductions in TfL’s road maintenance budget are worrying. Motorcyclists are particularly 

susceptible to poor road surface conditions. We accept TfL’s assurance that safety critical repairs 

will continue to be made. Any evidence that motorcyclists are at increased risk from damaged roads 

should be acted on immediately. 

Conclusion 6 

The Mayor and TfL need to get serious about ensuring motorcyclists can ride in all bus lanes. We 

are unconvinced that TfL is persuading boroughs to make this change with sufficient vigour. The 

rate of progress is far too slow and this is causing unnecessary risk for riders. TfL should provide 

whatever practical support boroughs need. Ultimately it might be necessary for the Mayor to use 

his financial leverage to make this change.2,3  
 

5. Legal Implications 
 
5.1 The Committee has the power to do what is recommended in this report. 
 
5.2 Officers confirm that the report, Future Transport: How is London responding to technological 

innovation? falls within the Committee’s terms of reference. 
 

                                                 
1 David Kurten AM of UKIP adds that Cycle Superhighways take up a lot of room on trunk routes which make things less safe for 
motorcyclists as lane width is reduced and they are squeezed into fewer lanes with other motorised vehicles. 
2 David Kurten AM of UKIP adds that it would also improve safety for motorcycles if they could use Cycle Superhighways at less 
busy times of the day outside rush hours, when there are hardly any bicycles on them and they lie dormant and empty. 
3 Caroline Russell AM is not convinced that Transport for London fully considered the evidence of safety issues at the time it 
made the decision to allow motorcyclists to ride in bus lanes. Caroline Russell AM is not convinced there was a compelling case for 
TfL to make this change and does not agree that London's boroughs should be urged to adopt TfL's policy of permitting 
motorcyclists to ride in bus lanes. 



        

6. Financial Implications 
 
6.1 There are no financial implications arising from this report. 
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