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Editorial  
 
Spending on maintaining roads 

across the whole country is being cut 

back by local councils to save money. 

As a result, potholes are increasing. 

This is creating dangerous roads.  

Cyclists are particularly at risk. There 

have been deaths reported of cyclists 

who ran into a pothole (pensioner 

Ron Hamer of Manchester is one 

such case). Roads Minister Jesse 

Norman reported to Parliament that 

22 cyclists died and 368 were badly 

hurt between 2007 and 2016 where a 

factor in the accident was a ñpoor or 

defective road surfaceò and the   

numbers seem to be rising. Bicycles 

are vulnerable to damage and cars 

and other vehicles can also suffer 

very expensive damage.  

Now it happens that I had cause to 

complain to the Leader of Bromley 

Council (my local borough) only    

recently. This was to Councillor Colin 

Smith who got the top job not long 

ago and I am confident he will do it 

well.  

He was also previously responsible 

for the Environment portfolio which 

includes traffic issues so he should 

know about the subject.  

I said in summary that Bromleyôs 

roads seem to be getting much worse 

of late in terms of numbers of pot-

holes ï and thatôs even before the 

recent bad weather. Bromleyôs roads 

used to be better maintained than 

many other London boroughs but I do 

not think that is true any longer. But 

he did not exactly agree with me.  

It is true that if one uses Bromleyôs 

fix-my-street web site to report pot-

holes, they are normally rectified    

relatively soon, particularly if they are 

dangerous ones more than a 

few inches deep.  

Continued on next page. 

Quotes of the Month.  
 
ñPTAL ratings are a crude toolé..the Greater London Authority and TfL need 
to provide evidence that rail stations in outer boroughs have the capacity to 
take on a substantial increase in users before significant new levels of house-
building around those areasòé...London Councils. In response to the London 
Plan consultation.  
 
ñUnfortunately, this educational freedom of choice [that parents have a choice 
of schools in any location] has been an environmental and logistical disaster. 
Millions of unnecessary miles are travelled daily, resulting in pollution from the 
vehicles used, the loss of productive time for the parents involved, and the 
congestion that it has inflicted on every community in the 
countryò. é.Malcolm Bulpitt in an article in Local Transport 
Today.   
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Editorial 
(Cont.) 
 

But there are now so many pot-

holes to report I could spend 

days doing so. In addition there 

are now so many repeated 

ñpatchesò on some roads that  

the whole surface is poor quality 

and soon another pothole will 

develop. The general standard of 

the road surfaces is declining in 

my view. 

Coincidentally Bromley Council 

recently published a report on 

their use of the ñPothole Action 

Fundò. This is grant funding via 

the Government Department for 

Transport to local councils. 

Bromley will receive Ã113,000 in 

2017/18 and a similar amount in 

2018/19. They plan to use it to 

ñsupplement revenue budgetsò. 

But they expect expenditure on 

general maintenance of roads 

will be reduced because the 

Mayor of London has cut it back 

ï local boroughs wonôt get    

money from him for that purpose 

(this is part of Sadiq Khanôs 

budget restrictions arising from 

his financial difficulties as a result 

of past poor decisions which I 

have covered elsewhere). 

So we may see less major road 

resurfacing projects, but more 

patching in Bromley.  

Will Ã113,000 help a lot? It 

seems unlikely to me. Anyone 

who has any knowledge of the 

cost of road works would not  

expect that to cover more than a 

few rushed patches.  

Drivers are advised to purchase 
a car sticker that I saw recently 
on an ABD Memberôs vehicle 
which reads ñIôm not drunk ï Iôm 
just avoiding potholesò. Itôs    
available from Amazon. 

Roger Lawson (Editor)            

 

TfL to Lose £1 
Billion per Year 
 

ñTfL expects Ã1bn deficit by next 

yearò. That was the headline in 

an article in the Financial Times 

recently. Apparently they have 

seen an internal email written by 

finance director Patrick Doig that 

the organisation faced an operat-

ing loss of Ã968 million in 

2018/19 which he said was 

ñclearly not a sustainable        

positionéò. The deficit in the  

current financial year is expected 

to be Ã785 million this year which 

shows how rapidly its position is 

being eroded. 

There are several reasons given 

for this erosion in their financial 

position ï the Mayor freezing 

public transport fares (estimated 

cost Ã640m) did not help, but the 

big problem is falling 

revenue from users.  
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Both bus and underground     

journey numbers have been    

unexpectedly falling. Is this     

because more people are not 

travelling, e.g. doing internet 

shopping and working from 

home? Or is it because they have 

chosen to travel by bike (usage is 

growing), or find it is as cheap 

and a lot more comfortable to call 

Uber? Or perhaps itôs because 

some London residents are    

selling up and moving to the 

country with house prices peak-

ing in London, or returning to 

homes in the rest of Europe.  

Perhaps those French, Polish, 

Romanian and other residents 

are worried about their future 

after Brexit? Perhaps they just 

got tired of life in London, unlike 

Dr Johnson who did not have to 

suffer the mediocre standards in 

TfLôs public transport provision. 

The Mayor has only recently  

published his Business Plan for 

the years to 2022/23 (there is an 

article on our blog that gives 

more details). But you can see 

exactly why the Mayor is so keen 

to raise hundreds of millions of 

pounds from Londoners via the 

Ultra Low Emission Zone (ULEZ) 

charges. As we have said before, 

the ULEZ is about money, not 

about improving the health of   

the population or cleaning up      

Londonôs air. 

A comment in the FT article was 

by Gareth Bacon, London       

Assembly Conservative       

Member, who said there was now 

ñserious cause for concernò about 

Mr Khanôs ñcavalierò financial 

stewardship of TfL. 

Newsletter PDF 
Links 
 
It has come to our attention that 

links to pdf documents in previous 

newsletters sometimes did not 

work, i.e. clicking on them did 

nothing. This applied only when 

reading newsletters on phones   

or tablets rather than desktop  

devices. This technical problem 

has been resolved so should not 

be apparent on this and future 

newsletters. But those older   

ones on our web site will not be 

reissued so a note has been   

added to the web site warning of 

this problem. One can manually 

copy and paste the link into a 

browser as a work-around. 



ABD News 

 

The Real     
Profits from 
the ULEZ 
 
In January we published a note 

on the likely profits that Transport 

for London (TfL) would make 

from the Ultra Low Emission 

Zone. That was based on our 

own estimates of the income they 

would receive (based on TfL  

data) as TfL had disclosed some 

information on budgets in       

response to an FOI Act request 

but it seemed to be grossly    

misleading. 

 

We have now received more  

information which is available 

from the link below. This shows 

that the income they would be 

receiving after extension to the 

North/South Circular would be 

over Ã125 million per year which 

is even higher than our own    

previous estimates. 

However, the profits after operat-

ing costs would be lower than 

from the central London Conges-

tion Charge zone alone presuma-

bly because the operating costs 

over the wider area, with many 

more vehicles affected, would be 

higher. We do not yet know the 

implementation cost for the wider 

area. Can TfL afford the capital 

cost is one question yet to be 

answered, bearing in mind that 

they are heading for a deficit of 

Ã1 billion per annum. 

But the key point is that the Ã125 

million will be taken out of the 

London economy every year, 

plus there is the cost to vehicle 

owners in upgrading their vehi-

cles to be compliant with the 

ULEZ which we previously esti-

mated at over Ã200 million. 

We also pointed out that so far 

as NOX emissions go, which is 

one of the main concerns, that 

these are rapidly falling anyway. 

Is the ULEZ, particularly the   

extension to within the 

North/South Circular, really justi-

fied? Despite what the Mayor 

says, there is no major public 

health crisis in London from air 

pollution. There are some local-

ised problems which can be fixed 

by local measures. But extracting 

hundreds of millions of pounds in 

what are effectively taxes from 

Londoners for the ULEZ when it 

would be better spent on other 

useful and productive public 

health measures makes 

no sense. 
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The ULEZ will just move money 

from Londoners pockets to the 

scheme operators (private organ-

isations) and the bloated bureau-

cracy that is TfL. 

However one looks at it, the   

economics of this scheme and 

the justification for it in relation to 

the benefits to be obtained, when 

there are surely better solutions 

to the air pollution problem in 

London, seem dubious in the 

extreme. Both the Conservative 

Party and FairFuelUK have     

suggested alternative policies to 

tackle air pollution. Please make 

sure you oppose these irrational 

policies. 

Roger Lawson 

Mayor Sadiq 
Khan Ignores 
Objections to 
his Transport 
Strategy 
 

The response of the Mayor of 

London, Sadiq Khan, to the    

public consultation on his 

Transport Strategy has been  

announced. The Alliance of    

British Drivers (ABD) has been 

actively campaigning against  

certain aspects of his proposals.  

We suggested that his proposals 

were a direct attack on the use of 

cars or indeed    

private transport in 

general and that not 

only were his proposals unrealis-

tic but would not work. Our    

campaign attracted more          

responses to his proposals     

than any other campaign group.  

Has he made any significant 

changes to his proposals? In   

reality NO. The response docu-

ment is full of comments that say 

ñno changeò is proposed. 

A Brief Analysis of Responses 

to the Public Consultation 

The Mayor claims ñbroad       

supportò for his Healthy Streets    

approach and the 80% mode 

share target for cycling, walking 

and public transport use. But 

then goes on to say ñthere were 

sometimes divergent views 

across issuesò. 

Continued on next page. 

ULEZ—the real profits: 
http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/ULEZ-Profits.pdf  

http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/ULEZ-Profits.pdf


 

 Khan Ignores 

Objections 

(Cont.) 

If you look at the details of the 

comments TfL received there 

was substantial opposition to 

many points, including many  

objections to road user charging 

or congestion charging schemes. 

There were clearly lots of oppos-

ing comments from outer London 

residents and although the Mayor 

has committed to respond to 

them by improving the bus     

network and surface rail in outer 

London, this is hardly likely to 

placate many objectors. Our   

experience is that many of those 

objecting are disabled or very 

elderly who often rely on private 

vehicles and who would have 

difficulty with public transport. 

 

Most of them consider the      

suggestion that they should cycle 

as laughable. This is also evident 

from the Consultation Response 

Document where it says ñthere 

was a notable level of disagree-

ment with the aim that by 2041       

Londoners should be doing 20 

minutes of active travel each 

dayò (page 30 of the Consultation 

Report). 

Opposition to road charging was 

evidenced by 566 ñcomments of 

concernò versus 250 supportive 

comments (see page 103). 

Thatôs good evidence of the level 

of opposition. Thatôs despite the 

repeated claims by the Mayor 

that the Congestion Charge   

system reduced congestion (see 

page 106), which is simply not 

true. But it is ñno changeò for his 

strategy to support charging 

schemes. His only concession is 

that it will be up to local boroughs 

to consider how or whether to 

implement them (see page 109).  

The ABD is likely therefore to be 

fighting these in individual bor-

oughs in future as we successful-

ly did in Greenwich when this 

was last proposed.  

Even the Mayorôs environmental 

policies received a lot of negative 

comments (see page 110) and 

there were also many against 

ñdensificationò of London which is 

a major concern in outer London 

boroughs (see page 162). The 

Mayor again proposes ñno 

changeò to his strategy on those. 

In summary a disappointing out-

come, with consultation respons-

es minimised by the short time-

scale allowed. The outcome is 

much as one might expect when 

you have a Mayor who has dicta-

torial powers and who does not 

seem to understand the diverse 

population of London and those 

who live in outer London. 
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Traffic Speeds 

in London – 

They Are     

Getting Worse 

I was having a clear out of my 

office, and I happened to notice a 

copy of Ken Livingstoneôs 

Mayorôs Transport Strategy    

dating from July 2001. It made 

for both amusing reading and 

anger at the lack of progress 

made since. 

This is the first sentence in his 

Foreword to that document:    

ñThe single biggest problem for 

London is the gridlock of our 

transport system. At the start of 

the 21st Century, traffic speeds 

in central London have fallen to 

less than ten miles an hour with 

knock-on effects on the speed 

and reliability of the bus system. 

Congestion is growing in outer 

London town centres. Rail      

services are in unprecedented 

crisis. The Underground is more 

over-crowded and unreliableé..ò.  

He said the transport crisis 

threatened Londonôs economic 

prosperity and suggested London 

needed a ñworld class transport 

systemò. 

Have we got one now? Not    

exactly and traffic speeds have 

actually fallen below what they 

were in 2001. In central London 

traffic speeds were reported as 

being less than 9 mph in central 

London last year by various 

sources, and as low as 7.3 mph 

in one quarter in 2017. 

Continued on next page. 

 

ABD News 

Follow the Blog 
 
The ABD London region has a 

blog where many of the articles 

herein first appeared. It is present  

here:  

https://abdlondon.wordpress.com/ 

 

Please post your comments on 

the articles there (or of course 

send an email to the editor).  

Note that articles on topical news 

are posted there first although 

they will continue to be summa-

rised in this newsletter. You can 

register to ñfollowò the blog so you 

get notified of any new articles as 

they appear.  

You can also follow us on Twitter 

at @Drivers_London to pick up 

topical news as it appears. 

https://abdlondon.wordpress.com/


 

Traffic Speeds 

(Cont.)  

The Underground is more crowd-

ed than ever with some stations 

having to be closed at peak 

times. Surface rail has improved 

in some regards on some lines, 

but certainly not if you are a 

Southern Rail user. 

What did Mr Livingstone plan to 

do to improve the dire state of 

affairs he commented upon? 

Apart from the fine words about 

improving the capacity of the 

public transport network as in 

Sadiq Khans recently published 

Transport Strategy, he proposed 

to implement a Congestion 

Charge ñto deter unnecessary 

vehicle journeys in central     

Londonò. That obviously did not 

work. You can find a lot more 

analysis of why on the 

ñCongestionò page of our web 

site.  

Explanations from the Mayor and 

Transport for London as to why it 

did not work are numerous but 

are false. It failed simply because 

London has such high unsatis-

fied demand for road space and 

lots of people willing to pay for it, 

that they simply soaked up the 

space.  

The Congestion Charge (a.k.a. 

Tax) has more than doubled 

since Ken Livingstone introduced 

it, and still it did not work. In addi-

tion, more road space has been 

taken up by buses which are 

massively subsidised and their 

numbers expanded under Living-

stone (they are still high) and by 

the modern fashion for PHVs 

(Uber etc). 

The growth in the population of 

London, and of businesses in 

central London, have created 

major headwinds in addition 

while cycle lanes have taken up 

valuable road space but are   

often relatively little used. 

Mr Livingstone, and his succes-

sors Boris Johnson and Sadiq 

Khan have persisted with       

irrational and unproductive    

gestures without getting to the 

nub of the issue and producing 

policies that might actually work.  

Boris Johnson seemed to try to 

solve the problem by encourag-

ing cycling, and Sadiq Khan has 

added walking as a solution to 

both our transport and health 

problems. 

He also suggests road pricing or 

more congestion charging might 

help when we know from experi-

ence that those policies will not 

improve matters. 

I suggest readers tell Sadiq Khan 

that a totally fresh approach is 

needed. Not more of the same 

regurgitated policies that ema-

nate from Transport for London. 

Roger Lawson 
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Cycle Super-

highways 9 

and 4:         

Consultation 

Results Biased 

by Cyclists 

Transport for London (TfL) have 

published the results of the public 

consultation on their proposals 

for Cycle Superhighway 9. That 

is to run from Kensington     

Olympia to Brentford Town   

Centre.  

They got 5,295 public responses, 

and 93 ñstakeholderò responses 

(typically organisations including 

the ABD).  

In terms of overall 

support for the 

proposals, they 

got 59% in      

support, 38%  

opposed and 2% 

undecided. That 

alone tells you 

that there was 

very significant 

opposition. 

But the ABD      

believes these 

figures have been   

distorted by lobbying 

by cycling groups. Page 22 of the 

TfL report gives a breakdown of 

what modes of transport the   

respondents claim to usually use. 

It shows 67% used the Tube, 

65% Cycle, 50% use a Bus and 

56% use a Private Car. These 

are very high figures for cycling. 

In reality, you can see how many 

people actually cycle in this area 

by looking at traffic count data 

published by the Department for 

Transport. The figures are as 

follows for two of the boroughs in 

west London in 2016. 

Continued on next page. 

ABD News 

Photo: Cycle Superhighway on Shorter Street 



 

CS 9 and 4 

(Cont.) 

Kensington and Chelsea:       

Cyclists: 5.8%, Cars/Taxis: 

73.4% of all traffic 

Hammersmith & Fulham:        

Cyclists: 4.5%, Cars/Taxis: 

74.8% of all traffic 

You can see that these are very 

different figures, and rather 

demonstrate the likely bias in the 

results of this consultation. 

Indeed, TfL received 941 repre-

sentations alone from supporters 

of one of the activist cycling        

organisations, the London      

Cycling Campaign. TfL makes no 

attempt in recent consultations to 

ñnormaliseò the data so that     

responses are not manipulated 

and biased by unrepresentative 

pressure groups. This is surely 

one such example.  

Similar bias in CS 4. 

Transport for London (TfL) have 

also published the results of the 

public consultation on their pro-

posals for Cycle Superhighway 4. 

That is to run from Tower Bridge 

to Greenwich.  

This is what the report on the 

consultation says:                    

ñWe received 3,265 direct       

responses to our consultation, of 

which 83 per cent supported or 

strongly supported our proposals. 

14 per cent did not support them, 

while 3 per cent said they neither 

supported nor opposed the     

proposals. An additional 1,350 

template emails were received 

via the London Cycling         

Campaign website which strongly 

supported the overall proposals 

and made suggestions for further 

improvements. An additional 80 

template emails were received 

from Sustrans which supported 

the proposals.ò 

If you look at the age profile of 

the respondents on page 24 of 

the Consultation Report the vast 

majority are under 40 years of 

age, with almost nobody over 60. 

That is not the typical profile of 

London residents and rather    

indicates that they are likely to be 

cyclists. 

Likewise if you look at the ñmode 

of transportò they usually use on 

page 25, the highest mode     

frequency by far is cycling    

which is very untypical of        

London residents even in inner 

city areas. 

We have complained to TfL 

about the bias in these consulta-

tions. TfL have not conceded any 

fault. An interesting report on that 

consultation is also present on 

the Hammersmith & Fulham   

Forumôs web site with some  

good comments added 

from David Tarsh. 
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The consultation on the proposed 

bridge across the Thames from 

Rotherhithe to Canary Wharf (for 

cyclists/pedestrians only) shows 

a similar bias.  

TfL seems not to want to correct 

this bias in their consultation  

results. Ever since Ken Living-

stone was Mayor, TfL have been 

designing consultations to get the 

answers they wanted. The ethics 

of their approach are deplorable. 

One problem is that those         

opposed to these schemes are 

simply not aware of the           

proposals until it is too late. The 

ABD maintains a newsletter    

contact list to whom we promote 

such consultations. Make sure 

you join it and ask your friends to 

do so also. See the Register 

page on the ABD London web 

site at: 

www.freedomfordrivers.org  

Richmond     

20-mph Limits  

The Borough of Richmond is 

considering changing its policy 

on wide-area 20 mph speed   

limits. Currently it has a policy 

whereby any area in the borough 

that desires a 20-mph limit has to 

submit a petition to the Council, 

signed by more than 50% of   

relevant residents. An eminently 

democratic and sensible policy 

one might think. 

However, a recent council report 

says that the 15 such petitions 

submitted since 2014 when the 

current policy was adopted have 

consumed a considerable 

amount of officer time, and that 

ñthe requirement for a majority 

threshold can be difficult to 

achieveò. 

Does this not simply mean that it 

is minority pressure groups that 

advocate such limits and that the 

general public (including non-

drivers) do not support them?   

Regardless the Council is pro-

posing to introduce a 20-mph 

limit on all roads except the TfL 

network. Part of the justification 

is to avoid confusion with neigh-

bouring boroughs. They also  

justify their proposals on the 

grounds of improvements in road 

safety while being selective in the 

statistics they use to support this 

claim. 

The cost of this proposed change 

is Ã600,000 for new signage, 

plus Ã50,000 for a borough-wide 

public consultation on the pro-

posal. Is this a cost-effective use 

of road safety budgets?  It would 

surely be better spent on other 

road safety measures. 

ABD News 

http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/index.htm


 

Enormous 

Numbers of 

Fines at the 

Dartford   

Crossing  

Income reported by the operators 

of the Dartford Crossing on the 

M25 grew substantially last year. 

This was partly due to increased 

numbers of users, but also     

because of higher ñenforcementò 

activity ï chasing up people who 

fail to pay.  

In fact the numbers who donôt 

pay are very large, and as a    

result the fines issued were 45% 

of the total income.  

There were 48,491,894 users in 

2017 but 2,045,840 did not pay  

in advance. Even though first-

time users who donôt pay are  

only issued with a warning letter 

and given more time to pay, this 

generates Ã92 million in enforce-

ment income. 

The numbers mean that about 

5% fail to pay as required,      

although that is better than the 

10% that applied in the first few 

months the free-flow system was 

in operation. 

Bearing in mind that such       

systems are likely to be used for 

new Thames crossings at    

Blackwall (the Silvertown Tunnel) 

and further down river, it is     

necessary to consider whether it 

is fair and reasonable to operate 

such systems.  

There also seems to be a       

particular problem with non-UK 

registered vehicles where the 

compliance rate was only 82%. 

There was also Ã50 million in 

charges and penalties that had to 

be written off as uncollectable, 

many probably foreign drivers. 

 
Copyright É Alliance of British Drivers ðwww.freedomfordrivers.org 

  Page 7  

Steve Gooding, director of the 

RAC Foundation, was quoted in 

publication LTT as saying: ñNo 

one using the Dartford Crossing 

looks back with nostalgia at the 

days when payment involved 

throwing coins into a basket.  

Users of the crossing might well 

question the eye-wateringly large 

sums coming in as penalty 

charges resulting from enforce-

ment action ï at Ã92m thatôs 

more than the total paid by     

account holders, and is up by 

50% over 2015/16. 

Looked at as management      

information, such a high level of 

enforcement action suggests 

something is going very wrong 

with the message to road users, 

many of whom may well think the 

prominently displayed congestion 

charge óCô signs relate to the 

nearby London scheme rather 

than the crossing itself. 

 

 

While the cognoscenti readership 

of Local Transport Today might 

recognise the fine distinction  

between a charge and a toll,  

perhaps it is time for Highways 

England to revert to the latter as 

terminology most drivers ï     

domestic and international ï 

would understand.ò 

One cannot but agree with him, 

but I donôt think improving the 

signage would assist. People 

expect the road network to be 

free to use, and quite rightly. 

How can someone from France, 

or the North of England, be    

expected to know about this   

system?  

The tolls should be removed as 

was promised by the Govern-

ment years ago, just like they 

have been on the Severn    

Crossing and on others.  

R.W.L. 

 

 

New National 

ABD Web Site 

The Alliance of British Drivers 

(ABD) have released a new na-

tional web site (www.abd.org.uk). 

It is a clean, uncluttered new  

design developed in Wordpress 

that replaces a site that had been 

in use for many years and was 

showing its age. 

The new site is aimed at       

communicating the key policies 

that the ABD promotes and why 

people should join the organisa-

tion. 

The intention is to develop the 

site further (we recognise that the 

graphics could be improved for 

example) and the content       

expanded. Anyone who has   

suggestions to make for site   

improvements should use the 

Contact page to advise us.    

ABD News 

http://www.abd.org.uk


 

South London 

Road Network 

Residents of South London will 

know that the road network in 

London suffers from major     

congestion, and itôs even worse 

in south London than the rest of 

the capital. Croydon resident  

Peter Morgan recently met with 

Chris Philp, MP for Croydon 

South. Hereôs a note on the 

meeting which you may find   

interesting. 

 

He found it was a positive and 

useful meeting, this is his under-

standing of what was agreed:  

 

1.  Acceptance that building   

sections of new road, and       

improving existing roads could 

deliver real and lasting benefits in 

terms of improved economic  

activity and productivity and   

reduced congestion and pollu-

tion. Road schemes can often 

deliver very high cost/benefit   

ratios. The Coulsdon Bypass was 

one good example of this.  

2. South London between the 

M25, A3, A205 and A20 has 

been badly neglected compared 

with other parts of London and 

the wider country. This has led to 

very slow journeys in the south 

London quadrant, and this has a 

major negative impact on the 

lives and productivity of millions 

living and working in this area.  

 

3. There is a systemic problem 

due to no-one with overall      

responsibility for movement in 

this area. Responsibility is divid-

ed between national government, 

Highways England, the M25 

management group, Surrey and 

Kent county councils, the London 

Mayor and TfL, and local coun-

cils such as Croydon, Sutton, 

Tandridge and Reigate and    

Banstead.  

 

The Mayor of London has tended 

to ignore issues of movement 

crossing the GLA boundary, and 

instead focused on central and 

inner London - where very differ-

ent travel and transport situations 

apply.  

 

4.  We need to know what    

Croydon and TfL are planning or 

proposing for roads in Croydon - 

reference government money for 

schemes that reduce congestion 

and boost the economy. We are 

concerned that they may focus 

on the wrong sections of road, 

and they may propose the wrong 

kind of scheme, notably involving 

the promotion of the positive  

primacy of cycling ahead of all 

other modes and purposes.  

 

TfL's Fiveways scheme has a low 

benefit / cost ratio in part due to 

this. Commuting to work by car, 

and movement of goods by lorry 

are key elements of a successful 

and productive society.  We 

looked at specific examples for 

concern, notably at Fiveways, 

Purley Cross, Thornton Heath 

Pond and the Lombard Rounda-

bout.  

 

5. We noted that building      

massive new roads may well not 

be feasible. Instead we should 

look at improving the A23 

and its links.  
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6. Specific schemes to address  

sections of road should be devel-

oped.  

6A    A bypass for Hooley.  

6B    An improved means of 

movement between A23 north 

and M23 south, and M23 north 

and A23 south at Merstham.  

6C    Improvements between 

Hooley and the southern rounda-

bout at the end of the Coulsdon 

Bypass.  

6D    Improvements to Lion 

Green Road and its junctions.  

6E    Improvements between the 

northern junction at the end of 

the Bypass and Purley Cross.  

6F    Improvements on the A22 

between Downscourt Road and 

Purley Cross.  

6G    Improvements on the A23.  

7. Grade separation offers huge 

potential benefits by keeping   

traffic moving, rather than     

stopping and waiting at red lights. 

Small scale 30mph and 40mph 

schemes can offer real benefits 

at relatively low cost. 6C and 6G 

are examples of this.  

 

8. There were other schemes on 

the M25 which could deliver real 

benefits in Croydon, notably  

suggested new junctions at 

Westerham and Walton on the 

Hill.  

 

Peter  has surely identified some 

of the issues and the problems 

that should be tackled. 
 

 

ABD News 

Follow us on 
Twitter 
 
To get the latest news and     

comment on traffic and transport 

issues in London, you can follow 

us on Twitter.  

Our Twitter handle is 

@Drivers_London 

Any new ABD London blog posts 

are notified by Twitter and you 

can of course respond with your 

own comments. 



 

Silvertown  

Tunnel – Air 

Quality Should 

Be OK 

Transport for London (TfL) have 

published an ñUpdated Air Quali-

ty Assessmentò for the Silvertown 

Tunnel. This is the tunnel       

proposed to run alongside the 

Blackwall Tunnel under the 

Thames in East London ï it is 

urgently required to relieve traffic 

congestion at the Blackwall   

Tunnel. 

 
There have been concerns that 

the additional vehicle capacity 

might worsen air pollution in 

Greenwich and also north of the 

river.  

Itôs already bad because of the 

queues of traffic that form every 

morning and evening. But the 

reportôs conclusions are that the 

Silvertown Tunnel will ñnot lead 

to a significant impact on air 

qualityò and not affect the ability 

to achieve compliance with the 

Air Quality Directive. 

 
The Silvertown Tunnel was    

included in the Mayorôs Transport 

Strategy but is still subject to a 

Public Inquiry by the Planning 

Inspectorate and a decision to go 

ahead by the Secretary of State 

which keeps on getting delayed. 

We might get one in May, but 

there is still vociferous opposition 

to this sorely needed new 

transport link. The earliest date 

for completion, if given the go-

ahead, is likely to be 2023.   

 

Emirates Cable 

Car, Bike Hire 

and TfL          

Finances 

The London Evening Standard 

recently ran an article that      

suggested the Emirates Cable 

Car might be sold off or 

scrapped. The Cable Car runs 

across the Thames at Green-

wich, cost about Ã60 million to 

build and opened in 2013 (see 

photo below). Passenger      

numbers have been lower than 

forecast with it mainly being used 

by tourists. Itôs a very slow 

means to get across the Thames 

at that point, and few 

ñcommutersò use it. 
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Does it lose money? According 

to the information provided by a 

recent FOI Act request, the    

numbers are as follows for the 12 

months to Jan 2017:  Income 

Ã9.2 million, Operating Costs: 

Ã6.0 million. But Ã3.3 million of 

the income comes from Emirates 

Airlines sponsorship under a deal 

that runs to 2021, so it barely 

breaks even ignoring the        

sponsorship money. 

 

Why an airline would wish to   

subsidise this slow and unreliable 

mode of transport (it frequently 

breaks down or has to stop in 

high winds) was never very clear.  

On break-even if 

they donôt renew 

sponsorship it might 

be argued it is worth 

retaining, but obvi-

ously the construc-

tion cost will never 

be recovered, and 

even exceptional 

maintenance costs 

might be unafforda-

ble. The Mayor and 

TfL have some tough decisions 

to make on this one. 

 

The Standard also suggested 

that the Santander Bike Hire 

(formerly Barclays) might be 

scrapped to save money. It costs 

Ã21 million per year to run, of 

which TfL pays Ã3.6 million    

according to the Standard article. 

It might have encouraged more 

cycling in London, although users 

of these bikes are some of the 

worst behaved cyclists from this 

writerôs observations ï perhaps 

because tourists unfamiliar with 

London traffic and road rules 

tend to use them. 

However, there are now some 

commercial alternatives who  

operate a ñdocklessò, pick up  

and drop off anywhere system.   

It might must be that after just     

a few years the technology is 

obsolescent.  

 
Both subjects are of course  

under the spotlight because of 

the pressure on the Mayorôs 

Transport Budget where he has 

seriously miscalculated the   

funding needs and the impact of 

his past promises to his          

electorate.  

 

Another aspect that TfL are    

examining according to an FT 

article is the exemption from the 

London Congestion Charge 

(a.k.a. ñtaxò) for taxis and PHVs 

(mini-cabs). The latter have    

proliferated with such operators 

as Uber creating a lot more traffic 

congestion. 

 

Continued on next page. 
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TfL Finances 

(Cont.) 

 

Why Taxis and PHVs should be 

exempt was never very clear, 

although the argument is        

perhaps that they offer a public 

service similar to buses. But itôs 

not very clear why buses should 

be exempt either, particularly as 

they create a lot of congestion.  

Bearing in mind the need for the 

Mayor to raise money, and the 

fact that he is threatening to   

cancel Uberôs licence, the        

expected outcome is surely going 

to be something like this:  Yes we 

wonôt cancel your licence after  

all but youôll need to pay the  

Congestion Charge, or a special-

ly large annual licence fee. Is that 

a deal? 

Opposition to 

London Plan 

on Parking 

Levels  

A report in Local Transport     

Today (LTT) has highlighted how 

some London Boroughs are 

strongly opposed to Mayor Sadiq 

Khanôs London Plan which is  

currently the subject of a public 

consultation. The main concern 

is the proposed new controls on 

parking provision in new housing 

developments. These have been 

substantially reduced such that 

many developments in central 

London will have exactly zero 

provision for parking (and that 

would be legally enforced).  

 

Even outer London where public 

transport access is high (PTAL 

levels 5 and 6) would also be 

covered by the zero rule, and 

even where PTAL levels are 

much lower parking provision will 

be severely restricted. 

 

This is of course part of the 

Mayorôs Transport Strategy to 

drive car usage out of London 

altogether. In addition he is    

reducing the ability of local     

Boroughs to make their own   

decisions on what is most appro-

priate for their boroughs, thus 

increasing the centralised       

dictatorship of the Mayor and 

TfL. This is what Lisa Fairmaner 

of L.B.Kingston had to say to 

councillors ñ[It is] a direct chal-

lenge to local govern-

ment in London with the 

mayor taking over a  
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detailed planning policy role that 

should be carried out by local 

authorities through their local 

plansò. She suggested the Mayor 

was exceeding his powers. 

 

The Leader of Bromley Council, 

Councillor Colin Smith, issued a 

statement in December which 

criticised the housing targets and 

impossibility of providing the   

necessary infrastructure to     

support many more residents. 

 

The maximum parking provision 

was also criticised by Bromley in 

the LTT report, including the    

inability of councils to set       

minimum parking provision 

standards. 

 

It is surely no surprise that outer 

London boroughs, and their     

residents, are not happy with the 

Mayorôs proposals which are as 

usual developed with a mindset 

that cycling, walking and public 

transport are the only modes that 

should be used in London. 

This simply takes no account of 

the needs and desires of many 

residents, particularly the elderly 

and disabled of which there are 

enormous numbers in London.  

 

Restricting parking provision 

does not stop people owning 

cars but just causes the roads to 

be clogged up by parked vehicles 

with obstructive parking becom-

ing commonplace. Parking      

provision should be dictated   

solely by market demand for it, 

as the ABD said in our           

submission to the London Plan 

consultation. 

 

Road Reopen-
ing and       
Closure 

 
Transport for London (TfL) have 

announced a proposal to re-open 

St. Thomas Street in Southwark. 

The road lies between London 

Bridge Station/ The Shard and 

Guyôs Hospital. It was a key east/

west route before the road was 

closed about 6 years ago.  

 
To reach the Shard taxi drivers 

now have to enter the road from 

the west and then turn around. 

The proposal is to allow one-way 

operation west bound, but only 

for vehicles that wish to access 

premises along the road and 

then only at 10 mph. Cyclists will 

also be able to use it. 

 
Pedestrian traffic is quite high 

across the road at the exit from 

the Station to Guys but even so it 

would not seem impossible to 

allow shared usage in a safe 

way. But the consultation talks 

about ñHealthy Streetsò and ñrat 

runningò so you know itôs going to 

be biased. 

 

The ABD has suggested it could 

be reopened to all traffic with 

suitable street design. 

 

Continued on next page. 
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Road Reopen-
ing and       
Closure (Cont). 
 
Hounslow Council closed Church 

Street in Isleworth a couple of 

years ago even though there was 

a petition signed by almost 2000 

people against it.  

Now local resident Philippa    

Auton is planning to stand as a 

Councillor in the May elections 

on a  platform suggesting it 

should be reopened.  

 

The closure caused traffic on 

other roads to increase and 

meant circuitous routes for some 

residents.  

 

The ABD is of course consistent-

ly opposed to road closures of all 

kinds unless there is very good 

justification for doing so, e.g. on 

road safety grounds.  

 
Roger Lawson 
 

 

 

ABD News 

Meeting Against the Mayorôs  
Transport Strategy 

On Saturday the 28th April, commencing at 10.30 a.m., 
we are holding a meeting for supporters of our campaign 
against the Mayorôs Transport Strategy. It will be held in 
central London (venue details to be confirmed later).    
Provisional agenda for the meeting is as follows:  
 
 Refreshments: tea/coffee will be provided at the start of the 

event. 
 
 Introduction ï Meeting purpose and agenda 
 
 Short Background on the Alliance of British Drivers   
 
 The Mayorôs Transport Strategy (MTS) ï What Itôs About and Why  
 
 Question on the Above  
 
 The Consultation on the MTS and Responses Thereto 
 
 How the MTS will be implemented  
 
 The ULEZ, and its Implications. Including Howard Cox/FairFuelUK. 
 
 How to defeat the MTS  
 
 Open forum  
 
 How you can help, and how the ABD can help you  
 

Please come along and learn how we can defeat the Mayorôs Transport Strategy.  
To register for the event; please click on this link and fill out the form:  
http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/mts-meeting.htm  

http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/mts-meeting.htm
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It seems unlikely that the        

demand by users of cars, taxis 

and PHVs has declined but    

usage has been obstructed by 

road closures, removal of road 

space, traffic congestion and  

other factors (the congestion 

charge is not one of them and 

claims for the impact of that are 

spurious). Iain Simmons said that 

ñvirtually nobody is now riding 

around in the City in private carsò 

which I can well believe.  

Such vehicles have not just    

declined, they have been        

replaced by PHVs to a large   

extent (minicabs and Uber like 

services) with even licensed taxis 

declining in the last two years.  

 

There has also been a reduction 

in goods vehicles (LGVs)        

perhaps because of consolida-

tion of trips and companies    

banning delivery of internet    

orders to their offices.  

Note that one cause of the     

reduction of vehicles is now 

simply the difficulty of entering 

the City from surrounding roads ï 

for example TfL are using traffic 

lights to restrict access along the 

Highway to Upper/Lower Thames 

Street and the East-West Cycle 

Superhighway has obstructed 

access to some parts of the City. 

The removal of the Aldgate     

gyratories in the East has also 

caused congestion and problems 

with access from that direction.  

 
There has been a big increase in 

cycling as you see from the 

chart, but motorcycling has been 

declining. One of the key issues 

to be faced is that the City 

ñpopulationò is increasing. 

 

Continued on next page. 
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City of London 

Transport 

Strategy 

The City of London Corporation 

is currently developing its 

Transport Strategy. The Corpora-

tion covers the square mile of the 

City and in some respects takes 

the role of other local London 

borough councils. It therefore has 

to also develop a ñLocal Imple-

mentation Planò to match the 

Mayor of Londonôs Transport 

Strategy. The aim is to publish a 

Transport Strategy for the City by 

Spring 2019. 

 
As part of this exercise they are 

running a series of ñWorkshopsò 

for interested parties and I      

attended one on the 6
th
 March. 

This is a report on the event.  

 
The meeting was hosted by 

Bruce McVean who is heading 

the strategy development team.  

Apparently they have 8 people 

working on this project. It was 

amusing to note on my journey to 

the event where I had to walk 

through the Bank road junction 

that there were still numerous 

vehicles driving through it and 

ignoring the no-entry signs.  

Although this scheme is 

ñexperimentalò the Corporation 

recently decided to postpone   

any longer-term proposals for 

improving the situation. 

 
There is also a ñStrategy Boardò 

who will be considering the 

Transport Strategy, but I have 

previously commented on the 

lack of representation on that of 

anyone with a knowledge of 

transport issues other than City 

Corporation staff. 

 
The people attending this Work-

shop were a very mixed bunch 

and I have no idea how they 

qualified for an invite. Apart from 

myself there was at least one 

elderly City resident, a lady who 

represented the interests of the 

disabled and a keen bus rider 

(also enthusiastic about trams 

and trolley buses). 

 
The meeting commenced with a 

short talk by Iain Simmons 

(Assistant Director ï City     

Transportation). I had previously 

communicated with him on the 

closure of Shorter Street. He 

gave an overview of the process 

and the public consultations   

being undertaken which should 

complete by the end of the year 

with findings to be published in 

March 2019. He discussed the 

current use of transport in the 

City based on a report they    

recently published (called ñTraffic 

in the City 2018ò which you can 

find on the web). The chart below 

taken from that report shows  

traffic trends in the City.  

 
As I said to one of the Corpora-

tionôs staff this just shows how 

the road network in the City has 

been damaged over the 

last twenty years. 
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It was suggested by a staff mem-

ber that timed road closures as 

around the bank junction might 

help (as to how was not clear). I 

opposed that because occasional 

visitors are unlikely to be aware 

of the timings and hence create 

the difficulties seen at Bank.  

 

At the end of the session I said 

that I considered the Mayor of 

Londonôs desire to turn roads into 

ñplaces for social interaction and 

exerciseò to be nonsense. Surely 

the purpose of roads is to enable 

the movement of goods and  

people. This issue was not really 

debated with the City Corporation 

seeming to have swallowed the 

dogma of Transport for London 

and the Mayor hook line and 

sinker without any thought.     

Indeed as I have commented 

before, City Corporation staff 

seem to have a prejudice against 

motor vehicles on the roads of 

the City and the history of the 

road network in the City over the 

last 30 years demonstrates many 

damaging changes which have 

increased congestion. 

 

Hereôs my analysis of the issues 

and what improvements should 

be aimed for: 

 

Problems to be faced: a) Increas-

ing numbers of commuters/

pedestrians; b) Rising traffic  

congestion, despite reduced   

vehicle numbers; c) Air pollution 

from vehicles and businesses still 

poor, the former mainly caused 

by traffic congestion (damaging 

levels of emissions from vehicles 

are coming down rapidly due to 

technological improvements).  

 

What should be aimed for: 

A) Improvements in traffic 

speeds to provide economic  

benefits and help to cut pollution: 

B) Safer roads (stopping pedes-

trians stepping off pavements 

into the paths of vehicles is still a 

major problem); C) More capacity 

for all transport modes (i.e. vehi-

cles, cyclists and pedestrians). 

 

I suggest it would be possible to 

rationalise the road network to 

gain all those benefits. Bank 

junction is a good example of 

where a major redevelopment 

could simplify the roads, improve 

traffic flow, free up more open 

space and reduce road traffic 

accidents.  

 

Continued on next page. 

 
 

ABD News 

City of London 

(Cont.) 

 

The growth in population is   

mainly driven by the growth in 

commuters as business offices 

increase in number and size. 

This has resulted in pedestrian 

KSIs going up while others have 

remained static. Mr Simmons 

said they still have ña big problem 

with road danger reductionò. 

(Note: the 20-mph wide area 

scheme was noticeably ineffec-

tive in improving the road casual-

ty statistics).  

 

Bruce McVean then covered the 

transport challenges and the  

opportunities. He said they had 

received very mixed responses 

to the consultation so far, with 

concerns about cycling and the 

disabled. But he promoted the 

concept of turning streets into 

ñplacesò as there was a desire for 

more open space for pedestrians 

in the City. 

We then broke up into smaller 

discussion groups. There were 

lots of ill-informed suggestions 

made, but there was some 

agreement on the growing     

dangers posed by cyclists to  

pedestrians in the City due to the 

formerôs inconsiderate behaviour. 

The difficulty of access to some 

parts of the City, including tube 

stations, for the disabled or    

elderly was mentioned. Route 

finding by pedestrians was often 

difficult (the Barbican was an  

area particularly mentioned as 

being obstructive).  

 

A Corporation staff member   

suggested that one way to free 

up more open space would be to 

remove on-street parking. It was 

unclear why visitors were using 

this as such spaces would be 

difficult to find and there are   

several off-street car parks. I 

suggested they ask the users. 

Note: I think removal of such 

spaces would only make sense  

if more off-street parking was    

provided as many such car parks 

are now full to capacity. They are 

also often difficult to access and 

difficult to find for casual visitors. 

 

There was some agreement that 

in some areas there was insuffi-

cient capacity for pedestrians on 

pavements and this problem 

might get worse. Suggestions 

were also made to remove all 

road traffic from the City, simplify 

and rationalise the road network, 

develop a ring road, have a ñpark 

and rideò scheme and other odd-

ball or  impractical ideas (bring 

back trams for example). There 

seemed to be little understanding 

of why vehicles are on City 

streets although it was          

mentioned that there are food 

deliveries for example.  

 

The large numbers of currently 

highly polluting buses in the City 

needs to be looked at, particular-

ly as some of them seem to be 

on ñlong distanceò routes where 

there seems little need 

for them to go through 

narrow City streets.  
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Mayor of    

London and 

Parking      

Control 
 

The Mayor of London, via the 

GLA and TfL, are asking for an 

amendment to the Automated 

and Electric Vehicles Bill that is 

currently going through Parlia-

ment. He is asking for new    

powers over the installation of 

electric charging infrastructure 

and parking bay designations on 

local borough roads as well as 

the TfL controlled roads.  

 

Currently local boroughs have 

sole control over all roads other 

than the main ones designated 

as TfL controlled roads. 

But the Mayor and TfL feel they 

are not moving fast enough with 

installation of charging points. 

Perhaps they are put off by the 

high costs and low level of use? 

 

The new powers would enable 

TfL to not just bypass the local 

authority but also the planning 

process and associated consulta-

tions and would give them     

powers to create and                  

re-designate parking bays.  

 

London Councils which repre-

sents the boroughs are objecting 

and surely quite rightly. This is 

yet another attempt by the Mayor 

to take more powers and erode 

the independence of the         

boroughs. Dictators always   

seem to want more powers it 

seems. 

 

 

Petition on election of the 

Mayor 

 

The Mayor of London, Sadiq 

Khan, is going to have a devas-

tating impact on many people 

who live outside London if he 

manages to push through his 

Transport Strategy. After all 

many people use the road      

network to visit parts of London, 

or travel through it, even though 

they live outside the GLA area.  

A petition has been launched 

suggesting that everyone should 

have a chance to vote for the 

Mayor of London as he has just a 

wide influence.  

 

To sign it please use the link  

below:   

 

ABD News 

City of London 

(Cont.) 

 
One of the problems with        

releasing more open space is 

that there is very little unused 

land in the City and it is of course 

enormously expensive land. 

Therefore new office developers 

like to maximise the developed 

land space. This is a planning 

issue that needs to be tackled. 

Developers really need to have 

an obligation to ensure some 

ground space is provided as a 

public amenity and pavements 

around new developments 

should be widened. 

 

In summary there are lots of 

ways that transport in the City of 

London could be improved, but I 

am not convinced that concepts 

such as turning streets into   

places, an Orwellian redefinition 

of the word street, is going to 

help.  

In the meantime, 

there is a public 

consultation where 

you can give your 

own views (see above link).   

 
Postscript: Under the City    

Corporationôs ñRoad Danger   

Reduction Planò, there are some 

interesting new initiatives. These 

include:  

 

Lane closures on multi-lane 

roads at night. Not that there are 

many in the City but Mansell 

street is one where there was a 

pedestrian fatality in 2017. 

 

- Part-day filtering of certain   

vehicle types at peak times.  

 

- Active Travel Priority Zones 

where the recommended speed 

for vehicles would be no greater 

than 10 mph.  

 

- Lunchtime closures of streets 

as there are more pedestrians 

around at that time. 

These measures are in response 

to the latest road safety statistics 

which show high numbers of  

pedestrian casualties, mainly 

from stepping into roads without 

looking.  

 

Pedestrian numbers are rising, 

and the 20 mph wide area speed 

limit across the City has had  

negligible impact. There also 

seem to be increasing numbers 

of collisions between cyclists and 

pedestrians, which can be      

serious or fatal (e.g. the example 

of Charlie Alliston on Old Street).  

 

Roger Lawson 

 

 

City of London Transport Strategy: 
www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/transportstrategy   

Mayoral Election Petition: 
https://petition.parliament.uk/petitions/205912  

http://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/transportstrategy
https://petition.parliament.uk/petitions/205912
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Contact & Publisher Information 

Registering to Receive This Newsletter  
 

This newsletter is free of charge and is sent approximately  

bi-monthly to anyone who cares to request a copy. It is sent 

via email (as a link to a web page from which you can down-

load it).  To register for a free copy simply go to this web page: 

http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/register.htm 

and fill out the form to be  added to our mailing list.  

Address Changes 
  
Donõt forget to notify the ABD of any 

change of postal or email addresses. 

You may otherwise miss out on future 

copies of this newsletter without noticing 

that they are no longer being delivered. 

About the Alliance of British Drivers (ABD)  
 

The Alliance of British Drivers (ABD) is the leading independent organisation which represents the interests of private 

motorists in the United Kingdom. We campaign to protect the rights of individual road users and believe that road 

transport is a beneficial and essential element in the UK transport infrastructure. We oppose excessive taxation of  

motorists and are against tolls and road usage charging. We also campaign for more enlightened road safety policies. 

The Alliance is a ònot for profitó voluntary organisation which is financially supported primarily by its individual      

members. More information on the ABD is available from our ABD London region web site at 

www.freedomfordrivers.org  
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The Alliance of British Drivers (ABD) is a national organisation that promotes the interests of road users. 

Please consider becoming a Member to help us promote your interests.  

Go here for membership information: www.freedomfordrivers.org/membership.htm  

https://abdlondon.wordpress.com/
https://twitter.com/Drivers_London
http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/Contact.htm
http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/
http://www.abd.org.uk/
http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/
http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/register.htm
http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/index.htm
http://www.freedomfordrivers.org/membership.htm

