
 

 

 

 

 

Lee Turnage and The Colchester WNBR Assault: Incident, Legal Proceedings, 

and Societal Implications 
 

Introduction 

 
On August 9, 2025, an incident during the World Naked Bike Ride in Colchester, Essex, escalated 
into a high-profile criminal case that drew significant local and national attention. Lee Turnage, a 46-
year-old council worker, assaulted a naked cyclist participating in the event and subsequently 
attacked police officers attempting to arrest him. The case, reported in detail by The Daily Gazette on 
November 11, 2025, under the headline "Binman punched naked cyclist off bike then attacked 
police," has become a focal point for discussions on public safety, legal accountability, and the 
intersection of personal circumstances with criminal justice outcomes. This report provides a 
comprehensive analysis of the incident, the ensuing legal process, the rationale behind the 
sentencing, and the broader societal and legal implications, drawing on a wide array of sources and 
contextual references. 
 

Overview of the Incident 
 

The World Naked Bike Ride: Context and Purpose 
 
The World Naked Bike Ride (WNBR) is an annual international event designed to protest car culture, 
promote cycling as a sustainable mode of transport, and highlight the vulnerability of cyclists on 
public roads. In Colchester, the event has been held regularly, attracting participants from across the 
region. The 2025 ride, rescheduled from its usual July date to August due to weather concerns, 
began at the Jumbo Water Tower and proceeded through key city routes, including Hythe Hill. 
 
Participants in the WNBR are encouraged to "come as bare as they dare," with full nudity being 
optional. The event is legal, coordinated with local authorities, and intended as a peaceful 
demonstration. Colchester Council, while not officially endorsing the event, acknowledged its legality 
and the right of residents to exercise freedom of expression, provided the event remained safe and 
lawful. 
 

Timeline and Location of the Assault 
 
The incident occurred on August 9, 2025, as the group of cyclists made their way along Hythe Hill, a 
prominent thoroughfare in Colchester. According to court proceedings and multiple media reports, 
Lee Turnage was riding his motorcycle in the vicinity. Witnesses and video evidence later revealed 
that Turnage made indecent gestures and shaped his fist at the cyclists as he passed them. He then 
performed a U-turn, revved his engine, and approached the group again. 
 
As the cyclists continued their ride, Turnage punched one of the participants, identified in court as 



 

 

Mr. Brown, in the head. The force of the blow caused the cyclist to fall from his e-bike, resulting in 
injuries and significant damage to the bicycle. The attack was captured on a helmet camera worn by 
another participant, providing crucial evidence for the subsequent investigation. 
 

Immediate Aftermath and Police Response 
 
Following the assault, the injured cyclist was left without a functioning mode of transport, as his e-
bike was deemed unsafe due to the extent of the damage. The victim, a long-time participant in the 
WNBR, expressed shock and disappointment in a victim impact statement, noting that nothing of this 
nature had occurred in previous years and affirming his commitment to continue participating in 
future rides despite the attack. 
 
Police were alerted to the incident and began searching for the perpetrator. The helmet camera 
footage, which clearly displayed Turnage's motorcycle adorned with a "FOKULEZ" sticker, was 
instrumental in identifying and locating him. Officers traced the motorcycle to the Leather Bottle pub 
on Shrub End Road, a location with a history of public disturbances but recently refurbished and 
under new management. 
 
Upon arrival at the pub, officers recognised a helmet and rucksack matching those seen in the video. 
When they attempted to arrest Turnage, he resisted, pushing one officer and engaging in a physical 
struggle. During the altercation, police discovered that Turnage was carrying a knife, further 
escalating the seriousness of the situation. 
 

Victim Details and Injuries 
 
The primary victim, Mr. Brown, was an experienced cyclist and regular participant in the Colchester 
WNBR since 2015. In his statement to the court, he described the incident as unprecedented and 
emphasised the psychological and practical impact of the assault. Physically, he sustained injuries to 
his head and body from the punch and subsequent fall. The damage to his e-bike was so severe that 
it was rendered unusable, depriving him of his main mode of transportation. 
 
The victim's resilience was evident in his refusal to be deterred from future participation in the event, 
stating, "I'm not fearful of taking part in future rides as this would mean the defendant had won." 
Nonetheless, the incident left him recovering from both physical injuries and the emotional shock of 
being targeted during a peaceful charity ride. 
 

Defendant Profile: Lee Turnage 
 

Background and Employment 
 
Lee Turnage, aged 46 at the time of the incident, was employed as a council worker in Colchester, 
specifically as a binman. His role placed him in regular contact with the public and made him a 
representative of the local authority. Prior to this incident, Turnage had no criminal convictions and 
was described by his legal counsel as having a positive character and a strong sense of 
responsibility, particularly in his role as the primary carer for his elderly grandmother. 
 

Personal Circumstances 
 
Mitigating evidence presented during court proceedings highlighted Turnage's challenging personal 
circumstances. He was the sole caregiver for his grandmother, a responsibility that reportedly placed 
significant emotional and practical demands on him. On the day of the incident, Turnage claimed he 
was not in a stable mental state, intending only to go for a haircut and being "taken aback" by the 



 

 

sight of naked cyclists, which he misinterpreted as threatening or inappropriate behaviour. His 
defence argued that the incident was "completely out of character" and that Turnage was deeply 
remorseful, ashamed, and shocked by his actions. He later returned to the Leather Bottle pub to 
apologise to the owners for his behaviour during the altercation with police. 
 

Charges Brought Against Lee Turnage 
 
The legal proceedings against Turnage encompassed a range of serious offences, reflecting both 
the initial assault and his subsequent actions during the police intervention. The charges, as detailed 
in court records and media reports, included: 
 

• Assault occasioning actual bodily harm (ABH): For punching the cyclist and causing injuries. 
 

• Dangerous driving: For his conduct on the motorcycle during the incident. 
 

• Driving without insurance: As Turnage was found to be operating his motorcycle without valid 
insurance. 
 

• Criminal damage: For the destruction of the victim's e-bike. 
 

• Assault of a constable in execution of their duty: For resisting arrest and physically confronting 
police officers. 
 

• Carrying a bladed article in a public place: For possessing a knife at the time of his arrest. 
 
These charges reflect the gravity of the incident, encompassing both violent and public order 
offences, as well as breaches of road safety and weapons laws. 
 

Evidence Presented in Court 
 

Video and Physical Evidence 
 
The prosecution's case was bolstered by a wealth of evidence, much of it captured on video. Helmet 
camera footage from one of the cyclists provided a clear record of the assault, including Turnage's 
approach, the punch delivered to the victim, and the distinctive "FOKULEZ" sticker on his motorcycle. 
This footage was instrumental in identifying Turnage and linking him to the scene of the crime. 
 
Upon locating Turnage at the Leather Bottle pub, police found a helmet and rucksack matching those 
seen in the video. The presence of these items, along with the motorcycle itself, further corroborated 
the identification. During the attempted arrest, officers discovered a knife in Turnage's possession, 
leading to the additional charge of carrying a bladed article in a public place. 
 

CCTV and Eyewitness Testimony 
 
CCTV footage from the pub and surrounding area captured the altercation between Turnage and the 
police officers. The video evidence showed Turnage resisting arrest, pushing one officer, and 
engaging in a struggle before being subdued. Eyewitnesses, including pub staff and other patrons, 
provided statements supporting the prosecution's account of events. 
 
The combination of helmet camera, CCTV, and physical evidence created a compelling case, leaving 
little doubt as to the sequence of events and Turnage's involvement. 
 



 

 

Court Proceedings 
 

Magistrates' Court Hearing 
 
The initial hearing took place at Colchester Magistrates' Court, where the full extent of the charges 
was outlined. The prosecution, led by Grace Court, presented the evidence and read the victim's 
impact statement. The defence, represented by Katie O'Connor, emphasised Turnage's lack of prior 
convictions, his early guilty plea, and his personal circumstances as a carer. 
 
Given the seriousness of the offences, particularly the assault occasioning actual bodily harm and 
the presence of a weapon, the magistrates determined that their sentencing powers were insufficient 
to address the case adequately. As of November 2024, magistrates' courts in England and Wales 
have the authority to impose sentences of up to 12 months' imprisonment for a single offence, 
following legislative changes aimed at reducing Crown Court backlogs. However, the combination of 
charges and the aggravating factors led the magistrates to refer the case to Ipswich Crown Court for 
sentencing. 
 

Crown Court Sentencing 
 
At Ipswich Crown Court, the prosecution reiterated the facts of the case, emphasising the 
unprovoked nature of the assault, the impact on the victim, and the subsequent resistance to lawful 
arrest. The defence presented a plea in mitigation, highlighting Turnage's remorse, his role as a 
primary carer, and the absence of prior criminal behaviour. The judge considered pre-sentence 
reports, character references, and the detailed circumstances surrounding the incident. 
 

Sentencing Outcome and Judicial Rationale 
 

Suspended Sentence and Penalties 
 
After weighing the evidence and submissions from both sides, the judge imposed a suspended 
sentence on Lee Turnage. The key elements of the sentence included: 
 

• Suspended custodial sentence: Turnage was sentenced to a term of imprisonment, suspended 
for a specified period, meaning he would not serve time in custody unless he reoffended during the 
suspension period. 
 

• Community order: Requirements such as unpaid work, rehabilitation activities, or participation in 
programmes addressing anger management or mental health may have been imposed. 
 

• Compensation order: Turnage was ordered to pay compensation to the victim for personal injury 
and the damage to the e-bike. 
 

• Fines and costs: Additional financial penalties and court costs were levied. 
 

• Disqualification: Turnage was disqualified from driving for a period due to the dangerous driving 
and lack of insurance offences. 
 
The precise amounts for compensation and fines were determined based on the victim's losses, the 
cost of the damaged e-bike, and Turnage's financial means, in accordance with sentencing 
guidelines and the principle of proportionality. 
 

Judge's Rationale for the Suspended Sentence 



 

 

 
The judge's decision to suspend the custodial sentence was grounded in several mitigating factors: 
 

1. No previous convictions: Turnage's clean criminal record indicated a low risk of reoffending and 
suggested that the incident was an aberration rather than part of a pattern of behaviour. 
 

2. Early guilty plea: By admitting guilt at the earliest opportunity, Turnage demonstrated remorse 
and saved court resources, meriting a reduction in sentence as per sentencing guidelines. 
 

3. Primary carer responsibilities: Turnage's role as the sole caregiver for his elderly grandmother 
was a significant consideration. Courts are instructed to avoid imposing custodial sentences where it 
would disproportionately impact dependants, unless absolutely necessary. 
 

4. Remorse and post-incident conduct: Turnage expressed genuine remorse, apologised to the 
pub owners, and cooperated with the investigation, further supporting the case for leniency. 
 

5. Mental state at the time of the offence: The defence argued that Turnage was not in a stable 
mental state, was surprised by the event, and misinterpreted the cyclists' intentions, reducing his 
culpability to some extent. 
 
The judge emphasised that while the offences were serious and warranted a custodial sentence in 
principle, the combination of these mitigating factors justified suspension. The sentence aimed to 
balance the need for accountability and deterrence with compassion for the defendant's personal 
circumstances and the interests of justice. 
 

Legal Implications 

 
Assault Occasioning Actual Bodily Harm (ABH) 

 
Assault occasioning actual bodily harm is a serious offence under Section 47 of the Offences Against 
the Person Act 1861, carrying a maximum sentence of five years' imprisonment. The offence 
requires proof of an assault or battery that causes actual bodily harm, defined as any injury that 
interferes with the victim's health or comfort and is more than trivial. 
 
In this case, the punch delivered by Turnage resulted in both physical injury and psychological harm 
to the victim, as well as significant property damage. The presence of aggravating factors, such as 
the public nature of the assault and the subsequent resistance to arrest, elevated the seriousness of 
the offence. 
 

Dangerous Driving and Related Offences 
 
Dangerous driving, driving without insurance, and criminal damage are all prosecutable offences 
under UK law. Dangerous driving, in particular, is treated with severity due to the potential for harm to 
the public. The use of helmet camera footage as evidence in such cases has become increasingly 
common and is recognised by courts as reliable and admissible, provided it meets evidentiary 
standards. 
 

Assaulting a Constable and Carrying a Bladed Article 
 
Assaulting a police officer in the execution of their duty is an aggravating factor in sentencing, 
reflecting the need to protect public servants and uphold the rule of law. Carrying a bladed article in a 
public place is a strict liability offence, with courts taking a firm stance due to the risks associated 



 

 

with knife crime. 
 

Sentencing Guidelines and Mitigation 
The Sentencing Council provides detailed guidelines for the consideration of aggravating and 
mitigating factors in criminal cases. Key mitigating factors applicable in this case included the 
absence of prior convictions, genuine remorse, early guilty plea, and primary carer responsibilities. 
The guidelines instruct courts to consider the impact of a custodial sentence on dependants and to 
suspend sentences where appropriate, particularly for first-time offenders with strong personal 
mitigation. 
 

Societal Implications 
 

Public Reaction and Media Coverage 
 
The assault on a participant in a charity event, followed by an attack on police officers, provoked 
strong reactions in the local community and beyond. Media coverage by outlets such as The Daily 
Gazette, Echo, and Gazette provided detailed accounts of the incident, the court proceedings, and 
the broader context of the WNBR. Public sentiment ranged from outrage at the violence to sympathy 
for Turnage's personal circumstances, reflecting the complexity of balancing justice and compassion 
in such cases. 
 
The incident also reignited debates about the safety of public protests, the vulnerability of cyclists, 
and the adequacy of policing and legal responses to assaults on vulnerable road users. Advocacy 
groups and cycling organisations highlighted the need for greater protection and awareness, while 
some commentators questioned the appropriateness of the WNBR and the potential for 
misunderstandings or confrontations in public spaces. 
 

Impact on Employment and Council Disciplinary Procedures 

 
As a council worker, Turnage's conviction had direct implications for his employment. Local 
authorities are bound by strict conduct and disciplinary policies, which require employees to uphold 
standards of behaviour both in and out of the workplace. Conviction for a violent offence, particularly 
one involving public disorder and resistance to police, typically triggers internal disciplinary 
proceedings, which may result in suspension or dismissal. 
 
Colchester City Council's policies emphasise transparency, equality, and fairness in disciplinary 
actions, with procedures in place to ensure due process and compliance with employment law. The 
council's response to Turnage's conviction would be guided by these principles, balancing the need 
to maintain public trust with considerations of rehabilitation and support for employees facing 
personal challenges. 
 

Precedents and Comparable Cases 
 
The assault on a cyclist during a public event is not without precedent. Similar incidents have 
occurred in the UK and internationally, often resulting in criminal charges and, in some cases, 
custodial sentences. The use of video evidence, particularly from helmet cameras and CCTV, has 
become a standard feature in the prosecution of such cases, enhancing the ability of victims to seek 
justice and hold perpetrators accountable. 
 
Recent legislative changes have also increased the penalties for dangerous cycling and related 
offences, reflecting growing concerns about road safety and the need for deterrence. However, as 
legal experts and advocacy groups have noted, the vast majority of serious road injuries and fatalities 



 

 

involve motor vehicles, and sentencing must be proportionate and context-sensitive. 
 

Compensation and Court-Ordered Penalties 

 
Compensation Orders 
 
Under UK law, courts have the authority to order offenders to pay compensation to victims for 
personal injury, loss, or damage resulting from an offence. Compensation orders are intended to 
provide restitution rather than punishment and are prioritised over other financial penalties. The 
amount awarded is determined based on the victim's losses, the severity of the injury, and the 
offender's ability to pay. 
 
In this case, Turnage was ordered to compensate the victim for both the physical injuries sustained 
and the destruction of the e-bike. The court also considered the victim's ongoing recovery and the 
impact of the loss of transportation on his daily life. 
 

Fines, Costs, and Disqualification 
 
In addition to compensation, Turnage faced fines for driving without insurance and other offences, as 
well as an order to pay court costs. He was also disqualified from driving for a period, reflecting the 
seriousness of the dangerous driving charge and the need to protect public safety. 
 

Broader Legal and Policy Considerations 
 

Sentencing Reform and Magistrates' Court Powers 
 
The case occurred against the backdrop of recent reforms to magistrates' court sentencing powers. 
As of November 2024, magistrates can impose sentences of up to 12 months' imprisonment for a 
single offence, doubling the previous maximum. This change was intended to address court backlogs 
and ensure swifter justice for victims. However, in cases involving multiple serious offences or 
complex aggravating factors, referral to the Crown Court remains standard practise. 
 

Mitigating Factors and the Role of Carers 
 
The consideration of primary carer responsibilities as a mitigating factor reflects a broader 
recognition of the social value of caregiving and the potential disproportionate impact of custodial 
sentences on dependants. Sentencing guidelines instruct courts to avoid imprisonment where it 
would unduly harm vulnerable individuals reliant on the offender, unless the gravity of the offence 
demands otherwise. 
 

The Use of Video Evidence 
 
The increasing prevalence of helmet cameras and CCTV has transformed the prosecution of road-
related offences. Video evidence provides objective, time-stamped records of incidents, reducing 
reliance on conflicting eyewitness accounts and enhancing the ability of victims to seek redress. 
Courts have generally accepted such evidence, provided it is authenticated and relevant to the case 
at hand. 
 

Societal Reflections and Future Directions 
 

Public Safety and the Vulnerability of Cyclists 



 

 

 
The assault during the WNBR underscores the ongoing vulnerability of cyclists and the challenges of 
ensuring safety during public events. Advocacy groups have called for greater public education, 
improved infrastructure, and stronger legal protections for cyclists. The incident also highlights the 
potential for misunderstandings and conflict in public spaces, particularly when events challenge 
social norms or expectations. 
 

Balancing Justice, Rehabilitation, and Compassion 
 
The judicial response to Turnage's actions reflects the tension between the need for accountability 
and the recognition of personal circumstances that may mitigate culpability. The suspended 
sentence, while controversial to some, aligns with principles of restorative justice and the aim of 
supporting rehabilitation and social reintegration, particularly for first-time offenders with significant 
caregiving responsibilities. 
 

Media Responsibility and Public Discourse 
 
Media coverage of the case has played a crucial role in shaping public understanding and debate. 
Responsible reporting, grounded in factual accuracy and sensitivity to all parties involved, is essential 
to fostering informed discourse and promoting trust in the justice system. Variations in coverage 
between local outlets such as The Daily Gazette, Echo, and Gazette illustrate the importance of 
diverse perspectives and the need for critical engagement with media narratives. 
 

Conclusion 
 
The case of Lee Turnage and the assault on a naked cyclist during the Colchester World Naked Bike 
Ride is emblematic of the complex interplay between individual actions, legal accountability, and 
societal values. The incident, while deeply troubling, has prompted reflection on issues ranging from 
public safety and the vulnerability of cyclists to the role of personal mitigation in sentencing and the 
responsibilities of public employees. 
 
The judicial outcome, grounded in a careful assessment of the facts, the law, and the broader 
context, seeks to balance the imperatives of justice, deterrence, and compassion. As communities 
continue to navigate the challenges of public events, road safety, and social inclusion, the lessons of 
this case will inform ongoing efforts to promote respect, understanding, and the fair administration of 
justice. 
 

Analytical Reflections 
 
The Colchester WNBR assault case serves as a microcosm of broader societal and legal dynamics. 
It highlights the importance of clear legal frameworks, robust evidence, and the careful consideration 
of individual circumstances in the pursuit of justice. The case also underscores the need for ongoing 
dialogue between communities, law enforcement, and the judiciary to foster environments where 
public events can proceed safely and inclusively, and where the rights and responsibilities of all 
citizens are respected. 
 
As the legal system continues to evolve in response to changing social realities, cases like this will 
remain vital touchstones for understanding the challenges and opportunities inherent in balancing 
justice, rehabilitation, and social welfare.  


