CANADA WATER CONSULTATIVE FORUM


 MINUTES OF MEETING:

2

Date:     Monday, 14th July 2008 at 7.00pm

Venue:   Alfred Salter School, Quebec Way, Rotherhithe SE16 7LP

FORUM MEMBERS: (attendees in bold)
Ray Woolford             (RW)                                       Barry Duckett           (BD)

Bob Muid                    (BM)                                       Cllr Paul Noblet        (PN)

John Hellings              (JH)                                        Cllr Lisa Rajan           (LR)

Kath Whittam             (KW)                                      Cllr Anne Yates         (AY)

Lisa Hollamby             (LH)                                       Mohamed Backelani  (MB)

Anna Devlett                (AD)                                       Janet Hodge               (JH)

Jo Sistern                      (JS)                                        Gareth Osborne          (GO)

Pauline Adenwalla       (PA)                                       Faith Rep

Ann Clayton - Co-ordinator                                      Youth Rep                                                                                
                                                                                      Volunteer 2  

                                                                                       Disabilities Rep

                                                                                       Older Persons Rep

                                                                                       James Oates               (JO)








   Cllr David Hubber
  (DH)

IN ATTENDANCE:

Emboldened names above plus:

Steve Cornish, Philip Baker, Andy Weeton, John Wills, Denise Butler, Marc Guilliet, Stephanie Lodge, Lynn Smith, Lorraine Smith, Charlie Willis, Roger Courtenay, Alison Sorrell, Brenda Bond

1.  APOLOGIES

These were received from:

Cllr Noblet, Cllr Rajan, Ian Moore, Spencer Whitworth, David Meagher, John Taylor, Jeremy Simons, Cllr Hubber

2.  PREVIOUS MINUTES

John Hellings asked that the spelling for Cannon Wharf be corrected.

Steve Cornish asked for it to be added that the Docklands Settlement offered courses in martial arts.

3.  ACTION POINTS

PA had written on the 5th June to Victor Grayson of the Planning Department, Lewisham Council regarding the application for Full Planning Permission – Cannon Wharf, Evelyn Street ref no DC/08/68523/X.  This was to lodge the objections of the Forum.  Copies of the letter were distributed to all those present.

Hanne Puttonen of Frogmore gave an update in writing on the Public Consultation Exhibition 8/9 July re the Surrey Quays Leisure Centre Proposals.  It was noted that although over 2,000 invitations were sent out just 45 people attended over a period of 2 days.

3.  Cllr PN was not at the meeting but had previously agreed to look into the following: i)  re live/work units – to ascertain what evidence the developers had  that  there is no demand for them,   ii) to investigate further  the situation re the removal of the air monitor at Rotherhithe Tunnel  iii)  update on Section 106 monies. 

JH praised PA for her prompt letter to LBL and added the SQ Lib-Dem Forum circular showed that they now too were taking up the cudgels.

4.  PRESENTATION – Brenda Bond, Chief Executive of Age Concern

     Topic Matter           - Issues Facing The Elderly

Initially Brenda described some of the work undertaken by Age Concern which has a base in Bermondsey but currently no base in Rotherhithe.  These included activities, home visits and outreach sessions.  She highlighted several key issues for the elderly    

       -    transport difficulties

· shortage of money, sometimes do I eat or pay for heat

· being on a fixed income with often no opportunity to earn more

· pension increments below inflation

· in need of up to date benefit checks, 

· high proportion not claiming pension credit

· fear of crime – which includes groups of youngsters
· poorly mobility – unsteady gait

She went on to give a few examples of the issues above such as:

· loss of sensation in fingertips to sort out change which they found difficult

            and caused fumbling

· active social inclusion to prevent isolation such as with IT, there should be 

someone available to target older people to use the proposed new library facilities, set up webcams in their own homes, advise on fonts, types of mouse etc

· technology is rapidly changing and one example is the television, which is a 

lifeline for many elderly people and they will need digital inclusion, possibly the help of neighbours and friends to set up their digibox.

Other issues included an increased requirement for health care due to long term chronic conditions which are more prevalent in poor areas such as Rotherhithe and particularly in socially deprived backgrounds.  There was also a need identified for increased social care in particular for terminal care.

Another key area is the identification of various types of elderly abuse which include

physical, mental, financial, sexual and institutional.

Brenda then advised of what was currently available for older people and this included:

a)  Age Concern has a User Involvement Manager who works to increase the opportunities for elderly people

b)  there is the Pensioners Centre, which is an invaluable information centre

c) free internet ready computers are available, set up and ready to use.  Already about 1,000 have been distributed and the list will re-open in September.  This alone with webcam enables the elderly to participate in meetings without travel.

RW mentioned DAGE in Deptford which provide furniture, days out, minibus facility, a tea café, bingo and parties.

All agreed that it would improve services if there was more joined up working and a suggestion was made that the community wardens could check on the most vulnerable.

Brenda then gave a few facts about the elderly.  For example, that there were at any one time about 4-5% in residential services.  PA commented that general sheltered housing seemed to have fallen out of favour with the authorities and developers.   Brenda said that the demand was going down for this type of service but in the private sector it was still growing.  Some of the current council sheltered properties were unfavourable because they were bed sits but the councils were interested in sheltered housing with intergenerational activities. She quoted as an example of a newer style unit, Darwin Court, a Peabody unit.

Lorraine Smith asked how secure Age Concern was in this financial climate.  Brenda responded that they very much needed to fundraise also that social cares current responsibility in financial terms was two thirds of a million pounds.  Therefore efficiency savings needed to be made and central government tackled.

SC reiterated that he thought the community warden idea was a good one and stressed that family support is so essential and that this should be taken into account more in housing allocation.

BB agreed and said that children too would benefit from closer proximity to grandparents.  Other councils such as Kensington and Chelsea manage well.  The eligibility criteria for accessing social care was also changing, with the entry levels being raised.

JH / PA referred to the current planning applications in Southwark which included the remodelling of the leisure centre in particular the bingo hall which so many elderly people currently enjoyed.  BB said that bingo was a very important provision for the elderly for many reasons, particularly from the point of cognitive skills. She was unaware of the proposals to redevelop SQLP. BB said there were already advice workers actively present on the Aylesbury.  For information only BB said that PAL had now been replaced by LINKS who have a status in law.

PA thanked Brenda on behalf of those present for her informative presentation.

2nd Presentation – Carol Hynes, Developer, Cannons Wharf

As Carol was not in attendance, RW offered to brief those present as much as he could on the proposed development.  He explained that he had gone along to see the site and was surprised at the small entrance to it.  He found out the developer had also purchased Yeoman Street and JET in Plough Way.  The proposal was to build four, 23 storey tower blocks.  The residential access for 3-4,000 people would be from one entrance only in Evelyn Street which he felt would certainly affect traffic flow in Lower Road.  The developer had met with Lewisham Council and had been told that supposedly they did not perceive complaints. There was discussion as to why was the LBS commissioned Multi Modal Study appeared to not be being used to measure the traffic impact as CWCF had been given to understand it was inter borough. RW urged the Forum to get Lewisham and Greenwich to do a transport feasibility study on Lower Road. There were plans to widen the Evelyn Street but the council had already given prior consent for the older people’s home to be built.

Having been told in this area that there was no demand for retail units, RW was surprised that every business unit around the Cannon Wharf area were full, mainly by local business.  In fact there are 54 local companies employing a good number of local people including Jobstart who are training the long term unemployed for which they had contracts from 4 boroughs.  There was also youth provision and a noticeable presence of IT businesses.

JH said that both Plough Way and Osprey Tenants Associations would be writing in.

Along with SC the question was put forward again – exactly how many people is it proposed live on the Rotherhithe Peninsula. SC also said that Tim Thompson was now on a sabbatical when key questions were still to be answered. PA stated that she had been given to understand James Oates – who has taken on TT’s role - would now be attending CWCF. 

Action:  the Co-ordinator agreed to contact the Developer to see if she could attend a future meeting

5.  Site Updates

      - The Library

A virtual reality film was shown to those present, taking them through a walk around the proposed new library and its state of the art facilities.  It was well received by all but the question of training for prospective users in the new facilities was raised and questions regarding the noise levels in an open plan environment were put forward.

AD said that noise specialists had been consulted and that no issues regarding this were envisaged.

· Surrey Quays Leisure Park

a written report had been provided for all those present but there was huge concern that the plans could not incorporate adequate facilities to compare with those already available on the site. The Frogmore scheme would involve the demolition of 2 major and popular restaurants.

     -      Site E     

Jo Sistern spoke on behalf of Spencer Whitworth of Conrad Phoenix as Spencer himself was on leave.  She said how disappointed they were with the outcome of events in their dealings with LBS.  Basically in the summer of 2006 it was agreed that the 7 Islands Leisure Centre Site should be relocated on site E.  In the Autumn of 2006 they were in the position of having worked in considerable details on plans based on Southwark’s earlier brief.  This was actually refined in early 2007.

Both Richard Thomas and TT had confirmed at that stage that they wanted the brief worked up.  However, in May they advised of a delay from May to the Autumn.

In September 07 James Oates/ Cathy Simmonds completed the review but had not been given the Conrad Phoenix plans.  Several meetings that had been scheduled for Oct, Nov, Dec had been cancelled at the last minute.  It was not until the end of June that Steve McDonald advised that the proposals were not acceptable.

The current Conrad Phoenix Site C plans do not involve leisure and an early proposal had been sent to the planners.  The latest scheme for site E has hotel, community facilities, PCT and some residential units.

BM asked whether this meant the original proposals had been completely rejected.

Jo Sistern confirmed that they obviously wished to continue working with the LBS and that the new proposals would go ahead.  BM then asked AD/BL-CQ as Master Planners to clarify what was actually happening.

KW said that at the Redriff T.A. meeting the 7 Islands Leisure Centre was mentioned but that she felt the inference from Cllr PN was that there was a possibility that the current centre would merely be refurbished. CWCF was of the view that this was not acceptable. 

JH on behalf of the Forum gave a thank you to Spencer Whitworth and Conrad Phoenix for their professionalism in keeping the Forum fully informed of events. 

Action:  BM proposed further information is sought from the council officers, would it be advantageous for the CWCF to meet with the planning group and present the proposals.

PA said that the plans for the leisure plans for Site E leisure were reviewed by the design panel. 

KW wanted to know further information about the stadium proposed for Southwark park.

Site C

 As everyone is aware, Decathalon has a long lease.  They were quite difficult to deal with mainly because most of the engagement involved dealing with links overseas for specific requirements.  The dual aspect units still needed to be finalised.

Site E

Planners are keen to see more employment space 

JS said that the type of units had been changed to include more 3-bed family units.

Action:  SW would be asked to give an update on this at the next meeting if possible.

Mulberry

There was no update on Mulberry.

LH said that Frogmore site had been proposed for the pool and asked the Chair to raise this.

RB said that we should make our voices heard regarding the leisure park and the proposed underground parking.  Also to question the reduction in the square footage of the proposed leisure centre to the current facilities offered.   One building would house the cinema and the other building would have the restaurants on the ground, with the bowling alley and bingo housed in the 2 storey building.  On top of this approximately 450 units would be built for student accommodation.

Downtown

SC said that blocks A, B would be moved back 8 metres from the Woodlands.  The proposed plan still included poor urban design.  He spoke about the home zones which are traffic calming measures which had been used in Holland in the 1970 but which were not as beneficial as expected in particular as they caused delay in the response of the emergency services.

The plans still showed only 15 drop off points and the school had not been consulted on the loss of the crèche or breakfast club which had been proposed.  The provision of the downtown community hall had been reduced to such an extent that now it was but one room in the health centre of approximately 40 square metres, some 2,000% less!

Email confirmation had been received from the council that this community provision had been taken away.  A deputation went to the council offices and JH had secured legal assistance.  The Council are now prepared to go with Barretts new proposals.

PA said that there was a template available for objection letters and all present agreed that the Forum should object as a whole.

JH added that this seemed to be taking place with indecent haste bearing in mind that all the indicators were that Barretts were in financial difficulties.
6.  Strategic Landowners Group

No further update

7.  A.O.B.

There was no further business.

8.  Date of Next Meeting

Monday, 8th September 2008.

Monday 20th October 2008  

Monday 1st December 2008   
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