CANADA WATER CONSULTATIVE FORUM


MINUTES OF MEETING:  6

Date
:         
Monday, 12th January 2009   

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

Forum:      (attendees list in bold)

J Sistern       
(JS)                                                
Ray Woolford                   (RW)

S Harvey       (Architect/Rolfe Judd)          

Anna Devlet                     (AD)    

B Muid         
(BM)                                             
Cllr Hubber                        (DH)

J Hellings     
(JH)                                               
Cllr Rajan                          (LR)

H Dalgleish   
(HD)                                             
Barry Duckett                    (BD)

K Whittam   
(KW)                                            
Mohamed Backelani         (MB)

Cllr Noblet    
(PN)                                              
Janet Hodge                      (JH)

P Adenwalla   (PA)                                             
Volunteer 2

A Clayton       (Co-ordinator)                            
Spencer Whitworth           (SW)

L Hollamby    (LH)                                            
Faith Rep

                                                                            
Youth Rep

                                                                            
 Disabilities Rep

                                                                             
Older Persons Rep

In Attendance:

Patrick Horan, Karen Date, Jerry Hewitt, Kathy Hennessy, Stephanie Lodge, Jim Lodge, Hanne Puttonen, Carl Harding, Philip Baker, Steve Cornish, Marc Guillet, Vishol Desai, Nataliya Taylor, Mipys, James Oates, John Taylor, Barry Mason,    I.Osman, Jeremy Frazer

1.  Welcome

The Chair welcomed all to the meeting

2.  Apologies

These were received from Cllr Rajan, Cllr Hubber, I. Moore, D Partridge, Ann Simmons, Martyn Poole, Spencer Whitworth, Anna Devlet, Val Shawcross,

Marion Weatherhead

3.  Minutes of Previous Meeting dated 1.12.08

To note that Barry Mason did attend the previous meeting

Steve Cornish asked that pg 6 ref to health centre be rephrased to reflect the true reduction in size of a 2000% decrease.

Amend the reference to Simon Hughes to reflect his position of MP.

The minutes were then accepted as a true reflection of the meeting

4.  Matters Arising

The Canada Water Area Action Plan consultation ends 20th February.  The Chair asked whether members would like to comment individually or for her to comment on behalf of the Forum with members input.    She then highlighted from the circular the consultation venues.

JH sought clarity as whether they were meetings or exhibitions – the chair confirmed they were exhibitions. 

BM responded that on behalf of the Forum would be acceptable.  JH thought a corporate working party.  The agreement reached was for 3 or 4 members to collaborate to put together a response. 

Action to be taken re above paragraph by the Chair 

PN said he would extend the closing date to allow the Forum the opportunity for the agree its response at the next Forum meeting on 23rd February 2009.

BM said he wanted to make sure that members were aware that they did not have to select option A or B.  They could mix or add other suggestions.

SC said that he had approached Sukhie Chohan and had explained that due to the massive size of the document  he felt that a full open public meeting to hear other peoples views and assist understanding would be advisable.  Sukhie said that he would look further into this.

The Chair added that there was to be a separate meeting for Albion School.

SC said he felt sure that not many local people were aware of the Local Area Action Plan.

KW reinforced this by saying that at a recent Pumphouse meeting, no Trustees had heard of the plan.

Jerry, TRA Hawkstone Estate, added that they had urged tenants to comment individually but that if they were referred to in the Forum response they would like to know content before the information was released.

PN noted the comments and said that he would ask Cllr Blango, Chair of the RCC to consider the request that the 4th February RCC, be dedicated solely to CW AAP. topic. PN requested the Chair also contact Cllr Blango regarding RCC agenda.  

JH thought it might be appropriate to invite both Valerie Shawcross and Simon Hughes too but to approach them quickly to get it in their already busy diaries.

BM asked whether Cllr Blango could be asked to consider a venue such as Bacon College to accommodate those attending.

Action : Chair & Cllr Noblet to contact Cllr Blango

The Community expressed the view that they could not understand why it was so difficult to contact the public, particularly as the publication Southwark Life went to all households.  PN suggested that Community Wardens could be asked to assist.

The Chair commented that the CWAAP SN advertising could be more attractive to encourage people to engage with the process.  JH said we should also use our network to ensure it was fully advertised. JS said that often mail drops were not read 

5.  Presentation -  Andrew Boag, TfL

Unfortunately Andrew was indisposed. His presentation would be re scheduled. 

6.  Site Updates

Sites C & E

JS said their last exhibition had attracted 230 people over 2 days.  There had been positive feedback as well as some concerns regarding transport and parking.  She confirmed that they had now gone through all the questionnaires and verbal comments and had prepared a full report.

The full planning application for site E had been submitted before Christmas and the one for C was expected to be submitted on Friday 16th January.  Both applications  needed to be validated.  The full consultative document was available. She agreed to send this to the Forum so that they could see how the points had been addressed.

There would be further meeting with the design panel regarding the childrens play areas / young people to see how this had been addressed.

The architect, Steve Harvey, said there had been a positive meeting with Harmsworth Quays regarding Site E. Colour elevations had been provided in plans to LBS which made them far easier to read.  LBS would be acting as the planning portal so all could view at Chiltern. These would be provided electronically for the Forum.

RH asked whether Tesco were preventing other food retailers opening as there appeared to be no plans for another multi-store to open. The Chair commented that she thought there was no restriction on small shops but agreed there was and had long been a public desire for a major competitor to Tesco. It was noted that  Decathlon would occupy most of Site C, and that it would be built in phases.

JH asked if the plans had referred to the multi-modal study.  Steve Harvey added that

a transport document was attached. Site E, incorporated the primary care trust - polyclinic, family housing and a 89 room hotel. The Chair asked for confirmation that this information would be fed into the multi-modal study.  PN said yes and that he would continue to monitor this.  The Chair asked whether there had been meetings with the hotelier/s. If to be a 3* hotel it was important to have an active frontage as it was en route from the tube station to the leisure centre. JS confirmed there had been meetings and that the 3 / 4 star travel lodge style accommodation would have an active frontage.  The reception would be larger than usual and it would have a bar. 

SC  pointed out that there would be a cumulative environment effect with all the new facilities and that a wider picture was required.  There would be 10,000 additional people by 2016 and that the public were very concerned.

JH raised the question – who is looking at the cumulative impact?  BM added that one needed to know how the computer model had been assembled – all agreed it would be better to have an independent view on this.  PN said that Downtown even with current applications had shown an impact in one place.  The Chair said that this was without B1, B2, Mulberry, Fisher and a new school.  PN said he thought it did assume the Water Gardens and Mulberry but that he would check with Cllr Jeff Hook.

BM said the multi-modal study showed l major impact where the peninsula joins Lower Road and this only included Downtown and Mulberry.

BMa said he was certain that no one was looking at the cumulative effect including Lewisham.  He added that in Barry Road they had approved the removal of front gardens to introduce car stacking.  There was no policy to object and they only cost £15,000 so it was easy to get planning permission through.

The Chair said that Ken Livingstone had said that no more front gardens were to be concreted due to the threat of flooding.  However, if you already use the front garden as a car space, then permission for stacking would possibly be agreed.

The Chair expressed concern that many family houses in SE16 were being converted into bedsits by the owners.   

JH added the proposals would be sent to the relevant scrutiny committee.  There was disagreement as to whether it was too technical for the public as some felt this was an insult to the public’s intelligence.

PN suggested the Forum invite Carol Rapley ( Mouchel Packerman)  back to give an ABC explanation of the model.  

SQLC 

Hanne said that as the boards were criticised last time she had brought a powerpoint presentation along.  She said that since the last GLA and November consultation , 250 people had been consulted and positive feedback had been received.  Huge amendments had been made.

Graham Morrison, architect, explained that his office was local, in Southwark Street.  Also that he personally lives in Southwark.  His firm had undertaken the extension to the Horniman Museum and the refurbishment of the Royal Festival Hall  - these he gave as indicators to the quality of their work.  The cinema, the bingo were connected to create synergy with the rear of the shopping centre – ie Tesco’s delivery yard. There would be an underground car park.

The noise issues from Harmsworth Quay printing had been addressed.  The layout would include a square, streets and mews and would face the road.  The outline application had been presented but there to date was no architectural design.  The squares and gardens were semi-private ie open during the day but gated at night.  –

there would be no fully gated communities as all the front doors faced the street.

The landscaping would define the squares and an avenue of trees along Redriff Road. There would be 102 parking spaces underground with 30 for disabled people.  This would be a total of 505 dwellings.  All the foyers would be on ground level, with leisure facilities lst floor and above.  The new leisure facilities would be up and running before the old facilities were closed.

There would be shops on the corner of Surrey Quays Road and Redriff Road. Starter units would be located on the boundary of Harmsworth Quay.  The northern boundary would provide acoustic protection.  The taller building would be 16 storey with roof amenity space for tenants.  The building would be in brick and the ground floor would house retail units.  There would be 2 and 3 storey family units in the mews.  The leisure areas would be 3 storey but they would still look taller, ie equivalent to 5 storeys due to the ceiling heights.  All rooms would have balconies and these would be curved.  It would be a secure place for children to live.

BM asked why the planting had been left off of Salter Road but the response was that this had just been missed off in error.  

BM felt the vehicle entrance and exit as shown would not been approved by Tesco as they had always wanted this solely as their delivery access.   

The architect explained that there was space between Tesco and the leisure building. A pedestrian crossing near the SQRd. bus stops was planned. It was mentioned that the original pedestrian crossing had not been constructed because of objections from Harmsworth Quays. JH asked about the student accommodation.  The response was that this would be above the units facing Harmsworth Quay as this location was not suitable for normal residential units.  LBS had encouraged them to make this commercial usage but it would also be suitable for student housing.  

JH asked about car entry for leisure and was advised that this was all contained on the west side.  The Chair asked about pedestrian access from Quebec Way / Russia Dock Woodland.  It was pointed out that a path had been opened up to allow a short-cut to the leisure facilities.  KW commented that she thought this would be a muggers alley and BM said he felt this would certainly cause problems.  The Chair thought that it did not seem pedestrian or cycle friendly. Cllr Noblet expressed concerns that the pathway from Quebec Way was uninviting. He also referred to RW who had previously raised the lack of available commercial units in the area.

One member said that start up units for business were really essential and the response was that the entire ground and first floor were retail and business units which would bring character to that part of the street.

BMa  questioned why we were trying to encourage more people into the area and why no new swimming pool had been planned.  The architect did not feel he could comment on the swimming pool issue but in parking terms 600 surface level spaces had been reduced to 500.

SC said that there had been a reasonable turnout at the SQLC Exhibition and that the visual presentation was preferrable to the boards.  However he felt that the tower block did not enhance the SQLC design. In Quebec Way, to the East of the SQLC 2 factories would be closing in August, making 300 local people redundant. The land could be used for a new secondary school. Hence the pedestrian links must be fully explored. The Chair expressed the view that currently in the daytime there was limited footfall on SQ Rd. , which may increase marginally with the development of restaurants. She felt that assurances were required that the pedestrian flow actually worked.  BMa was also concern that there would be adequate energy to serve the sites.  Concern was also expressed that the recording devices for air quality had been removed and that there was a need for these to be put back to validate all the recent planning applications.  KW did not see how the number of cars would be reduced and SC was concerned that the community had at least the same facilities but certainly not less than was currently available.

It was confirmed that negotiations were taking place with the bingo and cinema operators but that the bowling owners were not as yet participating. A discussion then ensued re the heat source. SQLC architect said what had been selected was the most efficient but he would look into this further.

Lorraine Hodge said she felt the number of trees would make the walkway even darker but it was confirmed that the outline plan was not an exact planting proposal.  This would be done at a much later stage.  

She also felt that having the high rise development next to the 5 floor one seemed to be out of scale and that it made everything else look swamped.  In her opinion the housing looked too square and lacked personality.  It was explained that this was only an outline application and that the architectural design had not yet been done.  The outline itself would be submitted in February.  There would be online feedback and public consultation.

Site B

AD / HD not available to comment.  B1 construction progressing. The Chair advised everyone to walk along Needleman Street / Surrey Quays Road to get a sense of what the area would be like when all the sites contained 6/7 storey buildings. The Chair re iterated her concerns about the SQ Road level crossing, as it appeared to be more for the Barratts workmen and not for pedestrians. PN said that the path was being put completed that day.  According to notices on the trees the CW footpath would be closed for l week to allow tests of  the water.  Disappointingly there were still no signs of bicycle racks although the Chair confirmed that British Land had given the money for them to the LBS. BMa said that in the winter at least 100 bicycles were chained to the CW railings. In the summer it increased to over 200.

Action:  Cllr Noblet to continue to investigate.

Site A

There was no update

Site D

The Planning Inquiry in respect of Wimpey’s appeal against LBS refusal of extended hours for the units along Albion Channel is scheduled for Friday 27th February. 

Any Other Business

PN was asked to see if a decision had been taken regarding the location of the school which had been expected in January.

Action:  Cllr Noblet to investigate

Regarding Southwark Park and Fisher Athletic – PN said that a running track planning application had been lodged by  LBS but that Fisher had not pursued theirs.

KW asked that Cllr Robinson give an update on Seven Islands

It was noted that there would be a full council meeting on the 23rd February, the same day as the next Forum meeting.  It was agreed CWCF would concentrate on the Area Action Plan and therefore being quorate was not an issue. 

BMa said that the watersports centre used the security fencing to prevent the community passing through and were thus unable to gain access to the waterfront.  He accepted that this was necessary for safety reasons when boats were being taken in or out of the water but that the agreement was that outside of this time access should be granted.  PN agreed that this should only be a 20 minutes window and the Chair agreed to write formally regarding this situation.

Action:  Chair to write a letter re above paragraph

Date of next meeting :  Monday, 23rd February, 7-9 pm at Alfred Salter School
The Chair then thanked everyone for coming and for their participation and the meeting was closed.
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