CANADA WATER CONSULTATIVE FORUM


Minutes of Meeting 14

Monday, 16th November 2009

Held at Alfred Salter Primary School, Quebec Way, Rotherhithe SE16 7LP

Forum:  (attendees in bold)

Bob Muid  (BM)                                       Cllr P Noblet (Cllr PN)
Kath Whittam (KW)                                 Cllr J Hook (Cllr JH)
Cllr Columba Blango (Cllr CB)              H.Dalgleish (HD)             
Lisa Hollamby (LH)                                 M Backelani (MB)
John Hellings (JH)                                  J Hodge (JH)
Ray Woolford (RW)                                 S Whitworth (SW)
Cllr Wilma Nelson (Cllr WN)                   Disabilities Rep (tba)          
Anna Devlet (AD)                                     B Duckett (BD)
Pauline Adenwalla (PA)                           Volunteer 2  (tba)
Ann Clayton (AC)                                     Older Persons Rep (tba)

In Attendance:

Patrick Horan, Karen Date, Leanna Morrison, Neal Bingham, Claire Morgan-Cherry, Nick Fleming, Ian Moore, Janice Finnis, Sue Richards, Andrew Kekwick, Elvira Malkic-Brabazine, Barry Mason, John Wather, Steve Cornish
1.  Welcome

The Chair welcomed all those present.

2.  Apologies

These were received from Cllr Hook, Cllr Noblet, John Taylor, Jerry Hewitt, Kath Hennessey, Kevin McKeever (M&N Communications)
3.  Minutes of Previous Meeting dated 22nd October 2009  

These were accepted as a true and fair record of the meeting.

4.  Matters Arising

Southwark Park : The meeting to finalise the legal arrangements regarding the development had been cancelled.

Action:  Chair to keep those present advised of future date

Disability Access to Medical Centre : Patrick Horan confirmed that he had spoken to Martin Osborne a Chartered Surveyor re disability access.  Referring to the Canada Water surgeries he said that Downtown was on the horizon and that as soon as he had further information he would forward it to AC the Co-ordinator.

Action:  PH to provide AC with details when received re the Downtown Surgery

The Chair added for information that local shops in Deptford High Street were reporting a loss of 25% of their trade due to opening of a Tesco.

Planning Deadlines  : The Chair confirmed she had received a reply from Gary Rice indicating it was not possible to comply with CWCF’s request to postpone planning hearings due to the postal strike.

Downtown : The Chair confirmed CWCF objections to 08-AP-1563 had been submitted on the  4 key points.
SQLP :  Although not available at the meeting the minutes, the following response to a previous request for dimensions had been received .
From Vicky Thornton of Allies and Morrison Architects “ I was asked to provide the distance from the buildings on Redriff Road to the kerb line.  Having checked this on the parameter plans the dimension is 2.2m to the boundary line (and 4m where the buildings set back) and 7.9m to the kerb line”.

The Chair then went on to introduce the speaker.

5.  Presentation by Bill Legassick, LBS – an update on Air Quality

BL confirmed that due to cost cutting the monitoring equipment at Rotherhithe Tunnel still had not been replaced.  However, the equipment near the Livesey Museum had been replaced.  It was located opposite the petrol station in the Old Kent Road, half way between the entrance and exit to the Material Waste Recycling plant on the gas work site.  This site would enable the extra traffic to be recorded and was near enough to the old site to use comparative data.

Larcom Street had been closed due to the Council’s move to Tooley Street but a site had been found in Chumleigh Gardens, Burgess Park.  The planning application for this was due in a week’s time.  

CWCF felt that it was essential that the Rotherhithe monitor be reinstated and requested information on the costs.  BL said that the purchase of the key equipment and running costs over a 5 year period would be approximately £80,000.   

LBS were renewing their air quality action plan which followed on from the Mayor’s GLA air quality strategy. Consultation to this report would be open for the public in the New Year and the authors would be coming out and presenting on the contents.  It would include not just air quality but climate change, noise and transport. The Mayor’s transport document is subject to consultation ‘til 15th January 2010. It includes a section on the London City Airport. 
BL confirmed that under environmental noise, noise maps were produced and this led to the noise action plan.   Currently this did not cover airport noise landing in the LBS area.

BL stated that he had requested that £75,000 be spent on Stave Hill area as part of the Noise Directive relating to urban areas particularly in relation to development plans.  He stressed that his aim was to ensure that traffic noise in the area did not impact on people being able to enjoy an area of urban tranquillity.
Responding to a question on boilers Bill said there was a conflict currently between energy use and air quality vis a vis bio mass boilers and regular boilers.  A forum member stressed their concern that with the development of Site A, C, E and SQLP and no monitoring equipment at the Rotherhithe Tunnel how could the readings and predictions could be undertaken accurately.
BL said that developers could do short term monitoring in the area but mainly by using the modelling information and putting this into the computer model for emissions.  However, the cumulative data from all developments would need to be taken into account so that the full effect could be taken into assessed. 
BL went on to say that the energy, noise and transport reports had been done with and without the developments planned. The majority show insignificant change.  He also said that the weather conditions needed to be taken into account as these could influence results. He confirmed that the most recent report available is dated 2006.
The Chair commented that LBS policy attempted to restrict car ownership by limiting parking spaces within new developments but in her opinion buses and cars that used diesel were one of the worst contributors to pollution.  Bill responded that most buses are new, despite the number on the plate, and that all new buses post 2012 will be hybrid. 2,000 vehicles will be at euro standard and the bus grading will be enhanced to  go up from level 3 to level 4, a very high standard. 
BL Also said that the transport strategy would put an age limit on taxis in 2012 to no more than 15 years and that there would be a rolling programme to 2015 to ensure that none would be older than 10 years.  There had been an increase in the use of diesel cars for private use but the particulate output had been tackled as they now used catalytic reduction devises. However, the nitrogen dioxide output had gone up so that currently the full answer to the problem remained unknown.

RW said that the reality of the European Directive meant that if London did not meet the conditions by 2012 they would be heavily fined for poor air quality.  BL confirmed that it would not be the local council that would be fined but the Government although LBS obviously had a duty to work towards the EU directive. 
BL went on to say that LBS has to have an air quality plan as to how it will achieve the EU air quality objectives.  There was no extra central funding, money had to be found from other funding sources. BL had applied to DEFRA but without success.

JH asked BL to confirm that this application to DEFRA was for Air Quality Management and Bill confirmed that it was.  JH went on to raise health issues, ie  the increase in respiratory diseases such as asthma, as highlighted by the Primary Care Trust.  He said that he would also like to know from the zoning maps where the highest level of respiratory illness were in relation to the air quality.  BL said this would relate to areas of deprivation in general.  
JH said the air quality action plan was blanket and not specific for SE16.  BL said some further work would be carried out through the traffic model particularly in respect of Lower Road and the long term temporary one way system.  BL said he had been asked what information he needed from the Rotherhithe Multi Modal Study.

JH reinforced the fact that BL would like more monitoring stations to be able to comprehensively argue for improvements, as currently prospective developers can use surrounding areas.

SC said in his opinion we needed the monitoring equipment at the Rotherhithe Tunnel reinstated asap. He stated that 2,000 flats were already in the pipeline for development in the local area along with an anticipated 1,250 cars.  He also said that in the South London Press it had stated that a further 3,500 houses were to be built in Deptford with a subsequent increase in cars in that area.  SC asked whether Bill’s department communicated with the Lewisham equivalent.  SC also mentioned the developments in Greenwich. 
SC added that Stave Hill is already an area of tranquillity and did not seem the best use of the funding.  BL responded that there was an environmental noise directive too and that there are maps on the website.  DEFRA were consulting on the Directive and informative seminars were being run.

SC explained that the only change in that specific area had been the Mellish Field development but that the Fisher Athletic development had been shelved.  BL explained that he was not guaranteed the money for the study to be carried out and he pointed out that it also included Timber Pond Road.

BM referring to the word ‘insignificant’ said that the report needed to be interrogated.  Currently data from readings in Tower Hamlets was being used.  He said that new developers should be paying through the S 106 monies as in Southwark little or no monitoring had been undertaken.  There were proposals for Tooley Street but this was a long way from the Rotherhithe Tunnel.

Cllr Blango said he would make enquiries within Lewisham Council and come back to the Forum

Action:  Cllr Blango to approach Lewisham Council for further information

Cllr Blango added that LBS housing had no link with Lewisham Council. As part of planning policy they do consider what permissions have been given if on a borough boundary.

Asked whether there are equivalent officers in Lewisham, BL responded yes both in Lewisham and in Greenwich and that there is a monitoring site in New Cross.
BM stated that Westminster and City of London were members of the Air Quality Research Group. 
The Chair added that flights into the City of London had increased but Bill said that studies of aircraft emissions had concluded that flying around 1,000 metres showed no significant changes.  However, he did add that Lower Road was still at the high end of the scale.  

Action:  BL agreed to send a copy of the report to the Chair

The map contained within it had been produced to include emissions from rail, road, gas domestic boilers from industry etc.  The people that produced it are leaders in air quality modelling.  It also covers the whole borough and is therefore a very good indicator.

RM said this was all very well but many sites were new and would not therefore show.  JH said that with the re-opening of the ELL, increased buses, and a new hotel amongst the current developments plus the removal of numerous trees,  the levels could only detrimentally increase.  SC added that a significant number of children are driven to school. Hence, the development of a new school needed to be considered. 
Action:  the Chair to write to LBS on behalf of the Forum for the return of the monitoring  equipment at Rotherhithe Tunnel even if funding for this had to come from S 106 monies.

Site Updates

Site A – 09-AP-1870 scheduled for the December planning committee meeting.  Hoarding has been erected around Site A, leaving the much use route across it open. However, the path is now confined and the recent heavy rain has made it very muddy.  The Chair requested that hardcore be put down.

Action:  Chair requested hardcore to be put on path by developers

The library hoardings had blown down in the high winds. The Chair asked whether there is anyone on call to monitor them.  AD responded that this would be monitored by Jacksons through the Construction Working Group.

RM said that there was one which was dangerously loose currently and that on the Barratt site the lights were not switched on.  AD said that they were waiting for the library site lights and then they would be turned off at the same time.  She explained that at weekends it was a health and safety issue to leave them on.  This had previously been raised at the Construction Working Group which is chaired by a local councillor and on which the Chair actually sits.  However, AD said she would chase for additional light.  She added the residents immediately around this site were represented and that the architects also attended.  A construction newsletter was issued regularly and the meeting was administered by Leonie Staples.  The Chair was requested to circulate this newsletter to members.
Action:  Chair to circulate construction newsletter to CWCF members

Action:  AD to chase additional lighting
The Chair along with Steve Cornish and Mairi Mills (BARGES) had visited the northern edge of Site A and reported that with development approximately 175 trees would go.  These trees were home to an abundance of wildlife and an amenity to the Albion Estate Residents. BL-CQ indicated that there had been a survey which said that residents were overwhelmingly in favour of the development. However, it was not clear where the results were and actually what questions were asked.  For example, how many people were surveyed?, where did they live?  AD responded that most of the masterplan consultation was undertaken in 2006.  The key principal of the design was to open up the area visually and enhance connectivity.  However, she did also say that no questions were asked specifically about the loss of the trees in the original masterplan.

RM stated that the original masterplan had also included a brand new swimming pool. The Chair added that the masterplan also gave assurances of permeability to Rotherhithe Village and Albion Street.  AD responded that the new civic space and small green areas would be available and that 25% of the scheme’s open space would be for public and not private use although she accepted that not all of the open space referred to would be green space.
JH said that some of the key parts of the masterplan had been jettisoned and confirmation was given that the old dock wall would be retained.  However, the trees and wildlife would go.  JH felt action was required to preserve at least some of the green land. 
The Chair highlighted that the Environmental Consultation in respect of Site A would be open only until 29th November. 
AD said with reference to the green space that originally alongside Surrey Quays Road that the idea to move was due to the fact that it was too near the busy road.  This was highlighted to the developers. They responded and it was moved.  JH responded that BL-CQ had not withdrawn the tall building which in outline planning was 10 storeys but in the detailed application was 26 storeys.  

AD said that in terms of permeability the old dock wall was always included in the plans. LBS then requested all the trees be removed to provide a more open green route. The Chair indicated that there had Deal Porter Way had always been a public path running between the 2 red bridges.

The Chair said that on the 3rd November amendments had been extended to 24th November.  The bicycle racks had been amended to 100, with 78 enclosed and 22 open.  BM had originally been looking for 400 so this had been a compromise with LBS.  AD agreed to speak further to BM.

Action:  AD to speak to BM

BM said that an aerial photo showed the ecology of the site and the bio-diversity had gone.  230 metres in length and 10 metres deep from an ecologists point of view this was erosion.  The only conflict in his opinion for not keeping the grass verge would be a reduction in units.
RW said that underground stations and train stations/docking stations would be linking in to the Mayor’s Commuting by Bike plans but he said that BM would be more knowledgeable re TfL.
JH requested that the Chair of the Forum write an objection letter re the verges and that MM had an action plan in hand to make people aware of the situation.

Action:  Chair and Mairi Mills re verges

BM agreed to put this information on the website.  RW requested a sample letter for Forum members to follow.  The Chair agreed to this.
Action:  Chair to produce sample letter

SQLP / Frogmore

The Chair said she would submit comments to application 09-A-1999 based on the 09-AP-0725 letter..
Action:  Chair to prepare letter and comments

JH said that there was confusion with the withdrawal and reapplication and that he felt this was reprehensible behaviour by the planning authority.

Site C & E Conrad Phoenix

Site C scheduled for 1st December Planning Committee.  It was noted that Site E was also imminent.
Downtown

Downtown had been withdrawn.  Lawyers had written to Gary Rice.  The scrutiny meeting would need to meet before Downtown reaches the committee.  SC said that the community meeting hall had been dramatically reduced in size from 945 sq metres to 431 square metres.  He went on to say the approximately 100 Parents from Redriff school had sent in letters of objection re the preventative entry – health centre car park.  KW added that around 3.30 in the afternoon buses had great difficulty in getting around.

JH said he had read case officers report that had made recommendations to the Barratts scheme at Downtown.  He also referred to the June feature from Barratts which was a full colour advert showing the architectural development by Proctor and Matthews which was promoted as innovative. JH then showed a picture of a development in Harlow in Essex undertaken by them which was more or less the same.

7.  Any Other Business

JH referred to Cannons Wharf Exhibition the planning application for which would be put forward in the middle of next year for approximately 2,000 new residential units.
Further Action:  the Chair agreed to chase Mr Jassby for the blogg information

8.  Date of Next Meeting

Monday, 18th January 2010.

Post the meeting a community member, Andrew Kekwick approached the Co-ordinator to ask that a paragraph in the minutes be amended.  As he was present at the time when the minutes were accepted the Co-ordinator referred him to section 3 of the agenda when the minutes were accepted.  However, she did agreed on this occasion only to include a revised paragraph in the next set of minutes.  This is as follows:
“Andrew Kekwick, a community member said that the full impact of the Jubiliee Line needed to be taken into account.  AD referred to the multi-modal study, on the planning website of Southwark Council and GLA/TfL”.
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