MINUTES OF MEETING (34)

CANADA WATER CONSULTATION FORUM

Date:

14th November, 2005

Venue:
Alfred Salter Primary School, Quebec Way, Rotherhithe, SE16.

	FORUM MEMBERS: 

	Cllr Lisa Rajan               (CLR)
	(
	Cllr Columba Blango       (CLB)
	(
	Pauline Adenwalla      (PA)
	(

	Barry Duckett                 (BD)
	(
	Gary Glover                     (GG)
	(
	John Hellings              (JHs)
	(

	Brian Hodge                   (BH)
	(
	Lisa Hollamby                  (LH)
	(
	Ilkan Osman                (IO)
	(

	Ian Moore                       (IM)
	(
	Bob Muid                         (BM)
	(
	Stephen Platts             (SP)
	(

	Pascale Rosenbloom     (PR)
	(
	Kath Whittam                   (KW)
	(
	Spencer Whitworth      (SW)
	(

	Jackie Rose                   (JR)
	(
	
	
	
	

	Father Edward               (FE)
	x
	Jan Goodfellow                (JG)
	x
	Abuka Issa                   (AI)
	x

	 
	
	
	
	
	

	IN ATTENDANCE:
	
	
	

	Gordon Bell
	GB
	Bell Fischer 
	

	Ms Anna Devlet
	AD
	BL-Canada Quays Ltd
	

	Kendal Mackay
	KM
	LBS Transport Policy Officer 
	

	Adrian Turner
	AT
	LBS Economic Development Team 
	

	Jo Sistern
	JS
	M&N Associates
	

	
	
	
	

	APOLOGIES:
	
	
	

	David Taylor
	
	Gareth Osborn
	Janet Hodge
	

	Simon Hodge
	
	Cllr David Hubber
	John Nosworthy
	

	Andrew Boag
	
	Marion Weatherhead
	
	

	
	
	
	


1. WELCOME & APOLOGIES:

PA welcomed everyone.  Elections and re-organisation had taken place during the summer and PA introduced the newly elected representatives (see table below) and thanked the outgoing members for their support and contribution.   PA also thanked Adam Faulkner who had now left Southwark Council.

	Council Tenants
	Barry Duckett
	Gary Glover (continuing)

	Local Business
	Ilkan Osman
	Ian Moore

	Voluntary Sector
	Abuka Issa
	Jan Goodfellow

	Site C
	Spencer Whitworth
	


2. MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING (11/7/05):

The Minutes of the previous meeting had been circulated and no objections had been received.

Proposed:

Brian Hodge

Seconded:

Ian Moore

Agreed
3. MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES (11/7/05 ACTION POINTS): 
British Land-Canada Quays
(a) Environmental Impact:
(b) Consultation :
see item 6: Update from British Land-Canada Quays

Multi-modal study :  
see item 5 : Presentation by Kendal Mackay
Education:

Statistical data showing how many primary school children currently living on the peninsula were actually being schooled elsewhere and vice versa will be available 16/1/06 meeting.

Mellish Fields
}
see item 7: Update on sites for fuller reports.

All other sites  }

S106: 


Both the S106 and Community Involvement Strategy consultation documents are currently under discussion with comment to be submitted by late December.  CWCF to formulate response.  
4. ENTERPRISE:
Adrian Turner delivered the presentation as the notified speaker Ricard O’Connell was unwell. AT advised that whilst only a small team they were now able to provide businesses with their own ‘dedicated officer’.  This was proving successful as it enabled business to deal with one person rather than losing time being passed around various sections or departments.  In addition to the ‘Business Route Map’ offered via the website for locate business services & information, the Enterprise team also provided the following: 

General business support 

Sources of finance

Planning and building control

Business advice & general guidance 

Licensing 



Support and advice for women in business

Business rates 



Social enterprise support

Bidding for Council contracts
Two publications “Business Desk Services” and “Services for business in Southwark” are available on Southwark’s website.  A snapshot of signposts to other organisations include: 
a) Elephant Links: 


BME support, procurement project – are they fit to apply for council contracts? Area includes  The Aylsbury 

b) Business Extra:

Information in 11 languages is available on a variety of subjects including business start-ups.
c) BIDS:
Business Improvement Districts - Legislation enables businesses in a given area to lead on and develop their own unique area improvement plans. A BID proposal is developed through research and consultation. The proposal is then voted upon and businesses decide whether to pay an additional levy, based upon the business rateable value, in order to fund the improvements. Bankside is an example.
d) LEGI:
Local Enterprise Growth Initiative Consultation is a government initiative aimed at enterprise development and Southwark Council has the opportunity to bid for up to £10 million to spend on local business investment over the next ten years. Bidding is very competitive and only three other boroughs are through to the final stages with a decision expected shortly.  The purpose of the funding is to ensure increased entrepreneurial activity, sustained business growth and inward.  The focus is on long term change and milestones that can be measured.
CLR asked if the Unit was liaising with BL-CQ?  AT advised that they had not specifically been asked to meet.  PR advised that herself and AF had met with Enterprise and good links had been established.  PR said LBS were keen to ensure that much of the £500m Southwark spent stays in the area.  The Masterplan appendix sets out what is expected of BL-CQ in this regard.

PA referred to the Executive Report (11/10/05) which highlighted a number of retail jobs.  BH said that the focus was on employment with very little on enterprise and stressed that without business they are no jobs.  A sustainable base needs to include private sector, a land use policy, sustainable incubator businesses and should not be reliant on 100% ‘clone town’ shopping. BH asked whether AT had any suggestions re finance as LEGI guidelines insist that businesses must be sustainable and therefore grants cannot be given directly.  SP shared BH’s concerns and recognised that there is a shortage of supply of funding for incubator businesses. 
A member of the floor had recently asked for information on start-up business at the local Job Centre.  He was advised that no business advice was available although some help with form filling was.  AT apologised and advised that LEGI are now working with Job Centres as it was apparent that accurate information was not always provided. 
JHs said at some point, provision of incubator spaces should be considered.  Current plans have located a potential site on F2 (near Tesco petrol station – Tesco/Slough Estates land).   

PA asked whether retail or commercial was planned for the ground floors of Sites A &B.  SP confirmed it would probably be existing chains.  PA said the Ex. Report talks of 2,000 jobs (70 commercial) and she asked whether these would all be retail?  AD advised that sites A&B would not be purely retail as the library and housing office would be located on these sites.  PA asked what job opportunities would be available on the other sites?  SP felt that ‘active businesses’ could not be located within the residential blocks but retail, council offices, health, library, etc could.  However, retail would be in the shopping centre and around the dock basin 
A member of the audience asked what parking provision has been decided, particularly for retail parking?  It was believed that Tesco/Slough Estates preferred parking on top of the reconfigured shopping centre and BL-CQ have opted for underground.  Would charges be made for parking in future?  SP was unable to confirm at present and felt that the owner of the shopping centre would decide.  IM was unaware of any plan to charge fees and he anticipated that Tesco would want parking to remain free.  He further stated that Tesco/Slough felt that decked parking was preferred to underground which they believed caused problems.
AT said the new Southwark Enterprise Strategy which should be available shortly (? Wednesday 16th) will cover the next ten years and looks at short, medium and long-term.   CLB said that the Strategy document has gone to Southwark Alliance Management for consideration with direct links to 2016 and he hoped many questions would be addressed.  CLB said LBS’s key issue was to tackle poverty by providing jobs.   A feedback form is available on the website.  
BH said that strategies were ‘wonderful’ but need to be delivered.  It was hoped that awareness of the business services could be improved and promoted more actively in future.  PA thanked AT and wished him every success with LEGI bid.  
5. TRANSPORT
Kendal Mackay (KM) gave an overview of the issues affecting the peninsula and surrounding roads.  LBS and Val Shawcross have been lobbying TfL for approx. two years for a multi-modal study of the area and previous LBS’s requests were refused because they were ‘too small’.   Plans are now well under way to undertake a multi-modal study of North Southwark and it will be extended to cover Lewisham (Deptford) and Greenwich to take account of the cumulative effect of all the development projects planned for the areas.   A ‘tender’ will be put together over the coming months and LBS are keen to secure financial backing from adjoining boroughs, TfL, BL-CQ and other developers too.  The role of TfL is huge as it has responsibility for a number of main traffic routes, parking, loading, traffic lights, cycling, buses, etc.  LBS hope by producing a detailed study other boroughs will want to utilise the data for their own planning.  LBS are currently in discussion with Lewisham but if no support from other areas can be found, the study would have to be scaled down due to cost implications.  If a full study is commissioned,  due to it’s size and scope it will need to be very robust and it will also be open for EU bidders.  A timescale will be outlined over the coming months and it will take some time to put together – the estimated cost is approx. £300,000.  
David Bradbury asked whether trams would be feasible? KM referred to the current plan for a tram to run from through Burgess Park to Peckham.  Other transport improvements include the extension of the East London Line and an increase in the number of carriages on the Jubilee Line trains in addition to improving frequency of trains and signal enhancements.  The study will consider whether these improvements, together with planned improvements to Stations and linkeages, are enough.  
A much smaller scale study of Lower Road has already taken place.  Recently received results will feed into a wider study.  There are some improvements that can be made but essentially these may only be ‘tinkering at the edges’.  At this stage, LBS would be looking for recommendations.  In addition KM will be responding to consultees and advising decisions on implementation.
CLR was very glad a multi-modal study is being considered as she felt transport problems in the area were very difficult.  Given the problems in the past 2 weeks caused by the closure of the Limehouse Link/ roadworks in Jamaica Road, CLR was encouraged to hear that TfL may co-operate, particularly, as they were responsible for the main roads.  
CLR also asked when improvements to Lower Road are likely to be implemented?  In addition, she asked that matters not be allowed to get any worse!  KM advised that some of the study’s suggestions seem feasible and surrounding street could also be improved. Further consultation with local residents is due to take place and it was hoped that they could move forward fairly quickly.  However, KM felt that they should ensure that any changes are cohesive and that they should work in partnership with TfL.  He hoped that TfL could achieve a better planning system and KM stressed that small scale adjustments might be possible fairly early on. 
SC felt that consideration should have been given to laying out roads at the outset and a further 10,000 residents moving on to the peninsula just cannot be accommodated as the road network will never be able to cope.  In particular, Lower Road is already grid-locked and he could not see any way of improving the situation.  
David Bradbury asked whether the River Thames and the DLR would be considered in the study and KM confirmed they would.  Whilst existing riverboat carriers felt there was insufficient interest in providing more services for passengers, KM advised that they are considering offering more freight.  He further felt that ‘nothing should be ruled out’.   
KM was asked if there was a policy to monitor the effectiveness of schemes?  KM was aware that Central Govt. and TfL were moving towards better monitoring but at present no other arrangements were in place.  Schemes mentioned were the Rotherhithe Tunnel roundabout and re-configuration of Jamaica Road which have led to a number of accidents.  Rotherhithe Community Council have formally written to TfL regarding dangerous road layout and a response is awaited.   
JHs asked whether planning applications on the scale of CW required transport impact assessments?  PA stated that developers have  to support planning applications by providing comprehensive transport analysis.  A study would look at the cumulative effect and takes into account (i) what is required? (ii) when is it required? and (iii) how are we to pay? KM hoped that it could eventually be a Southwark-wide transport model to include traffic lights, cyclists and all other aspects.  JHs felt that if planners could pay for transport impact studies, rate-payers should not have to pay towards the study too?  KM felt that without the study planning could not go forward.  PA commented that the any transport study should also consider the knock-on effect to health.

BM asked when the study is likely to commence?  KM reiterated his earlier statement by saying that the study must be robust and consultation with TfL and the community sought too – next summer (2006) therefore seemed likely.  PA thanked KM for his concise and informative briefing and asked that he come back to the Forum to provide an update on the progress of the brief for the tender. 
6. UPDATE ON BRITISH LAND-CANADA QUAYS:

JHs reported that a meeting with Pumphouse Residents had taken place and that BL-CQ were now aware of this group’s concerns of the proximity of the high rise block/densities adjacent to their homes.  BL-CQ architects and designers had not visited the Pumphouse site to assess the implications of the development and it was agreed that a site visit and workshops would take place.  JHs hoped to organise similar meetings with other private resident groups surrounding the area.  As a consequence, JHs now had a very good database of interested private residents which could be a very good for communication tool.  
SP said that the Masterplan outline went to Executive recently and it had been agreed subject to a number of recommendations.  The masterplan vision had been agreed and BL had been authorised to proceed to the next stage.  The concerns of the community regarding transport issues (traffic congestion) had been recognised and officers had been instructed to report back on plans for a comprehensive study.  Officers had also been instructed to look at planning renewal policy specifically and report back in consultation with the Rotherhithe Housing Forum by late December/early new year.  The need for a strategic approach to youth and leisure had been identified (Ex. Report of 11/10/05) and it was suggested that a steering group be established to look at community facilities which would report back to Executive regarding the provision of youth facilities in the area.  Officers were tasked to report on this issue at the December Executive meeting and CWCF requested that SP provide an update. 
AD advised that BL-CQ will be submitting applications for Sites A&B shortly.  As promised they will continue consultation and this includes the Pumphouse residents and all other groups.  LH asked what was happening on Site E and whether any proposals had been put forward?  AD was unsure at present as the land was owned by Conrad Phoenix and not included in the masterplan area.  Negotiations were continuing with CP and AD would ascertain the position and notify the Forum.
Action:
Env, Assessment complete and a copy will be forwarded to CWCF.

Action:
AD to confirm proposed height of residential housing proposed (Sites A&B) and blocks planned for Surrey Quays Road - email JR for circulation.  

Action :
AD to circulate minutes of Pumphouse Residents’ meeting later this week following DT’s return.  

Action :
JHs liaising with BL-CQ re site visit by architects/designers to view site from Pumphouse area.  Workshops to be set up for residents to look at plans in greater detail. CWCF to be kept informed.
Acton :
JHs endeavouring to arrange meetings with other private residents in surrounding area – will keep CWCF informed. 
Action:
Transport: Ongoing discussions with TfL, Ove-Arup and Southwark and adjoining Boroughs.  CWCF to be kept informed.
Action:
BL-CQ met with PCT recently and discussions are now ongoing with Southwark Council.  CWCF to be kept informed of developments and proposals.
Action:
CWCF to be advised of the Youth and Leisure Steering Group’s terms of reference, structure and membership, etc.

Action:
AD to ascertain the current position with regard to Site E and advise CWCF accordingly.
SP thanked the Forum and the local community for all their input.
7. UPDATE ON SITES:

Site C:
Spencer Whitworth (SW) gave a thorough briefing on the proposals for Site C.  Conrad Phoenix (C/P) are 

meeting with BL-CQ regularly (every 2-3 weeks) to share plans.  In addition, they also have a ‘memorandum

of understanding’ with Shopping Centres Ltd with whom they share the same architects.  C/P do not have a

legal or contractual arrangement with Decathlon and proposals to demolish and re-site the store can only be 

accomplished through agreement.  Decathlon have now agreed to trade out of a new store but this presents 
serious procedural difficulties  in that a temporary building will need to be constructed whilst a new store is
built which will then be demolished.  It will be sited on the corner nearer to BHS SW said WatersideView
would provide a sustainable development, a new Decathlon and a community facility as well as restaurants,
cafes, bars and shops.  5 residential blocks will be constructed which are tallest on Surrey Quays Road and 
drop down in height giving nearly all the apartments a view of the Canada Water.  Approx. 650 flats are
planned and most will have roof gardens or terraces – other areas used for maintenance etc will also have a
green appearance.  35% will be affordable and over 60% will have 2 bedrooms or more and the flats will be
designed to ‘eco homes standards’.  SW said that a fairly large site will be available for community use 
(located facing Albion Channel) which could be used for youth, leisure, etc – C/P were ‘open to offers’

SW referred to BL-CQ’s proposals for a significant plaza to be located on Site C but their own plans had kept the frontage modest, thereby creating a large green area next to Albion Channel.  C/P’s aim was to create an active frontage facing on to the dock and a quieter feel to the Channel side.

Gordon Bell (GB) C/P’s landscape architect confirmed that their aim had been to create a public space which was green and lively and the two areas would provide alternatives.  Large mature trees, good street furniture and quality materials were being used and C/P were keen to look at incorporating references to the area’s heritage.  A wide boulevard would link the basin with Surrey Quays Road as a public thoroughfare.  Lots of native trees were planned for Surrey Quays Road and other measures to encourage wildlife, eg by using roof spaces to create habitats.  This will have a cost impact but C/P feel it is worth it.
Regarding consultation, C/P are currently in discussion with BL-CQ and local consultation via the local press etc is planned.  700 attendees spread over a weekend attended the recent Exhibition indicated that 80% of those who completed feedback forms wanted to see re-development of the site.  Further discussion with Southwark Council/BL-CQ is planned.  Height on Surrey Quays Road would be 10 storeys (30 metres max) and nothing higher.  C/P are aware of concerns regarding the creation of a ‘canyon effect’ with high rise on both sides of the road.  SW hoped to return to a future CWCF meeting to provide further details of their planning application which they expect to submit between March/May 2006. 
Kath Whittam (KW) asked why the swimming pool on BL-CQ’s plans for Site C was not included?  She further understood that BL-CQ were now looking at Seven Islands site.  She felt that a strategic overview was needed as Seven Islands was fast becoming very run down and there are no alternative facilities.  If the pool is not built on Site C, it will be years before the area will have swimming facilities.  BH said that Site E would be ideal for leisure activity and could accommodate a pool.  Many felt this was an excellent suggestion but it would obviously require a land swop.  SW was keen to explore this possibility and suggested a note be sent to planning regarding the proposal.  He stressed again that neither BL-CQ or Southwark Council had approached C/P about a pool being located on Site C.  SW also said that a 50m pool requires a large amount of land and with the re-sited Decathlon there is insufficient space – he felt there was sufficient land on Southwark’s Sites A&B.  SP advised that the Ex. Report had now determined that a 50m pool was not appropriate (there had been some suggestion (NOT CWCF) that outsiders rather than locals would benefit).   SW felt C/P would be prepared to build a larger leisure facility on Site E.  CLB said that current provision at Seven Islands is a 33 metre pool and the new pool would be 25mts with facilities for youth and leisure.  SP had been asked by the Executive to look at a third option for the siting of pool and report back – Site C/E/Seven Islands?  BH expressed concern that the local community had not been asked to comment and PR said that LBS were initially putting together a ‘strategy’ that would include statistics, information etc.  BH felt it logical to have a swop between Seven Islands and Site E for the new facility to get modern facility and he asked whether any Olympic funding could be obtained.  SP advised that an Olympics Officer had recently been appointed and it seemed unlikely that swimming pool facilities here would be needed.  However, it was believed that Southwark Park may be required to deliver athletics.  SP said the Inspectorate’s report is due in Feb/Mar 2006 as to whether the area is designated residential.  Site E is not included in the master plan (don’t know why).  He felt that the swop could be a straightforward business proposal and LBS may be able to develop the site.  SP said it may also be possible for LBS to look at contributions for upkeep, improvement etc as the current facility realistically needs a complete re-build. 

When asked about the S106 contribution, SP advised that when the sum has been agreed, he will provide details.  Many had been saying for years, that the Increased traffic from Site C and the other developments around Canada Water necessitated a study to look at the cumulative effect.   SP confirmed that Southwark Council were prepared to contribute to a multi-modal study along with other agencies.  TfL/LBS are in discussion.
CLR asked where the affordable housing would be situated and how many 3 x beds were available? SW advised that it would be located above the new Decathlon site and 10% of the apartments were 3 x bed in compliance of UDP requirements.  He also hoped to increase the affordable allocation from 10 to 12%.  CLR asked what green features the apartments would include and SW said re-cycled rain water would feed into Albion Channel/Canada Water (much needed because both currently have insufficient), combined heat & power-plants by using a centralised system, utilise fuel bio-mass (woodchippings) or bio fuel diesel derivative (vegetable oil), maximise solar power, recycled building materials, brown roofs and parking.  135 car spaces include residential, visitors and customers and a car-pool club which C/P were prepared to subsidise for the first few years.    John Taylor (JT) said that Friends of the Earth suggest more solar heating but SW felt this option was incredibly expensive and inefficient as costs are passed on to the occupiers.  Thea Sandell (TS) referred to the problems that may be encountered in building underneath the shopping centres as the remains of the old dock are still there.  SW was aware of the technical difficulties, in particular the location of the Jubilee Line/London underground network.  Phillip Baker asked if the development would be gated and SW said it would not.  Disturbance from the bars, restaurants was an issue that required managing and controlled access between dusk-dawn would need to be looked at.  SW said that gating a development did not automatically provide more money.  

BH said he was pleased to see that the development put forward fell within the terms of the SPG.  Changing the alignment north/south (as opposed to east/west) would benefit the public square.  He had some concerns regarding the heights around the dock (5 storeys) and said it would be good if they could be lowered.  He also expressed some concern regarding the road access but SW said that LBS Highways were ‘comfortable with it’.  BH said that there was a need for a very good public realm, in particular security concerns and it may mean cctv is inevitable.  BH asked whether incubator units could be placed on the area ear-marked for community?  He also felt that long-term funding was needed to improve sustainability for business.  SW felt that locating business on this site would not cause conflict.  Lisa Hollamby (LH) asked if they had given consideration to the problems residents would face from lorry/traffic noise when their windows were open?  SW said they were aware of noise issues; BH suggested a midnight walk to assess the noise from heavy lorries and night buses.  SW said that they are familiar with developing in Zone 2 areas which have higher noise levels and he hoped a solution would be found.  Steve Cornish (SC) said that far more than a swimming pool is required to keep youth engaged.  He felt local families wanted a good quality aqua centre that is pleasant to visit in safety.  He felt C/P should consult local people and particularly with regard to highlighting the area’s important heritage.  SP pointed out that the area’s local heritage will be a feature of the new library and the possibility of incorporating artefacts is under consideration too.  Southwark Council and BL-CQ were currently looking at this in detail.  SC stressed that a first rate swimming pool was essential otherwise it would not be well used.  SP said it was clear that both the library and the leisure facility provide youth activities and the next stage would be how it is achieved.  SP is due to report back to the Executive in December on how they will engage youth, heritage, etc.  JT asked about BL-CQs proposal for Canadian rock shield and SW said that if it was bought they might be happy to accommodate it as a focal point.  SW closed by saying again that he is keen to see the area’s heritage reflected and JR agreed to supply contact details.
Site D:
No further construction work has taken place.  The application was the subject of an Appeal (date unknown).

Site E:


SW confirmed that the Planning Inspectorate had dismissed the Appeal principally on height and density and no further action has been taken since.  Site E was originally part of the BL-CQ master plan area but seems to have now disappeared from the designation.  A residential development of 230 apartments was originally proposed, together with a community facility.  (also see Site C above).

Mulberry:
The result of the Appeal will be known on 2nd February 06.

Downtown:

Barretts’ application had been refused and had gone to Appeal (25/4/06 – venue to be confirmed).  Barretts’ had recently placed a notice in Southwark News which was not clear. Clarification to be sought as to exact reason for the advertisement and action to be taken – BH to monitor. 

SC asked that formal thanks be given to Brian Hodge and Cllr Lisa Rajan for their excellent support and assistance with their deputation.  SC felt local people had stuck together and worked hard.
Mellish Fields :
TQ had provided an update which raised a number of questions which led to a lengthy debate.   SP advised that the Business Plan was not yet completed but legal discussions were reaching a final stage.   JHs again stressed that CWCF wanted to ensure that the plan provided ‘affordable’ access for local people and not just those attending Bacon’s CTC or those on higher incomes.    SP said it was the intention to provide affordable access and he confirmed that several agencies were involved.  In addition, he felt public access would probably be a condition.  BH referred to concerns that had arisen with the City Academy who had run into a financial/legal loophole over v.a.t payments which presented operational difficulties – SP said that LBS were aware of the situation.  JHs asked for news on St Paul’s Fields and SP confirmed that this site had been designated for a ‘community facility’ in the UDP – JHs asked if LBS would consult with Peter Hills and SP agreed that this would be done.  Steve Cornish (SC) expressed concern that the promised Steering Group had never met since it’s formation two years ago – CLB/SP will ask NR to advise.  GG asked whether the £230,000 referred to in the Update was the figure promised to Southwark Park following the Nike Fun Run in 2004.  The funding had been allocated to upgrade the athletics and running track facility and monies had yet to be received.  CLB said that the successful Olympic bid may mean that funding from a different source could be available but he will ask NR for clarification.  The following summarises the questions to be asked of NR:
(a) When will the Business Plan be finalised?  NR had given an assurance that the Draft would be passed to CWCF for comment.  Ascertain from NR current status.
(b) CLB/SP to ascertain when the first meeting of the Steering Group will be held and advise CWCF.
(c) The Update suggests that £230,000 is available from Nike for Mellish Fields.  GG asked for clarification as Nike monies had been promised to Southwark Park following the Fun Run in November 04.  CLB/SP would ask NR to clarify exact position.

(d) NR to be asked to attend January forum meeting and clarify the position.

Trundleys Road, Lewisham border:
The is a mixed use development (office/residential) located just beyond the one-way system near Lidl’s.  100 car parking spaces will be provided for 90 flats, visitors and office staff.
8. UPDATE ON TOPIC PAPERS:  

A number of topic papers required re-visiting and PA again asked that volunteers take ownership. The papers include Built Environment, Community & Leisure, Green Issues, Social Inclusion and Youth.  

Action: 
PA to continue seeking volunteers to take ownership. 

9. ANY OTHER BUSINESS:  

Youth:
Michael Whelan (MW) hopes that a vacant shop in Albion Street can be run as a short term drop-in project to offer advice on a range of issues (drugs, employment, training, etc).  Such a facility could be set up relatively quickly as longer term projects, as part of the regeneration of Canada Water,  will be some years away.  Barry Duckett and Kam Hong Leung together with local ward councillors and officers are hoping to set up a youth facility at The Mayflower TA Hall 2 or 3 nights a week.  PA commented that it was important that something be offered for youth in the area and was a very good start.
Future role of the Forum

PA advised that she would like members to consider the future of CWCF and put forward their suggestions for its future for discussion at January CWCF. JR’s current funding is due to expire in March 06.  There had been a suggestion of forming a ‘Rotherhithe Society’ modelled on the Camberwell Society but this is an amenity society funded by subscriptions and concerned with conservation as opposed to CW being a growth area. Hence this may not be an appropriate model. PA felt the Forum still had much to do in 2006-7.  Bob Muid has kindly agreed to co-ordinate any suggestions as part of his brief to look at re-working the CWCF’s terms of reference and the future role of the Forum.

Rotherhithe Community Radio project:

Jan Kamal had piloted successful projects in Peckham and Wandsworth and information was available.  JK is looking for funding support and a suitable ‘station site’ to house the broadcasters.  Anyone able to provide assistance was asked to contact the radio station directly.   

Friends of Russia Dock Woodland

Next meeting will be held at YHA Rotherhithe on Thursday, 24th November @ 6.30.

Rotherhithe Community Council:

Next meeting will be held at The Links on Tuesday, 15th November @ 7.00.
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