
Part comment on: Background Paper: Infrastructure

(CD CW12 January 2010) (File digital date: 08/02/2010)
http://www.southwark.gov.uk/Uploads/FILE_45538.pdf
Links also to CW AAP 14 – Rotherhithe Police Station
Links also to CW AAP 17 – Rotherhithe Primary School
Policy= “Major Town Centre: Canada Water town centre changed to a Major Town”

What care should be given to Fire & Police issues when changing Surreys Quays into a Major Town with a very high level of dense intensification? Is the area safe and sustainable as it is now?

In July 2009 six people – including three children- died because of a fire at Lakanal House on the Sceaux Gardens Estate in Camberwell. Ronan Point was destroyed by a gas explosion. A key word search of the pdf files of the Submission Version of the CWAAP returned no results for “fire”. The change of culture claimed by Southwark Council has clearly not spread to planning the CWAAP/ Core Strategy and residents have to turn to the Background Infrastructure Document to find information about police and fire. And there we find a very unsatisfactory and weak evidence base indeed.
Last night (12th. March, 2010) a young person was stabbed on Hawkstone Road / Rotherhithe New Road – yet another stabbing as gang / patch disputes continue in our area.
The Core Strategy and CWAAP are consistently poor at focusing and exploring on issues that are important to our residents including safety and we place safety as a prerequisite to sustainability given that Southwark Council has claimed sustainability for plan that are unsafe.
The reasons for this serious failure are contained within consultation reports, responses and consultation processes where it is clear who responded and who did, and it is clear the extent that Southwark prestructures and performs it consultations to influence and lead respondents towards a preferred decision which in the end becomes a “mix” determined by planners and the Council’s Executive.

The documents are an outcome of a carefully censored and edited “group think” honed by the timeless techniques of selection and exclusion. Consequently the outcome is unjust, incomplete, unfair and more to the point inconsistent, unsound and defective.
At 3.6 (page 5/66) “Ambulance” in CDCW12 it is reported that roads are congested and it is also reported on page 4 that “no data on forecast demand or estate is available”. Nothing at all? Roads in the area are in fact over capacity and males in our area live on average 5 years shorter than England (2.1.10 Submission Version). We deal with this point when we comment on London Plan Policies such as 2A.6/2.13, 2A.7/2.14, 5D.3/2.15 etc. which are very poorly informed by infrastructure in Southwark.

These plans overall most certainly do not comply with PPS 1 and PPS6.
Ambulance:

Without a robust plan for the future provision and timely delivery / arrival of ambulance services the CW AAP is unsound and current insufficiently coordinated irrationally piecemeal accumulated development has already placed people along the A220 and in Rotherhithe at increased risk. 
We live on the traffic island part of the gyratory – we see the traffic 24/7 from our windows. Nobody knows more about the traffic 24/7/365 than our residents and we emergency services being slowed down by traffic at various times and on various days – slowed by the queues and jams. Queue and jams that pollute the air.

 All emergency services and local residents need to be intimately involved in planning to greatly change the road system in order to provide rapid and timely response and frankly save lives.
How will increasing traffic Southbound down Hawkstone Road by ten fold impact on safety? Will the ambulance service in our area be funded to cover the extra 45,000+ people along the A200 and 21% of projected inbound people in cars? (1,2,3,4+ in each car)

How will changes to Hospital Emergency provision impact on residents when the timely arrival of an ambulance, and longer journey times, people even more critical? If we are going to close hospital emergency facilities and put more pressure on ambulances do save lives on the spot and transport quicky then we need better roads. I saw an ambulance stuck in traffic on it was to St.Thomas’s this week: stationary in a traffic queue with its lights and sirens blazing and finally the driver had to force his vehicle over the raised reservation and drive down the other side of the road directly into oncoming traffic. Is that safe & sustainable?
Fire & Fire Prevention / Safety

We see no mention of the terrible fires in Southwark during 2009 that saw three children and three adults die. At 3.5 on p.3 we find uncertainty in expansion of the fire service – expansion “may” be required. That is not robust evidence, and it says little of use. The comment on “floorspace” again tells us nothing, and yet it tells us everything. It tells us that no regard has been given to Fire Safety prevention and education by the planners / agents – the focus is on “floorspace”! Will resources provided to the Fire Service be increased to deliver ALL fire service functions to the 15,000+ homes and 45,000+ new residents along the A200? This disregard of fire service issues is in keeping with Southwark Council organizational cultural malaise about fire and smoke safety issues that continues to this very day in some areas of Southwark Council and its agents. The Core Strategy and CWAAP are defective.
We read in the Development Impact Study (Traffic) (“DIS”) a.k.a “Rotherhithe Multi Modal Study” (“RMMS”) a.k.a SRSS (AM/PM/Saturday) a.k.a “Rotherhithe Saturday Multi Modal Study” (author Stephen Bennett, 29th January 2010) that significant and potentially beneficial changes in traffic flow through the Rotherhithe Tunnel can be achieved. On the face of it this is good news – and very good for TfL who must do something – however this is not a reduction of traffic, is it? The CWAAP plan is to make a car magnet in the form of a vastly expanded shopping offering / entertainment / office complex and the DIS makes it very clear (bar a few omissions) the dire state that our roads are in right now let alone in 2014 or 2024. The results of the DIM RMMS projects inbound car traffic into Southwark up 8% by 2010 and 21% by 2024. Car ownership is also set to rise substantially. Where are all the 8% and 21% of inbound traffic growth heading to? Dulwich? No, we can expect a substantial portion – a majority - to head to the new retail site especially on Saturday in a similar outcome to the chaos caused by Westfield and Blue Water. 
All this traffic will join with other traffic shunted from the tunnel and feed into A200 /Lower Road and the Hawkstone Roads – roads that are already snarled up, congestive, badly polluted and over capacity. Roads that are the vital artery for emergency services and residents.

What “value” should we place on the loss of life, injury, damage and shortened life caused by over capacity, snarled up and congested polluting roads? 
What number should be imputed into the Dragons Tool Kit and variations used by the Council to value land, deals and s106 contributions?

Is it not the obvious case that the whole “Canada Water” venture is being subsidized hugely by Southwark resident disbenefits?
The Development Impact Study (Traffic) (“DIS”) is a sub report of the “Rotherhithe Multi Modal Study” (“RMMS”) which has still not been provided to us. Important data and information have been withheld such as the traffic queue data (bar mapped locations provided) and counts of traffic along Rotherhithe Old Road. We see a total lack of planning in this respect and a scarcity of evidence. Indeed the evidence shows very little done and the focus is always on traffic flows to justify development and not of the health, safety and wellbeing of residents and indeed vehicle users.

When a river crossing such as Blackwall Tunnel or Rotherhithe Tunnel closes there is total transport chaos and our residents are simply choked by emissions of such days with residents imprisoned in their own homes for their own wellbeing and safety.

Police:

At section 3.1 we can read about CWAAP 14 and relocating the police station.
Our residents have already made representations that the area will support more population and football crowds to Millwall if a permanent police presence is established in the vicinity of Surrey Quays station or the Hawkstone Estate. We see the Japanese “koban” system as ideally suited to areas of high density living (Suggested by a Japanese resident living on our Estate). We predict that extensive lobbying by property owners and residents on the East side of the tracks will ensure that any police station will be located at “Canada Water” – to protect property assets - and not in the area of social greatest need to protect human bodies and vulnerable people. We recently saw Lower Road and Rotherhithe Old Road closed and blocked to traffic due to Millwall football match unrest (images on request). We have said this all before!

How will (is) police response times, and safe driving, be affected by the terrible traffic around the core area? We see no data on this, and we see little data on accidents and accident hotspots either. The DIS concerns itself with flows of traffic but we need to know about flows of essential emergency services and that must include the emergency services in the production of the models and simulations. Over £250,000 spent on a model that is actually a blunt tool – as far as we can see – that cannot assure us in any way that emergency service response times will be delivered. 
The nearby Catholic School, the police station site and the Council owned freehold of Courthope House provides a potential location for a new school which is ideally located. However, the new school needs to be build outside of the Rotherhithe Housing Area completely given that 80% of new homes will be elsewhere in the Borough but many will be along the A200 and feed into it.
We do not see any information about how the new Major Town Center proposal (contained in the Core and CW AAP) will be supported to be safe and sustainable by a high level of investment into the infrastructure and services. It is very likely that major cuts in public and social services will happen over the next few years and it is fanciful to think that it won’t happen and dangerous to proceed with a Major Town Center plan – and intensification - when residents are already critical of current provision and services. What we have seen repeatedly is that property for sale proceeds infrastructure improvements. Infrastructure improvements promised are not delivered (bar the Library which has become a vanity project and used up s106 money need to improve the roads and pollution).
CCTV type surveillance systems
A Major Town Center? When we visited major Town Centers in England in the year 2010 we expect to see high levels of infrastructure including CCTV/surveillance systems. We see no money provided to install, repair and upgrade CCTV systems in the CWAAP. The CCTV system installed onto Estates that observes areas such as the park and roads is broken down and defective and recent Council policy appears to show no intention to fund cameras. We require a CCTV system for the CWAAP Core Area and parts of the wider area where people have been attacked, murdered, raped and stabbed and where damage to property has taken place. Just last week Barry Duckett was on the media reporting that 70+ windows in tall buildings on the Canada Water Estate were broken. Why is a new fully functional digital CCTV system for the core and wider area not being proposed and committed towards for? 

The answer, we suggest, is that Southwark Council is not interested in what local residents, and in particular our residents want, need or suggest unless it matches their own plans – that’s the “mix”. Our residents have called repeatedly for over a decade for more and better CCTV systems in the area.

We ask the Inspector, Government, The Mayor of London and Southwark Councilors reading this open public document, to put a stop to the Liberal Democrat / Tory Coalition Executive Council’s foolishness and not to approve any of its current plans that are going to adversely impact on our residents. Our lives and area are bad enough already and these plans will make matters worse.

Come to the Hawkstone – we will show you the walls covered in particulate matter PPMs, we will show you where windows have fallen out, we will show you properties with terrible black toxic mould, and you can meet elderly people living in severe fuel poverty in some of the worst property in Southwark.

On top of this, these good local Rotherhithe people – 121+ of us were the majority of respondents to the Stage 2 consultation - are now facing even more harm created by the mistake &malfeasance of making the Canada Water an intensification area without very substantial investment into infrastructure and social support services. Not just to “limit” and “mitigate” disbenefits but also to make a positive beneficial improvement in current circumstances. The outcome is unsafe and unsustainable and we believe non-compliant and potentially unlawful for reasons we have set out over the last 2 years and during this consultation.
Jerry Hewitt & Kathy Hennessy

Hawkstone T&RA

Statement: This paper and comment has been produced under imposed time limits and information constraints determined by Southwark Council. The author works with assistive technology as directed by Dr.David McLoughlin Ph.D,AFBPsS,C.Psychol, Chartered Psychologist, and with the provisions and statutory requirements of The Disability Discrimination Act. Southwark Council is required to screen its policies where functions are deployed toward disabled peopled. The document has not been proofed read or check for spelling and grammar errors. The author considers the working practices of Southwark Council Planning Consultations not to comply with the Disability Discrimination Act.
Hawkstone Tenants and Residents Association


c/o 57 John Kennedy House, London, SE16 2QF





Comment made be Jerry Hewitt (Secretary) & Kathy Hennessy (Chair) for Hawkstone Tenants and Residents Association and on their own account as Rotherhithe residents (London Borough of Southwark).


Hawkstone T&RA is an unincorporated non political association open to all tenants, leaseholders and residents of Brydale House, Canute Gardens, Harbord House, Jarman House, John Kennedy House, Rotherhithe Old Road and Westfield House all located on the Hawkstone Estate, London SE16. Promoting common interests and providing a unified voice for 340 properties.


At a General Meeting of Hawkstone Tenants and Residents Association on 24th February 2010 the following motions were passed unanimously:


“J) That the Chair and Secretary write a representation comment on behalf of residents to Southwark Planning for The Core Strategy consultation by 4th March 2010. The new homes demanded by the Mayor of London [Boris] must be more equally distributed into each Southwark ward…”


“L) That the Secretary coordinate and explore opportunities for legal action, injunction and  complaint in respect of…the Southwark Core Strategy, Southwark Park Sports Center, the redevelopment of Rotherhithe Primary School and Canada Water Area Action Plan.”


Kathy Hennessy, Jerry Hewitt and Hawkstone T&RA (and or any legal advisor appointed) wish to attend any future hearing or meeting set up by the inspector.


Without prejudice we make the following common view comment. The number of people we represent is determined by the our constitution , properties, and by the payment of money into TMFC by Southwark Council for each property on behalf of households and our members who reside in each dwelling.


We claim to represent over 1000 residents.


This comment is made under protest that information has been withheld by Southwark Council that is materially relevant to the ability to be able to make appropriate comment for the Core Strategy &      CWAAP. Information has also been provided late into the consultation period. Southwark Council has produced such an amount of documentation and such a complex structure that  the design and functions of the policy making process impact unfairly on residents, the public and particularly upon residents with literacy difficulties such as dyslexia that are covered by the Disability Equality Duty. Therefore, overall, we say that the process is unjust and unlawful. 








