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Southwark Living Streets – Minutes of Meeting held on 20th January 2011
Present: Alastair Hanton (Chair), Ann Warren, Jeremy Leach, Barbara Pattinson, Agnes Knoll (BOST), Corinne Turner, Andrew Richardson, Peter Wright, Judith Harries, Clare Armstrong.
Apologies Cllr Barrie Hargrove, Cllr Poddy Clark, Erina Rayner, Val Beirne, Tim Woods, Barry Mason, Amy and Mark Aeron-Thomas.

1. Minutes of the 18th November Meeting.
· Speed Control. Alastair said that traditionally the police are hesitant to do much about speed but he has seen speed gun based operations in Dulwich. Alastair is keen to take up this issue with the borough commander. Barbara is on the South Camberwell Safer Neighbourhood Team and said when there are local initiatives they are very efficient at catching a broader range of criminals. Alastair proposes to write to the Commander and seek a meeting. 
2. The Draft Southwark Council Transport Plan
General Points.

· The plan needs to emphasise the problems with TfL roads. There is a mayoral election in 2012. A question is whether Living Streets should, in conformity with rules set out by the Charity Commission, be raising issues that voters may wish to take into account. The attitude of the current administration to vulnerable road users may be called into question. 
· The policy of smoothing the flow is having an effect on making movement by car easier to the detriment of the vulnerable road user. Corinne felt that the Old Kent Road is disgraceful in terms of the casualties and remembers that there were plans to take action in relation to improving the Bricklayers Arms Flyover. 
· Pete mentioned the problems crossing the OKR at the junction with East Street. This area is in reality part of a high street that people need to cross and where casualties are high. 
· Andrew suggested coming up with recommendations that Officers could not. He noted that the Better Bankside Travel Planning Group had organised awareness training between lorry drivers and cyclists.

· Andrew mentioned whether there were any effects to be seen from the changes that had been made to the Walworth Rd and The Cut. 

· Alastair mentioned that there was little mention about individual places. SLS has concentrated its attention on the north of the borough, Camberwell and Peckham. Lizzie noted that the Transport Plan has little focus on places such as the Elephant & Castle. 
Issues of Particular Interest To Southwark Living Streets.

a) Walking Mode Share. Walking mode share is targeted to increase from c30% currently to 40% in 2026. This is envisaged to occur principally by behavioural change such as working with local travel planning groups. Lizzie said that what can help walking is knowing how long it will take you to get from a-to-b and what is interesting on the journey. Legible London will be extended south into the Bankside area. Judith said about the need to influence the Council into encouraging behaviour that means people use local services (eg choosing a school that is close to them rather than far away) and facilitating use such as making sure that parks are open when people want to use them for local journeys. Lizzie noted that there is a young demographic in Southwark and raised the possibility of creating an iphone app that shows active people easy and quick walking routes. Peter said that there are a large number of people who education will not touch as they are wedded to car driving. He felt that you can affect certain parts of society but not all. In the years up to Salisbury Row Streets for People there was no change in modal share but the advent of the scheme has led to a fall in car based journeys and a sharp increase in walking to school. Thus the idea of Green Links in East Walworth is now to connect the green spaces in the area. Pete thinks that this is a strong way forward and would be a way of allowing people to be and feel safer walking and cycling to school and through the area. If the Elephant became part of that (or even its hub) then there is a lot of potential for increased levels of walking. Barbara mentioned the walking map project from the Camberwell Travel Planning Group that is developing a map that will show commuter routes into the area. Better Bankside were doing led walks showing people how close places such as stations are on foot. 
If Southwark has a plan that proposes increasing the proportion of walking journeys from 30% to 40% that will only be achieved if things are done that are additional to the proposed more behavioural interventions. Thus infrastructure needs to be created to make it more safe (ie fears for personal safety encourages people to drive) and attractive (people like walking along green tree-lined routes); green links schemes can be inexpensive ways of linking up places. Information and maps of walking for leisure purposes and for journeys to work are needed too. Peter to find the data sources on the effects of changes in the Salisbury Row Park area. 

Ought to put in a written response to this draft transport plan, but need some working meetings with the people who are drawing it up. SLS could set up a meeting about green links, about motivational things, about how the schemes in particular places are going to link into this transport plan. Deadline is by end of March. Aim therefore to have a discussion with Councillor Hargrove along with a written response.

Other Issues. 
Brandon House. Agnes from BOST had concerns about the proposed redevelopment of Brandon House in relation to the loss of sunlight for the park immediately to the north. Changes to the proposed plans meant that 2 floors were being removed from the original design only from a corner of the proposed building; this will still leave the new building significantly higher than the surrounding buildings. In addition there are concerns that the new building will be far higher in relation to the St George the Martyr Church than the existing building. 
The Bankside Residents’ Forum welcomes a redevelopment as the current building does not work at all well. However, BRF is concerned about the height of the building. All groups need to be careful with this development owing to the sensitivity of the site and its relation to the historic church (where the view of the clock tower will be lost from some views) and Little Dorritt Park.
Thus far Southwark Living Streets has focused on the influence of the development on the streetscape in terms of traffic and the improved access to the Park but there are issues as regards the loss of sunlight and the group is unwilling to trade the streetscape improvements for major loss of amenity to the local area. SLS would, therefore, be likely to put a reasonably balanced letter pointing out the good points and less good ones. 
Barbara was concerned that this development could be viewed as an overdevelopment given the far greater intensity of the massing compared to the current building. It is understood that English Heritage approves of the development in terms of its impact on the views of the church.

AOB. Andrew mentioned a Localism Bill briefing and an event about Parish Councils in an urban setting. A session about active street frontage is being organised.
The next meeting will be a formal AGM and will need to include the election of officers (Chair, Secretary and Treasurer). We also need to change our Constitution and to formalise the relationship between the branch and the head office. This will be based around a new Charter between the HO and the branches. 
Next meeting: Thursday, February 17th 2009 at 7pm at Community Space at 56 Southwark Bridge Rd SE1 0AS.






PAGE  
1

