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MINUTES 
 

 To approve the minutes of the meeting of Strategic Planning Committee held on the 9 
May 2019 and 26 March 2019. 

 
 

MINUTES of the meeting of the STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTE held 
in Rooms 2, Civic Suite, CATFORD SE6 on Thursday 9th May 2019 at 19:30  
 
PRESENT: Councillors: John Paschoud (Chair), Gibbons (Vice-Chair), Bell, Walsh, 
Ogunbadewa, Copley, Curran and Gallagher 
APOLOGIES: Councillors: Clarke and Reid  
OFFICERS: Chris Dale – DM Manager, Michael Forrester – Major & Strategic 
Projects Manager, Jeremy Ward – Planning Officer, Paula Young – Legal, Andrew Jones 
and Andrew Hertzell – both from BPS and Alison Bradshaw - Planning Committee Co-
ordinator. 
 
1. DECLARATION OF INTERESTS 
Cllr Copeland declared that he was a member of Greater London Assembly and Cllr 
Gallagher declared she was a council tenant.   
 
2. MINUTES 
Councillor Paschoud (Chair), asked if Members agreed that the Minutes of the Strategic 
Planning Committee meeting held on 3rd April 2019 were a true and accurate record.  
 
RESOLVED that Members unanimously agreed the minutes. 
 
3. FORMER TESCO’S CAR PARK, 209 CONNINGTON ROAD, LONDON SE13 7LH 
 
Cllr Paschoud advised members that the purpose of this meeting was to discuss the process 
of the forthcoming planning appeal to the Secretary of State and the council’s approach 
based on legal and specialist consultant’s advice.   
 
Michael Forrester advised members that the appeal enquiry would commence on 14 May 
2019 and was in respect of the first planning application that was refused by the Strategic 
Planning Committee.  It was confirmed that the proposed “Sky Deck” would be delivered by 
the appealed scheme.   
 
Nick Patten from The Blackheath Society addressed the committee, He confirmed he was 
speaking on behalf of The Ladywell Society and some local residents living close to the 
proposed development.  His comments were previously circulated to members and to the 
Planning Inspectorate; these included concerns about the affordable house provision, 
excessive height of building, uneconomic “Sky Deck” café, funding to improve Lewisham 



 

station access, that the scheme makes poor use of the site, harm to street scape and that 
scheme does not provide enough public benefit. 
 
 
RESOLVED that in accordance with Regulation 4(2)(b) of the Local Authorities (Executive 
Arrangements) (Meetings and Access to Information)(England) Regulations 2012 and under 
Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the press and public be excluded from 
the meeting as the item of business on the grounds that they involve the likely disclosure of 
exempt information as defined in paragraph 3, of Part 1 of Schedule 12(A) of the Act, and 
the public interest in maintaining the exemption outweighs the public interest in disclosing 
the information 

 
. 
 
 
 

MINUTES of the meeting of the STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTE held 
in Rooms 1 and 2, Civic Suite, CATFORD SE6 on Tuesday 26th March 2019 
at 19:30 
 
PRESENT: Councillors: Paschoud (Chair), Bell, Reid, Walsh and Amrani 
APOLOGIES: Councillors: Smith, Clarke, Ogunbadewa and Brown  
OFFICERS: Christopher Dale – Development Management Manager,  
Paula Young – Legal, Jeremy Ward – Planning Officer and Alison Bradshaw - Planning 
Committee Co-ordinator. 
 
1. DECLARATION OF INTERESTS 
There were no declarations of interest. 
 
2. MINUTES 
The Minutes of the Strategic Planning Committee meeting held on 14th February 2019 were 
agreed as a true and accurate record and the minutes were signed by the Chair. 
 
3. 1 CREEKSIDE SE8 4SA 
The Development Management Manager introduced the strategic planning context to the 
application.    
 

The case officer presented an overview of the scheme.  He advised members that the 
committee report should be read in conjunction with the addendum report previously 
circulated to members. 
 
He drew members’ attention to a number of items on the addendum.  
 
The Chair queried whether the nature of the housing provision had changed from social rent. 
It was noted that London Affordable rent is a form of Social Rent and this is acknowledged 
by The Mayor of London.  
 

A representative from CMA Planning, representing the applicant’s team, presented the 
scheme.  He read to members a quote from Lewisham’s Design Review Panel (DRP) on the 
design of the scheme that he felt was not reflected in the committee report.   
 

A committee member queried the proposals for access to the communal areas.  The 
applicant’s team explained that the scheme has a communal roof terrace with access doors 



 

from both residential cores. The rooftop terrace is for all residents with the space designed to 
be open with no dividing fence.  At the applicants’ suggestion, members requested officers to 
ensure that any planning permission was conditioned to maintain this open access to all 
residents.   
 

A number of residents groups and local residents addressed the Committee to voice their 
concerns and object to the proposed scheme. Concerns were raised in relation to the 
density, height and massing of the scheme and potential impacts on privacy, daylight and 
sunlight as well as the loss of mature trees, impact on wildlife and the potential for increased 
air pollution during the construction phase of the development. It was therefore requested 
that air quality monitoring measures be put in place. Concerns were also raised that there 
was nothing in the proposal for local people with no social housing or workspace. As there 
was no parking provision, it would be dangerous for cycling and driving. In addition the 
proposals would not provide adequate outside space for youngsters. Some residents 
expressed concern that the consultation exercise was not comprehensive and that the 
development had been inaccurately described. Particular concern was raised in relation to 
the effect of the live music events on future residents due to noise levels and vibration from 
low base levels and that this may lead to pressure on the pub to close. A representative of 
the Deptford Society raised concerns that the Deptford Society’s objection was not reflected 
in the committee report.  Also the applicant had not correctly reflected the number and 
maturity of trees lost in the scheme. 
  

The case officer re-iterated that the proposal was for an 8 Storey building, with the 
employment space reading as one storey with 7 levels above.   The description of an 8 
storey building is correct as it reads from the street.  He reassured members that any trees 
removed from the site would be replaced, plus there is a planning obligation for an additional 
10 trees to be planted in the immediate site. It was further explained that there is a planning 
obligation on the applicant to contribute to the air quality monitoring in the area.  
Environmental health officers had assessed the air quality at the site to be acceptable.  
Members requested an additional condition to continually monitor the air quality at roof 
terrace level.   
 
A member of the Committee requested clarification of the location of the social housing units. 
 The applicant explained that the northern block includes the social housing, shared 
ownership and two rented units; whilst the southern block would be private units. The 
applicant explained that this was because of block management requirements. 
 
Cllr Maslin spoke under standing orders.  He stated that a meeting between objectors and 
the applicant was held in November and that it was important that the views of the objectors 
were heard.  As a local councillor, he supports the scheme as 20 affordable social units are 
a massive benefit to the public good. This is a good, high quality scheme and he is happy to 
support it. 
 

A member of the Committee requested what assurance could be put in place that the pub 
will have ongoing viability as a live music venue, in case of complaints from nearby 
residents. The case officer explained that the building was designed to mitigate any noise 
issues. A member of the Committee requested an additional planning condition to deal with  
low frequency noise and vibration. 
 

Members queried the safety of the communal space at 3rd floor level.  The case officer 
assured members that Environment Health officers had agreed that the space at 3rd floor 
level has acceptable air quality and that the design of the parapet wall will be safe.  The 
height of the balustrades is covered by building regulations, but members requested an 



 

additional planning condition so that the planning authority could assess the balustrade 
height. 
 
Cllr Amrani moved a recommendation to grant planning permission with the four additional 
conditions.  This was seconded by Cllr Reid. 
 
Members requested that officers circulate the draft conditions to members as soon as 
possible.   
 
Members voted as follows for motion of recommendation of grant with additional conditions: 
 
FOR: Councillors Pashcoud (Chair), Reid, Walsh and Amrani 
ABSTAINING: Councillors Bell 
 
Planning permission was granted with FOUR additional conditions.   
 
Meeting closed at 21:31 

 


