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PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 1 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Clive Lees 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
What is the income (eg rent etc) received by LBL for making available Beckenham 
Place Park for 4 days of music events (the Krank Brothers events, finishing today)? 
What is the net income after LBL’s own costs?” 
 
Reply 
 
The Council is set to receive c. £100,000 in hire fees from these events. The Council 
does not incur direct costs as part of these events as the arrangements are covered 
under existing staff roles. There are  some opportunity costs in this time but it is not 
possible to effectively assess the monetary value of these.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 2 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Andy R Smith 
 
Relevant Directorate: Chief Exec's 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Andre Bourne 
 
 
Question 
 
Having seen Peckham's finest would the council support and develop a local tv show 
about Lewisham’s finest? 
 
Reply 
 
We’re very proud of our borough and always looking for ways to showcase and 
celebrate our residents, businesses and voluntary and community groups.  
 
Developing TV shows isn’t something the Council has the resources to do, but we’re 
actively celebrating the people and things that make Lewisham such a special place 
to live - from The Voices of Lewisham project to our Shop Local campaigns and the 
Mayor’s Awards for Voluntary Contributions.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 3 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Roger Stocker 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

In 2017 Lewisham Council adopted its Cycling Action Plan. Included in the action 
points were:- 

35. We will produce an annual cycling action plan as part of the annual LIP 
submission.  

Question: Were these produced; If yes are they available to the public? 

36. We will meet twice per year with Lewisham Cyclists.  

Question: 1) How many meetings have been held; 2) When was the last meeting; 3) 
Are any agendas/notes/minutes available to members of the public? 

37. We will hold an annual public cycle forum to communicate the progress on 
cycling. 

Question: 1) How many meetings have happened; 2) Are any 
agendas/notes/minutes available to members of the public? 3) When was the last 
meeting? 

The report states that the data from the 2020 census will be used to measure the 
effectiveness of the council's policy.  

Question: Given the timetable for releasing results from the census will not be 
available until 2022/23 have the council any alternative measures in place to publish 
outcomes following delivery of the action plan? 

Reply 
 
Since the publication of the Cycling Strategy in 2017 the Council has adopted a new 
Transport Strategy and Local Implementation Plan, which was agreed by Mayor and 
Cabinet in February 2019.  
 
The last cycling update was presented to Sustainable Development Select 
Committee in December 2019 and this is available on the Council’s website. Since 
this time resources have been redirected to the Council’s emergency transport 



response to the Covid-19 pandemic and delivering temporary measures to support 
safer walking and cycling.  
 
Officers have recently started to meet with Lewisham Cyclists again, with the most 
recent meeting being held in August 2021.  These meetings will occur on an ongoing 
and quarterly basis.  No meeting minutes are publically available.  
 
The Cycling Strategy and the targets and actions contained within the strategy will 
need to be reviewed and updated to take account of changes that have occurred in 
response to the pandemic and other updates to corporate strategies.  This will be 
undertaken when the longer term funding situation is more certain.  



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 4 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Martin North 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
Given that the local authority needs the licence fees and the income from Civil 
Penalty Notices, what action has been taken to identify unlicensed HMO properties, 
to inspect existing licensed ones and to issue any penalty notices? 
 
Reply 
 
Identifying Unlicensed HMOs 
 
We take the following steps to identify unlicensed licensable HMO properties: 
 

 Reacting to information and complaints from members of the public, elected 
members, internal partners and external organisations such as the police and 
fire brigade 

 Officer enquiries as part of their day to day duties 
 
Already licensed HMOs 
 

 All licensed HMOs are inspected during the period of their licence to monitor 
compliance with licence conditions 

 We will respond to complaints and inspect properties when these arise 
 
Civil Penalty Notices 
 

 We can only issue Civil Penalty notices when we can prove one or more of 
the following offences beyond reasonable doubt: 

i. Failure to licence  
ii. Breach of licence conditions 
iii. Overcrowding a licenced HMO in breach of licence conditions 
iv. Breach of HMO Management Regulations 
v. Failure to comply with an Improvement Notice 
vi. Breach of a Banning Order 
vii. Fail to comply with an overcrowding notice. 

 

 We issue Civil Penalty Notices in accordance with Lewisham’s Enforcement 
Policy.  In summary: 

i. Where a landlord has been given the chance to put things right and 
has failed to do this. 



ii. Where a landlord was aware of issues in the property but has failed to 
take steps to put things right 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 5 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Jim Gleeson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
According to statistics from London Councils, Lewisham Council issues one of the 
smallest numbers of Penalty Charge Notices for parking infringements of any 
London borough. The Council's online page about parking enforcement provides an 
easy way to challenge parking tickets, but no information that I can see on how to 
report illegal parking. It is therefore not surprising that illegal parking is endemic 
across the borough, blocking footpaths and adding to noise, air pollution and carbon 
emissions. Will you make it easier for people to report illegal parking and increase 
the level of enforcement action? 
 
Reply 
 
There is a dedicated phone line and email service as indicated below using the link. 
We will be shortly updating the website to make it easier to report parking problems. 
 
Lewisham Council - Report car parking problems 
Telephone- 02087875397 option 5  
Email: lewishamparking@nslservices.co.uk 
 
In Lewisham less than a third of the borough has enforceable Parking Controlled 
Zones compared to the majority of other London Boroughs which have considerably 
more. 

https://lewisham.gov.uk/myservices/parking/carparks/report-car-parking-problems
mailto:lewishamparking@nslservices.co.uk


PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 6 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Kate Richardson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

Since April 2021 some companies have moved into Catford South, buying properties 
and converting them into HMOs .What are the terms of agreement that Lewisham 
has with these companies? Is the rent paid to these companies covered by Housing 
Benefit or does the Council have to top up, if these properties fall into the “exempt 
accommodation” category? If this is the case how much is it costing the Council? 

How many HMO properties in the borough are there owned by companies or 
individuals such as these but are leased back to Lewisham and who has the 
responsibility to manage the welfare of the tenants and ensure that the properties 
are maintained at the correct standard? 

Reply 
 
Lewisham does not lease any HMO properties. Whether the rent is paid by the 
individual tenant, through benefits or a combination of both will depend upon each 
tenant’s personal and financial circumstances.  Benefit payments are usually made 
through Universal Credit, and Lewisham Council has no role in whether there are 
awarded, to whom and how the rates are calculated. All Housing Benefit is paid in 
accordance with the law. 
 
The primary responsibility for managing tenants and maintaining the property falls to 
either the owner if the property is not licensable, or upon the licence holder if it is.  
Local Authorities have an enforcement role where standards are not maintained.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 7 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Joan Sakkas 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Why did Lewisham council traffic monitoring take place during summer holidays 
unlike the Royal Borough of Greenwich  which is an ongoing exercise? Also whilst 
there were roads works and temporary traffic lights  on the very roads they were 
monitoring?  

Reply 
 
Since the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood was implemented the 
Council has been undertaking monitoring to understand how it is operating, its 
impact and whether it is achieving its aims. 
 
Traffic has been monitored across a number of locations and at different periods of 
time.  The road network is dynamic and ever changing and whilst all efforts are made 
to co-ordinate surveys with any known and planned works, this is always subject to 
change.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 8 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Mike Newman 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 

We are very much against the ltnS as, apart from there not having been any 
consultation with residents prior to their implementation, they have clearly failed to 
achieve their objectives. They have created a huge amount of displaced traffic which 
in turn has increased pollution, traffic congestion (especially Lee Road, Lee High 
Road, Burnt Ash Hill and Eltham Road) and disruption of local bus services. 

Could you please let us know when the Council intend to remove them as, as well as 
the above concerns, I assume the significant amount of revenue they have 
generated has now dried up? 

Reply 
 
The Council is undertaking a review of the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic 
neighbourhood. This includes an analysis of the data collected and the responses 
received to the public consultation undertaken. 
 
The findings of the review will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision 
about the future of the scheme in the coming weeks. 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 9 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Patricia Richardson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Andre Bourne 
 
 
Question 
 

With regard to the Lewisham Public  Library and information report presented to the 
Safer Stronger Communities Select committee in October 2021. 

1.  What is the comparator group, referred to in the report, and who is in it? 

2.  What are details of the training given by the library service to the volunteers  who 
help in the community libraries? 

3.  The report states that Crofton Park library had a makeover, and very nice it looks 
too.  How was this paid for?  Was council money used and what was the cost?  Have 
any other community libraries in the borough had similar attention, what was the cost 
and who paid? 

Reply 
 
The comparator group that CIPFA considers for the performance analysis includes 
the following “Nearest Neighbours”: Barking & Dagenham, Brent, Croydon, Ealing, 
Enfield, Greenwich, Hackney, Haringey, Hounslow, Islington, Newham, Southwark, 
Tower Hamlets, and Waltham Forest. 
 
The partner organisation supporting the delivering of library services in community 
libraries is responsible for training their volunteers. The Council integrates this with 
training staff and volunteers in areas that more closely relate to the promotion of the 
love of books and reading, starting from basic information about the structure of the 
library and operation of the library catalogue to more specific awareness of 
programmes that Lewisham supports, such as the Summer Reading Challenge, 
Black History Month and International Womens’ Week. 
 
Many partner organisation used the closures that COVID-19 forced on libraries to 
update their buildings. Some of the details are listed in the Report to Safer Stronger 
Communities Select Committee that was distributed on 12 September 2021 
(available online). 
 
ECO Communities funded and carried out the refurbishment work at Crofton Park 
and Grove Park.  Lewisham did not contribute any funds to these works. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 10 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Tim Collingridge 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Ashby Road is a one-way street in Brockley (postcode SE4 1PA) which has a contra-
flow mandatory cycle lane. This cycle lane is completely useless to cyclists as it is 
continually blocked by parked motor vehicles forcing contra-flow cyclists into the 
road space in conflict with oncoming motor vehicles. Local people report that no 
enforcement of parking restrictions in the lane is being performed by the Council. 
The road is part of a very useful local cycle route which also provides a relatively low 
traffic way to access Myatt Garden Primary School for children on bikes. 

Can the Council confirm whether this cycle lane is covered by a properly executed 
Traffic Order and, assuming it is, provide details of the issue date, unique reference 
and content of the Traffic Order? 

If there is an enforceable Traffic Order in place will the Council confirm that it will in 
future send Parking Enforcement Officers to the road on a regular basis to issue 
Penalty Charge Notices to vehicles illegally parked in the contra-flow cycle lane? 

Reply 
 
There is a traffic management order (TMO) in place for the cycle lane in Ashby 
Road, Brockley that was made on 1st August 1994 and came into operation on 8th 
August 1994. The reference number of the TMO is No.13/1994, The Lewisham 
(Prescribed Routes) (No.6) Traffic Order 1994.  
 
Unfortunately, the existing cycle lane TMO does not allow for the enforcement of 
parked vehicles within the cycle lane. Clearly this has an impact on the effectiveness 
of the cycle facility and  we will look into addressing this safety issue by revising the 
TMO and implementing  double yellow lines within the cycle lane, which will enable 
us to undertake enforcement and make the cycle lane available for cyclists.  



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 11 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Jane Alaszewski 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

1. Why did the LTN consultation not give people the option to say "no" to continuing 
with the LTN, instead skewing the questions towards a choice between keeping 
versions 1 or 2? 

2. Why were Labour councillors allowed to tweet in the middle of the consultation to 
encourage people to support the LTN? This is surely a breach of the councillors 
code of conduct as councillors are meant to show impartiality. 

3. It has been reported that electronic LTN consultation responses will not be 
considered. Is this true? If so, how can the council justify discounting these 
responses given that not everyone got a paper consultation pack? 

4. It has been reported that the LTN has never had anything to do with covid. Is this 
true? If so, how does the council justify funding the Lee Green LTN with funding from 
central government for covid social distancing. 

5. Has the government covid social distancing funding been applied outside Lee 
Green at all? If so, what else has it funded? 

Reply 
 
The purpose of the consultation was to gain an understanding of people’s views and 
experiences of both versions of the low traffic neighbourhood (LTN).  Free text boxes 
were provided to give people the opportunity to express their views in more detail. 
 
Electronic responses received in response to the LTN consultation will of course be 
included and will form part of the analysis of all the consultation responses received. 
This will then form part of the wider review of the LTN, which also includes an 
analysis of the data collected.  The findings of the review will be presented to Mayor 
and Cabinet for a decision about the future of the scheme in the coming months. 
 
The LTN was introduced in response to the pandemic and at a time when 
Government guidance was for local authorities to make significant changes to their 
road layouts to give more space to cyclists and pedestrians.  The primary aim of the 
Lewisham and Lee Green LTN was to encourage people to walk and cycle more, 
and do so safely whilst maintaining social distancing.  



 
The Government’s Emergency Active Travel funding has been applied outside of 
Lee Green and at a number of locations across the borough.  
 
 
Elected councillors are able to express their opinions in public if they choose to do 
so. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 12 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Annie Kirby 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

With the results of the LTN consultation taking such a long time to collate and 
interpret, it will presumably be easier to hold a yes/no referendum, similar to other 
boroughs? 

Are you considering this? If so, when might we see it, and if not what would be the 
reason?  

Reply 
 
The Council has undertaken an extensive public consultation in relation to the low 
traffic neighbourhood (LTN). The purpose of the consultation was to gain an 
understanding of people’s views and experiences of both versions of the LTN.  Free 
text boxes were provided to give people the opportunity to express their views in 
more detail. 
 
Our resources are focused on analysing the public consultation responses and 
concluding the review of the LTN.  A referendum on the LTN is not being considered. 
 
A report relating to the future of the scheme will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet 
in the coming weeks.  



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 13 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Nick Patton 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
A list of 35 suggestions for improvements to planning processes and public 
engagement was submitted to the council by 15 Lewisham amenity groups on 7th 
February 2021. Can the cabinet member agree to work with officers to provide a 
formal response to the individual suggestions, proportionate in detail to the level of 
volunteer time and constructive goodwill that has been put into formulating them, and 
well before the anniversary of them first being submitted? 
 
Reply 
 
The Planning Service meet with our community groups three times a year to discuss 
strategic issues (albeit, the frequency of those meetings was affected by the COVID-
19 pandemic). The suggestions you note were raised at the last community group 
meeting held in June 2021, which I also attended.  Having outlined the significant 
resourcing pressures faced, officers were clear that they would not be in a position to 
formally respond in detail to the 35 suggestions. This remains the position.   
 
The Council’s Planning Service are in the process of reviewing ways of working 
connected to the Local Democracy Review and any relevant suggestions will be 
considered as part of that work.  A date for the next community group meeting is 
being arranged and I encourage you to continue to engage with officers as part of 
those strategic meetings. 
 
I thank you for your work in building a positive relationship with the Council. I know 
the answer is disappointing. Myself and Cllr Bonavia are due to meet with you soon.  



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 14 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Karen Pratt 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Is it correct that Lewisham Council is thinking of discounting any online submissions 
for the LTN consultation, and if so, does this not undermine the whole validity of the 
exercise?   

Would it not be better to redo the consultation, giving people genuine choices rather 
than skewing the questions towards a choice between LTN one or two?  

Why has no consideration been given to the recommendations in the report 
submitted by another political party in October 2020?  

Reply 
 
The purpose of the consultation was to gain an understanding of people’s views and 
experiences of both versions of the low traffic neighbourhood (LTN).  Free text boxes 
were provided to give people the opportunity to express their views in more detail. 
 
Electronic responses received in response to the LTN consultation will of course be 
included and will form part of the analysis of all the consultation responses received. 
This will then form part of the wider review of the LTN, which also includes an 
analysis of the data collected.  The findings of the review will be presented to Mayor 
and Cabinet for a decision about the future of the scheme in the coming weeks. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 15 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Cheryl McLeod 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
Are there any conditions applied to the GLA grant funding for the works proposed for 
the former Catford Constitutional Club? If so, what are they? 
 
Reply 
 
Yes, the former Catford Constitutional Club or CCC as it is also known, is to be 
restored as a pub but with a much wider community offer that will be accessible to all 
via both the pub and other areas of the building. 
 
As well as contributing to the refurbishment of the building, the Good Growth Grant 
from the Greater London Authority seeks to achieve significant social value outputs 
from the operation of the CCC by the new tenant.  
 
The new operator will be required to offer a programme of cultural events and 
provide affordable use of areas of the CCC.  They will also have to maximise job 
opportunities, paying a minimum of the London Living wage, support and assist local 
businesses and provide training and development for local people. The grant funding 
is conditional on spend being achieved by March 2023. 
 
As you previously lobbied and campaigned for this vital community and heritage 
resource to be saved, I hope you will join with me in congratulating the Council for 
securing the future of the CCC. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 16 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Julia Webb 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
Please can you give me a link to the council's asset register? It is several years since 
this was said to be complete under the Local Democracy Review, but I cannot find it 
online. I am particularly perturbed by the inability of either Lewisham Council, or 
Lewisham Homes, to provide a map, or even a list of social housing assets in the 
council's control. Please can you provide me with this information? 
 
Reply 
 
We publish the council’s asset register online: 
https://lewisham.gov.uk/myservices/planning/landandpremises/council-land-and-
premises 
 
We also publish a summary of our social housing assets at Lewisham Council - 
Social housing assets. There are strict guidelines about how these are published to 
prevent a value being attributable to a specific asset. The latest ones on our website 
are based on the housing list as at 31/03/20. A new list will be produced soon. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 17 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Richard Hebditch 
 
Relevant Directorate: Corporate Resources 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Amanda De Ryk 
 
 
Question 
 
Do any of Lewisham’s investment funds have screening in place to avoid investment 
in certain sectors (eg fossil fuel, arms trade)? 
 
Reply 
 
The non-equity investment mandates of the Fund in government bonds, property, 
private debt, infrastructure, property, and cash, all together representing just over 
40% of the Fund, do not invest in fossil fuels, arms trading, gambling, or 
pornography.  The equity investment mandates of the Fund, at just under 60% of the 
Fund, are currently passive and track quoted indices of companies in developed and 
emerging markets. 
The Fund is currently in the process of divesting from these passive mandates to 
move the majority of the holdings (c50% of the Fund) to two low carbon, low cost 
index investments – one via the London Collective Investment Vehicle and one with 
Storebrand – which will lower the carbon footprint of its investments. This makes 
both good economic sense, as finite supplies of fossil fuels are no longer good long-
term investments, and it makes sense in terms of tackling the climate emergency.  
Both of these mandates have screening in place, focused on fossil fuels. The 
balance of the equity holdings will be reinvested in the renewable infrastructure 
commitment or held as cash to meet future liabilities of the Fund.      



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 18 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Diana Cashin 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

Rooms in HMOs with rents in excess of £950 are being advertised and specifically 
targeted at solo residents on benefits. How many solo residents in such rooms is the 
Council supporting in Catford South? Or if this information is not available at ward 
level, what are the figures for Lewisham? 

Reply 
 
The Housing Services directorate are currently accommodating 4 solo residents in 
accommodation in Catford South as described above. 
 
I find these sums the rents charged for a room as extremely sad. We live in a society 
that is pre-occupied with profit at all costs. We need to build new homes for our 
residents. Therefore, we are in the process of building new homes through our 
Building for Lewisham programme and the Besson Street London Living Rent 
scheme. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 19 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Elizabeth Fox 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
Why is there no signage at the Leahurst Road filter to warn drivers about potential 2 
way traffic?  (exemptions passing through daily) 
 
Reply 
 
The Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood is currently under review 
and issues including the signage on Leahurst Road will be fed into the 
considerations as part of the review process.  
  
The findings of the review, including the analysis of the public consultation 
responses, will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision about the future of 
the scheme in the coming weeks. 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 20 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Andrew Kinsella 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

Why are family homes in the Corbett Estate being converted into HMOs? 

[Refer to the agreement with the Corbett residents association about keeping family 
houses as family houses]. 

Reply 
 
Permitted development rights exist to convert houses in to small HMOs, meaning 
that such works are outside of the direct control of the Council. The Council are 
undertaking work to look at an Article 4 Direction to remove those permitted 
development rights. The Council cannot comment on the motivations of those who 
convert houses into HMOs. 
 
I am supportive of an Article 4 Direction in Catford South. When the evidence 
gathering is complete and analysed, we will be in a better position to outline the 
timescales.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 21 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Gina Raggett 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Andre Bourne 
 
 
Question 
 
Can the Council please explain the massive rise in borrowing figures at Blackheath 
community library during the year 2019-20? Published figures for the years 2016-17, 
2017-18 and 2018-19 total 13,468, 13,773 and 11,697 respectively.  During 2019-20 
there are said to have been 36,346 issues, excluding e-books. I am aware that the 
platform lift was out of order during much of 2018-19 and this may have led to a drop 
in borrowings for that particular year, but its reinstatement cannot account for the 
figures for 2019-20. Given reduced opening hours and a shortage of volunteers, it is 
difficult to see how such a large number of books could have been processed. 
 
Reply 
 
The Library and Information Service relies on a computerised Library Management 
System to count the issues of books.  The books are issued either at the desk or 
through a self-service terminal in the library. 
 
The count is as described, and the increase seems indeed due to restored access to 
the stock in the basement following the repair of the lift. There seems to be no other 
relevant occurrence that could have affected the increase.



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 22 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Mark De-Laurey 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
Being that the LTN survey closed out on the 8th Aug, and it is now 3 months later; 
when can we expect to have the out comes of that survey shared publicly? 
 
Reply 
 
The findings of the review of the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic 
neighbourhood, including the analysis of the public consultation responses, will be 
presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision about the future of the scheme in the 
coming weeks.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 23 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Roger Stocker 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

The following 2 planning applications were approved around 10 years ago and 
contained these 106 monies for contributions to cycling:- 

DC/07/64940 Endwell Road £5000 (cycle parking at western side of Brockley 
Station) 

DC/08/70401 Goldsmiths University (Cycling contraflow on St Donnats Road) 

Please can you let me know:- 

1) Have these 2 sums been spent 

2) If not what is the reason for delay 

3) Given 106 funding is often “that the impacts of development are appropriately 
mitigated”. Is it officers opinion that there is no necessity of either cycle parking or 
contraflow cycling? 

4) Approximately how much 106 funding, on development approved over 5 years 
ago, is still outstanding that stated it was for contributions to cycling and walking. 

 
 
Reply 
 
Neither has been spent, the second is allocated towards a project to undertake 
various works to Evelyn Park and this sum is intended to improve the cycle way 
(Quietway 1) through the park.  
 
The amount of outstanding monies is: £792, 234.22 
 
The amount listed above includes available contributions for cycle and pedestrian 
routes only.  There are other sums which could deliver a range of measures which 
may include improvements to cycle or pedestrian routes.  
 



The total given above includes a sum of £703, 303.30 received from the Thames 
Tideway works towards improvements to be made to the north/south cycle route 
between Deptford Church Street roundabout and Creek Road, improvements to the 
east-west pedestrian and cycle links through the Crossfield Estate, upgrading of the 
pedestrian crossing at the junction of Deptford Church Street and Deptford 
Bridge/Broadway and improvements to the Permissive Public Realm.  
 
We will be looking to prioritise and progress outstanding contributions and deliver 
s.106 projects for improved walking and cycling facilities in accordance with the 
agreements and the Council’s transport strategy to deliver for the benefit of our 
residents. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 24 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Zaria Greenhill 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

I would like to know why the tree officers of Lewisham council do not appear to use 
CAVAT valuation methods, or equivalents, when making decisions about the values 
of trees that are threatened with felling in the borough. If indeed those kinds of 
valuations are carried out by officers, why are the conclusions not made public? 

 
 
Reply 
 
We do not use Capital Asset Value for Amenity Trees (CAVAT) to inform decisions 
on the removal of trees that pose a health and safety risk.  
 
Currently, Lewisham Council only fells trees if it’s absolutely necessary. This 
includes if the tree is dead, diseased or dying and/or poses a significant liability risk 
(if, for example, the tree is undermining the foundations of a resident's house as 
determined by a third-party surveyor) and all other options for managing the tree 
have been exhausted.  
 
There is uncertainty over whether in the final analysis CAVAT value would save a 
tree from being removed, in subsidence claims for instance, where the tree has been 
proven to be implicated. This is because the costs for remedial work to buildings is 
frequently far in excess of the total CAVAT value that this valuation method can 
possibly afford to a single tree.  If we were to commission such work the publishing 
of conclusions would be on a case by case basis and subject to consideration of any 
potential legal or data protection implications of making the information public.  
 
Overall it is questionable that the CAVAT values would have any relevance on 
decisions to remove a tree that is proven to be causing damage as they would not 
over-rule any legal duty to abate the nuisance. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 25 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Sian Hill 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councilor Chris Best 
 
 
Question 
 
The latest Government statistics (up to 8 November) show 65.1% of over 12s in 
Lewisham as having received a first dose and 58.7% a second although there is no 
data for the level of take up of a booster.  Please can you let me know what the 
council is doing to try to ensure a better take up of the vaccinations?  The local 
vaccination rate is significantly lower than the national average. 
 
Reply 
 
The Council, along with other partners, has been supporting the NHS’s COVID-19 
vaccination programme to maximise uptake of the vaccine for all eligible Lewisham 
residents and to reduce inequalities in uptake.  The Director of Public Health chairs a 
weekly Lewisham COVID-19 vaccination group that oversees a borough COVID-19 
vaccination plan covering actions in four main areas: 
• Working in partnership (across health, care, voluntary, community and school 
partners).  
• Reducing barriers to access (including pop-up walk-in vaccination clinics at a 
number of community sites/venues). 
• Use of data and information (using our Population Health Management System to 
inform targeted vaccination outreach and engagement). 
• Conversations and engagement (including a wide range of communication and 
outreach activities such as online webinars, in-person engagement and printed 
materials).  
Most recent actions within this plan to increase uptake across all ages and ethnic 
groups include the following: 
• The Council’s Public Health team have employed a Community Connector officer to 
support the COVID-19 Community Champion programme to contact and visit 
Lewisham community groups and leaders, including faith leaders, to build 
relationships, provide information and promote COVID-19 vaccination.  
• To enhance access to COVID-19 vaccination, partners within the borough 
vaccination group have increased the number of walk-in vaccine clinics in the 
borough. Partners have also worked together to introduce late-night pharmacy 
COVID-19 vaccination slots at 3 of the 8 vaccinating pharmacies in the borough.  
• Particularly low vaccination uptake has been noted amongst young people (aged 
18-29 years) and pregnant women in the borough, so partners have worked to 
increase uptake in these groups by: 



- Providing vaccine information sessions and COVID-19 vaccination bus visits to 
Lewisham College, and working with Goldsmith University to organise a student 
Instagram live event 
- Working with young people in Lewisham to launch the Young Champions project, 
encouraging young people to be advocates for health and wellbeing in the borough. 
- Responding to concerns and queries about vaccines and pregnancy using 
Instagram and Facebook Live events and Q&A sessions on Mumsnet. 
- Working with the Young Mayor’s team to provide information about the vaccine that 
can then be disseminated to other young people.  
- Tailoring our communication materials working across South East London as well 
as locally, to ensure they are engaging and informative for different people- 
Comprehensive schools vaccination programme which includes school COVID-19 
vaccination clinics at all Lewisham secondary schools and a supplementary clinic 
offer for 12-15 year olds at University Hospital Lewisham. Each school clinic follows 
an information webinar for parents, staff and students held for each school. 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 26 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Mark Morris 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
Could Councillor Patrick Codd please set out what outcomes and actions were 
agreed at his recent meeting with Will Norman, the Mayor of London's Walking and 
Cycling Commissioner, that he referred to in his public response to my previous 
question at the last Full Council.    Can he also provide any update as to whether 
Lewisham Council will actively support the extension of the Santander cycle hire to 
the north of the borough, especially in light of recent reports that more docking 
stations are being installed in Southwark? 
 
Reply 
 
The future actions and outcomes following the meeting with TfL’s Walking and 
Cycling Commission will be dependent upon the funding agreement between 
Government and TfL beyond 11 December 2021. 
 
Any future roll out of the Santander cycle hire scheme would be as a result of TfL 
and boroughs working in collaboration and jointly funding any extension.  It is our 
understanding that additional docking stations would likely be supported if they were 
related to new development and / or new cycleways. 
 
As stated in the previous response we recognise the potential benefits of extending 
the cycle hire scheme to the north of the borough as part of a wider expansion.  We 
will liaise with TfL to assess the potential for expansion and the likely costs involved. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 27 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Peter Richardson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Since the imposition of the Lee Green Ward Low Traffic Neighbourhood scheme 
without consultation of residents, it has in fact increrased traffic flow, pollution and 
congestion of both residential and arterial roads within the South Circular. 

What purpose was this intended to achieve?  Where is the statistical analysis? 

 
 
Reply 
 
The primary aim of the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood (LTN) 
was to encourage people to walk and cycle more, and to do so safely whilst 
maintaining social distancing. LTNs also aim to improve air quality and public health, 
reduce air and noise pollution and make roads safer. 
 
The findings of the review of the LTN, including an assessment of the data collected, 
will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision about the future of the scheme 
in the coming weeks. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 28 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Bob Ashdown 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Last year central government gave local councils funding for active travel and social 
distancing. 

Please could you tell me how much LBL received and how much was spent on the 
LTN?  Was money spent outside the LTN, if so where was this and how much was 
spent? 

Who will be examining the consultation responses? Will it include people who 
actually live in the LTN? 

To ensure the examiners own personal beliefs and preferences don’t unfairly 
influence the outcome can we see what rules and guidelines that have been set.  

Who has been given the task to oversee that the rules and guidelines have been 
adhered to?  

Who decided what residents would receive the paper version of the consultation, 
please supply a list of the roads that received the paper version? 

 
Reply 
 
The Council received funding for emergency active travel measures directly from 
Government and a total of £99,000 was received.    
 
A small amount of this funding contributed to the delivery of the Lewisham and Lee 
Green low traffic neighbourhood (LTN). The majority of the funding was used to 
deliver measures outside of the Lewisham and Lee Green LTN at a number of 
locations across the borough.  
 
The Council is undertaking a review of the Lewisham and Lee Green LTN. This 
includes an analysis of the data collected and the responses received to the public 
consultation undertaken.  The findings of the review will be presented to Mayor and 
Cabinet for a decision about the future of the scheme in the coming weeks. 



The consultation was open to everyone via the online survey. The Council also 
distributed paper copies of the consultation to households within the consultation 
area and to anyone who requested them.  
 
I am confident in the integrity of officers to analyse the data in a professional and 
unbiased manner.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 29 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Chris Maines 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Brenda Dacres 
 
 
Question 
 

The Channel 4 documentary The Truth About Police Stop and Search, was recently 
repeated. It showed the Stop and Search of young black Lewisham residents by the 
local police. Lewisham Police accepted that they were at fault, the correct 
procedures had not been followed and the proper records not retained. 

What conversation has the Council's Cabinet Member for Safer Communities had 
with the Commander of the south east BCU about the issues raised in this 
programme ? What changes in approach to Stop and Search can the Cabinet 
Member report following the unacceptable episodes shown in the TV Documentary? 

 
 
Reply 
 
The Mayor, the Cabinet Member for Safer Communities and the Council’s Chief 
Executive meet with the Borough Commander regularly and stop and search and 
disproportionality is discussed at the majority of meetings, both in general and in 
relation to specific cases. 
 
These discussions are supported by, and feed into, the Stop and Search sub-group 
of Lewisham’s Safer Neighbourhood Board and the new Public Encounter Panel 
which allow members of the public to view body worn camera footage and assess 
the quality of stop and search activity. Taken together these measures are ensuring 
ongoing scrutiny of stop and search in Lewisham and helping to drive improvements 
in practice.  



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 30 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Benedict Maguire 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
What is the total amount currently available to Lewisham Council from section 106 
monies from developers? 
 
Reply 
 
The balance of S106 funds held by the council at the end of the financial year 2019 – 
2020 was £43,661,891.37 of which £22,638,849.24 was unallocated and 
£21,023,042.13 has been allocated to various projects. Further details can be found 
in Lewisham Infrastructure Funding Statement (IFS) on the Council website. 
The balance of this will have changed since publication of the 2019-2020 IFS with 
the proportion of unallocated sums reduced significantly. The ‘unallocated amount’ is 
constantly changing as it is a rolling process of monies received and monies being 
allocated and spent. An IFS for the financial year 2020-2021 will be published in the 
coming months. 
 
I am committed to getting the money spent as soon as we can within prudent 
financial controls.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 31 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: Sarah Montgomery 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Greenwich council has traffic monitoring data for the boundary roads in their borough 
from both before and after the installation of the Lee Green LTN. Has Lewisham 
used this data as part of their final analysis in to the impact of the LTN? If not, why 
not? 

 
 
Reply 
 
The Council is liaising with the Royal Borough of Greenwich in relation to the 
Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood (LTN) and other schemes that 
potentially impact across the borough boundary. 
 
The Council is undertaking a review of the Lewisham and Lee LTN.  This includes an 
analysis of the data collected and the responses received to the public consultation 
undertaken.  The findings of the review will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a 
decision about the future of the scheme in the coming weeks. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 32 
Priority 1 

 
 

Question asked by: David O'Malley 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Does LBL recognize as a fact the road traffic surveys completed by local residents 
on Winn Road, Senlac Road, Exford Road and Ashdale Road which show in 
particular that there has been an 84% increase in traffic to Winn Road since the LTN 
was installed. If LBL does not accept these traffic surveys can it explain why it 
doesn't and when will they carry out their own traffic surveys? What status on the risk 
register (red, amber or green) are Winn Road, Senlac Road, Exford Road and 
Ashdale Road?. 

 
 
Reply 
 
We welcome the interest that residents are showing in their local area and the time 
and effort that has been spent on putting together their traffic reports for Winn Road, 
Senlac Road, Exford Road and Ashdale Road. 
 
All traffic surveys need to be undertaken in line with national and regional guidance 
and good practice. For traffic counts this is typically done using automatic 
technologies over a period that enables analysis to be done in relation to type of 
vehicle and identify any variations in times of day and day of the week. 
 
The Council is undertaking a review of the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic 
neighbourhood.  This includes an analysis of the data collected and the responses 
received to the public consultation undertaken.  The findings of the review will be 
presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision about the future of the scheme in the 
coming weeks. 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 33 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Roger Stocker 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

Catford Dog Track proposed pedestrian bridge 

 Were the council ever given costings for the proposed replacement pedestrian 
bridge by the developers?  

Does the council know what the shortfall was between the available budget and 
construction costs? 

Are any figures available to the public? 

Reply 
 
The development of Catford Green on the former Greyhound Stadium site had 
proposed a replacement footbridge between Doggett Road and Adenmore Road.  
The developer Barratt Homes carried out an extensive design consultation with the 
Council to establish whether the footbridge was deliverable, however, the outcome of 
a prolonged design and costings analysis revealed that the bridge proposal was 
undeliverable within the financial envelope available. Funding is however now 
available for a proposed set of public realm improvements to improve the 
environment at Catford station entrance and on Adenmore Road. 
The financial information around this case is commercially sensitive and not 
available to the public.   
 
I realise that some in the community are disappointed that the bridge could not be 
build. I recognise that. It is better to be transparent about what is and what is not 
possible. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 34 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Martin North 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

In 2018 the report into HMOs, in order to justify the need for Article 4 in the southern 
Wards, identified Evelyn Ward to have the greatest number of licensed HMOs in the 
borough.  This is important in view of the very few street level family homes, current 
or planned. 

Can the council explain why Evelyn Ward was therefore not included in the original 
Article 4 Direction? 

 
 
Reply 
 
At the time of preparing the evidence base in 2018 for the Article 4 Direction, there 
was insufficient evidence to demonstrate a significant increase in HMOs in the 
Evelyn Area or that the HMOs identified were causing significant harm to the “well-
being of the area” required by the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) to 
justify the use of an Article 4 Direction. 
 
The Council is currently updating the HMO evidence base to understand if and 
where there may be further issues with an unacceptable increase or over 
concentration of HMOs.  This will again look Borough wide and cover the Evelyn 
ward. 
 
I believe our Executive Director for Housing, Regeneration and Public Realm, 
Jennifer Daothong, wrote to you on 18 November. I am not unsympathetic to your 
question and I empathise with residents on how some of the HMOs are not well 
managed. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 35 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Kate Richardson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
Given that the Council would have been well aware that having rightly placed an 
Article 4 on Whitefoot, Downham, Grove Park and Bellingham wards the developers 
would have moved straight into Catford South which is what they have done to the 
detriment of many residents. What penalties and fines have you looked at that are 
now within your jurisdiction that could be imposed that will ensure the behaviour is 
moderated? 
 
Reply 
 
On 7th January 2020, we confirmed a non-immediate Article 4(1) Direction made on 
5 March 2019, for Lewisham’s southern wards of Bellingham, Downham, Grove Park 
and Whitefoot. As part of the evidence base supporting this we undertook a review of 
HMOs within the borough looking at prevalence and clustering.  At that time there 
was no evidence that Catford South warranted an Article 4. That’s not a suggestion 
that there are no HMOs in the ward – it was the fact that there was not a high 
concentration that demonstrated a harmful change in the character of an area which 
is required as per the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) to justify the use 
of an Article 4. 
 
We do recognise that there is growing unhappiness and regular emails about HMOs 
within Catford South suggesting that the position may be changing. 
It is important to note that an Article 4 Direction merely requires the submission of a 
planning application for a proposed HMO so that the impacts can be assessed.  It is 
not the case that any such application would automatically be refused.  HMOs are a 
legitimate form of housing that meets a need for some of Lewisham’s residents.   
That being said, the Council is currently updating the HMO evidence base to 
understand if and where there may be further issues with an unacceptable increase 
or over concentration of HMOs.  This would again look Borough wide and cover the 
Catford south ward.    
 
There are no penalties or fines that can be imposed by the Council for the 
conversion of residential properties to small HMOs within the scope of permitted 
development rights set by the government. For HMOs with 5+ residents, fines can be 
charged to individual landlords if they fail to licence their HMOs or fail to keep to 
licensing conditions, but there is no power to collectively fine HMO developments as 
developing an HMO is legal. 
 



The Council is taking further preventative and mitigating steps to address issues 
around HMOs through the extension of landlord licensing. This will help to address 
poor standards and growing ASB within the Private Rented Sector through stricter 
licence conditions relating to the standard and management of rented properties 
within the borough. 
 
 
I am concerned about the impact on residents both being around or next door to an 
HMO that is badly managed. Again, we see profit being extracted from a housing 
crisis leaving many with no choice but to rent a room in an HMO.  The housing crisis 
is a human crisis, and we must do what we can to support each other. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 36 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Joan Sakkas 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Regarding the LTN. This scheme is discriminatory. Does  the council now agree? 

We are grateful to the police for the ongoing  speed monitoring  exercise on Lee 
Road  and other Roads surrounding the village. 

Are the council working together with the police on  this? 

 
 
Reply 
 
The findings of the review of the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood 
will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision about the future of the scheme 
in the coming months. 
 
Speed enforcement is legally the responsibility of the Police, as it is a criminal 
offence. However, the Council works with the Police and TfL in relation to speed 
enforcement across the borough. Officers make requests for police enforcement 
when concerns are raised by Members and / or the public. This liaison can lead to 
police speed enforcement at the location being undertaken if certain criteria are met, 
or the location can be considered for the Community Roadwatch scheme.  
 
The information provided by the Council, along with the results of any enforcement 
activity helps to create a ‘Speed Dashboard’, which provides TfL and the Police with 
an informed overview of the riskiest locations for excessive speed.  It is our 
understanding that this is used to inform future work programmes. 
 
Officers also work with the Police when possible to improve road safety awareness 
and education including cycle safety, speed, seat belts, mobile phone use and drink 
driving. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 37 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Annie Kirby 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Will data from the LTN consultation be released for scrutiny before the decision is 
taken? 

If so, when and how.  If not, why not?  

 
 
Reply 
 
The findings of the review of the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic 
neighbourhood, including the analysis of the public consultation responses, will be 
presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision about the future of the scheme in the 
coming weeks. The reports are published six working days ahead of the Mayor and 
Cabinet meeting.



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 38 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Karen Pratt 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
Is it acceptable to make residents wait more than a year for the council to take away 
dustbins surplus to requirement? 
 
Reply 
 
The Council would welcome further information on the location of the dustbin so that 
it can investigate the issue and respond appropriately.



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 39 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Cheryl McLeod 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
How is the Council supporting the Catford Island development on the Plassy Road 
Site? 
 
Reply 
 
The Catford Island site is privately owned land, for which a proposal for 
redevelopment is coming forward. The site forms part of the Catford Town Centre 
framework, which the Council approved earlier this year. The framework set the 
objective for redevelopment of this site to promote integration with the wider town 
centre, improving pedestrian connections and reducing the impact of the South 
Circular.  
 
The developer of the site recently held public consultation and has been engaging 
with the Council’s planning authority as they develop their scheme ahead of any of 
submission for planning approval. 
 
 
I am keeping a close watch on the development. We will do everything we can to 
make sure it benefits existing residents and new alike.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 40 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Julia Webb 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
Please can you explain the lack of information about Lewisham's City Squares? The 
new Bell Green Neighbourhood Forum area should include two such green spaces, 
as listed in Schedule 1 of the 1931 London Squares (conservation) Act. Addington 
Grove survived, yet its significance and status is overlooked. Stanton Square was 
demolished to build the Bell Green gyratory racetrack, and I can find no information 
about an equivalent parcel of land which should have been substituted for it locally, 
by statute.  Please can you give me the council's position on both these legally 
protected assets? 
 
Reply 
 
We are aware of the two spaces identified in the question and their historic status as 
London Squares. Addington Grove, which still remains is identified in the 
Development Management Local Plan, Table 2 Annex 1 and is protected under the 
London preservation Act 1931. Unfortunately the demolition of the houses 
surrounding Stanton Square and the reconfiguration of Stanton Square itself was 
completed by 1980 to make way for the Stanton Square industrial estate following 
approval of a planning application Ref 16339 in 1978. A further application Ref 
08/070032 was subsequently approved for the erection of a large quantum of 
industrial floorspace on the site in 2008. 
 
As this is a historic case the details of the 1978 application are not available digitally 
and would require further investigation. As part of the new draft Local Plan 
preparation we are in the process of mapping all remaining London Squares within 
the borough onto our GIS system. 
 
 
I am supportive of the questionnaire in that we must protect our heritage.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 41 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Richard Hebditch 
 
Relevant Directorate: Corporate Resources 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Amanda De Ryk 
 
 
Question 
 
Has Lewisham’s pension investment strategy statement been updated since the 
council declared a climate emergency? 
 
Reply 
 
Yes, the Council’s pension investment strategy was updated following the 2019 
triennial valuation as part of the regular review of the Fund’s performance, consistent 
with the fiduciary duty on the pension committee for managing the fund on behalf of 
its Members, not the Council.   
Whilst management of the Fund is separate, the update aligned with and supported 
the Council’s ambitions following the declaration of a climate emergency in February 
2019. Since 2019, the Lewisham Pension Committee, working with the London 
Collective Investment Vehicle for pooling London Local Government Pension Funds 
investments, has procured new mandates to move the Fund’s current equity 
holdings into two low carbon, low cost mandates.



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 42 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Diana Cashin 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
The Article 4 on Whitefoot, Downham, Grove Park and Bellingham wards has 
produced the inevitable consequence  that developers are looking elsewhere, 
particularly to Catford South, to buy up houses and swiftly convert them to HMOs 
with inevitable negative consequences for neighbours and the community. When will 
the Council act to extend Article 4 protection to Catford South? 
 
Reply 
 
On 7th January 2020, we confirmed a non-immediate Article 4(1) Direction made on 
5 March 2019, for Lewisham’s southern wards of Bellingham, Downham, Grove Park 
and Whitefoot. As part of the evidence base supporting this we undertook a review of 
HMOs within the borough looking at prevalence and clustering.  At that time there 
was no evidence that Catford South warranted an Article 4. That’s not a suggestion 
that there are no HMOs in the ward – it was the fact that there was not a high 
concentration that demonstrated a harmful change in the character of an area which 
is required as per the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) to justify the use 
of an Article 4.  
 
We do recognise that there is growing unhappiness and regular emails about HMOs 
within Catford South suggesting that the position may be changing. It is important to 
note that an Article 4 Direction merely requires the submission of a planning 
application for a proposed HMO so that the impacts can be assessed.  It is not the 
case that any such application would automatically be refused.  HMOs are a 
legitimate form of housing that meets a need for some of Lewisham’s residents.   
That being said, the Council is currently updating the HMO evidence base to 
understand if and where there may be further issues with an unacceptable increase 
or over concentration of HMOs.  This will again look Borough wide and cover the 
Catford south ward.    
 
 
I am supportive of an Article 4 Direction for Catford South. Once we’ve evaluated the 
evidence we can then look at the options available to the Council. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 43 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Elizabeth Fox 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
Is there transparency about which "community groups" the council had been 
speaking with / consulting with over the design and the future of the Lee LTN? 
 
Reply 
 
The Council is undertaking a review of the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic 
neighbourhood. This includes an analysis of the data collected and the responses 
received, including from community groups, to the public consultation undertaken. 
 
The findings of the review will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision 
about the future of the scheme in the coming months. 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 44 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Andrew Kinsella 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
Please disclose the companies that the local authority has entered into agreement 
with for HMO in the Corbett Estate ? 
 
Reply 
 
The following companies have been granted HMO licences on the Corbett Estate as 
of 11th November 2021:- 
 

 Oliver Landon Ltd 

 AMPM Estates Ltd 

 Precise Mortgages Ltd 

 Bromley East London Portfolio Ltd 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 45 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Gina Raggett 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Andre Bourne 
 
 
Question 
 
Can the Council please provide a breakdown of issues at Blackheath community 
library for the year 2019-20, along the lines of those already provided for the 3 
previous years?  These included separate figures for Adult, Children’s and Teenage 
issues. 
 
Reply 
 
The issues for Blackheath Community Library in 2019-20 included 16,423 Adult 
issues, 19,361 Children issues, and 652 Teenage issues.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 46 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Mark De-Laurey 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
Can the council tell us how much the pollution has either increased or decreased on 
the roads now taking the brunt of the traffic caused by the LTN road closures, i.e. 
roads like Lee Road, Lee High Road, Brunt Ash Road, Lee Park, etc. 
 
Reply 
 
Air quality has continued to improve across all our borough’s air pollution monitor 
locations. Since the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood (LTN) was 
implemented the Council has been undertaking monitoring to understand how it is 
operating, its impact and whether it is achieving its aims. 
 
The Council maintains a network of nitrogen dioxide (NO2) diffusion tubes and 
automatic monitors to assess pollution levels. The monitoring is ongoing and the 
trends of NO2 around the roads where air quality monitors are currently deployed 
are yet to be assessed. The results will be published in June 2022 in our 2022 
Annual Status Report.  Further information on air quality trends and readings using 
our automatic monitors can be found on the Council’s website at 
www.lewisham.gov.uk/airquality. 
   
Information relating to air quality data was included in the LTN consultation leaflet 
and the monitoring report, which is also available on the council’s website at 
www.lewisham.gov.uk/ltnconsultation.   

http://www.lewisham.gov.uk/airquality
http://www.lewisham.gov.uk/ltnconsultation


PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 47 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Peter Richardson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

I am told that Street Cleaners remain employed by Lewisham Council  and are 
sometimes seen in the vicinity of some Transport Hubs and some residential streets 
in the Borough. 

However, it is so long since I have seen one cleaning in Manor Lane Terrace, I 
thought the service had been withdrawn, possibly  "because of Covid"?  

If this were so, would Council Tax Payers not expect a rebate from the Council - or at 
least be informed that some residential streets (such as mine) had been excluded? 

 
 
Reply 
 
There are 737km of roads and streets in Lewisham that are routinely swept once per 
week as per Council Policy throughout the year and in all weathers. Street cleansing 
services operate zonally and Manor Lane Terrace is in a zone in which 16km of 
paving is swept per week; approximately 3.2km per day. Manor Lane Terrace is 
typically swept on a Monday.   
 
Many local authority services continue to be affected either directly by Covid, or the 
ongoing impacts of Covid, and the Council’s street cleansing services are no 
different. This means that at times, service delivery may need to change or adapt 
accordingly to the resources available. Any disruption to local planned services is 
regrettable and both the Council and its staff work hard to both achieve continuity of 
service, and restore continuity of service where it has been affected. 
 
The Council thanks the residents and communities of Lewisham for their continued 
understanding, respect and patience. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 48 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Chris Maines 
 
Relevant Directorate: Corporate Resources 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Amanda De Ryk 
 
 
Question 
 
What is the level of Council Tax collections for 2019/2020 ? What is the comparison 
with neighbouring boroughs. 
 
Reply 
 
The most recent Council Tax collection results published for the fiscal year ending 
March 2021 shows that Lewisham’s position amongst London boroughs increased  
by eight places above; Hackney, Newham, Tower Hamlets, Camden, Westminster, 
Lambeth, Brent, and Kensington & Chelsea.  See here: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/collection-rates-for-council-tax-and-non-
domestic-rates-in-england-2020-to-2021  
Lewisham’s in-year collection percentage was 92.82%, the Inner London average 
collection rate was 91.86% and the London average was 94.31%.  On average 
Lewisham achieves the London average collection rate within 24 months. 
It should be noted that comparing council tax collection results in this way does not 
provide an accurate reflection of the challenges each local authority may experience, 
owing to the diverse financial composition of their residents.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 49 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Benedict Maguire 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
What is the total amount available to Lewisham Council from the Community 
Infrastructure Levy (CIL) funding ? 
 
Reply 
 
The balance of CIL reciepts at the end of the financial year 2019 – 2020 was 
£15,432,528.99. Further details can be found in Lewisham Infrastructure Funding 
Statement (IFS) on the Council website. 
 
The balance of this will have changed since publication of the 2019-2020 IFS. An 
updated IFS for the financial year 2020-2021 will be published in the coming months. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 50 
Priority 2 

 
 

Question asked by: Sarah Montgomery 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
What steps has Lewisham Council taken to mitigate the detrimental impact of the 
Lee Green LTN on boundary roads in Greenwich? 
 
Reply 
 
The Council is liaising with the Royal Borough of Greenwich in relation to the 
Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood (LTN) and other schemes that 
potentially impact across the borough boundary. 
 
The Council is undertaking a review of the (LTN).  This includes an analysis of the 
data collected and the responses received to the public consultation undertaken.   
 
The findings of the review will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision 
about the future of the scheme in the coming weeks. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 51 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Roger Stocker 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Pedestrian Action Plan 

Does the council have any plans to produce a Pedestrian Action Plan similar to the 
Cycling Action Plan? 

If not what policies are in place to inform residents of council policies on issues like: 
e-charging infrastructure on pavements; possible ‘Copenhagen type’ crossovers 
rather than drop kerbs; unmarked pavement parking (eg Chudleigh Road). 

 
 
Reply 
 
The Council currently has no plans to produce a Pedestrian Action Plan but I am 
open to exploring the benefits and will discuss this with the Mayor.  
 
The Council’s transport policies are set out in the Transport Strategy and Local 
Implementation Plan 2019 – 2041.  The Council also has a Low Emission Vehicle 
Charging Strategy (2018-2022). 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 52 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Martin North 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

The development of HMOs in these roads of once family homes, can be identified by 
following the rubbish. Roads are blighted by rubbish, overflowing, unsorted and 
unsanitary bins left on pavements and constant fly tipping. This clearly relates to the 
number of HMOs, one side of Trundleys Road as an example. Residents of this and 
adjoining roads repeatedly report these problems to various council websites. 

Does the council accept that one criteria in considering the necessity for Article 4 is 
an unacceptable problem of rubbish and fly tipping and that this area now warrants 
that protection and a proactive approach to deal with the ongoing problems?     

Reply 
 
Lewisham Council notes the concerns among residents about street quality, such as 
increased waste, in relation to HMOs. The Council is currently assessing the need 
for new Article 4 Directions across the borough. Such a Direction can only be 
introduced where there is strong evidence that it is justified, such as a demonstrable 
harm to local amenity from HMOs. The Council has therefore started a new round of 
evidence collection. An HMO complaints email address is also currently being set up 
to streamline reports of concerns and issues and will help build an evidence base for 
a new Article 4 Direction. Overflowing bins and fly tipping are an example of harm to 
local amenity and where this is an issue will make up part of the evidence base for 
new Article 4 Directions where justified.  
 
The Council is taking further preventative and mitigating steps to address this issue 
through the extension of landlord licensing. This will help to address poor standards 
and growing ASB within the Private Rented Sector through stricter licence conditions 
relating to the standard and management of rented properties within the borough. 
In terms of an immediate response to reports made by the public, action is being 
taken via section 59 of the Environmental Protection Act through which the Council 
serves notices to occupier/owner to remove controlled building waste on private 
property that is uncontained and not secured within a receptacle. The Council deals 
with over-spilling bins via a Community Protection Notice (CPN) to owner, occupier, 
managing agent or landlord. Both can be dealt with by the courts for failure to 
comply. Please note there is a 21 day period to appeal these notices before any 
breaches can take place. 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 53 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Cheryl McLeod 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
How much is the Council budget for the Catford Town Centre regeneration? 
 
Reply 
 
The Framework Plan sets out development that will be phased over many years, 
with no single source of funding.  
 
In coming years there will be several million pounds invested in the Broadway 
Theatre; the repurposing of s106 funding for the station area improvements; match 
funding from the GLA’s Good Growth Fund to enable restoration of the former 
Catford Constitutional Club building and Thomas Lane Yard; and further GLA grant 
funding to deliver improvements to the pedestrian section of Holbeach Rd.  
Collectively this amounts to a £15.5M investment in Catford’s Phase 1 regeneration 
projects with further significant GLA affordable housing grant of almost £10M to be 
injected into Catford to achieve social housing delivery. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 54 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Julia Webb 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
Please will Lewisham consider approving in principal a new pedestrian / cycle bridge 
across the Southeastern railway line, connecting Elm Lane and Pool Court? This has 
the potential to open up a new east/west quietway, shadowing the South Circular 
road. The Bell Green Neighbourhood Forum area is hampered by a lack of 
connectivity due to the positions of the railway tracks. We badly need to find 
accessible routes, allowing pedestrians and cyclists to avoid the worst air quality and 
road safety issues that the road pinchpoints create. 
 
Reply 
 
The Council is looking to promote active and sustainable modes of travel across the 
Borough. Unfortunately, due to the significant intervention and costs that would likely 
be incurred, the Council cannot at this time consider this proposal. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 55 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Richard Hebditch 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
Has the council agreed any milestones to assess progress to implement its target of 
the borough being carbon neutral by 2030; and if not, how will it know if it is on track 
to achieve the target over the next nine years? 
 
Reply 
 
Lewisham’s Climate Emergency Action Plan was underpinned by a Trajectory Study 
Report, published with the Action Plan in March 2020 
https://councilmeetings.lewisham.gov.uk/documents/s72556/Annex%20C%20Routes
%20to%20Carbon%20Neutral%20Report.pdf. This study includes a detailed analysis 
of emissions in Lewisham and an assessment of the cost of the actions needed to 
deliver on the ambition for the borough to be carbon neutral by 2030. The 
assessment of costs identified a set of scenarios, quantifying the impact of each in 
terms of carbon reduction over the timeframe of the target. This analysis therefore 
provides a basis for tracking progress going forward.   
 
The Department of Business Energy and Industrial Strategy publishes annual data 
on carbon emissions at a local authority level.  The latest data published in June 
2021 https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/uk-local-authority-and-regional-
carbon-dioxide-emissions-national-statistics-2005-to-2019 covers the period from 
2005 to 2019 and shows a 37% reduction in carbon emissions in Lewisham.  
 
The capital cost of delivering the infrastructure needed to achieve the target was 
estimated by the Trajectory Study as at least £1.6 billion, while at the same time the 
Council has direct control of 3% of the measurable emissions in the borough.   
 
Achieving the target for the borough to be carbon neutral by 2030 is reliant on 
significant and sustained investment and action from the UK Government, from 
business, and the rest of the public sector underpinned by support from engaged 
citizens.

https://councilmeetings.lewisham.gov.uk/documents/s72556/Annex%20C%20Routes%20to%20Carbon%20Neutral%20Report.pdf
https://councilmeetings.lewisham.gov.uk/documents/s72556/Annex%20C%20Routes%20to%20Carbon%20Neutral%20Report.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-national-statistics-2005-to-2019
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/uk-local-authority-and-regional-carbon-dioxide-emissions-national-statistics-2005-to-2019


PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 56 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Elizabeth Fox 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
What factors did the council consider when deciding where to spend the COVID 
emergency funding and why was it Lee Green ward in particular? 
 
Reply 
 
The primary aim of measures implemented in response to the COVID 19 pandemic 
was to facilitate those walking and cycling, to do so safely whilst maintaining social 
distancing. 
 
A range of factors were considered when identifying locations across the borough for 
intervention, such as access to green space and local shops, footway widths, shop 
queuing systems that were in operation, historic levels of through traffic where it was 
feared that higher volumes of traffic were likely to re-emerge and pupil numbers in 
relation to the school streets schemes. 
 
The Lewisham and Lee Green area was identified in part due to ongoing and 
consistent concerns raised with the Council by residents over a number of years 
about traffic congestion, speeds as well as walking and cycling improvements.  



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 57 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Mark De-Laurey 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Can the council tell us by how much the traffic has either increased or decreased on 
the roads taking the brunt of the traffic caused by the LTN road closures, i.e. roads 
like Lee Road, Lee High Road, Brunt Ash Road, Lee Park, etc. 

      a.) Also by what method have they collected this data? 

      b.) During what timeframe was this data collected? 

      c.) And where have has the monitoring systems been installed? 

 
 
Reply 
 
Since the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood (LTN) was 
implemented the Council has been undertaking monitoring to understand how it is 
operating, its impact and whether it is achieving its aims. 
 
Traffic has been monitored across 55 locations within and outside of the LTN at 
different periods of time to understand the effects of the scheme.  Due to the speed 
at which LTNs were required to be installed we don’t have a perfect set of monitoring 
data. 
 
Information relating to traffic data collected as part of the scheme monitoring was 
included in the LTN consultation leaflet and the monitoring report, which is also 
available on the council’s website at www.lewisham.gov.uk/ltnconsultation.  

http://www.lewisham.gov.uk/ltnconsultation


 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 58 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Peter Richardson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
As the council includes amenity groups on various planning issues, heritage 
conservation, and management of same what is the definition it works with to include 
what is considered an amenity group from the many community groups that exist in 
the LBL?  Does it have to comply with any national government definition?  If so 
what is this national definition? 
 
Reply 
 
The Council does not currently define amenity societies or community groups.  As 
part of the Local Democracy Review the Council aims to provide clarity for planning 
consultation and engagement and will seek to formally recognise groups, including 
their registration with the Council, need to be constituted and cover a defined area.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 59 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Chris Maines 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

What is total value of fines raised from the Lee Green Low Traffic Neighbourhood 
since its inception. 

How much has the Council received in fines, how many fines have been successfully 
appealed or cancelled by the Council. How much is still outstanding and not yet 
collected by the Council.    

 
Reply 
 
The net total of fines generated from modal filters within the Lewisham and Lee 
Green low traffic neighbourhood (LTN) in 2020/21 is £2.1m. We will not know the 
21/22 figure until April 2022. 
 
An appeal is when a challenge is forwarded to an independent adjudicator for a final 
and decisive ruling. Since the LTN was installed there have been 94 appeals found 
in favour of the appellant and 501 upheld in favour of the council. There are 26,000 
fines yet to be collected. 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 60 
Priority 3 

 
 

Question asked by: Benedict Maguire 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
Is there a deadline to use the CIL and/or s.106 monies and if so when is the 
deadline? 
 
Reply 
 
There is no time limit on when Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) monies can be 
spent. 
 
A s106 payment can either have no date by which it needs to be spent by or one 
agreed by both parties in the s106 agreement.  



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 61 
Priority 4 

 
 

Question asked by: Roger Stocker 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

Building housing on public highway 

 Has the council looked at utilising underused public highway for new housing? I 
have contacted my local councillors and Cllr Bell regarding a proposed development 
in Eddystone Road SE4 where there is a large amount of redundant highway which I 
thought could be used to extend the private development in partnership with the 
council 

Reply 
 
 
The Council regularly review their assets. This includes looking at opportunities for 
development, including unlocking comprehensive development on suitable sites. 
In response to the specific area identified in this question, the Council has looked 
into this proposed site. The Council has identified the following technical issues with 
this particular site: the location is a bit of highways that provides access to a rail 
bridge; the location is also next to a SINC that the local community want greater 
protections for, and it’s also an important access point for maintenance. As such, this 
is not a site the Council would actively consider at the present time for development. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 62 
Priority 4 

 
 

Question asked by: Martin North 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

How does the council monitor additional bins in relation to legal numbers of 
occupants in HMOs? 

 
 
Reply 
 
We inform our colleagues at Cleanstreets when we grant a new HMO licence. 
We take and act on reports.   
 
There is a specific link on our website where landlords of HMOs can upsize their 
wheelie bins- see here: https://lewisham.gov.uk/myservices/wasterecycle/your-
bins/order-a-bin/request-a-bigger-rubbish-bin  
 
Providing sufficient waste disposal and storage facilities is a requirement under the 
HMO management regulations, and applies to all HMOs.  We will work with landlords 
to get them to comply, but ultimately we can issue a Civil Penalty Notice or 
prosecute if there is no improvement.  



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 63 
Priority 4 

 
 

Question asked by: Patricia Richardson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

It has been reported that the council is considering NOT paying attention to the 
results of the on-line consultation on LTNs as it was noted outsiders, not residents, 
had also contributed views. Is this the case? 

If so will the council be conducting another LTN consultation, for those specifically 
affected by the imposition of LTNs? 

Does the council understand that many local residents are just as affected by LTNs, 
even if they do not live in the blocked off roads?  LTNs have widespread effects on 
surrounding areas so how does the council propose to deal with those affected? 

 
 
Reply 
 
Online responses received in response to the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic 
neighbourhood (LTN) public consultation are of course being included and will form 
part of the analysis of all the consultation responses received. This will then form 
part of the wider review of the LTN, which also includes an analysis of the data 
collected.  The findings of the review will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a 
decision about the future of the scheme in the coming weeks. 
 
The public consultation was available for anyone to respond to and over 35,000 
homes were sent the consultation material. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 64 
Priority 4 

 
 

Question asked by: Julia Webb 
 
Relevant Directorate: Chief Exec's 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Kevin Bonavia 
 
 
Question 
 

Please can you explain why I was refused permission to attend Planning Committee 
A's deliberations in person on 26th October? I asked in good time, but a new rule 
was cited, demanding 24 hours notice. The public should not be told they should 
attend virtually, when a meeting of three councillors is being held in the large council 
chamber. 

I am particularly puzzled, as the committee chair was the only one visibly present in 
the chamber; the other two members were using Lewisham digital backgrounds. It 
raises concerns if the public are denied access, so cannot be assured that all voting 
councillors are present in the chamber, as required under the current regulations.  

 
 
Reply 
 
Following your expression of interest in an application at 34 Sydenham Hill some 
days before the meeting, you were advised by Planning Officers to register your 
interest to participate at least 24 hours before the advertised start of the meeting. 
Unfortunately this deadline was missed and you susequentky asked to physically 
observe on the day of the meeting. This request was declined by a senior Planning 
Officer as a 24 hour notice period is required to finalise arrangements for the delivery 
of a safe meeting by Facilities staff, in accordance with continuing strict health and 
safety requirements. 
  
The meeting was held and webcast live on October 26 with the Chair, Vice-Chair 
and Cllr Davis physically present. Regrettably, owing to power supply problems in 
the Council Chamber that evening, which meant that a hybrid meeting could not be 
supported technically, the meeting had to be transferred to a smaller room in the 
Civic Suite. This smaller room lacked full hybrid access and required the three 
Councillors who were physically present in that room to use laptops, which is not 
normal practice. Therefore the meeting was quorate and all councillors physically 
present voted as is required under the current regulations. I accept that it would be 
preferable and arguably more transparent if generic backdrops could have been 
disabled and the actual location made visible. Councillors present in the Civic Suite 
are not normally expected to use laptops but should such a situation reoccur, officers 
will ask that backdrops be turned off. 



 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 65 
Priority 4 

 
 

Question asked by: Andrew Kinsella 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
How many flats are made available to house the homeless, and ex prisoners or 
being used like HMO facilities ? 
 
Reply 
 
The Council does not hold data on the specific demographics of individuals that live in 
HMO properties 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 66 
Priority 4 

 
 

Question asked by: Mark De-Laurey 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
What monitoring systems have been installed both inside the LTN's road closures,  
and on the roads where the traffic has been pushed to? In order that the council can 
measure the success or the lack there of, of the implementation of the LTN road 
closures. 
 
Reply 
 
Since the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood (LTN) was 
implemented the Council has been undertaking monitoring to understand how it is 
operating, its impact and whether it is achieving its aims.   
 
Details of the monitoring strategy are publically available on the commonplace 
platform - 
https://lewishamcovidresidentialstreets.commonplace.is/proposals/monitoring-
strategy-lewisham-and-lee-green-update. The results of the surveys were also 
included in the consultation leaflet and in a monitoring report, which available on the 
Council’s website – www.lewisham.gov.uk/ltnconsultation. 
  
The Council is undertaking a review of the LTN. This includes an analysis of the data 
collected and the responses received to the public consultation undertaken. The 
findings of the review will be presented to Mayor and Cabinet for a decision about 
the future of the scheme in the coming weeks. 

https://lewishamcovidresidentialstreets.commonplace.is/proposals/monitoring-strategy-lewisham-and-lee-green-update
https://lewishamcovidresidentialstreets.commonplace.is/proposals/monitoring-strategy-lewisham-and-lee-green-update
http://www.lewisham.gov.uk/ltnconsultation


 
PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 67 
Priority 4 

 
 

Question asked by: Benedict Maguire 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 
What is the longest outstanding Section 106 agreement that is not yet fully funded? 
 
Reply 
 
We understand the question to mean - which is the oldest s106 agreement where 
monies have not been put towards a project (i.e. unallocated)?  
The oldest available sum remaining unallocated is in regard to the demolition of 
Blundell House and part of Rapesco House, Goodwood Road SE14 and the 
construction of a part three, part four and part five storey building to provide Use 
Class B1, B8 and D1 uses (Business, Storage and Non residential Institution) on the 
ground floor with 30 cluster flats, each comprising 5 to 10 study bedroom units with 
shared kitchen/dining rooms and 29 bedsitting room units, together with the provision 
of associated landscaping and 14 car parking spaces which was granted on 23rd 
February 2000. This application has application reference DC/00/46436. The sum of 
£1274.52 is part of a sum for improvements to Goodwood Road. 
 

The Goodwood amount represents the balance left over from an original sum of 
£25k to do improvement works to Goodwood road.  The small residual balance can 
only be spent on Goodwood Road improvements and should there be plans in the 
future to undertake further improvement works on this road, that sum would be 
allocated to that. On its own, it is too small to deliver a standalone scheme. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 68 
Priority 5 

 
 

Question asked by: Roger Stocker 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Catford Broadway 

 In July 2019 I asked a public question to the full council as to why cycles are banned 
from using Catford Broadway. The cabinet member said they are not banned. I 
followed this up in December 2019 (with Cllr Dacres) and July 2020 (with Cllr 
McGeevor) and was told they had asked officers for an update. None received to 
date. 

Why are cycles banned from accessing Catford Broadway and are there any 
procedures in place to issue permits to zero emission vehicles such as cargo bikes? 

 
Reply 
 
Pedal cycles are not banned from accessing Catford Broadway and therefore cargo 
bikes would be able to access this area. There are no procedures in place to permit 
zero emission vehicles into Catford Broadway and this would have safety 
implications that would need to be carefully considered.



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 69 
Priority 5 

 
 

Question asked by: Julia Webb 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Andre Bourne 
 
 
Question 
 
On Saturday 27th November, the Bell Green Neighbourhood Forum will be 
discussing the total loss of sports provision locally through the closure of the Bridge, 
and the threat to the Livesey Memorial Hall's tennis courts. Will Cllr Andre Bourne, 
the cabinet member concerned, please come and explain to Forum members why 
there is to be a year's delay in officers producing their proposals, as announced at 
Mayor and Cabinet? Why can't we start the public consultation now? 
 
Reply 
 
Mayor and Cabinet recently agreed to a £300,000 feasibility study to explore the 
delivery of a new public leisure centre for the area. 
 
This is a detailed and technical project and will take around 12 months to complete. 
The work will begin as soon as the detailed commissioning process for the work is 
complete – there is no unnecessary delay. 
 
I am happy to join the Forum meeting to discuss the above items. 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 70 
Priority 5 

 
 

Question asked by: Patricia Richardson 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Paul Bell 
 
 
Question 
 

With regard to the possible planning application by Galliard Homes at the Leegate 
Centre, with so many units planned, over 600, does the council have any statistical 
analysis from either the GLA or the Mayor of London's office as to the impact on the 
local community and its facilities from new residents? 

Does the council  have figures for the possible numbers of school age children, up to 
the age of 11, and how they will be absorbed in local schools? 

What is projected figure for those 11+ students?  How are thse figures arrived at? 

Does the council have projected figures for other age groups, for example those 
retired and perhaps having an impact on local NHS facilities? 

Will the mainly tower block development be suitable for young families or the elderly. 

 
 
Reply 
 
The scheme remains at pre-application stage, it will not be possible to confirm final 
numbers of projected school children until a final scheme is submitted as a Planning 
Application. The Council’s (IDP) published with the Regulation 18 draft Local Plan 
consultation outlines the infrastructure required to accommodate the anticipated 
growth in Lewisham. The Council works with our infrastructure partners including 
those that are responsible for the provision of school places and health provision to 
understand what is required to accommodate changes in population. For further 
details please refer to the IDP here: 
https://councilmeetings.lewisham.gov.uk/documents/s76179/Annex%205%20Draft%
20Infrastructure%20Delive   
 
The site is designated as a district centre, and therefore any development will need 
to include appropriate facilities including retail, workspace, leisure and community 
spaces. The development would include a range of housing types suitable for 
families and elderly occupiers.  
 
 

https://councilmeetings.lewisham.gov.uk/documents/s76179/Annex%205%20Draft%20Infrastructure%20Delive
https://councilmeetings.lewisham.gov.uk/documents/s76179/Annex%205%20Draft%20Infrastructure%20Delive


PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 71 
Priority 5 

 
 

Question asked by: Andrew Kinsella 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Brenda Dacres 
 
 
Question 
 

Are there any plans for CCTV in Mountsfield Park - like other parks in our area, like 
Manor House Gardens?   CCTV has been proven to reduce crime and protect 
vulnerable children.  We want to avoid another tragic incident like in November 2016. 

 
 
Reply 
 
We do not currently have any evidenced data to support the need for CCTV at 
Mountsfield Park and there are no plans to install it at present. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 72 
Priority 5 

 
 

Question asked by: Mark De-Laurey 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
How much has been spent on implementing the LTN road closures? 
 
Reply 
 
The cost of implementing the Lewisham and Lee Green low traffic neighbourhood is 
approximately £276,500 which has come mainly from TfL’s London Streetspace 
Programme with some funding coming directly to the Council from the Government 
Emergency Active Travel Fund. This covers all elements of the scheme such as 
infrastructure, scheme design and implementation, traffic orders, letter drops and 
monitoring.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 73 
Priority 6 

 
 

Question asked by: Roger Stocker 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 

Annual parking report 

 When will the 2020/21 annual parking report be made public?  

The 2019/20 report showed an available balance to the council of £3m+ What was 
this spent on? Please provide a breakdown eg general road resurfacing, pavement 
renewals, road safety initiatives etc. How much was spent of 'active travel' projects 
eg. Bikeability training, cycle and walking infrastructure etc. 

 
Reply 
 
Any surplus on the parking account is spent on Concessionary fares. 
This is in line with section 55 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984. The annual 
parking report will be published December 2021.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 74 
Priority 6 

 
 

Question asked by: Mark De-Laurey 
 
Relevant Directorate: Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Patrick Codd 
 
 
Question 
 
How much has been made in fines to drivers since the implementation of the LTN 
road closures? 
 
Reply 
 
The net total of fines generated from modal filters within the Lewisham and Lee 
Green low traffic neighbourhood in 2020/21 is £2.1m. We will not know the final 
21/22 figure until April 2022. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PUBLIC QUESTION NO. 75 
Priority 7 

 
 

Question asked by: Mark De-Laurey 
 
Relevant Directorate: Community Services 
 
Member to reply: Councillor Brenda Dacres 
 
 
Question 
 
Why was the fireworks on Blackheath cancelled this year? And did the council give 
any thought to the extra pollution created, due to resident traveling further a field to 
partake in other displays? 
 
Reply 
 
Blackheath Fireworks did not take place this year because the budget for the event 
was taken as part of the Council’s programme of cuts in 2020/21. This was as a 
result of the ongoing reductions in Government funding and the need to prioritise 
services supporting the borough’s most vulnerable residents.   
 
Residents are encouraged to use sustainable and active modes of travel where 
possible, such as walking, cycling and or using public transport.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


