Addendum :
Design and Access Statement
March 2017

Location of Proposed Silvertown Portal - Aerial View from Emirates Air Line

2.10.1

00
Contents
01

Introduction

02

Illustrative Landscape Scheme Revisions

03

Illustrative Street Design Revisions

04

Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse Setting

01
Introduction

01

Introduction

01

Introduction

1.1
This Design and Access Statement
(DAS) Addendum has been produced to explain
additional work that has been undertaken on the
illustrative design of the Urban Realm at both
the Silvertown and Greenwich Portals of the
proposed Silvertown Tunnel to reflect changes
that have been made to the Design Principles for
Deadline 4.

(NMUs) – specifically pedestrians and cyclists
– as part of the Silvertown Tunnel project.

amount of carriageway and facilitating an offcarriageway segregated cycle route on the north
side of the roundabout.

• Stakeholders: Opportunities for improved
cycle provision has been explored in response
to representations from stakeholders including
the London Borough of Newham and the
Royal Borough of Greenwich.

1.6
On Dock Road the off-carriageway
segregated cycleway has been moved to provide
greater flexibility for potential future development
of adjacent land parcels.

1.2
It should be read as an example of how
the Design Principles (Document Reference:
7.4) could be translated into physical form,
and should be read alongside the Works Plans
and Engineering Section Drawings and Plans
(Document Reference: 2.8)

• Historic England: A review of the setting of the
listed Blackwall Tunnel Southern Gate house
has been carried out addressing items raised
by Historic England’s representation to the
DCO.

1.7
At the Greenwich Peninsula, the
improvements include localised changes to
Tunnel Avenue to improve cycle facilities, and
an enhancement to the design of Boord Street
to better reflect its status as part of a key crosspeninsula route for pedestrians and cyclists.

1.3
This additional work on both the Design
Principles and the illustrative design has been
undertaken in response to comments raised by a
number of interested parties. These include:

1.4
The amendments to the illustrative
designs have been undertaken in consultation
and partnership with the London Borough of
Newham (Silvertown Portal) and Royal Borough
of Greenwich (Greenwich Peninsula Portal).

• Mayor of London: Opportunities to create
public realm enhancements have been
explored in response to the commitment
made by the London Mayor Sadiq Khan
on 4th October 2016 to provide additional
enhancements for Non-Motorised Users

1.5
At the Silvertown Portal, the changes
include amendments to the illustrative design for
Tidal Basin Roundabout, to better balance the
amount of vehicular space against the needs
of pedestrians and cyclists by reducing the

1.8
In addition, a study of the setting of
the Grade II listed Blackwall Tunnel Southern
Gatehouse has been completed, and some
additional changes to the illustrative landscape
design have been made to better recognise and
enhance the setting of this important heritage
asset.
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Figure 1.7

May 2016 Illustrative Landscape Proposal - Silvertown Portal & Vicinity

N

Tidal Basin roundabout
improvements.
See Pg 16-17 for details

Dock road improvements. See
Pg 18-19 for details

Low maintenance amenity grass mix
Groundcover planting mix
(predominantly Hedera Helix)
Hardened Verge Areas
Footways
Bus & Goods Vehicle Lane
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01
Figure 1.8

Introduction

Revised Illustrative Landscape Proposal - Greenwich Peninsula Portal & Vicinity.

N

Low maintenance amenity grass mix
Ground cover planting mix
(predominantly Hedera Helix)

Boord Street improvements
See Pg 23-27 for details

Hardened Verge Areas
Footways
Bus & Goods Vehicle Lane

Portal Buildings
& Compounds

Tunnel Avenue improvements.
See Pg 20-22 for details

Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse
Historical setting improvements.
See Pg 29-33 for details
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Revised Illustrative Landscape - Silvertown and Greenwich
Landscape Improvements
2.1
Changes have been made to the
illustrative landscape proposals at both the
Silvertown and Greenwich portals.

will be determined through the detailed design
process, and ultimately through local planning
authority approval pursuant to the DCO.

2.2
Figures 2.1 and 2.2 on the following
pages show the May 2016 Illustrative schemes
shown in the Design and Access Statement
alongside the revised proposals and an aerial
view of the existing context.

2.5

2.3
The changes to the landscape focus
mostly on the specification of the planting, and
the types of grassland proposed.

These two types of grassland are:

•

Enriched Amenity Grassland

•

Semi-Improved Formal Grassland /
Wildflower Meadow

2.6
Proposed locations of these areas are
shown in Figs 2.2 and 2.4 for Silvertown and
Greenwich portals respectively.

2.4
All indicative grassland previously
described as ‘Potential Grassland and Ecological
Mitigation’ in the DAS, has been split and
identified as two separate types of proposed
grassland to be in line with the Silvertown Tunnel
Environmental Statement Biodiversity Action Plan
and Mitigation Strategy (Doc Ref : Environmental
Statement Appendix 9H (APP-065)) In line with
that document, the final mix of these species
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Silvertown - May 2016 illustrative proposal and revised illustrative landscape proposal design comparison

Key
Low maintenance amenity grass mix
Groundcover planting mix
(predominantly Hedera Helix)
Hardened Verge Areas
Footways

Figure 2.1
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May 2016 illustrative landscape proposal - Silvertown Portal

02

Illustrative Landscape Scheme Revisions

Type

Enriched amenity grassland

Typical Mix

Highland bent, Slender-creeping
Red-fescue, Perennial ryegrass,
Smooth stalked meadow grass,
Small leaved White clover.

Type

Semi- improved formal
grassland/ wildflower meadow

Typical Mix

Yarrow, Common Knapweed,
Greater Knapweed, Wild carrot,
Viper’s bugloss, Hemp agrimony,
Lady’s bedstraw, Field scabious,
Rough hawkbit, Oxeye daisy,
Birdsfoot trefoil, Musk mallow, Wild
majoram, Coslip, Selfheal, Meadow
buttercup, Wild mignonette,
Yellow rattle, Small scabious, Red
campion, Bladder campion, Wild
red clover, Tufted vetch, Common
bent, Sweet vernal grass, Quaking
grass, Crested dogstail, Sheep’s
fescue, Slender-creeping redfescue, Smaller cat’s tail and Yellow
oat grass.

Key
Semi- improved formal grassland/ wildflower meadow
Enriched amenity grassland

Figure 2.2 Revised Illustrative Landscape Proposal - Silvertown Portal
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Greenwich - May 2016 illustrative proposal and revised illustrative landscape proposal design comparison

Key
Low maintenance amenity grass mix
Groundcover planting mix
(predominantly Hedera Helix)
Hardened Verge Areas
Footways

Figure 2.3
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May 2016 Illustrative Landscape Proposal - Greenwich Peninsula Portal

02

Illustrative Landscape Scheme Revisions

Type

Enriched amenity grassland

Mix

Highland bent, Slender-creeping
Red-fescue, Perennial ryegrass,
Smooth stalked meadow grass,
Small leaved White clover,

Type

Semi- improved formal
grassland/ wildflower meadow

Mix

Yarrow, Common Knapweed,
Greater Knapweed, Wild carrot,
Viper’s bugloss, Hemp agrimony,
Lady’s bedstraw, Field scabious,
Rough hawkbit, Oxeye daisy,
Birdsfoot trefoil, Musk mallow, Wild
majoram, Coslip, Selfheal, Meadow
buttercup, Wild mignonette,
Yellow rattle, Small scabious, Red
campion, Bladder campion, Wild
red clover, Tufted vetch, Common
bent, Sweet vernal grass, Quaking
grass, Crested dogstail, Sheep’s
fescue, Slender-creeping redfescue, Smaller cat’s tail and Yellow
oat grass.

Key
Semi- improved formal grassland/ wildflower meadow
Enriched amenity grassland

Figure 2.4 Revised Illustrative Landscape Proposal - Greenwich Peninsula Portal
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Illustrative Street Design Revisions
Introduction
3.1
The illustrative design for the area
around the portals at either end was submitted
as part of the DCO in May 2016. This covered a
number of streets and spaces, incorporating both
hard and soft landscaping.
3.2
Since the DCO was submitted, further
work has been undertaken to explore how
facilities for Non-Motorised Users (NMUs) could
be further enhanced and improved.
3.3
This work has led to changes to the
illustrative design for the following streets:
•

Tidal Basin Roundabout

•

Dock Road

•

Tunnel Avenue

•

Boord Street

3.4
These changes are contained within the
DCO Order Limits, and are primarily changes
to the layout of the street, and the way in
which space in the street corridor is allocated
to different users, for example the balance of
carriageway and footway.
3.5
The following pages provide illustrative
examples of these changes, reflecting the
revisions that have been made to the Design
Principles in relation to these streets.
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Tidal Basin Roundabout.
3.6
The illustrative design for the
roundabout, as submitted with the DCO
application in May 2016, in shown in Figure 3.1.
The revised scheme is shown in Figure 3.2

N

3.7
Following a review of the overall design
and discussions with the London Borough of
Newham, there was a desire to strengthen the
off-carriageway provision for cyclists, particularly
on the east and north sides of the roundabout.
3.8
This has been achieved by
accommodating a London Cycle Design
Standards (LCDS) compliant off-carriageway
segregated cycle and pedestrian route on the
north side of the roundabout, and by introducing
a wider shared cycle and footway on the eastern
side adjacent to the Hoola development.
3.9
The off-carriageway cycle lane would
then transition to an on-carriageway lane on Tidal
Basin Road as part of enhancement works being
undertaken by the London Borough of Newham,
and funded by TfL.

Figure 3.1 Enlarged section of the May 2016 Illustrative Scheme showing the area around the roundabout.
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Illustrative Street Design Revisions

Figure 3.2 Enlarged section of the revised Illustrative Landscape Proposal showing the area around the roundabout.
1

An LCDS compliant off-carriageway
segregated cycleway and footway can
now be accommodated on the northern
side of the roundabout.

2

Off-carriageway dedicated cycleway to
transition to on-carriageway route as part
of London Borough of Newham proposals
for Tidal Basin Road.

3

New off-carriageway shared cycle and
pedestrian route created adjacent to the
Hoola Development

N
2

1

3
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Dock Road

Figure 3.4 Enlarged section of the May 2016 Illustrative Scheme showing the Dock Road arrangement.

3.10 The May 2016 Illustrative Scheme shows
an off-carriageway segregated cycle link along
Dock Road, on the eastern side of the street.
3.11 This ties in to the pedestrian and cycle
underpass beneath Silvertown Way at the
southern end, providing onward access to the
Royal Docks and paths that run around it. At the
northern end it ties back into the existing cycle
route via a crossing on Dock Road, and a shared
pedestrian / cycle path to the northeast.
3.12
Following a review of the design and
discussions with London Borough of Newham,
it was decided to provide for the off carriageway
route to be on the western side of Dock Road
to avoid potential conflict with future plot access
requirements to the land between Dock Road
and the Tunnel Approach.

1.5m 2m
Landscaped
Verge

Figure 3.3

7.3m

Foot
way

Carriageway

0.5m 3m

2m 1m

Landscaped
Buffer
Cycleway Footway Verge

May 2016 Illustrative Scheme section
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3m

0.5m

7.3m

2m

N
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Illustrative Street Design Revisions

Figure 3.6 Revised Illustrative Landscape Design Plan - Dock road

3.13 This revised layout would allow for
cyclists to continue on to the Lower Lea Crossing
without the need to cross Dock Road itself, so
would have some additional benefits in terms of
route continuity too.

N

3.14 At the southern end of Dock Road
cyclists would need to cross the road to
access the Dock Edge via the Silvertown Way
Underpass.
3.15 The cycle route would then continue
on-carriageway along North Woolwich Road until
it joins the segregated off-carriageway route by
West Silvertown DLR Station.

1.5m 2m
Landscaped
Verge

Foot
way

2m

Landscaped
Verge

Figure 3.5

0.5m 3m

7.3m

Carriageway

3m

0.5m

Buffer
Footway Cycleway

2m 1m

Landscaped
Buffer
Cycleway Footway Verge

7.3m

Carriageway

2m

Foot
way

Revised Illustrative Design Section
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Tunnel Avenue

3.16 The illustrative design for Tunnel Avenue
submitted in May 2016 as part of the Design And
Access Statement (APP-095) set out two main
improvements to the public realm:
• A reconfigured pedestrian & cycle bridge
(Boord Street Bridge); and
• A resurfaced footway along the length of the
street (within the order limits).
3.17 Following a review of these proposals
with Royal Borough of Greenwich, a number of
potential amendments which would improve the
environment for pedestrians and cyclists were
identified, and these have now been incorporated
into the revised illustrative scheme and Design
Principles.

3.19 There is also currently an offcarriageway, two-way segregated cycleway that
runs alongside Tunnel Avenue for a very short
stretch of the route (Fig 3.10) before merging into
a shared foot and cycleway.
3.20 This shared footway then connects with
the wider cycle network along the Thames Path,
with signage directing people (Fig 3.8). However,
in many places the surface is broken up and a
potential safety risk for cyclists and pedestrians.

3.22 The current arrangement of a 6m
carriageway, and 2m central median between
Tunnel Avenue and the Blackwall Tunnel
Approach cannot be reduced, as these widths
are necessary to accommodate the heavy
vehicles and buses which will continue to use the
carriageway, and to accommodate components
which are to be installed in the median, such as
road signs and safety barriers (as set out in the
May 2016 Illustrative Scheme).

3.18 Tunnel Avenue is used by a significant
number of HGVs (see Fig 3.8), as it provides
access to a number of industrial sites on the
west side of the Peninsula, including the Victoria
Deep Water terminal. While in the long term
these uses may change, in the short term it
will continue to need to accommodate these
vehicle movements, and as a result in the
May 2016 Illustrative Design was designed to
3.23 However, to enhance the environment
accommodate a 6m wide two-way carriageway to
for pedestrians and cyclists, in the revised
enable heavy vehicles to continue accessing the
Illustrative Design, the Tunnel Avenue footway
existing industrial sites.
has been widened along its full length as much
as possible.
20

a

3.21 Tunnel Avenue is also currently used as
a northbound bus route (Fig 3.9), and there is a
bus stop by the existing footbridge.

c

b

Figure 3.7 Plan illustrating the approximate location of the photographs that have been taken on page 21. The
pointed ends indicate the direction that the photograph was taken.

3.24 Due to width limitations on the street
corridor, a pinch-point at the Brenntag building
remains. At this location the revised Illustrative
Design provides for surface improvements and
pedestrians and cyclists being able to continue
along the footway as a shared surface, albeit one
that does not meet the standards. The aim is to
achieve at least 2.5m width at this pinch point,
subject verification.

3.25 There may be ways to decrease the
pinch point further by reconfiguring the central
reservation, but this cannot be confirmed until
the detailed design stage, when it will be further
explored.
3.26 This new surface will also remove
existing cracks and provide a smoother and safer
surface for cyclists and pedestrians to use.
3.27 The revised illustrative scheme then
continues the shared surface from the Brenntag
building along to the north.

03

a

Illustrative Street Design Revisions

b

Shared Use Pathway
(Width Varies)
Median strip
(Width Varies)
6m wide
carriageway
Figure 3.8 Heavy vehicles such as these trucks also

Figure 3.9 View from Boord Street footbridge. Buses

use Tunnel avenue, which creates a safety risk for

operate along this route and need to be considered as

cyclists who wish to use the carriageway.

part of the public realm improvements.
Footway
Pinch Point

c

Figure 3.10 The cycle route continues northwards beyond the ramp until it stops just at the point where Tunnel
Avenue meets the Brenntag building. It is at this point that the footway narrows greatly to a pinch point of 2.15m
wide for cyclists using the route.

Figure 3.11 Revised Illustrative Landscape plan showing the shared surface pedestrian and cycle route along Tunnel Avenue.
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3m
Maintenance
Path

3.28 One of the key features of Tunnel
Avenue following the scheme, will be the landing
point for the new Boord Street Pedestrian &
Cycle Bridge.

New Ramp

6m

6m

1.2m

Shared
Surface

Carriageway

Central
Median

6m

6m

1.2m

Carriageway

Figure 3.12 Revised Illustrative Landscape plan showing the public realm to the west of Boord Street footbridge

2.8m

3m

3m
3m

on all sides, and to minimise the impact on the
flow of people and cycles along Tunnel Avenue.
Indicative dimensions are shown in Figure 3.12
(right).

3m

3.29 This will be a significant structure, and
the revised illustrative design has provided for
careful siting to allow for ease of movement

3.30 The revised illustrative design suggests
a footway that runs between the bridge ramp
structure and carriageway, shown on figure 3.13
as having an indicative width of 6m, although this
will be constrained at one pinch point.

3m

SECTION CUT

3.31 As it passes the gantry base the width
will be reduced, but it is still sufficient for a cyclist
and person to pass comfortably.
3m

3.7m

3m
Maintenance
Path

New Ramp

6m

6m

1.2m

Shared
Surface

Carriageway

Central
Median

Carriageway

Figure 3.13 Revised Illustrative Landscape section showing the public realm to the west of Boord Street footbridge
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Boord Street

Illustrative Street Design Revisions

Figure 3.14 Diagram showing how the A102 road currently severs links across the Greenwich Peninsula, and the

Figure 3.15 Boord Street looking south showing the existing arrangement.

longer term role of the proposed bridge for pedestrian & cycle links. Boord Street is a vital element in this route.

3.32
Boord Street is currently an uninviting
environment to pedestrians and cyclists (See Fig
3.15), with a poor junction layout at Millennium
Way (See Fig 3.16), traffic guardrails, uneven
pavements and unsightly, high fencing.
3.33 Improvements are needed both to make
the route more visible and welcoming to existing
users, and to provide the capacity needed to
accommodate more users that may result from
potential future development on the Peninsula.
3.34 Furthermore, the removal of the
bus route that currently uses the street (as a
consequence of the scheme) means that it will
no longer be a through-road, and the scale and
appearance of the street can be re-thought to
make it more orientated towards walking and
cycling.
3.35 It forms part of a strategic route across
the wider peninsula (See Fig 3.14), and the
design should reflect and reinforce this.

Existing Boord

A102 Blackwall Tunnel

Proposed Boord

Street Bridge

Approach Road

Street Bridge

Boord Street

Existing
Boord Street

Figure 3.16
Boord Street junction
with Millennium Way
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Figure 3.17 May 2016 Illustrative Scheme - Boord Street.

3.36 In the May 2016 Illustrative Scheme,
Boord Street was left untouched for the majority
of its length - as there were no significant works
proposed as part of the tunnel construction
(minor utility diversion works only).
3.37 The area at the end was reconfigured,
to take into account the removal of the throughtraffic route, the need to provide a new access
to the Studio 338 Nightclub, and the provision of
access to the new Boord Street Pedestrian and
Cycle Bridge.
3.38 Following further review and meetings
with Royal Borough of Greenwich, alternative
proposals have been developed for Boord Street,
with the aim of further enhancing access for
pedestrians and cyclists.
3.39 Two schemes have been prepared and
we are currently engaged in further discussions
with Royal Borough of Greenwich over which
option they prefer.
3.40 The first option is to create a ‘shared
space’ street, with a wall-to-wall flush surface
and with new trees and street furniture grouped
along the north side of the street (See Fig 3.18).

24
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Figure 3.18 Revised Illustrative Landscape Proposal - Option 1 - Shared Surface

1

5

Possible future
access point

Proposed

2

Studio 338
Reconfigured
Site access

Site access
Existing site
access

3

Possible future
access point

4

1

New ‘Gateway’ trees to mark entrance to
street.

2

Shared surface street, suitable for all
vehicles, with single ‘wall to wall’ material
and no road markings

3

New area for trees and seating, away
from vehicle access points to avoid
potential movement clashes.

4
Existing site
access

5

Proposed Greenwich Peninsula Estate
service centre for waste management.
Planning application reference number
16/2309/F.
Junction improvements to be considered
as part of wider Knight Dragon
masterplan development.
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Figure 3.19 May 2016 Illustrative Scheme - Boord Street.

3.41 This option will have the greatest
transformation impact, and would be suitable as
Boord Street will only be an access road once
works are complete, with through traffic, including
the current bus route, being removed.
3.42 The alternative option (See Fig 3.20) is
for a more incremental series of enhancements,
including some footway widening on the
northwest side of Boord Street facilitated by
a realignment of the fence to the property
boundary, enhancements to the appearance
of the fence, and resurfacing of footways and
carriageway.
3.43 In addition, a tree is added at the north
end of the street where it meets Millennium Way,
to act as a marker for the street.
3.44 The end of the street around the bridge
will still be converted into a shared space, as per
the May 2016 Illustrative Scheme (Fig 3.19).
3.45 Discussions will continue with Royal
Borough of Greenwich to decide which option, or
blend of options, will ultimately be taken forward
to detailed design.
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Figure 3.20 Revised Illustrative Landscape Proposal - Option 2 - Incremental Enhancements

1

5

Possible future
access point
Studio 338

Proposed

4

Site access

2

Existing site

Reconfigured
Site access

access
1
Possible future
access point

2

3

4
3

Existing site
access
5

New ‘Gateway’ tree to mark entrance to
street.
Widened footway and resurfaced
footways and carriageway
Shared surface area around bridge
landings, and access to Studio 338.
Proposed Greenwich Peninsula Estate
service centre for waste management.
Planning application reference number
16/2309/F.
Junction improvements to be considered
as part of wider Knight Dragon
masterplan development.
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Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse Setting
Introduction
4.1
In August 2016 Historic England
provided comments on the Proposed Silvertown
Tunnel Development Consent Order. In these
comments they raised a concern that the setting
of the Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse - a Grade
II listed building - is not adequately taken into
account in the development of the illustrative
landscape proposals.
4.2
The Applicant took this into account by
amending the Design Principles at Deadline 1
to include an explicit commitment that the
detailed design will take into account the setting
of the Gatehouse.

4.4
The revised illustrative design presented
in this chapter shows how this enhancement
could be achieved in comparison to the May
2016 illustrative design. This can be met with
the removal of visual clutter, simplification of the
landscape design through the reorganisation
of tree planting and maintenance of sight lines
towards the structure. This is proposed with the
aim that the structure can be clearly seen and be
appreciated by motorists and visitors to the local
area.

4.3
This chapter considers one example of
how this principle could be taken into account in
the development of the design, by updating the
illustrative design in this area from what is shown
in the Design and Access Statement.

Figure 4.1 Grade II Listed Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse, pictured in 2011
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Background
4.5
During the late 1870s and early to
mid- 1880s the Metropolitan Board of Works
(MBW) promoted various unsuccessful Bills for
a new crossing. Eventually, in 1885, an Act was
obtained authorizing the construction of Tower
Bridge by the City Corporation, and this was
followed in 1887 by the MBW Thames Tunnel
(Blackwall) Act, which empowered the Board
to build a new crossing between Blackwall and
Greenwich. In 1889 the LCC was created and
took over projects from the MBW.
4.6

The Blackwall Tunnel was built by the

London County Council (LCC) between 1892
and 1897 in response to the growing need
for improved free road movement across the
Thames. In March 1889, a plan was prepared
by Alexander Binnie, the LCC Engineer, for a
single tunnel large enough to accommodate two
lines of vehicles and foot-passengers. This was
approved by the LCC in 1891.
Heritage and Townscape
4.7
This building is listed under the Planning
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act
1990 as amended for its special architectural
or historic interest. The building was first listed
Grade II on 08-Jun-1973.

30

4.8
The Listed Building Description (National
Heritage List for England) is as follows:
Built prior to opening of tunnel in 1897,
architect to the LCC T Blashill. 2 storeys
and attic. The whole ground floor 1 large
archway with moulded stone architrave.
Irregular bands of red and yellow sandstone. Similar banding to octagonal angle
turrets with ogee cupolas and buttoned
spike finials. Very tall, near-pyramidal
slated roof with side chimneys and 2
hipped, gabled dormers. Moulded stone
eaves cornice. Row of small windows to
1st floor on north side.

4.11 The houses were built of light-brown
sandstone with contrasting bands of red
sandstone. The façades were decorated with
shields carrying the coats of arms of Middlesex,
Kent, Essex and Surrey, and commemorative
bronze plaques.
4.12 The gatehouses provided unusual Art
Nouveau silhouettes amid the working-class
housing of Poplar and the empty expanses and
gas-storage tanks of Greenwich Marshes, and

the proximity of the East India Dock Gateway
on the north side no doubt inspired Blashill to
compete with it in architectural terms.
4.13 In 1958 the north entrance house was
demolished during work on the approaches for
the new Blackwall Tunnel.
4.14 When constructed, the Gatehouse
stood in an open street, with another road
running to the immediate west side, as Tunnel

4.9
Binnie’s original plans included designs
for a pair of simple Classical arches to mark the
entrances on the approach roads and indicate
the maximum headroom in the tunnel. These
were superseded by more ambitious designs
by Thomas Blashill, the LCC Architect, for two
entrance gatehouses at each end of the tunnel to
accommodate the superintendent and caretaker
4.10 The north Gatehouse was erected
in 1896–7. Basically rectangular in plan, with
octagonal turrets at each corner, it spanned the
open approach road, with living accommodation
in the building above.
Figure 4.2 North entrance gatehouse (now demolished) plans very similar to the south entrance gatehouse.

04

Avenue does today. It then had a footway,
including street trees, to the east behind which
stood a number of buildings (See Fig 4.3)

Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse Setting

Figure 4.3 c1910. Photograph looking north towards southern Blackwall Tunnel gatehouse.

Figure 4.5 c1908. A view north along Tunnel Avenue towards the entrance to the Blackwall Tunnel.

Figure 4.4 c1933. Photograph looking north towards the southern Blackwall Tunnel gatehouse.

Figure 4.6 Today, View looking north with highways clutter obstructing the views to the Grade II Listed Building.

4.15 By 1933 (See Fig 4.4) the street trees
had grown considerably, and partially obscured
the Gatehouse as you approached along Tunnel
Avenue. The street also accommodated a
trolleybus service. Several of the buildings
that formed the western side of Tunnel Avenue
remain today.
4.16 Further south on Tunnel Avenue stood
two large gasholders (See Fig 4.5), one of which
remains today. Between these gasholders and
Tunnel Avenue stood a row of properties, the
only remnant of which is the Studio 338 building,
which was affected badly by a fire in August
2016.
4.17 Today, the view to the Gatehouse (See
Fig 4.6) is impacted by a large amount of safety
equipment which clutters the streetscape (vehicle
restraint systems, vehicle height detectors) and
impacts on the setting of the Gatehouse.
4.18 Figures 4.3 and 4.6, right, are taken from
a similar location, and show this changed context
very clearly.

31

Silvertown Tunnel | Design & Access Statement Addendum

Existing setting
4.19
Today, the southern gatehouse is
located in a predominantly industrial area (See
Fig 4.7) dominated by highway infrastructure.
The northbound carriageway passes through
the gatehouse, the southbound carriageway is
directly to the east and Tunnel Avenue directly to
the west.
4.20 To the south facade of the building a
gantry showing height restrictions is placed 20m
away from the structure, and the approach to the
building is generally surrounded by a clutter of
bulky guardrails, lamp posts and road signs.
Revised Illustrative Design
4.21 Taking into account the historic setting,
and the issues with the current arrangement,
this revised illustrative landscape design seeks
to reinstate some of the character of the original
tree–lined avenue on Tunnel Avenue as shown in
Figures 4.3- 4.5.
4.22 The design is based on the axis of the
Gatehouse. A green verge to the east of the
gatehouse is proposed to provide space around
the structure, and enhance it’s setting, while the
adjacent trees are a reflection of the old line of
street trees.
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Figure 4.7 Plan view showing the exiting arrangement of streets and footways around the Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse.

04

4.23 The revised illustrative design relocates
these slightly further away from the carriageway
to better reflect the historic location, and to
improve visibility of the structure.

N

Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse Setting

N

4.24 The current southbound exit road has
been moved away from the Gatehouse as part
of the revised highway geometries, and this
landscape planting approach further improves
the benefit that brings to the setting of the
structure.

Towards
Blackwell
Tunnel

4.25 Two Birch tree species are introduced,
symmetrically on either side of the axis to create
a formal boulevard setting for the Gatehouse.

Lateral

axis

4.26 Around the Gatehouse itself a formal
octagonal paved surface is created to reinforce
and demarcate the structure. This shape
emphasises the octagonal corners of the
building. It is finished with resin bonded surface
and granite kerbs.
4.27 We also have an aspiration to remove as
much of the visual ‘clutter’ as possible, however,
as a number of these structures and signs are in
place for safety reasons, it may not be possible
to remove or relocate them. A review will be
undertaken at the detailed design stage to
challenge the need for each element, and where
possible they will be consolidated, removed or
relocated away from the Gatehouse.

Birch trees

Birch trees

Enriched amenity grassland
Semi-improved formal grassland/
wild-flower meadow
Resin bound surface

Figure 4.8 Illustrative landscape proposal around the Blackwall Tunnel Gatehouse as per the May 2016

Figure 4.9 Revised illustrative landscape proposal for the historical setting for the Grade II listed Blackwall

Illustrative Scheme..

Tunnel southern gatehouse.
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