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Glossary of Terms 

Non-Material Change Minor changes to scheme, as 
proposed by the Applicant to the 
Examining Authority on 12/01/2017 
and 03/02/2017   

Response Period 5 week period of time given for 
stakeholders to provide the Applicant 
with responses on NMCs, for the 
Examining Authority’s consideration.  
This ran from 08/02/2017 to 
15/03/2017 
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SUMMARY 
S.1 Summary 

S.1.1 This report provides a summary of the responses received by the Applicant, 
following additional publicity in relation to the Applicant’s proposed non-
material changes (‘NMCs’) to the scheme, requests for the acceptance of 
which were submitted to the Examining Authority on 12 January (document 
references AS-045 and AS-046) (NMCs 1, 2, 3 and 5) and 3 February 2017 
(document references AS-047 and AS-048) (NMC6).     

S.1.2 The additional publicity relating to the NMCs was carried out by the Applicant 
in accordance with the Examining Authority’s request, as set out in the 
Procedural Decisions issued on 1 February and 10 February 2017 
(document references PD-010 and PD-011).   

S.1.3 In accordance with the Examining Authority’s request, this report provides ‘a 
summary of responses … together with copies of individual responses 
received for Deadline 5’.  

S.1.4 The additional publicity elicited a very low response rate: during the 
response period (which ran from 8 February to 15 March 2017) the Applicant 
received only 5 items of correspondence which were directly attributable to 
the additional publicity, which had included press notices, site notices and 
the serving of notice on over 2000 persons/properties.  None of these 5 
responses included any comments on any of the proposed NMCs.   

S.1.5 The Applicant therefore concludes that those persons who might potentially 
be considered to be interested in or affected by the proposed changes to the 
Scheme do not consider those changes to be material in nature (either 
individually or cumulatively) and nor do they oppose those proposed 
changes. 

S.1.6 In addition, the Applicant concludes that there are no parties who would 
object to the acceptance and inclusion of the proposed NMCs into the 
Scheme which is the subject of the DCO Examination.  

S.1.7 The Applicant also considers that the Wheatcroft principle is satisfied, on the 
basis that no one who should have been given an opportunity to comment 
on the proposed changes to the Scheme (the subject of the DCO 
application) has been deprived of that opportunity.   
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S.1.8 In light of the above, the Applicant respectfully seeks a Procedural Decision 
confirming the Examining Authority’s acceptance of the proposed NMCs.     
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1. Introduction  

1.1 Proposed Non-Material Changes (NMCs) to the Silvertown Tunnel 
Scheme 

1.1.1 On 12 January 2017 Transport for London (‘TfL’ / ‘the Applicant’) submitted 
to the Secretary of State, via the Planning Inspectorate, a request for 4 non-
material changes (NMCs) to the proposed Silvertown Tunnel project (‘the 
Scheme’).  The Applicant’s request for the 4 non-material changes (identified 
as ‘NMC1’, ‘NMC2’, ‘NMC3’ and ‘NMC5’1) comprised a report entitled 
‘Proposed Non-Material Changes to the Application (‘the NMC Application’) 
(document reference AS-046) and a related covering letter (document 
reference AS-045).  These documents were published on the Silvertown 
Tunnel page of the Planning Inspectorate’s website on 13 January 2017. 

1.1.2 On 3 February 2017 the Applicant submitted a request for an additional NMC 
(identified as ‘NMC6’) in the form of a document entitled ‘Addendum to the 
Proposed Non-Material Changes to the Application’ (document reference 
AS-047) (‘the Addendum to the NMC Application’), which was accompanied 
by a covering letter (document reference AS-048).  These documents were 
published on the Silvertown Tunnel page of the Planning Inspectorate’s 
website on 3 February 2017. 

1.1.3 The need for each of the 5 NMCs requested by the Applicant arose from the 
Applicant’s on-going diligent engagement and negotiations with parties 
affected by, or having an interest in, the Scheme, and the on-going design 
work relating to that engagement. 

1.1.4 The NMCs, in summary, are: 

• NMC1: Accommodation works for Brenntag 

• NMC2: Removal of Head Houses in Greenwich and Silvertown 

• NMC3: Alternative Edmund Halley Way Diversion 

• NMC5: Provision of Temporary Decked Car Park 

1 There is no ‘NMC4’. 
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• NMC6: Birch Sites Access 

1.1.5 Further detail as to what each NMC would entail and why they are required 
is set out in the NMC Application (NMCs 1, 2, 3 and 5) and in the Addendum 
to the NMC Application (NMC6).    

1.1.6 In the Compulsory Acquisition Hearing on 20 January 2017, the Examining 
Authority indicated that: 

• it was minded to agree with the Applicant that the Infrastructure 
Planning (Compulsory Acquisition) Regulations 2010 were not engaged 
by any of NMCs 1, 2, 3 or 5, on the basis that although additional land 
was proposed to be subject to powers of temporary possession for the 
purposes of delivering some of the NMCs (i.e. NMC1 and NMC5), no 
additional land was actually proposed to be acquired compulsorily2; 
and 

• notwithstanding the engagement carried out by the Applicant in respect 
of NMCs 1, 2, 3 and 5 (details of which were set out in the NMC 
Application), additional publicity / advertisement should be undertaken 
in respect of NMC5. 

1.1.7 In this context, the Examining Authority invited the Applicant to propose a 
package of publicity measures for the NMCs.  The Applicant’s response is 
set out in an email dated 27 January 2017 (document reference REP3-018).  
In summary, the Applicant proposed a letter-drop to all properties within line 
of sight of NMC5 (the proposed temporary decked replacement car park) 
and adjacent to NMCs 1 and 3 (excluding parties with whom the Applicant 
had already engaged in respect of the NMCs).  In addition, the Applicant 
proposed the erection of notices at the sites of the NMCs, putting NMC 
documentation on deposit for public inspection and publishing notice of the 
NMCs in the press.    

1.1.8 On 1 February 2017, the Examining Authority issued a Procedural Decision 
(document reference PD-010) confirming its request for additional publicity 
(i.e. additional to that proposed by the Applicant as summarised above) to be 

2 In the Procedural Decision issued on 10 February 2017 (document reference PD-011), the 
Examining Authority confirmed its decision that the NMCs do not engage the Infrastructure Planning 
(Compulsory Acquisition) Regulations 2010.  
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given to NMC5.  The Examining Authority also requested that the additional 
publicity for NMC5 should also refer to all of the other proposed NMCs.    

1.1.9 On 10 February 2017, the Examining Authority issued a further Procedural 
Decision (document reference PD-011), in which it confirmed its request for 
additional publicity, aimed at providing both a wider context to the proposed 
NMCs and the opportunity for consideration of the cumulative consequences 
of all the NMCs taken together.  In this Procedural Decision, the Examining 
Authority also explained that the purpose of its request for additional publicity 
was to ensure that those who should have been consulted on the changed 
scheme proposals would not be deprived of the opportunity of such 
consultation, thereby ensuring that regard was had to the Wheatcroft 
principle3.   

1.1.10 In addition to the measures outlined above (in paragraph 1.1.7 of this 
document and in document reference REP3-018), the additional publicity 
requested by the Examining Authority included publishing notice of the 
NMCs in a local newspaper for 2 consecutive weeks, and allowing a 
minimum ‘response period’ of 28 days’ duration, following the latest date on 
which notice of the NMCs was published.   

1.1.11 The Examining Authority also requested that all responses to this additional 
publicity/consultation on the NMCs be provided directly to the Applicant in 
the first instance.   

1.1.12 This report, together with its appendices, provides the Applicant’s response 
to the Examining Authority’s request for the submission by the Applicant, at 
Deadline 5, of a summary of the responses received, together with copies of 
any individual responses received. 

1.2 Further advertisement of the proposed NMCs 

1.2.1 In the context outlined in paragraph 1.1 above, the Applicant raised 
additional awareness of the proposed NMCs amongst the local populace 
and those with an interest in surrounding land and property (where the 
Applicant had not already engaged with such parties on the basis set out in 
the NMC Application and the Addendum to it) by: 

3 Established by the case of Bernard Wheatcroft Ltd –v- Secretary of State for the Environment (1982) 
43 P&CR 233 
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• undertaking a letter drop to serve notice of the NMCs on the occupiers 
of all 985 properties within the line of sight (as identified by the 
Applicant’s environmental team) of the proposed temporary decked car 
park (NMC5) and adjacent to the sites of NMC1 and NMC3, identified 
as land within the area outlined in green on the plan in Appendix A to 
this report; 

• serving notice of the NMCs under cover of letters individually 
addressed to each of the 1,222 parties identified as having an interest 
in the land within the area outlined in green on the plan in Appendix A 
to this report, such that: 

o where land in this area was already included in the original DCO 
application order limits, the parties served with notice of the 
NMCs were those previously identified through land referencing 
and listed in the Book of Reference as having an interest in the 
relevant plots; and 

o where land in this area was outside the original DCO application 
order limits (including new residential property currently under 
construction), notice of the NMCs was served on all parties 
identified as having an interest in the relevant land in the data 
available from HM Land Registry. 

• erecting site notices on public rights of way and streets, adjacent or 
close to the locations of the proposed NMCs, as shown on the plan 
attached at Appendix B to this report; 

• publishing notice in the local newspaper, the Greenwich Mercury, for 
two consecutive weeks – on Wednesday 8 and 15 February 2017 
(copies of the published notices are included at Appendix C to this 
report); and  

• making copies of the NMC Application and its Addendum available, on 
deposit for public viewing, at the Applicant’s offices and at the public 
library in Greenwich. 

1.2.2 A sample copy of the notice publicising the NMCs, together with a related 
sample covering letter, is attached at Appendix D to this report. 

1.2.3 The latest date on which notice of the NMCs was published was 15 February 
2017.  The deadline for responses to the consultation on the NMCs was 
23:59 on 15 March 2017.  There was therefore a period of 28 days running 
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from the day after the latest date on which notice was published and the 
deadline for responses.   
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2. Summary of Stakeholder Responses Received 

2.1 Introduction 

2.1.1 This report sets out a summary of the responses received by the Applicant 
following the additional publicity requested by the Examining Authority and 
described above, the response period for which ran from 8 February to 15 
March 2017. 

2.2 Stakeholder Responses 

2.2.1 A total of five (5) communications which specifically referenced the request 
for comments on NMCs were received by the Applicant during the response 
period.  However, none of these 5 responses gave any comment on the 
NMCs per se.  A summary analysis of the responses received by the 
Applicant is set out below:   

2.2.2 Four of the five responses received (80%) were from mortgage companies 
requesting details of the address/ the location of their relevant interests.  

2.2.3 One of the five responses received (20%) provided a general comment in 
support of the Silvertown Tunnel scheme. 

2.2.4 The number of responses received (5) compared with the number of notices 
served (985 by letterdrop and 1,222 by directly addressed correspondence: 
total 2,207) is represented in Figure 1 below, which shows a response rate 
of less than 0.002%.  This analysis does not include those additional 
persons who would have seen the notices erected on site (in the streets/on 
public rights of way in the vicinity of the NMCs) or those who would have 
seen the notices published in the Greenwich Mercury over two successive 
weeks.   
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Figure 1: Response level elicited by additional NMC publicity 

 

2.2.5 A summary table outlining the content of these responses is provided in 
Table 1 in Appendix E to this report.  

2.3 Possible Additional Stakeholder Responses 

2.3.1 Five (5) new email conversations were initiated by stakeholders during the 
NMC response period, via the email address advertised in the NMC publicity 
documents (rivercrossings@tfl.gov.uk).  However, unlike the responses 
summarised above, copies of which are included in Appendix F, none  of 
these 5 emails actually referenced the proposed NMCs, or the advertisement 
of them, in any way, and therefore it is unclear whether or not they were 
actually received by the Applicant in connection with, or in response to, the 
additional publicity on the NMCs, or whether, as their content would suggest, 
they are instead general queries directed to the Applicant in relation to other 
matters, and which just happen to have been submitted to the Applicant 
during the period allocated to the NMC consultation (for which no separate 
email address was provided by the Applicant).   

2.3.2 An outline of the content of these 5 emails is provided in Table 2 in 
Appendix E to this report.  Copies of the emails will be provided to the 
Examining Authority upon request, if required.    

2.3.3 If the 5 responses not referencing the NMCs were to be considered as 
having been triggered by the additional NMC publicity, the response rate 
would rise from 0.002% to 0.005% of those persons directly served with 
notice of the NMCs.  However, whether these 5 additional communications 
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are taken as responses relating to the NMCs or not, the net result of the 
engagement/consultation exercise on the NMCs remains the same, in that 
the Applicant still received no comments on the actual NMCs. 
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3. Summary of the Applicant’s Responses to the 
Stakeholder Responses Received 

3.1.1 The four mortgagees which responded to the NMC consultation (as 
referenced in paragraph 2.2. above and detailed in Table 1 of Appendix E 
below) were each subsequently provided with the information they had 
requested (i.e. the addresses of any properties in which the mortgagee had 
an interest, located within the area surrounding the NMCs, this being the 
area edged green on the plan attached at Appendix A).  The Applicant also 
explained to each mortgagee that the current residents at the relevant 
addresses, and any other parties with a registered interest in the land or 
property, had also been served directly with an equivalent notice and 
covering letter from the Applicant in relation to the NMCs.    

3.1.2 Each mortgagee was provided with a response from the Applicant within a 
matter of days (exact dates are provided in Appendix E).  To date, no further 
responses have been received from any of these parties. 

3.1.3 In accordance with the Applicant’s standard stakeholder engagement 
protocol, new email conversations initiated by stakeholders during the 
response period (as identified in Table 2 in Appendix E below) were also 
responded to as appropriate.  The Applicant’s email responses addressed 
the specific matters raised in the incoming correspondence, which in no 
cases included reference to the NMCs. 
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4. Conclusion 

4.1 The Applicant’s conclusion 

4.1.1 In response to the Examining Authority’s request, the Applicant undertook a 
thorough and extensive consultation exercise in the area surrounding the 
proposed NMCs.  As detailed above, this involved the service of 2,207 
notices and covering letters; the publication of notices in the local press over 
two consecutive weeks; the erection and maintenance of site notices 
between 8 February and 15 March 2017; and the putting on deposit of 
documents for public inspection at the Applicant’s offices and at the public 
library in Greenwich between 8 February and 15 March 2017.   

4.1.2 This consultation elicited a very low response rate: the Applicant received 
only 5 items of correspondence which were directly attributable to the NMC 
consultation exercise.  None of these 5 responses included any comments 
on any of the proposed NMCs.  Indeed, only one of the 5 responses 
commented on the Scheme itself, and this was an expression of general 
support for the Scheme. 

4.1.3 Another 5 items of correspondence were also received during the response 
period, but these neither referenced nor referred to the NMCs at all and, as a 
result, it is not clear whether or not these responses are directly attributable 
to the NMC consultation.  In any event, as they make no comment on the 
NMCs, their relevance is necessarily limited.   

4.1.4 The Applicant therefore concludes that those persons who might potentially 
be considered to be interested in or affected by the proposed changes to the 
Scheme do not consider those changes to be material in nature (either 
individually or cumulatively) and nor do they oppose those proposed 
changes. 

4.1.5 In addition, the Applicant concludes that there are no parties who would 
object to the acceptance and inclusion of the proposed NMCs into the 
Scheme which is the subject of the DCO Examination.   

4.1.6 The Applicant also considers that the Wheatcroft principle is satisfied, on the 
basis that no one who should have been given an opportunity to comment 
on the proposed changes to the Scheme (the subject of the DCO 
application) has been deprived of that opportunity.   

4.1.7 In light of the above, the Applicant respectfully seeks a Procedural Decision 
confirming the Examining Authority’s acceptance of the proposed NMCs. 
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which NMC consultation was carried out 
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Appendix B. Plan showing locations of notices posted 
on site to advertise the NMCs 
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the Greenwich Mercury on 8 and 15 February 
2017 
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‘I can’t thank you enough’
Donations mean mum can pay deposit for lifesaving op
BY MANDY LITTLE
mandy.little@slp.co.uk

A Thamesmead mum has
thanked all those who have made
it possible for her to put down a
deposit on a potentially
lifesaving operation.

Sasha Jones, pictured, has told
fund-raisers and supporters that
she is “heart-wrenchingly
happy” to confirm enough cash
has been raised for her to make

the first pay-
ment for
her second
bone mar-
row trans-
plant.

T h e
mum-of-two

s a i d

with other fund-raisers in the
pipeline, including a Cash4Sash
Charity Night at Sidcup Working
Men’s Club, she is hugely hopeful
the remainder of the money for
the operation will be raised.

Sasha and her family launched
the campaign to raise between
£100,000 and £250,000 to fund the
vitally-needed operation after
NHS England decided to end rou-
tine second stem cell transplants
for patients with blood cancer
and disorders.

The 34-year-old was originally
diagnosed in March 2015 with
leukaemia and was treated with
four rounds of chemotherapy and
a bone marrow transplant. She
relapsed last August and was
devastated to discover the
change in rules. Sasha, whose
personal appeal against the deci-
sion was turned down earlier this

month, has won a huge outpour-
ing of support for her plight.

Thanking supporters including
the thousands in a Facebook
Group, she said: “ I’m extremely
pleased, relieved, exasperated,
delighted, anxious, tearful but
most of all heart-wrenchingly
happy to inform you all that be-
cause of all your hard work, love,
tears, strength, sheer determina-
tion and people power from not
only here but across the country,
across the globe in fact, we –
you – have been able to put a sub-
stantial deposit down on my sec-
ond transplant.”

The operation is to be under-
taken under private care at
King’s Hospital in Camberwell
with an admission scheduled for
Monday, February 20.

She said: “The fund-raising
events that have just happened

and are about to happen, will en-
sure the transplant will be able to
be paid in full and hopefully leave
us with enough to cover our ex-
penses while I’m in there for the
month and some of my recovery.”

Thanking people who have set
up Cash for Sash events, she said:
“We are truly, forever grateful
and can’t thank you enough.”

Melissa Okine, who is a co-or-
ganiser of the event at Sidcup
Working Men’s Club in Main
Road on Saturday, was intro-
duced to Sasha by a friend of
her family.

She said like many people she
was moved by Sasha messages
on her Facebook page, and had
joined the national campaign
to battle the Government’s
decision

A architect’s £1billion
building with a glass
galleria and 80ft high
“winter” garden and
three skyscrapers is
set to soar above a
Greenwich station.
Plans for the landmark
building designed by
international architect
Santiago Calatrava
above North Greenwich
Tube station have been
unveiled by Greenwich
Peninsula developers.
See page 3 for the
full story.

the first pay-
ment for
her second
bone mar-
row trans-
plant. 

The
mum-of-two

sa id

The
Music
Complex
Open 10am - 11pm
7 days a week

Tel:

20 Tanners Hill, Deptford, London SE8 4PJ
email:

TERRI’S NAIL AND BEAUTY PLACE
Well Hall Road, Eltham SE9 6SX

0208 850 1717

SPECIAL OFFERS
WITH THIS VOUCHER FOR FEBRUARY WITH KHIA

● Full Set Of Acrylic Nails Inc Paint £18.00
● Full Set Gelish £15.00/Hands Or Feet

● Under 16s Students Full Set Acrylics £12.00
● Infills £10.00 ● Pedicures £15.00

● Wash Blow Dry £10.00

See our website for
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www.karklinik.co.uk
Tel. 020 8692 2242
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● PAINTING & DECORATING
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0800 6226889
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Terry George
Local Electrician

Lights, Sockets, House Rewires,
Fuse Boards, Certificate Cooker

Connection, Local & Reliable
020 8552 9942

Ace Rapid Plumbing
Toilets, Sinks, Taps,
Radiators, Blocked

Drains, Toilets, Leaks
Bathroom Installations

No call out charge!
No job too small!

24 hour emergency!
07584 136 988
020 3457 5887

PLUMBING,
HEATING &

BLOCKED DRAINS
Gas Safe Reg: 216739
No job too big or small.
Reliable & Affordable.

Work guaranteed.
OPEN OVER CHRISTMAS

Call Danny
07958 409988

Rubbish
Clearance

Building Waste,
Garden & House

Clearance, Garages
& all Electrical Items
07494 119 611
07900 467 898

KITCHEN & BATHROOM FULLY INSTALLED
INCLUDING PLASTERING, FLOOR &WALL

TILING, ALL ELECTRICAL WORKS.
● Free estimates ●Reliable & Affordable

● Professional service ●All work guaranteed
Call Lloyd 07757 529 051

osbourne-installations@virginmedia.com

Ace Building &
Decorating Services

Handyman Services,
Electrical, Plastering,

Decorating, Roofing, Gardening,
First Half Hour Service

FREE for OAP

020 8393 6346
07956 230 760

£££ SAVED All tree work,
Hedge trimming, fencing,
gardening, free estimates,
OAP discounts 07473 726 126

SE1 TREES & GARDENS
ALL LONDON & SURREY AREAS

● Tree, Hedge & Grass Cutting ● All Shrub Planting
● Garden Maintenance ● All Pressure Washing

Saturday & Sundays worked if required
Free Estimates

07974 478 038
simonpeel321@icloud.com

AJB
ELECTRICAL SERVICES

All installations
undertaken

Quick reliable service
guaranteed

No job too small
NICEIC Approved

020 8694 9924
07860 770 643

VAN &
2 MEN
WILL MOVE
ANYTHING
ANYTIME.

07941 072 332
0208 309 7223

CARPENTRY
ALL TYPES OF CARPENTRY
DOORS, LOCKS, FENCING,

FLOORING, PAINTING,
DECORATING & LOTS MORE
SASH WINDOWS REPAIRED

07885 245 713
020 8715 6313

La.carpentryservices12@hotmail.com

Wilkins & Sons
Roofing
★ Overhauls

★ Repairs ★ New Lead
Flashings ★ Valleys

★ Guttering ★ Pointing
Public Liability Insured

Tel: 020 8856 4592

Any Size Load and Distance Anywhere

MAN, VAN & HANDYMAN
FULLY INSURED

AS MANY HANDS AS YOU NEED FOR AN ADDITIONAL £10 PER HOUR PER MAN

MINIMUM FEE APPLIES TO JOBS
LESS THAN 2HRS

We disconnect and reconnect appliances

Tel: 02086597373 Mob: 07947994752
Email: info@storytotell.co.uk Web: storytotell.co.uk

£35 FOR SINGLE ITEM DELIVERY

STORAGE-HOUSE & RUBBISH CLEARANCES

Painter & Decorator
Interior & Exterior

Very clean, tidy, friendly and
reliable with 15 years experience.

Very competitive prices.
Rooms from £80.

Free quotes
Call Tim

020 8671 1425
07858 937 873

APPLIANCES
MENDERS

ALL MAKES
Washing Machines;

Cookers; Ovens;
Dish Washers;
Cooker Hoods

COVER ALL AREAS
020 8461 0100
07484 003 866

7 days a week
mbappliancesmenders@hotmail.com

FOR ALL YOUR
PAINTING AND
DECORATING

NEEDS
CALL KEVIN

07447 623 029

DECORATING
TOTAL DECORATIONS

FULLY INSURED NVQ
QUALITY INTERIOR/EXTERIOR

DECORATORS FOR QUOTES
ADVICE / REFERENCES

CALL PAUL
020 8293 5166
07774 443 339

ALL PLASTERING
And Small

Building work
All areas covered

Please call Jeff on
07597 663 838

MR BEE
REMOVALS
From £20 per hour

Reliable men with vans for removals.
Single items to houses, flats, offices

and clearance.
Anytime, anywhere.

(Separate van for rubbish clearance.)
Fully insured.

020 3302 2275
07773 673 535
info@mrbeeremovals.com
www.mrbeeremovals.com

CARPET CLEANING
Professional

reliable service
Fully insured

07717 527 017

W & J
GARDENING

ALL GARDENING,
TREE & LANDSCAPING WORK

RUBBISH CLEARANCE
FREE QUOTE AT
THE BEST PRICE

CALL 07449 547 094

PROFESSIONAL
ALL ROUNDER

Interior + Exterior
Painting ● Decorating

Tiling ● Wallpaper hanging
Laminated Flooring
Fencing ● Decking

Carpentry
Kitchens & Bathrooms

Free Estimates
Call Ricky

07951 037 094
“I am your man”

Skip Hire

Storage & Removals

Storage &
Removals



Established 1833 www.greenwichmercury.co.uk Wednesday, February 15, 2017

Council tax to rise by 4.99%
BY MANDY LITTLE
mandy.little@slp.co.uk

Council tax bills in Greenwich
and Lewisham are set to rise by
nearly five per cent in a bid to
help the adult social care
funding crisis.

Greenwich cabinet is
recommended to agree proposals
to raise council tax in 2017/18 by
1.99 per cent with an additional
rise for adult social care of 3
per cent.

Lewisham’s mayor and cabinet
agreed the same rise at its
meeting last Wednesday which is
in line with what the Government
has asked all authorities to do.

Both council’s are calling for
the Government to find a national
solution to the adult care funding
crisis rather than laying it at the
“door or our local taxpayers”.

Band D households will see rise
in their bills of £51 or 98p a week
to £1,071. In Lewisham the
comparable householders bills
will rise to £1,470.

Lewisham council has warned
that it has to slash its budget by
£32.6million in the next two years
due to Government funding cuts.

Greenwich council’s report
notes it has financial pressures in
excess of £18milion for the
coming year of which health and
social care accounts for about
£13million.

Its budget proposals include
£2million for the Tall Ships
Festival at Easter, £350,000 to the
police for the borough’s Violent
and Organised Crime Unit and
£200,000 for the force’s work to
crackdown on domestic violence.

A spokesman from Greenwich
council, said: “The proposed rise
– which is only the borough’s
second increase in a decade – has
not been taken lightly.

“It is necessary due to
unprecedented financial pressure
brought on by continual
significant cuts to our budgets
while demand for our services
continues to grow.

“The three per cent increase
will merely absorb some of the
pressure caused by the social care
crisis which the Government
expects Greenwich to finance.

“However it is a one-off meas-
ure which simply won’t cut it in
the face of spiralling costs. This is
a national issue which requires a

national response from the
Government. The issue should
not be laid at the door of our local
taxpayers.”

Opposition councillor Matt
Hartley, the leader of Greenwich
Conservatives, said: “We support
the 3 per cent council tax precept
for adult social care, which is
ring-fenced by the Government
for that purpose.

“But however Labour council-
lors try to spin it, their additional
1.99 per cent rise on top of that is
unnecessary.

“Conservative councillors will
be presenting an alternative
budget that shows the same level
of funding can be delivered
without this contrived 1.99 per
cent council tax rise, including by
reducing wasteful spending on
things like the council’s pointless
fortnightly magazine.”

Sir Steve Bullock, the executive
Mayor of Lewisham said: “It is
with great reluctance that I am
recommending that council tax
rise by 1.99 per cent for the
coming year in addition to the
three per cent precept announced
by the chancellor in the autumn
statement to help fund social care.

“By 2020, the council’s funding
will have been cut by the
Government by 63 per cent in
real terms.

“Nevertheless we continue to
try and retain the most important
services and make savings by
working in new ways – such as
sharing our IT services with
Brent council, which saved £1mil-
lion since last year.

“The crisis in the NHS and
social care remain the most
significant concern.

“Last Wednesday, we learned
Surrey County Council, despite
being a much better-off area than
Lewisham, is to receive special
treatment from the Government.
I will be seeking assurances that
Lewisham will be treated in the
same way.”

A Department of Communities
and Local Government
spokesman said: “The Govern-
ment has provided a long-term
funding settlement which will
give Lewisham more than
£950million and Greenwich
£850million to spend between now
and 2020 – allowing them to
deliver the services that local peo-
ple value.”

Supporters of Greenwich and Bexley
Community hospice showed their love
for the care it provides at a dazzling
ice heart sculpture, made by artist,
Csaba Vass.
People came to see the centrepiece for
the hospice’s fundraisier at the
Broadway Shopping Centre,
Bexleyheath. Visitors were invited to
give a donation and in return they
could leave love messages on
the heart displays.
Donor Kelly Joyce, whose father
Dennis was a former hospice
patient said she was bowled over by
the sculpture.
She was thanked by John Abbott,
of the hospice’s fundraising team
who entered into the spirit of the
occasion by handing her a
Valentine’s rose.

The
Music
Complex
Open 10am - 11pm
7 days a week

Tel:

20 Tanners Hill, Deptford, London SE8 4PJ
email:

WINTER FUELS
SMOKELESS

COAL

TERRI’S NAIL AND
BEAUTY PLACE

Well Hall Road, Eltham SE9 6SX
020 8850 1717

SPECIAL OFFERS
WITH THIS VOUCHER FOR FEBRUARY

WITH KHIA
● Full Set Of Acrylic Nails Inc Paint £18.00

● Full Set Gelish £15.00/Hands Or Feet
● Under 16s Students

Full Set Acrylics £12.00
● Infills £10.00 ● Pedicures £15.00

● Wash Blow Dry £10.00

THE TERRI BROOKE
COLLEGE
FREE

HAIR ● NAILS ● BEAUTY COURSES
FUNDING FOR ALL AGES
IF CLAIMING BENEFITS

ALL COURSES ARE NVQ
SHORT PRIVATE COURSES WHICH ARE PAYABLE

020 8850 1717 OR
07904 259 460

TERRIBROOKECOLLEGE@YAHOO.CO.UK

See our website for
the latest offers

www.karklinik.co.uk
Tel. 020 8692 2242

320 Brockley Road, Brockley, SE4 2BT

the vehicle specialists
est over 13 years
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Summary of responses to consultation on proposed non-material changes to the scheme 

Document Reference: 8.104 

Appendix D. Text of NMC publicity notice and related 
covering letter 
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Transport for London 

Silvertown Tunnel team 
3rd Floor,  
230 Blackfriars Road, London 
SE1 8NW 
Email: rivercrossings@tfl.gov.uk 
Web: 
www.tfl.gov.uk/silvertown-
tunnel 

08 February 2017 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Proposed Non Material Changes to Silvertown Tunnel Development 
Consent Order Application 

I am writing to inform you about some minor changes Transport for London 
(TfL) is making to the proposed Silvertown Tunnel scheme, which is a new road 
tunnel between Greenwich Peninsula and the Royal Docks area.  

As you may be aware, in spring 2016 TfL applied for a development consent 
order (DCO) to build the proposed new tunnel.  Our application is currently 
being examined by an Examining Authority appointed by the Planning 
Inspectorate on behalf of the Secretary of State for Communities and Local 
Government.  The examination will continue until 11 April 2017 and a decision 
on whether or not the scheme can be built is expected in October 2017. 

Please read the enclosed notice which outlines five proposed ‘non-material’ 
changes to the scheme and which explains how you can find out more about 
these proposed changes and comment on them, should you wish. 

In summary, information about the proposed non-material changes is available 
online (on the Planning Inspectorate's website at 
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/london/silvertown-
tunnel/?ipcsection=docs) and copies are also available for viewing at TfL's 
offices or at Greenwich Central Library (see the details in the enclosed notice).   

The Examining Authority will decide in due course whether to accept these non-
material changes into its examination of the scheme.  

If you would like to comment on any of the proposed non-material changes, 
please send your comments to us by Wednesday 15 March 2017 via the 
contact details below:  
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 Post: Silvertown Tunnel DCO team,  3rd Floor 230 Blackfriars Road,
London SE1 8NW

 Email: rivercrossings@tfl.gov.uk

Please note that any comments received will be passed directly to the 
Examining Authority for consideration, and the content will be made publicly 
available on the Planning Inspectorate’s website.   

As always, should you have any general questions or comments relating to the 
scheme you can contact us on rivercrossings@tfl.gov.uk. You can also register 
on the Planning Inspectorate’s website if you are interested in receiving updates 
from them on the progress of the DCO examination. 

Yours faithfully 

David Rowe 

Head of Silvertown Tunnel Sponsorship Team 

Transport for London 
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PLANNING ACT 2008 

TRANSPORT FOR LONDON 

PROPOSED SILVERTOWN TUNNEL DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER 

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE: TR010021 

NOTICE PUBLICISING PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE APPLICATION FOR A 
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER  

On 31 May 2016, the Secretary of State accepted an application by Transport for London ('TfL') 
of Windsor House, 42 - 50 Victoria Street, London SW1H 0TL for a development consent order 
('DCO') under the Planning Act 2008 ('the DCO Application') for the Silvertown Tunnel scheme 
('the scheme').  The DCO Application was submitted to the Planning Inspectorate ('PINS'), on 
behalf of the Secretary of State and was given the reference number TR010021.   

The DCO Application is currently being examined by a panel appointed by PINS ('the Examining 
Authority') on behalf of the Secretary of State.  If the Secretary of State decides to grant 
development consent for the scheme, the DCO would authorise the construction, operation and 
maintenance of a twin bore road tunnel beneath the river Thames, linking the A102 Blackwall 
Tunnel Approach on the Greenwich Peninsula in the Royal Borough of Greenwich with the 
A1020 Tidal Basin Roundabout in the Royal Docks area in the London Borough of Newham. 

Notice is hereby given that: 

 On 12 January 2017 TfL submitted an application for four proposed changes to
the DCO Application which is currently being examined ('the Proposed Changes
Application')

 On 3 February 2017 TfL submitted an addendum to the Proposed Changes
Application, requesting one further proposed change ('the Addendum')

 The Examining Authority is currently considering whether to accept the five
proposed changes for inclusion in the examination of the DCO Application and
will issue a Procedural Decision on this in due course

 Any representations on the proposed changes must be submitted to TfL by
11:59pm on Wednesday 15 March 2017

Summary of the Proposed Changes 

The Proposed Changes Application sets out four proposed changes to the scheme.  The 
Addendum sets out one further proposed change to the scheme.  TfL considers that each of the 
changes is relatively minor in the context of the scheme as a whole, and that whether taken 
individually or collectively, the proposed changes are non-material in scale and nature and do 
not change the scheme to which the DCO Application relates.  The five proposed non-material 
changes ('NMCs') are briefly described below: 

 NMC1 – comprising a proposed extension to the DCO's Order limits to include an area
of land over which powers of temporary possession are sought to allow TfL to carry out
various accommodation works in relation to premises owned by Morden College and
occupied by Brenntag Inorganic Chemicals Limited ('Brenntag').

 NMC2 –TfL no longer proposes to build the head houses intended to provide utilities
access at either end of the bored tunnel.

 NMC3 – Edmund Halley Way will need to be diverted during the construction of the
tunnel works in Greenwich.  In the DCO Application, TfL proposed a temporary
diversion to the south of Edmund Halley Way's existing alignment, bisecting O2 Car
Park 1, and connecting Millennium Way with West Parkside.  TfL is now proposing an
alternative alignment for the temporary diversion, immediately to the north of the
existing alignment of Edmund Halley Way.
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 NMC51 – comprising a proposed extension to the DCO's Order limits to include land
over which powers of temporary possession are sought to allow TfL to install a
temporary decked car park (2 storeys) on the site of the O2 coach car park, and to
provide revised access arrangements along West Parkside.  In the DCO Application the
spaces displaced (by tunnel construction works) from O2 Car Parks 1 and 2 were
proposed to be re-provided at the former Beckham Academy site.

 NMC6 – comprising a proposed new direct vehicular left-in/left-out access/egress from
the west side of Millennium Way onto adjoining land owned by Birch Sites Limited.

In the Proposed Changes Application TfL seeks powers of temporary possession over some 
areas of land which are not currently within the Order limits of the DCO Application, to enable 
proposed changes NMC1 and NMC5 to be delivered.  However, TfL is not seeking any powers 
authorising the compulsory acquisition of interests in and rights over any additional land which is 
not currently within the Order limits.    

Environmental Appraisal 
TfL has reviewed and tested each proposed change (NMCs 1, 2, 3, 5 & 6) in the context of each 
environmental topic previously assessed in the Silvertown Tunnel Environmental Statement 
(Ref: APP-031) and has concluded that the proposed changes would be unlikely to result in any 
new or materially worse likely significant environmental effects beyond those assessed and 
reported in the Environmental Statement.  In relation to NMC5, TfL has also carried out a 
Townscape and Visual Amenity Appraisal, considering visual impacts associated with the 
temporary decked car park.    

Copies of the Proposed Changes Application 

Copies of the Proposed Changes Application and the Addendum, together with copies of the 
Townscape and Visual Amenity Appraisal of Non-Material Change 5: Decked Car Park, are 
available for inspection free of charge from Wednesday 8 February 2017 until Wednesday 15 
March 2017, at TfL's offices and the Greenwich Centre Library, at the locations and times set 
out below: 

Venue Days Times

Transport for London 
230 Blackfriars Road 
Southwark  
London  
SE1 8PJ  

Phone: 0203 054 3867 

Monday to Friday 

Saturday and Sunday 

10:00am – 4:00pm 

Closed 

Royal Borough of Greenwich 
The Greenwich Centre Library 
12 Lambarde Square 
Greenwich 
London 
SE10 9HB  

Phone: 0203 795 0600 

Monday to Tuesday and 
Thursday to Friday 

Wednesday 

Saturday  

Sunday 

10:00am – 6:00pm 

10:00am – 8:00pm 

10:00am – 5:00pm 

12:00pm – 4:00pm 

The Proposed Changes Application, the Addendum and the Townscape and Visual Amenity 
Appraisal of Non-Material Change 5: Decked Car Park can also be viewed online through the 
PINS website: http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/london/silvertown-
tunnel/ 

1 There is no NMC4. 



3

Making representations about the Proposed Changes to the Application  

Any representations (giving notice of any interest in, or objection to, any of the changes set out 
in the Proposed Changes Application and/or the Addendum) must be made in writing, with the 
reference 'Silvertown Tunnel – Application for Proposed Changes', and sent to TfL via 
either of the contact details below, by 11:59pm on Wednesday 15 March 2017:   

 Post: Silvertown Tunnel DCO team,  3rd Floor, 230 Blackfriars Road, London SE1 8NW

 Email: rivercrossings@tfl.gov.uk

Please note that at Deadline 5 in the examination (20 March 2017) any representations 
received will be passed directly to the Examining Authority for consideration, and the content will 
be made publicly available on the PINS website.   

The PINS Advice Note 8.3: How to register and become an interested party in an application 
(April 2012) provides further guidance on how to register as an interested party and make a 
relevant representation on the scheme, and can be accessed via the following link: 
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2013/04/Advice-note-8-
3v4.pdf 

Please note that any representations on the proposed changes to the scheme must be 
received by TfL via the contact details above no later than 11:59pm on Wednesday 15 
March 2017.  

8 February 2017 

Pinsent Masons LLP 
Solicitors and Parliamentary Agents for TfL 
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Appendix E. Overview of Responses Received 

E.1 Response Summary 

E.1.1 Table 1 below provides an overview of the 5 responses identifiably received 
as a result of additional publicity relating to the Applicant’s proposed NMCs 
for the Silvertown Tunnel scheme. 

Table 1: Overview of responses related to additional NMC publicity 

Response 
Date 
(method) 

Stakeholder Response Content TfL Response  
(Date and Content) 

09/02/17 
(email) 

Standard Bank Requested address of 
their assets near to 
NMCs 

10/02/17   
Information supplied 
as requested; no 
further response 
received by the 
Applicant 

15/02/17 
(letter) 

Paragon Mortgages Requested address of 
their assets near to 
NMCs 

15/02/17 
Information supplied 
as requested; no 
further response 
received by the 
Applicant 

14/02/17 
(letter) 

Palaniappia Gounder 
Shanmugaraju 

Expression of general 
support for the 
Scheme 

No response required 

17/02/17 
(letter) 

Clydesdale Bank Requested address of 
their assets near to 
NMCs 

27/02/17 
Information supplied 
as requested; no 
further response 
received by the 
Applicant 

20/02/17 
(letter) 

Mortgage Trust Requested address of 
their assets near to 
NMCs 

23/02/17 
Information supplied 
as requested; no 
further response 
received by the 
Applicant 

E.1.2 Table 2 below provides an overview of new email exchanges initiated during 
the response period which could potentially have been the result of 
additional publicity relating to the Applicant’s proposed NMCs for the 
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Silvertown Tunnel scheme.  None of this correspondence referenced the 
NMCs in any way.  The Applicant responded to each writer to address the 
queries they had raised.  The dates on which the Applicant responded are 
shown in Table 2 below.  

Table 2: Overview of responses potentially related to additional NMC publicity 

Response 
Date (method) 

Stakeholder Response Content TfL Response Date 

14/02/17 
(email) 

Clara Evans Request for info on 
‘Gallions Reach Bridge’ 

14/02/17 

19/02/17 
(email) 

Maria Alegria Request for info on 
‘Thamesmead and 
Thamesmead West’ 

22/02/17 

26/02/2017 
(email) 

C.F. Baldwin Support for scheme and 
request for intersection-
free access to M11. 
Rejection of vehicle user 
charge for tunnels whilst 
cyclists are not charged 
for use of the road 
network 

07/03/17 

02/03/2017 
(email) 

Pauline 
Boorman 

Request to speed up 
construction of a road 
crossing, preferably near 
Tilbury 

07/03/2017 

06/03/2017 
(email) 

Genia 
Browning 

Request that any future 
infrastructure 
developments in 
Greenwich do not worsen 
air quality 

08/03/2017 
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Appendix F. Copies of Responses Received 

F.1 Copies of Responses Received 

F.1.1 This Appendix contains copies of the 5 responses received by the Applicant 
(in connection with the additional NMC publicity), details of which are listed 
in Table 1 and summarised in section 2.2 of this report (see above).  In some 
cases, the Applicant’s original correspondence (i.e. notice of the NMCs and 
covering letter, examples of which are included in Appendix D) was returned 
to the Applicant along with the response(s), as contained in Appendix F.   
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Allder Chris

From: Bronte-Hearne, Jennie <Jennie.Bronte-Hearne@standardbank.com>
Sent: 09 February 2017 15:18
To: rivercrossings
Subject: Silvertown Tunnel Development
Attachments: Document.pdf

Categories: answered

Good Afternoon, 

I have received the attached letter dated 08 February 2017 and I can only assume Standard Bank has been written to 
because we are listed as the landlord or the first legal charge over a property in the area affected by the Silvertown 
Tunnel Development? Would you please be so kind as to confirm which property this letter relates to so that I can 
locate the appropriate recipient of the letter?  

I look forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience. 

Kind regards, 

Jennie Bronte-Hearne CMgr MCMI 

Standard Bank Offshore Group | Assistant Manager – Technical Banking 

Standard Bank Isle of Man Ltd | One Circular Road | Douglas | Isle of Man | IM1 1SB 

Tel: +44 (0)1624 643843 Fax: +44(0)1624 643800  
jennie.bronte-hearne@standardbank.com | www.standardbank.com/international  

This communication is sent by a member of The Offshore Group.  

Standard Bank Jersey Limited, Standard Bank International Investments Limited and Standard Bank 
Offshore Trust Company Jersey Limited are regulated by the Jersey Financial Services Commission. 
Melville Douglas is a registered business name of Standard Bank International Investments Limited. 

Standard Bank Isle of Man Limited is licensed by the Isle of Man Financial Services Authority. 

Standard Bank Trust Company (Mauritius) Limited is regulated by the Financial Services Commission, 
Mauritius, to provide corporate and trust services and does not fall under the regulatory and supervisory 
purview of the Bank of Mauritius.  

The above entities are wholly owned subsidiaries of Standard Bank Offshore Group Limited whose 
registered office is Standard Bank House, 47-49 La Motte Street, St Helier, Jersey, JE2 4SZ. Standard Bank 
Offshore Group and Stanbic Bank are both part of the Standard Bank Group. Standard Bank Group Limited 
has its registered office at 9th Floor, Standard Bank Centre, 5 Simmonds Street, Johannesburg 2001, 
Republic of South Africa and is regulated by the South African Reserve Bank as a bank controlling 
company. 
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