
Representation from the public 

Dear Sir/Madam 

 

I have examined the documents that accompany the Garden Bridge Marine Consent application on 

the MMO website and I am concerned that the matter of navigational risks do not appear to have 

been adequately considered. 

 

The MMO's Screening and Scoping Opinion dated 7 March 2014 (Report No MLP/2013/00279) in 

section 11. Cumulative Impacts states that: 'The ES will need to have full regard to the construction 

of the Thames Tideway Tunnel (TTT) and you need to consider the cumulative impact of the 

works. It would be advisable to discuss works and mitigation with Thames Water to ensure that any 

cumulative impacts of the 2 projects can be taken into account. This should include future effects 

of construction of the TTT may have on the bridge, including settlement, the effects of increased 

traffic during any cross over phases and any other considerations that may have an impact' 

 

In response to this requirement Arup, on behalf of the Garden Bridge Trust (GBT), commissioned 

Marico to carry out a Navigational Risk Assessment (NRA). The NRA that was done, and is 

included in the consent package, is dated 2 May 2014 and is titled a Preliminary Navigational Risk 

Assessment. 

 

Section 2.7.4 of the NRA deals with the timing of the Garden Bridge and TTT works, it says: 

 

'It can be seen from Figure 25 that the surge in freight traffic associated with the Thames 

TidewayTunnel, on the current programme, is expected between 2016 and 2018.'  

 

And 'In order to safely accommodate the additional Thames Tideway Tunnel freight traffic, that part 

of the Garden Bridge construction work that affects navigation, should be completed prior to start 

of the freight traffic surge and/or the start of the Thames Tideway Tunnel CSO work at Blackfriars. 

Later on in Section 7, the Conclusions of the NRA state that: 

 

'In order to not to jeopardise safe navigation in the vicinity of the London Garden Bridge during the 

building phase a construction methodology and programme should be developed that: 

· Ensures that vessels do not pass underneath any part of the bridge where construction work is 

taking place (or construct a crash deck or other arrangement to 

prevent dropped objects); 

· Ensures that the navigation passage to the south of the line of collar barges is available for freight 

traffic two hours either side of high water; 

· Those phases of the bridge construction that significantly interfere with navigation in the area are 

completed prior to the start of the surge in freight traffic associated with the Thames Tidal Tunnel; 

and 

· The bridge construction works programme does not coincide with the major Thames Tidal Tunnel 

construction work at Blackfriars.' 

 

When Marico carried out the NRA in early 2014 the Garden Bridge was programmed to start on 

site in 2015 and Marico's recommendation that the bridge work that mostly affects navigation, 

which is the construction of the piers in cofferdams, should be done in advance of the TTT surge 

was, at least theoretically, a possibility. 



The Port of London Authority commenting on the Garden Bridge planning application in their letter 

dated 17 September 2013 said: ‘It is also noted […] that it is anticipated that the construction of the 

Garden Bridge will be “largely complete” by the start of the TTT works. This requires further 

clarification and, furthermore, evidence is required – through the navigational risk assessment – 

prior to making the statement that the construction of the scheme will not impact on the TTT 

project.’ In response to the PLA's concerns the GBT stated in section 4.2 of Volume 5 of the 

Environmental Statement that: 'At this stage it is not anticipated that there would be overlaps in the 

programme for in-river works associated with the Garden Bridge and the Thames Tideway Tunnel 

works.' 

 

Since 2013/14 when the EIA and NRA were carried out the situation has changed significantly; the 

start of the Garden Bridge construction has been delayed by at least a year and the start of the 

TTT works has been brought forward by six months. Furthermore 18 months have been taken out 

of the TTT programme so that the peak in TTT river traffic will not only occur earlier but it will also 

be more intense. If the Garden Bridge construction commences in summer/autumn 2016, as now 

is being proposed, then the constriction of the Garden Bridge cofferdams will coincide with the 

constriction of the Blackfriars shaft cofferdam and the peak, or near peak, of TTT river traffic. 

Marico's NRA shows (in Figures 20 and 21) Kings Reach has experienced significantly more 

vessel collisions and contacts than any other part of the river and a very high proportion of these 

incidents involve passenger craft. The TTT will involve a tripling of large freight movements on 

Kings Reach while the Northern Line extension and Fulham football ground works are due to add 

even more heavy freight movements. Meanwhile passenger boat movements are at a record level 

and still rising. During this unprecedented level of river traffic Blackfriars No.2 arch will be closed 

for the TTT works further increasing navigational risk in Kings Reach. To then add the two Garden 

Bridge cofferdams on top of all these other increased risks would, I believe, be an unnecessary 

and reckless risk. The likelihood of a major collision between a passenger vessel and a large 

freight vessel, such as happened 27 years ago with the Marchioness and Bowbelle, is simply too 

great. 

 

Marico carried out a further NRA for Bouygues Travaux Publics which is dated 28 January 2016; in 

this NRA they considered the delayed start of the Garden Bridge and the overlap with the TTT 

works. From this new Marico NRA it is clear that the navigational risks are exceptional and a very 

long list of mitigating measures are proposed; some of these measures will, if implemented, have 

severe disruption and therefore cost implications both on the TTT and Garden Bridge projects. For 

example the requirement to prevent cranes over-sailing water in which vessels are passing and the 

requirement to restrict barge movements to outside peak traffic times are particularly impractical. 

Peak traffic times are around high tide when there is sufficient water depth for large barges to 

pass; moving large barges at low water, as suggested, is not a practical proposition 

The TTT is an essential infrastructure project for London and the navigational risks associated with 

its construction therefore have to be accepted. The Garden Bridge is not essential and, as it cannot 

now be constructed before the TTT, its construction should be put back - at least until after the TTT 

traffic has peaked and the navigational risks are declining. If the risks are not mitigated by putting 

back the Garden Bridge work and a major incident occurs as a result then it will not just be the TTT 

and Garden Bridge project teams that will carry the blame and reputational damage; the statutory 

authorities that allowed such an obviously hazardous juxtaposition of construction activities will 

also share responsibility for unnecessarily endangering the river-using public. 

 

Yours faithfully 



 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Construction Navigational Risk Assessment dated 28 January 2016 carried out by Marico has 

been developed in consultation with the Port of London Authority (PLA) and that PLA accepted the 

document conclusion. 

A Construction Interface Plan (CIP) has been submitted by BY/CIM JV to discharge Planning 

Condition 5 of the respective London Borough of Lambeth (LBL) and Westminster City Council 

(WCC) consents. The document describes how BY/CIM JV will manage the construction logistics 

interfaces between TTT and GB and sets out the mitigation strategy to minimise the impact of the 

construction works on the local highway network and the River Thames. This CIP has been 

developed in line with TTT Guidelines for developers and local planning authorities, in consultation 

with TTT. The CIP has been discharged by WCC and is about to be discharged by LBL. 

 

Representation from the public 

I wish to register my objection to The Garden Bridge Trust being granted a licence for the works 

regarding the garden bridge. 

They assert that the bridge will be a new pedestrian crossing and will improve transport 

connectivity by providing a direct connection to Temple station. I would assert that these are red 

herrings - the bridge is going to be closed overnight and on other occasions - hardly in agreement 

with being a crossing point. Also, if someone wanted to travel on the underground, there are nearer 

lines at Waterloo which take you east and north through the capital and the overland train from 

Waterloo to take you south west rather than the District line from Temple. They also say it will 

improve the pedestrian environment, but I would argue not on the South Bank. An already busy 

area would become even more congested due to increased numbers of people and the loss of 

space given over to the structure of the bridge. 

The bridge will also obscure the magnificent views east from Waterloo Bridge, especially that of St 

Paul's. 

There are also existing open and green spaces in central London on both side of the river and 

given that the Garden Bridge will ban picnics etc along with the closures, it appears that it won't 

actually be a place where people will be able to sit and linger unlike Jubilee Gardens, Potter's Field 

or the South Bank itself 

Also, for a licence to be granted when the debate is still ongoing about the funding and the 

procurement process and so close to the mayoral election seems to smack of believing that if the 

licence can be granted, debate will be stifled and the bridge will simply go ahead. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced 



to support the planning application, which identified significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. The Bridge will be free to access and open to the public throughout the year from 

6am until midnight, in line with other London parks and gardens. Of relevance to this point, Section 

5, Volume 1 of the approved Environmental Statement assesses the impact on pedestrians, 

cyclists, the public transport and the highway network as not significant (in fact the ES projected a 

significant beneficial effect on pedestrians).   

The planning application process also considered the impact on local views and Historic England 

stated that the Bridge “will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from 

historic assets 

The Garden Bridge will be a multifunctional space. The Bridge will be a transport route for over 

9,000 commuters a day as well as a place for people to meet and admire the planting and 

cityscape. There will be small secluded spaces amongst the planting for people to peel off the main 

walkways and take a slower pace. The Bridge will only close on a maximum of 12 days per year for 

events.  

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. Many of the issues above have been 

assessed and approved in the construction conditions. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application. This considered the impact on the local area and the river. The 

purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works are 

to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local environment.  

The debate about procurement does not involve the Garden Bridge Trust, which was not set up at 

the time however the procurement process was assessed by TfL and the report states: “the audit 

did not find any evidence that would suggest that the final recommendations did not provide value 

for money from the winning bidders.” The full report can be found here: 

https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/tfl_internal_audit_review_of_the_garden_bridge_procu

rement_process.pdf  

In regards to funding, the original figure quoted at pre-planning application public consultation was 

£150m. In the lead up to submitting the planning application the design and revised costs were 

developed, allowing for a high level of contingency given the scale of the project. The Garden 

Bridge is an entirely unique structure and design. As well as a transport link, it will also be a new 

public garden, which adds to the load the bridge must hold.  The size and scale of this project, as 

well as providing a host of benefits, requires considerable funding. The £175m total includes 

construction costs as well as VAT, product contingency, land acquisition, professional fees and 

trust operations costs. 

The Trust has a clear business plan in place to fund the construction of the Garden Bridge and the 

estimated £2m per annum for ongoing operations and maintenance. It will use a mixed model 

approach comprising of a range of income generating techniques such as traditional fundraising 

methods (individual and corporate membership programmes), a small number of sponsorship 

opportunities and events, some carefully selected commercial opportunities alongside an 

endowment fund which will provide a regular income stream to support the running of the Bridge. 

 

Representation from the public 

 

https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/tfl_internal_audit_review_of_the_garden_bridge_procurement_process.pdf
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/tfl_internal_audit_review_of_the_garden_bridge_procurement_process.pdf


Dear sir/madam 

 

I write to relay my extreme concerns over the planned garden bridge that will span the river 

Thames from the Queens Walk to Temple station. 

 

This area is fully used by local families who do not have access to open space. The area was 

secured in the 1980's for community benefit and is now being developed for a private tourist 

attraction, using valuable tax payers money, and which actually gives no legal right of way to the 

public. 

Many of our beautiful views on this stunning open stretch of the river will be blocked for ever, and 

the natural sweep of the water will be truncated, disrupting one of the most glorious and iconic 

vistas in London.  

 

We are all custodians of our stunning River Thames and it's delightful banks. 

We do not need another river crossing at that site, it is purely about making money and will ruin the 

whole area for future generations. Once that bridge is built, there's no going back, our precious and 

protected views and enjoyable Southbank will be decimated by thousands of visitors daily. It will in 

fact become like Disneyland, such a dreadful loss, and a crying shame.  

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The principle of the Garden Bridge in this location has received planning consent from both 

Lambeth and Westminster councils. The Garden Bridge will provide a unique green corridor 

between existing areas of biodiversity on the North and South banks. It will provide a rich habitat 

containing some 2,300m2 of planting that will help to enrich the area ecologically by providing a 

significant mix and variety of native and adaptive species with 270 new trees and over 100,000 

perennials, ferns grasses, bulbs and annuals. 

The Garden Bridge will be free. There will be no charge or ticketing system. The Bridge will be 

open to the public throughout the year from 6am until midnight in line with other London parks and 

gardens. The exception will be a maximum of up to 12 evenings a year when the Bridge will host 

fundraising and community events. 

The planning application process also considered the impact on local views and Historic England 

stated that the Bridge “will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from 

historic assets”. 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced 

to support the planning application, which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. It is estimated that 7 million people will visit or cross the bridge annually. The 

majority will be existing visitors to the South Bank because of the current attractions in the area 

and volume of associated tourists. Around 3 million of the 7 million users will be additional to the 26 

million who already visit the South Bank each year. 

 

Representation from the public 



I am writing to object to Submissions in respect of MLA.2016.00048 Garden Bridge Trust.  

I have concerns regarding the implementation of this type of bridge (privately managed) on the 

River Thames. 

Although run by a 'charity' this bridge is in effect privatising and removing in 'perpetuity' heritage 

views along the River Thames. 

I believe (and would like to hope) that if Lambeth Council, Westminster Council, English Heritage, 

the GLA and others were provided with all the information that is known now about the Garden 

Bridge that planning consent would not have been given. 

Why? Because the environment concerns are huge.  At a community consultation event the GBT 

stated that they did not care about their carbon footprint; they are using copper from a company 

which has links with child labour and the increase in pollution that this development will bring to the 

locality does not outweigh the 'perceived' benefits at the end. 

The recent approval by Lambeth to vary lease does not take into account that the original lease 

was put into protect the open space that it seeks to change its use into becoming a building with 

permanent commercial capabilities.   

Concerns:  

Increased and adverse traffic congestion to the roads & river Thames during construction and 

during operation.   

Air pollution is at dangerous and high levels at the moment and as a pedestrian and cyclist on the 

streets near to the proposed development site they will only get worse. 

During operation - proper and thought through understanding of taxi and coach management is not 

adequate and I believe Upper Ground/Stamford Street will be adversely affected by increased drop 

offs related to Garden Bridge visits.  It is already unbearable. 

The River Thames and the embankments both North and South as a pleasurable place to walk.  If 

we are to use the London Eye as an example of what happens when you over crowd an area along 

the River Thames with commercial activity - which this Garden Bridge does - as it come with a 

large South Landing Building with commercial activity as part of it.  Local residents, and I being one 

of them do not now walk by the London Eye and Westminster Bridge because it is too congested 

with tourists.  We do not need this Bridge in this location as either a transport infrastructure (given 

there are two perfectly good bridges with wide pavements metres away).  London Ramblers are 

against this project.  Ask them there concerns. 

During Construction Pedestrian Comfort Levels will be dropping below TfL Pedestrian Comfort 

Level Guidance for London (2010) which states that for a tourist attraction which the Queen's Walk 

is a grade of C+ is unacceptable and uncomfortable.  This is for a period of 32 months. This is 

unacceptable.   We know that with increased pedestrians on our streets comes anti-social 

behaviour and the higher risk of crime. Given the comfort level issues highlighted before I fear that 

due to safety fears more closures at additional times in the period will need to take place and 

therefore increased noise pollution and uncomfortable and unacceptable levels of pedestrian 

comfort to our streets which we don’t think has been understood or recognised. As if the Queen's 

Walk gets closed then diversion to local streets will happen.  



Environmental concerns - I understand the copper cladding that will be used has not been used in 

this way.  I am concerned as to the potential harmful and unknown impact that this cladding may 

have on marine life and the water.  This should be tested properly. 

Trees: Damage will be done to many trees and shrubs by the enormous number of cement mixers, 

delivery lorries and trucks, material storage, soil pollution and compaction, excavation and lifting 

machinery, parking, plant machinery, hosing down, and the tramping of countless boots of 

construction workers.  

Trees are an integral part of the riverside walk, view and open space as it has developed. The 

construction period will have significant and negative impact upon trees in this socially valuable 

public space and riverside walk. This development threatens us with major tree loss. Tree root 

damage is an immediate serious potential and our understanding is that the trees were planted in 

trenches and grow entangled. Not only is there immediate danger when one tree is cut down but 

there is serious potential for damage from people, dust, pollution, chemicals, deliveries, fuels, oils, 

solvents, tar, fires, drainage and contamination. Further investigation is essential in respect of root 

protection. The South Bank is to remain a public space and the view of St. Paul's to stay intact. I 

can think of no other occasion where a council would sanction the removal of healthy trees.  

I hope that you are able to consider and take all of these concerns into account and investigate 

further before making a decision. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The principle of the Garden Bridge in this location has received planning consent from both 

Lambeth and Westminster councils. The planning application process considered the impact on 

local views and Historic England stated that the Bridge “will change but not cause harm to the 

setting of, and views to and from historic assets”. 

A full Environmental Impact Assessment accompanied the application. This considered the impact 

on the local area and the river.  

A Construction Logistics Plan was a key planning condition from both Lambeth and Westminster in 

granting the parent consent (WCC/14/05095/FULL Condition 7 and LBL 14/02792/FUL Condition 

7). This assessed the traffic on the river and local roads and was approved by both local 

authorities.   

The Environmental Statement that formed part of the planning consent addresses the issue of 

construction in the river at Section 11, Volume 1. This states that the potential effects of erecting 

the cofferdams, piers and associated scour protection (the main works in the river) were assessed 

to be not significant.  

Further information on the management of the work in the river is addressed in conditions attached 

to the parent consent granted by Lambeth (LBL 14/02792/FUL) including:   

 the Scour and Accretion Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (SAMMP) (16/00269/DET) which 

assesses the impacts and sets out the protection strategy including monitoring before, during 

and post-construction;   

 the Piling Method Statement (16/00249/DET) which explains the risk assessment carried out 

(in line with Environment Agency guidance) and the measures to minimise noise and vibration 

and impacts on biodiversity; and:  



 the Dredging Method Statement (16/00837/DET) which explain the methods used and the 

measures that will be implemented to control the risk of pollution due to construction activities, 

materials and extreme weather events. These will be documented in an incident control plan.  

The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works 

are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local 

environment.  

The decision to vary the lease is a decision for Lambeth Council; the future use of the building is to 

be agreed between Lambeth Council and Coin Street Community Builders.  

The planning application process considered the impact on the river and local roads. The 

Construction Logistics Plan (described above) has been discharged by Lambeth Council. Appendix 

H of the approved CLP clearly states that HGV movements are low for most days during 

construction. There are several peaks days where this increases significantly, but these peak days 

are limited to approximately 20 during the whole of the construction programme. There are also 

discussions ongoing with the Port of London Authority (PLA) regarding river works. In terms of river 

traffic, the Construction Navigation Risk Assessment produced as part of the MMO application 

concludes that the subject to the implementation of certain control measures, the project would not 

exceed levels of safety mandated by the PLA. 

The planning application process also considered the environmental impact; the Code of 

Construction Practice Part B (LBL/ 14/02792/FUL planning condition 8) which covers air quality 

has been discharged by Lambeth.  The COCP Part B Section 4.1 sets out the assessment and 

mitigation process including a dust risk assessment, the installation of receptors to measure air 

quality, the monitoring and reporting system (which includes automatic notifications in the event of 

exceeding the thresholds) and the methods to minimise dust and emissions during works.  

Once the Bridge is completed and open to the public, it will be subject to several conditions which 

fall under the Operations Management Plan (OMP), including the Coach & Taxi Management Plan 

which has been discharged by Lambeth Council. This and other operations conditions will be 

reviewed prior to opening of the bridge.  

The principle of the Garden Bridge in this location has received planning consent from both 

Lambeth and Westminster councils. Section 5, Volume 1 of the ES assesses the impact on 

pedestrians, cyclists, the public transport and the highway network as not significant (in fact the ES 

projected a significant beneficial effect on pedestrians).   

Once the Bridge is completed and open to the public, it will be subject to several conditions that will 

monitor congestion, antisocial behaviour and other matters which fall under the Operations 

Management Plan (OMP). More detail on the OMP is included in the Travel Plan, the Coach & Taxi 

Management Plan, the Delivery and Servicing Plan , the Crime Prevention Statement and the 

Illegal Trading, Antisocial Behaviour, Crowd Control and General Enforcement Management Plan. 

This and other operations conditions will be reviewed prior to opening of the bridge.  

The Pedestrian and Cycle Management Plan (PCMP) for south of the river (LBL 14/02792 FUL 

Condition 11) has been approved by Lambeth Council.  Section 3 of the PCMP approved by 

Lambeth includes an assessment of pedestrian volume on the Queen’s Walk during construction 

has been undertaken using the TfL Pedestrian Comfort Guidance tool. A score of B- is highlighted 

in the guidance as the minimum required for a pedestrian environment. The PCMP shows that the 

arrangements for the Queen’s Walk during construction met a minimum of B+ on the assessment. 



The planning application process also considered the environmental impact of the project.  All 

materials are rigorously assessed before installation. Cupro-nickel has been chosen because 

these alloys have excellent resistance to marine corrosion. It is in use in many marine 

environments.   

The relevant construction related conditions have been discharged by Lambeth Council – including 

the Construction Logistics Plan.  The Tree Removal Plan (15/04316/DET), the Tree Protection 

Plan (15/04317/DET), and the Arboricultural Method Statement (15/04318/DET) have been 

approved by Lambeth and set out the methods of working while protecting trees in and around the 

site.  

The original planning application approved in 2014 considered the issue of trees to be removed on 

the South Bank for the Garden Bridge project. Section 5.3.7 of the approved Planning Statement 

explained that “the majority of these trees are of low quality (Category C trees), although two 

London plane trees (Category B) would be removed.” 

In section 5.3.9 of the same document it states: “The Bridge is considered to make its own unique 

and significant contribution to local and London-wide arboriculture to a degree sufficient to replace 

the lost trees.” 

The planning consent has been granted including the principle of removing trees in order to 

construct the Bridge; the relevant planning conditions covering tree removal and protection have 

also been discharged by Lambeth Council.  

Section 4 of the Arboricultural Method Statement (15/04318/DET) approved by Lambeth sets out 

the proposed methods that need to be adopted in order to prevent damage to trees during 

construction.  These include ground protection, hand excavation instead of machinery where 

appropriate, and the use of light plant where possible.  

The planning application process also considered the impact on local views and Historic England 

stated that the Bridge “will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from 

historic assets”. 

The Mayor of London and Transport for London want central London to be a place where more 

people are able to walk as part of their daily life. While the river is an enormous asset, it also 

divides the city. Bridges connect this divide and help create a network of new routes for 

pedestrians. A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help 

connect the city and make it an easier place to walk around. This will in turn reduce pressure on 

the public transport network and bring environmental benefits for the city. 

The Garden Bridge will further cement London’s position as the greatest city in the world to live, 

work and visit, supporting the Mayor’s spatial vision for London to “excel among global cities.” The 

Garden Bridge will help to improve quality of life for Londoners, achieve the highest environmental 

standards and bring more tourism and prosperity to the capital. It will also deliver a range of 

economic benefits for the local communities on the north and south sides of the Thames. 

 

Specific reasons for the chosen location of the Garden Bridge include to:  

 Reduce pedestrian journey times between the South Bank and Temple Underground; 



 Encourage the use of Temple Underground and help reduce demand on Embankment and 

Waterloo Stations; 

 Link cultural centres on the North and South banks; 

 Support the economic development and regeneration of areas adjoining the Bridge on both 

sides of the River (for example, the Waterloo Opportunity Area and the Northbank); 

 Create new walking routes that avoid busy roads, allow for safer walking and improved 

pedestrian safety; 

 Encourage an increase in regular walking in central London; 

 Create a new public open space and garden in central London; and 

 Support central London’s cultural offer and visitor economy.  

Representation from the public 

Dear MMO 

 

I am writing to express in the strongest possible terms how devastating I believe the Garden Bridge 

would be for Waterloo, the Thames and London as a whole were it to be allowed to be built.  

 

I have lived in Waterloo for 24 years and use the riverside to access open space that is relatively 

unpolluted and accessible. The view and openness of the river at this stretch is one of the most 

magnificent and yet calming sights. It is world famous. There is little need for a crossing at this 

point, certainly not in comparison to the pressing needs to connect across the river in so many 

other parts of London.  

 

The proposed Garden Bridge seems to exploit all of the most wonderful aspects of the river, 

offering nothing in return for the general populace of London. It has to date been rushed through 

various statutory processes through undue pressure from those connected with it, using their 

influence to circumvent some of the controls that are in place clearly to protect the river, views of 

and across it, and the open spaces which adjoin it.  

 

I hope that the MMO will not allow itself to be bullied or hurried into decisions on this. But will 

instead ensure the very highest standards of scrutiny, transparency and accountability in relation to 

any decisions it makes in relation to the garden bridge. I naturally hope that you will not grant 

permission for this incursion into the river for what is ultimately a privately owned tourist attraction. 

Public access cannot be guaranteed in this context, whatever the GBT may claim at this stage. It 

would be the only privately owned bridge across the river and would set such a desperately 

damaging precedent.  

 

I urge you to stand against these proposals.  

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application. This considered the impact on the local area and the river. The 

purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works are 

to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local environment.  



The Bridge is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport for London, with nine of these in the 

east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced to support the planning application, 

which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the Garden Bridge. The planning 

application process also considered the impact on local views and Historic England stated that the 

Bridge “will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from historic assets”. 

The Garden Bridge will be free. There will be no charge or ticketing system. The Bridge will be 

open to the public throughout the year from 6am until midnight in line with other London parks and 

gardens. The exception will be a maximum of up to 12 evenings a year when the Bridge will host 

fundraising and community events. 

 

Representation from the public 

Please refuse approval for the garden bridge project on the river Thames.  

Any structure on the bed of the river by definition will interfere with the hydrodynamics and ecology 

of the river so there needs to be a necessary reason for its construction. The case presented 

claims a transport imperative and a "place of calm reflection" but neither of these claims can be 

substantiated - I would be happy to send you my correspondence with Mr de Cani of TfL and Mr 

Martin of the Garden Bridge Trust which demonstrates this. 

The so called Garden Bridge, if allowed to be built, will be a blight on that stretch of river in 

perpetuity. Please dismiss the application. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced 

to support the planning application, which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application. This considered the impact on the local area and the river.  

The Environmental Statement that formed part of the planning consent addresses the issue of 

construction in the river at Section 11, Volume 1. This states that the potential effects of erecting 

the cofferdams, piers and associated scour protection (the main works in the river) were assessed 

to be not significant.  

Further information on the management of the work in the river is addressed in conditions attached 

to the parent consent granted by Lambeth (LBL 14/02792/FUL) including:   

 the Scour and Accretion Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (SAMMP) (16/00269/DET) which 

assesses the impacts and sets out the protection strategy including monitoring before, during 

and post-construction;   



 the Piling Method Statement (16/00249/DET) which explains the risk assessment carried out 

(in line with Environment Agency guidance) and the measures to minimise noise and vibration 

and impacts on biodiversity; and:  

 the Dredging Method Statement (16/00837/DET) which explain the methods used and the 

measures that will be implemented to control the risk of pollution due to construction activities, 

materials and extreme weather events. These will be documented in an incident control plan.  

A Construction Logistics Plan was a key planning condition from both Lambeth and Westminster in 

granting the parent consent (WCC/14/05095/FULL Condition 7 and LBL 14/02792/FUL Condition 

7). This assessed the traffic on the river and local roads and was approved by both local 

authorities.  Further information on the management of the work in the river is addressed in 

conditions attached to the parent consent granted by Lambeth (LBL 14/02792/FUL) including the 

Scour and Accretion Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (SAMMP) (16/00269/DET), the Piling Method 

Statement (16/00249/DET), and the Dredging Method Statement (16/00837/DET).  

Furthermore, any impacts on the aquatic ecology of the Thames will be strictly controlled. It states 

at Section 10, Volume 1 of the ES that the expected impacts would be negligible and not 

significant. In addition to this, the works in the river will be restricted during the fish migratory 

seasons, and the projection of artificial light onto the river will be minimised.  

The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works 

are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local 

environment.  

 

Representation from the public 

Please find attached a personal piece prepared for a September Planning Committee, but matter 

deferred and not presented.  It homes in on trees but makes particular comment on the panorama 

within its historical and social context.  Therefore relevant to the Environmental Impact Statement. 

I would stress that I do have serious concerns about the impact of the tidal river at this point and its 

multiple impact as pointed out in the Mulberry submission. 

Tides are the first thing an engineer will want to know about in this project.  The impact on this 

project are tremendous in construction terms.  Living here that is something you really come to 

understand and experience. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The comments and documents submitted by Mulberry Housing Co-op have been part of the 

planning process, including the original planning application granted consent by both Lambeth and 

Westminster in December 2014, and the various planning conditions discharged since. The 

planning process was of course subject to the EIA process. This considered the impact on the local 

area and the river.  

The Environmental Statement that formed part of the planning consent addresses the issue of 

construction in the river at Section 11, Volume 1. This states that the potential effects of erecting 



the cofferdams, piers and associated scour protection (the main works in the river) were assessed 

to be not significant.  

Further information on the management of the work in the river is addressed in conditions attached 

to the parent consent granted by Lambeth (LBL 14/02792/FUL) including:   

 the Scour and Accretion Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (SAMMP) (16/00269/DET) which 

assesses the impacts and sets out the protection strategy including monitoring before, during 

and post-construction;   

 the Piling Method Statement (16/00249/DET) which explains the risk assessment carried out 

(in line with Environment Agency guidance) and the measures to minimise noise and vibration 

and impacts on biodiversity; and:  

 the Dredging Method Statement (16/00837/DET) which explain the methods used and the 

measures that will be implemented to control the risk of pollution due to construction activities, 

materials and extreme weather events. These will be documented in an incident control plan.  

Furthermore, any impacts on the aquatic ecology of the Thames will be strictly controlled. It states 

at Section 10, Volume 1 of the ES that the expected impacts would be negligible and not 

significant. In addition to this, the works in the river will be restricted during the fish migratory 

seasons, and the projection of artificial light onto the river will be minimised.  

A Construction Logistics Plan was a key planning condition from both Lambeth and Westminster in 

granting the parent consent (WCC/14/05095/FULL Condition 7 and LBL 14/02792/FUL Condition 

7). This assessed the traffic on the river and local roads and was approved by both local 

authorities. Appendix H of the approved CLP clearly states that HGV movements are low for most 

days during construction. There are several peaks days where this increases significantly, but 

these peak days are limited to approximately 20 during the whole of the construction programme. 

There are also discussions ongoing with the Port of London Authority (PLA) regarding river works.  

The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works 

are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local 

environment.  

The matters relating to the lease variation are for agreement by Lambeth Council and Coin Street 

Community Builders.  

 

Representation from the public 

Objection to authorisations/approvals with reference to construction of the garden bridge 

May I register my strongest objections to proposals to grant permissions/authorisations etc to the 

Garden Bridge Trust to proceed with construction of the garden bridge. 

This bridge is not wanted and not needed.  The current Mayor of London and Transport for London 

attempt to justify a business case for the project on the grounds of transport.  The transport case 

has not been made.  The significant transport issues are those raised by the congestion, pollution 

and disruption which will damage the south bank in perpetuity as a result of implementation of this 

project.  These problems will be particularly unmanageable during construction.   



The London Borough of Lambeth currently does not have the resources to monitor and enforce 

against breaches of planning conditions, breaches of parking conditions, breaches of noise and air 

pollution standards.  Lambeth is in the process of implementing severe reductions in the whole 

range of services due to damaging government budget cuts.  The government intends to reduce 

funding to local authorities even further.  Lambeth will be left with less than 50% of the funding 

previously received from government, and in due course, minimal government funding in the event 

that the government carries out its intentions in terms of financial support to local authorities .  The 

Council will thus be even less able to provide effective enforcement services during the 

construction of this major project and then throughout the time millions more visitors will be 

attracted to the south bank.   

The same resource constraints apply to the police service in the borough.  Following 

government cuts to the budget of the Metropolitan Police, there can be no assurance that the 

police service in Lambeth will be in a position adequately to respond to the inevitable increase in 

crime when visitor numbers increase by millions each year, or to the traffic problems which will 

accompany this exponential increase in pressure on facilities in the area.  The new tourist 

attraction will inevitably be a security target adding to pressure on diminishing police resources. 

The construction of this project in the confined site the GBT apparently intends to occupy will 

inevitably spill out into the wider area and along with heavy construction traffic, endless deliveries 

per day, construction noise and pollution will be a source of disturbance, stress and misery to 

residents living in the immediate vicinity and to many who work in nearby offices and cultural 

venues.  Enforcement after the event, if the relevant authorities have the resources to take 

enforcement action, is of no support or reassurance to residents who will be affected day after day. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced 

to support the planning application, which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge.  The principle of the Garden Bridge as a pedestrian crossing has received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils.  

The provisions for these issues is covered in the construction related conditions have been 

discharged by Lambeth Council - the Construction Logistics Plan (15/04312/DET), the Code of 

Construction Part B (15/04313/DET), the Construction Noise and Vibration Mitigation Strategy 

(15/04314/DET) and the Pedestrian and Cycle Management Plan (15/04315/DET).   

The planning conditions process has committed the Garden Bridge Trust and their main contractor 

(Bouygues TP & Cimolai JV) to a rigorous noise, vibration, pollution and air quality monitoring 

process, in co-operation with Lambeth Council. (See below). 

The relevant operations planning conditions have been discharged by the local authorities, 

including those covering security matters. Consultation and liaison with the police, and other 

emergency services has taken place and will continue throughout the project.  



Once the Bridge is completed and open to the public, it will be subject to several conditions that will 

monitor congestion, antisocial behaviour and other matters which fall under the Operations 

Management Plan (OMP). More detail on the OMP is included in the Travel Plan, the Coach & Taxi 

Management Plan, the Delivery and Servicing Plan , the Crime Prevention Statement and the 

Illegal Trading, Antisocial Behaviour, Crowd Control and General Enforcement Management Plan. 

This OMP will be reviewed prior to the opening of the Bridge. 

The construction related conditions have been discharged by Lambeth Council - the Construction 

Logistics Plan (15/04312/DET), the Code of Construction Part B (15/04313/DET), the Construction 

Noise and Vibration Mitigation Strategy (15/04314/DET) and the Pedestrian and Cycle 

Management Plan (15/04315/DET).  These include: 

 the core working hours – these are 0800-1800 Monday to Friday and 0800-1300 on 

Saturday in line with most other construction projects in Central London 

 traffic management - Appendix H of the approved CLP clearly states that HGV movements 

are low for most days during construction. There are several peaks days where this 

increases significantly, but these peak days are limited to approximately 20 during the 

whole of the construction programme. 

 pollution control - the COCP Part B Section 4.1 sets out the assessment and mitigation 

process including a dust risk assessment, the installation of receptors to measure air 

quality, the monitoring and reporting system (which includes automatic notifications in the 

event of exceeding the thresholds) and the methods to minimise dust and emissions during 

works.  

 noise issues - the Construction Noise and Vibration Mitigation Strategy (CNVMS) sets out 

the process for monitoring and reporting on noise matters to the local authorities, the 

receptors that have been identified north and south of the river, and the noise levels that 

will be used to manage the process.   

 

Representation from the public 

I have just been made aware that I should contact you with my objecitons to the Garden Bridge. 

As a Londoner I feel this construction will desecrate an iconic view and destroy the Thamescape.   

The imposition of a concrete monstrosity, involving thousands of tons poured into the Thames on 

this beautiful stretch of the Thames will destroy the Queens Walk and also the in the Temple area - 

creating a shadow over an otherwise open stretch and negatively affect walking on either side, but 

especially on the Queens Walk. 

Vegitation on a bridge of this nature and location is both an  ugly concept and evironmentally 

unsound and the very fact that both the Green party and local Rambers organisations have 

objections  is proof on the unviability. 

This is neither a bridge,  accessed by lifts and closed at night! and certainly not worthy of the name 

of a garden by virtue of its small size and the challenges of the environment in the middle of the 

Thames. 

The area is already overcrowded and does not need another visitor attraction - which is what this 

obscenity is - and the added visitor numbers will be detrimental to the area, by people volume and 



of course waste management issues and will negatively affect the enjoyment of this lovely area of 

the Thames. 

The Queens walk was successfully created to open up the Thames vista - this construction will 

limit and destroy it. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The principle of the Garden Bridge in this location has received planning consent from both 

Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment accompanied the 

application. This considered the impact on the local area and the river.  

It is important to point out that concrete will not be simply poured into the river – the works will be 

carefully managed in consultation with the relevant authorities. The Environmental Statement that 

formed part of the planning consent addresses the issue of construction in the river at Section 11, 

Volume 1. This states that the potential effects of erecting the cofferdams, piers and associated 

scour protection (the main works in the river) were assessed to be not significant.  

 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced 

to support the planning application, which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. It is estimated that 7 million people will visit or cross the bridge annually. The 

majority will be existing visitors to the South Bank because of the current attractions in the area 

and volume of associated tourists. Around 3 million of the 7 million users will be additional to the 26 

million who already visit the South Bank each year. The Garden Bridge has been through the 

planning application process and received planning consent from both Lambeth and Westminster 

councils. Of relevance to this point, Section 5, Volume 1 of the ES assesses the impact on 

pedestrians, cyclists, the public transport and the highway network as not significant (in fact the ES 

projected a significant beneficial effect on pedestrians).   

The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works 

are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local 

environment.  

The planning application process also considered the impact on local views and Historic England 

stated that the Bridge “will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from 

historic assets”. 

To ensure the survival of the planting on the Bridge a team of experts has designed and 

engineered a solution. The bridge will hold 9,000 tonnes of soil with a significant soil depth, 

particularly over the piers, to allow the plants’ roots to grow and stabilise. We’ve also specially 

selected the plants so that they are suited to this environment and soil scientists are advising on 

the right soil conditions for each species. These issues as well as irrigation have informed the 

design process.  We are confident that the landscaping, supported by a comprehensive landscape 

management regime, will be robust and sustainable 

 



Representation from the public 

Please halt the construction of the new garden bridge, which strikes me as a complete waste of 

money and an environmental disaster in the making, 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced 

to support the planning application, which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. It is estimated that 7 million people will visit or cross the bridge annually. The 

majority will be existing visitors to the South Bank because of the current attractions in the area 

and volume of associated tourists. Around 3 million of the 7 million users will be additional to the 26 

million who already visit the South Bank each year. The Garden Bridge has been through the 

planning application process and received planning consent from both Lambeth and Westminster 

councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment accompanied the application.  

A full Environmental Impact Assessment accompanied the application. This considered the impact 

on the local area and the river. Further information on the management of the work in the river is 

addressed in conditions attached to the parent consent granted by Lambeth (LBL 14/02792/FUL) 

including the Scour and Accretion Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (SAMMP) (16/00269/DET), the 

Piling Method Statement (16/00249/DET), and the Dredging Method Statement (16/00837/DET).  

The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works 

are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local 

environment 

 

Representation from the public 

I would like to object ,in the strongest terms, to this application. I am the elected representative for 

Redwood Housing Coop, that occupy the Oxo Tower Building, which is approx 140m from the 

proposed site of the Garden Bridge. I was elected to speak for all 78 flats in our building by our 

management committee and the members of the Coop voted unanimously against the bridge. 

 There is no transport need for this bridge. There already exists both Waterloo and 

Blackfriars Bridge! This a private bridge with no Public right of way and will be closed at 

night and for private corporate events. 

 It has become evident that the procurement process was not followed correctly and that this 

needs to be fully investigated 

 We have not been consulted on ANY of the planning applications from Lambeth and live 

140m away from the site. 

 We have not received any notifications about this licence application. How are we 

supposed to know this is happening? I was told by a local resident. 

 Garden Bridge trust have failed to consult us in a satisfactory way even though this was a 

condition of the planning consent! They couldn’t even manage to deliver consultation 

documents to us! How can they be trusted to run this demanding project. They are not 

competent enough. They are claiming to be a community interest group but have 

consistently failed to listen to the concerns of the local community.  



 This will take away valuable Public Open space on the Southbank and turn it into a tourist 

attraction. We do not have gardens and rely on this spaces for our relaxation The South 

Bank is already overpowered at weekends and this will only make it worse and this will 

have a serious impact on the local residents.  They estimate 2500 visitors per hour at 

weekends!! Hardly an oasis of calm the Garden Bridge Trust claim. 

 We have serious concerns about this project happening at the same time as the Thames 

Tideway Tunnel(another project we have had NO details on!). This is a very busy stretch of 

the river and the noise from both of these projects will impact greatly on the residents living 

on the riverside for the Oxo Tower. How will this be managed by a organisation who cant 

even deliver a consultation document to a building 14m away? 

 There is huge opposition to this project contrary to the claims of the Garden Bridge Trust 

 I live on the river and know how windy it gets so how safe are these trees on a bridge? I 

also fear that plants maybe be used as objects to be thrown at passing boats and that this 

site could become a destination for demos due to the sponsors of the bridge, Glencore, and 

their shocking human rights violations  and environmental damage.  

 They still don’t have all the money for the project or even a guarantor for the maintenance. 

 They still don’t have a lease for the land and this is being challenged. 

The list goes on. This is the wrong the bridge in the wrong place. This stretch of the river is a 

beautiful asset to Londoners and its visitors which should be kept as public open space.  We 

request that you reject this application. I tried all day yesterday (24th April) to access the 

documents on you site but this was not possible due to a system error.  

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced 

to support the planning application, which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. 

The procurement process was assessed by TfL and to quote the report “the audit did not find any 

evidence that would suggest that the final recommendations did not provide value for money from 

the winning bidders.” The full report can be read on the GLA website: 

https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/tfl_internal_audit_review_of_the_garden_bridge_procu

rement_process.pdf 

There was extensive consultation with local communities on detailed plans for construction and 

operation during 2015, including distribution of over 7,000 leaflets and questionnaires to residents 

and businesses near to the Bridge site, public drop-in events, a consultation website, Community 

Forum meetings and meetings with local housing co-ops, a number of which were attended by Mr 

Timms. The Trust used a distribution company with over 20 years’ experience to deliver the 

consultation leaflets who were specifically briefed to ensure delivery to the local housing co-ops, 

including those with internal mailboxes, and have assured us of delivery. The work of the company 

is regularly checked by the Audit Bureau of Circulations and always achieves above a 97.5% 

success rating.  

https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/tfl_internal_audit_review_of_the_garden_bridge_procurement_process.pdf
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/tfl_internal_audit_review_of_the_garden_bridge_procurement_process.pdf


The license application was publicised in line with MMO requirements, two adverts each in the 

Evening Standard and the Metro, plus copies in Waterloo library and public notices in prominent 

places on the South Bank and the North Bank. 

See above re consultation.  

Once the Bridge is completed and open to the public, it will be subject to several conditions that will 

monitor congestion, antisocial behaviour and other matters which fall under the Operations 

Management Plan (OMP). More detail on the OMP is included in the Travel Plan, the Coach & Taxi 

Management Plan, the Delivery and Servicing Plan , the Crime Prevention Statement and the 

Illegal Trading, Antisocial Behaviour, Crowd Control and General Enforcement Management Plan. 

This OMP will be reviewed prior to the opening of the Bridge. 

A full Environmental Impact Assessment accompanied the application. Of relevance to this point, 

Section 5, Volume 1 of the approved Environmental Statement assesses the impact on 

pedestrians, cyclists, the public transport and the highway network as not significant (in fact the ES 

projected a significant beneficial effect on pedestrians).   

Specific planning conditions require co-ordination with Tideway and liaison is ongoing; these have 

been discharged. The Collaborative Design Statement (16/00228/DET) and the Construction 

Interface Plan (16/00268/DET) aim to ensure that the project is co-ordinated with Tideway – the 

measures include monthly interface meetings between the two project teams. 

The planting plan has been carefully considered to withstand high winds and create sheltered 

areas. The plants and trees are being acclimatised in specially designed conditions prior to their 

planting on the bridge. Once the Bridge is completed and open to the public, it will be subject to 

several conditions that will monitor congestion, antisocial behaviour and other matters which fall 

under the Operations Management Plan (OMP). More detail on the OMP is included in the Travel 

Plan, the Coach & Taxi Management Plan, the Delivery and Servicing Plan , the Crime Prevention 

Statement and the Illegal Trading, Antisocial Behaviour, Crowd Control and General Enforcement 

Management Plan. This OMP will be reviewed prior to the opening of the Bridge. 

The cost of construction is one part of the £175m total cost, which also includes VAT, prudent 

contingency, land acquisition, professional fees and trust operational costs. As you would expect 

with a capital project of this nature we have received and banked a number of outright donations, 

we also have legally binding contracts in place with a number of contributors under which funding 

is released in tranches when milestones are met, meaning the full development cost – in this case, 

£175m - is not required before construction starts. The provision of a guarantee is a technical 

requirement required to discharge one of a number of conditions set by Westminster City Council 

and others separately by the London Borough of Lambeth.  

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils.  The construction related conditions have 

been discharged by Lambeth Council - the Construction Logistics Plan (15/04312/DET), the Code 

of Construction Part B (15/04313/DET), the Construction Noise and Vibration Mitigation Strategy 

(15/04314/DET) and the Pedestrian and Cycle Management Plan (15/04315/DET).  The discharge 

of these conditions approved the methods of construction, site layout and access, the ways of 

working, and the monitoring/mitigation of noise, air quality and waste management, amongst other 

issues.  



The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works 

are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local 

environment.  

Representation from the public 

I am writing to add my voice to many which are being raised in opposition to the so-called Garden 

Bridge across the Thames from the BFI to Temple. 

If the construction of this bridge goes ahead, it will entail the loss of several trees on both sides of 

the river. It will also require the pouring of tons of concrete into the river and severe disruption to 

what is now a very busy thoroughfare. If the bridge were providing more crossing places for 

pedestrians, vehicles and cyclists, and were at a point in the river where there are greater 

distances between existing bridges, then its construction would be a necessary evil. This project is 

principally intended as a tourist attraction and a money-making venture for its backers and would 

constitute an imposition on Londoners. 

I urge you to refuse permission for this unnecessary project. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application.  

It is important to point out that concrete will not be simply poured into the river – the works will be 

carefully managed in consultation with the relevant authorities. The Environmental Statement (ES) 

that formed part of the planning consent addresses the issue of construction in the river at Section 

11, Volume 1. This states that the potential effects of erecting the cofferdams, piers and associated 

scour protection (the main works in the river) were assessed to be not significant.  

Further information on the management of the work in the river is addressed in conditions attached 

to the parent consent granted by Lambeth (LBL 14/02792/FUL) including:   

 the Scour and Accretion Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (SAMMP) (16/00269/DET) which 

assesses the impacts and sets out the protection strategy including monitoring before, during 

and post-construction;   

 the Piling Method Statement (16/00249/DET) which explains the risk assessment carried out 

(in line with Environment Agency guidance) and the measures to minimise noise and vibration 

and impacts on biodiversity; and:  

 the Dredging Method Statement (16/00837/DET) which explain the methods used and the 

measures that will be implemented to control the risk of pollution due to construction activities, 

materials and extreme weather events. These will be documented in an incident control plan.  

The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works 

are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local 

environment. 

The original planning application approved in 2014 considered the issue of trees to be removed on 

the South Bank for the Garden Bridge project. Section 5.3.7 of the approved Planning Statement 



explained that “the majority of these trees are of low quality (Category C trees), although two 

London plane trees (Category B) would be removed.” 

In section 5.3.9 of the same document it states: “The Bridge is considered to make its own unique 

and significant contribution to local and London-wide arboriculture to a degree sufficient to replace 

the lost trees.” 

The principle of the Garden Bridge in this location has received planning consent from both 

Lambeth and Westminster councils. Of relevance to Bridge once operational, Section 5, Volume 1 

of the ES assesses the impact on pedestrians, cyclists, the public transport and the highway 

network as not significant (in fact the ES projected a significant beneficial effect on pedestrians).   

The planning application process also considered the impact for pedestrians on the South Bank 

and local roads during the construction process. The Pedestrian and Cycle Management Plan for 

south of the river (LBL 14/02792 FUL Condition 11) has been approved by Lambeth Council. The 

PCMP section 3 includes an assessment of pedestrian volume on the Queen’s Walk during 

construction has been undertaken using the TfL Pedestrian Comfort Guidance tool. A score of B- is 

highlighted in the guidance as the minimum required for a pedestrian environment. The PCMP 

shows that the arrangements for the Queen’s Walk during construction met a minimum of B+ on 

the assessment. 

 

Representation from the public 

WCDG is a community planning organisation which has been operating since 1972, and have 

participated in over a hundred public inquiries and parliamentary inquiries. We are a company 

limited by guarantee and a registered company serving the residential community in Waterloo, and 

received funding from the local authority for over 30 years until recent govt cuts. 

We have been closely involved with the Garden Bridge project, and were initially employed to run 

local consultation. Unfortunately local hostility to the project is so overwhelming that we have been 

leading on consulting and making representations to that effect, including to the planning 

applications. I personally launched a judicial review in the High Court against the granting of 

planning permission by Lambeth Council, who agreed to provide a ‘guarantee’ of the on-going 

operational costs and agreed to pay all my costs in order to settle.  

Responding to a few points in the application before you: 

It is claimed planning permission has been granted, but there is no reference to the 46 conditions 

attached many of which require discharging before the project can move forward, and a number of 

which remain outstanding, including the aforementioned guarantee and the s106. The permission 

at the moment remains unimplementable and we have strong doubts that it can ever be 

implemented due to some of these issues remaining stubbornly intractable, in particular the issues 

of land acquisition and the ‘guarantee’. 

The use of a hurriedly created charity is a highly unusual if not unique delivery mechanism for a 

purported piece of transport infrastructure of this nature. This body cannot of it itself guarantee the 

maintenance of the structure, and so, partly as a result of my High Court action, it has agreed to 

seek a guarantee from the Mayor of London, who agreed in principle in June 2015 to accede to 

this, This is essential in order to achieve an implementable permission, but it has not been 



forthcoming by the Mayor, although the current Mayor promises that his successor will provide it by 

July. This is doubtful given the scale of the costs: the Garden Bridge Trust estimate annual costs to 

be £3m-£3.5m, which, if capitalised, would require a bond of at least £150m for the 125 year 

lifetime of the bridge. The lifecycle costs are therefore in the region of £325m, of which the public 

purse would potentially commit £60m capital and £150m to cover the guarantee. We do not believe 

it likely that the next Mayor will agree to this. The GBT have been unable to reduce construction 

costs or operational costs over the past 18 months since they produced their initial operational 

costs and funding strategy, and this problem is likely to increase.  

The applicants admitted at planning that the bridge was designed for a 120 year lifespan, but did 

not provide any surety as to what wold happen from that point to the structure. This matter needs 

to be resolved before the project can be delivered 

The applicants have extraordinarily inept at progressing towards delivery of this project, and are 

nearly a year late on simply managing to resolve the outstanding conditions of the planning 

application. They appear to have no particular skills required to deliver this, and are clearly under-

resourced. In the best circumstances this would be a risky project with a completely untested 

delivery agency; in the light of their systemic failure this risks are acute. We ask you to note the 

National Audit Office comments on the provision of £30m of public funding from the Treasury, that 

this is a highly risky project which would not have received this funding had it gone through the 

normal challenges. The MMO would be wise to not grant this application until, at the very least, the 

funding for the construction (they are still £30m short and have been for over a year), the 

guarantee and an implementable planning permission are in place and free from any potential 

further legal challenge. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils, and planning conditions are being 

discharged. As of mid-May 2016, the vast majority of the conditions have been discharged by 

Lambeth and Westminster with those remaining submitted and pending consideration.  

A Construction Logistics Plan was a key planning condition from both Lambeth and Westminster in 

granting the parent consent (WCC/14/05095/FULL Condition 7 and LBL 14/02792/FUL Condition 

7). This assessed several matters related to the construction worksite, access, deliveries, methods, 

along with the level of traffic on the river and local roads and has been approved by both local 

authorities.  

The planning application process also considered the impact for pedestrians on the South Bank 

and local roads. The Pedestrian and Cycle Management Plan for south of the river (LBL 14/02792 

FUL Condition 11) has been approved by Lambeth Council. 

A full Environmental Impact Assessment accompanied the application. This considered the impact 

on the local area and the river. The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by 

demonstrating that the river works are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to 

adversely impact on the local environment.  

The original figure quoted at pre-planning application public consultation was £150m. In the lead 

up to submitting the planning application the design and revised costs were developed, allowing for 



a high level of contingency given the scale of the project. The Garden Bridge is an entirely unique 

structure and design. As well as a transport link, it will also be a new public garden, which adds to 

the load the bridge must hold.  The size and scale of this project, as well as providing a host of 

benefits, requires considerable funding. The £175m total includes construction costs as well as 

VAT, product contingency, land acquisition, professional fees and trust operations costs.  

Maintenance costs are expected to be £2m per year and the Trust has a clear business plan – 

using a mixed model approach comprising of a range of income generating techniques such as 

traditional fundraising methods (individual and corporate membership programmes), a small 

number of sponsorship opportunities and events, some carefully selected commercial opportunities 

alongside an endowment fund which will provide a regular income stream - to support the running 

of the Bridge. The provision of a guarantee is a technical requirement required to discharge one of 

a number of conditions set by Westminster City Council and others separately by the London 

Borough of Lambeth.  

The British Standard sets the design life for new bridges in the UK as 120 years. In Europe, under 

Eurocodes, this is 100 years.  The design life is the period the bridge is expected to remain safe 

without requiring major rehabilitation. Design life is not equivalent to the actual life of a structure in 

that there is no expectation that the bridge will fail at the end of 120 years. Any inert structure (i.e. 

one that does not move or significantly degrade with time),  if properly maintained can last 

effectively for significantly longer than the stated design life as any parts which become degraded 

or worn out will be replaced as part of an ongoing maintenance regime. Therefore additional 

maintenance would be expected as the bridge reaches 120 years and a review would be carried 

out at that stage.  

The Trust has raised over £145m of the £175m cost of the Bridge. Over £85m of money raised to 

date is from private sources – donors, sponsors and individuals, and more is in the pipeline. 

 

Representation from the public 

We are a group of stakeholders representing thousands of people within the UK and 

internationally, who wish to object to the request for planning consent for this application on the 

following points: 

 

- it would damage the environment i.e.  hundreds of thousands of tons of concrete poured into this 

delicate ecosystem when there is so much river traffic in central London. This part of the Thames is 

too busy as it is; it is not acceptable or responsible to add to this congestion with a bridge in the 

most bridge heavy part of the city. 

- the construction works that would take place along the Queens Walk if the Garden Bridge is built, 

would create unacceptable disruption to a local community that is already beset with a plethora of 

construction works in the area e.g. the South Bank Tower, One Blackfriars, Shell development, the 

imminent Doon Street Tower etc. Disruption includes pollution, vehicle movement, congestion, 

antisocial behaviour, unsustainable footfall in a heavily tourist-congested part of the city. 

- the bridge is an unnecessary tourist attraction in the UK's busiest tourist heavy area that already 

has 22 major attractions. The disruption of this (over)development to the local community would be 

devastating and would add to 'local' decline.  



- LVMF (London Views Management Framework) protected views of London  would be lost forever 

if the Garden Bridge is built e.g. St Paul's Cathedral, Somerset House, Houses of Parliament.   

- air quality in the Lambeth area has is outstandingly bad due to over development such as 

construction of tall towers and the cycle superhighway. Vehicular movement has shifted to the 

South Bank area and streets of SE1 and created black air for us to breathe in. The Garden Bridge 

construction would add to this not only in the air but in the river.   

- the River Thames is soon to be disrupted by the Thames Tideway Tunnel construction; the 

inevitable clash that this would cause along with the Garden Bridge, not only to marine wildlife and 

river traffic, but also to local residents lives as construction vehicles, heavy equipment being 

implement, extra footfall due to manpower (workforce in their hundreds on a daily basis) - all  the 

consequential effects of all of these risks  would have a detrimental impact on the area and this 

would continue for many years affecting local residents' quality of life. 

- the wonderful views of the city would be destroyed forever when taking a walk along Waterloo 

bridge, South  Bank river walk  i.e. The  Queens Walk - voted 2nd best walk in the world in Lonely 

Planet's 2013 guide - if this ungainly unnecessary tourist attraction is built.  

- the Garden Bridge is enormous. It would be 30m at its widest point. Waterloo Bridge is only 200m 

away: Blackfriars Bridge 650m away. The Garden Bridge might as well join then up.  

- there is a huge risk to the public funding granted to the bridge (i.e. £60m in total plus ongoing 

costs guarantee) as reported by the National Audit Office in January 2016. The NAO categorically 

stated that this grant presented poor value for money. Funds might not be forthcoming in the future 

and construction might have to stop if the Garden Bridge Trust collapses. The impact of a partially 

built bridge across and within the Thames is of serious concern. There is no funding in place to 

remedy this and the public purse will have to be raided again to remedy the problem.  

- the purported benefits of the Garden Bridge are negligible. The Ramblers (Association) has 

condemned it as a tourist gimmick that would deter walkers as it would decimate the open space 

and create congestion that is not conducive to rambling. The green space offered by the Garden 

Bridge i.e. 2400m2, is the same amount of green space that it is being taken away from public on 

the Queen's Walk. This is a large grassy area that is lined by the world famous sparkly blue-lit 

boulevard of trees which is open public space bequeathed (by the London Residuary Body) to local 

residents who do not have a garden. It is currently accessible 24/7, 365 days a week. It is a public 

right of way. It would all be in private hands and become a tightly controlled space if the Garden 

Bridge is built. The local residents stands to lose a much used, highly valuable piece of open green 

grassy space that was meant  for free access/use, in perpetuity. 

- the Garden Bridge Trust (GBT) has failed to communicate with local residents on this matter. 

They have sent representatives from their French contacted construction company Bouygues to 

'liaise' with the community who have failed miserably to understand, connect or answer people's 

concerns. The GBT has ignored local concerns and requests for meetings. They remain silent to 

questions via email or social media. This has NOT been a collaborative project. It has neither been 

open nor transparent. All significant discussions have proceeded behind closed doors. 

-the bridge would be clad in copper nickel/cupronickel using copper sourced from flailing mining 

conglomerate Glencore (who have a vile reputation for polluting rivers in the Congo and Zambia 

and surrounding areas in their mines worldwide). This untested compound offers no symbiosis with 



the river or marine wildlife. It is hostile to life forms and will offer no sanctuary in our river, only 

deflection. 

- cycling across the Garden Bridge is to be banned. This does not benefit a city with a fast-growing 

community of cyclists as encouraged by the current mayor of London at this time of writing (Boris 

Johnson). The need for safer and more cycling provision out weights this private corporate space.  

- the bridge would be closed several times a year for private and corporate functions thus 

rendering the claim that it is a vital transport Infrastructure as false and unfounded. The claims for 

the necessity to implement closures in order to raise funds for maintenance costs, should be 

dismissed on the grounds that it is simply not necessary to create this inevitable burden for London 

in the first place. This should be avoided at all costs. The public is duty bound to bail out the 

Garden Bridge Trust in the event of failure via the mayor's reckless public underwriting of the 

project which has yet to be signed off. 

- over 32 mature trees along the south and north bank will be destroyed as well as valuable open 

green space along the Queen's Walk. The pointless destruction of the surrounding natural 

environment to create a man-made folly that spans our open space across the river is simply 

immoral and unethical. 

- plans to mitigate for construction noise, vehicle movements, pollution and an ridicule behaviour 

have not been addressed properly due to several failures by the GBT to inform the community. 

 Their/our concerns have been dismissed time and time again. Public consultation about this 

project has been abysmal. 

It is clear that the GBT are not a competent body who can safeguard the interests of the local 

community or indeed the capital city when it comes to construction this unnecessary folly. The 

controversy surrounding the development is growing daily. The questions behind the planning and 

procurement processes are subject to imminent legal challenges. Please do take into account the 

very toxic nature of this project - please listen to our concerns and refuse permission for this 

licence. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application. This considered the impact on the local area and the river.  

It is important to point out that concrete will not be simply poured into the river – the works will be 

carefully managed in consultation with the relevant authorities. The Environmental Statement that 

formed part of the planning consent addresses the issue of construction in the river at Section 11, 

Volume 1. This states that the potential effects of erecting the cofferdams, piers and associated 

scour protection (the main works in the river) were assessed to be not significant.  

Further information on the management of the work in the river is addressed in conditions attached 

to the parent consent granted by Lambeth (LBL 14/02792/FUL) including:   

 the Scour and Accretion Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (SAMMP) (16/00269/DET) which 

assesses the impacts and sets out the protection strategy including monitoring before, during 

and post-construction;   



 the Piling Method Statement (16/00249/DET) which explains the risk assessment carried out 

(in line with Environment Agency guidance) and the measures to minimise noise and vibration 

and impacts on biodiversity; and:  

 the Dredging Method Statement (16/00837/DET) which explain the methods used and the 

measures that will be implemented to control the risk of pollution due to construction activities, 

materials and extreme weather events. These will be documented in an incident control plan.  

Furthermore, any impacts on the aquatic ecology of the Thames will be strictly controlled. It states 

at Section 10, Volume 1 of the ES that the expected impacts would be negligible and not 

significant. In addition to this, the works in the river will be restricted during the fish migratory 

seasons, and the projection of artificial light onto the river will be minimised.  

A Construction Logistics Plan was a key planning condition from both Lambeth and Westminster in 

granting the parent consent (WCC/14/05095/FULL Condition 7 and LBL 14/02792/FUL Condition 

7). This assessed the traffic on the river and local roads and was approved by both local 

authorities. Appendix H of the approved CLP clearly states that HGV movements are low for most 

days during construction. There are several peaks days where this increases significantly, but 

these peak days are limited to approximately 20 during the whole of the construction programme. 

There are also discussions ongoing with the Port of London Authority (PLA) regarding river works. 

In terms of river traffic, the Construction Navigation Risk Assessment produced as part of the MMO 

application concludes that the subject to the implementation of certain control measures, the 

project would not exceed levels of safety mandated by the PLA. 

The purpose of the MMO application is to receive permission by demonstrating that the river works 

are to be carried out in the correct manner in order not to adversely impact on the local 

environment.  

A Construction Logistics Plan was a key planning condition from both Lambeth and Westminster in 

granting the parent consent (WCC/14/05095/FULL Condition 7 and LBL 14/02792/FUL Condition 

7). This assessed the traffic on the river and local roads and was approved by both local 

authorities. Appendix H of the approved CLP clearly states that HGV movements are low for most 

days during construction. There are several peaks days where this increases significantly, but 

these peak days are limited to approximately 20 during the whole of the construction programme. 

In terms of river traffic, the Construction Navigation Risk Assessment produced as part of the MMO 

application concludes that the subject to the implementation of certain control measures, the 

project would not exceed levels of safety mandated by the PLA. This is supported by the original 

ES Section 5, Volume 1 which assesses the impacts on navigation capacity and safety as not 

significant.  

The planning application process also considered the impact for pedestrians on the South Bank 

and local roads. The Pedestrian and Cycle Management Plan (PCMP) for south of the river (LBL 

14/02792 FUL Condition 11) has been approved by Lambeth Council.  The PCMP section 3 

includes an assessment of pedestrian volume on the Queen’s Walk during construction has been 

undertaken using the TfL Pedestrian Comfort Guidance tool. A score of B- is highlighted in the 

guidance as the minimum required for a pedestrian environment. The PCMP shows that the 

arrangements for the Queen’s Walk during construction met a minimum of B+ on the assessment. I 

have included the Lambeth reference numbers for the various discharged construction conditions 

further in this response.  

Once the Bridge is completed and open to the public, it will be subject to several conditions that will 

monitor congestion, antisocial behaviour and other matters which fall under the Operations 



Management Plan (OMP). More detail on the OMP is included in the Travel Plan, the Coach & Taxi 

Management Plan, the Delivery and Servicing Plan , the Crime Prevention Statement and the 

Illegal Trading, Antisocial Behaviour, Crowd Control and General Enforcement Management Plan. 

This OMP will be reviewed prior to the opening of the Bridge. 

The principle of the Garden Bridge in this location has received planning consent from both 

Lambeth and Westminster councils. A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central 

London – will help connect the city and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new 

crossings proposed by Transport for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive 

Transport Assessment was produced to support the planning application, which identifies 

significant beneficial effects resulting from the Garden Bridge. It is estimated that 7 million people 

will visit or cross the bridge annually. The majority will be existing visitors to the South Bank 

because of the current attractions in the area and volume of associated tourists. Around 3 million of 

the 7 million users will be additional to the 26 million who already visit the South Bank each year. 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application. Of relevance to this point, Section 5, Volume 1 of the ES assesses 

the impact on pedestrians, cyclists, the public transport and the highway network as not significant 

(in fact the ES projected a significant beneficial effect on pedestrians).   

The planning application process also considered the impact on local views and Historic England 

stated that the Bridge “will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from 

historic assets”. 

The planning application process also considered the environmental impact; the Code of 

Construction Practice Part B (LBL/ 14/02792/FUL planning condition 8) which covers air quality 

has been discharged by Lambeth.   

The COCP Part B Section 4.1 sets out the assessment and mitigation process including a dust risk 

assessment, the installation of receptors to measure air quality, the monitoring and reporting 

system (which includes automatic notifications in the event of exceeding the thresholds) and the 

methods to minimise dust and emissions during works.  

Specific planning conditions require co-ordination with Tideway and liaison is ongoing; these have 

been discharged. The Collaborative Design Statement (16/00228/DET) and the Construction 

Interface Plan (16/00268/DET) aim to ensure that the project is co-ordinated with Tideway – the 

measures include monthly interface meetings between the two project teams.  

The planning application process also considered the impact on local views and Historic England 

stated that the Bridge “will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from 

historic assets”.   

The principle of the Garden Bridge in this location has received planning consent from both 

Lambeth and Westminster councils.  A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central 

London – will help connect the city and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new 

crossings proposed by Transport for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive 

Transport Assessment was produced to support the planning application, which identifies 

significant beneficial effects resulting from the Garden Bridge. 

Of the £60m of public funds, £20m will be paid back to TfL and £27m will be paid back in VAT, 

therefore the only £13m of public funds will result in a major new asset for London. The original 



figure quoted at pre-planning application public consultation was £150m. In the lead up to 

submitting the planning application the design and revised costs were developed, allowing for a 

high level of contingency given the scale of the project. The Garden Bridge is an entirely unique 

structure and design. As well as a transport link, it will also be a new public garden, which adds to 

the load the bridge must hold.  The size and scale of this project, as well as providing a host of 

benefits, requires considerable funding. The £175m total includes construction costs as well as 

VAT, product contingency, land acquisition, professional fees and trust operations costs. 

A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced to support the planning application, which 

identified significant beneficial effects resulting from the Garden Bridge. A new footbridge in this 

location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city and make it an easier 

place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport for London, with nine of 

these in the east.  

The original planning application approved in 2014 considered the issue of the open space on the 

South Bank where the Garden Bridge South Landing Building will be constructed. Section 5.3.4 of 

the Planning Statement described it as “an underutilised area offering little value to the overall 

openness of the South Bank or green infrastructure generally. Its removal is considered to be fully 

mitigated by the planting and open space provision on the bridge itself.” 

TfL carried out extensive consultation before submitting the planning application to LB Lambeth 

and Westminster City Council with 2,451 responses in all. Additional events in Lambeth post 

planning submission showed more than 92% of people were supportive of the scheme. This 

included public meetings, drop-in sessions and engaging with community and local interest groups. 

We also opened a market stall with information. There was extensive consultation with local 

communities on detailed plans for construction and operation conditions during 2015, including 

drop-in sessions at local venues.  

The planning application process also considered the environmental impact of the project.  All 

materials are rigorously assessed before installation. Cupro-nickel has been chosen because 

these alloys have excellent resistance to marine corrosion. It is in use in many marine 

environments 

The principle of the Garden Bridge as a pedestrian crossing has received planning consent from 

both Lambeth and Westminster councils, and this was approved by the Mayor and the Greater 

London Authority. TfL are pursuing a separate programme of cycle infrastructure improvement in 

London.  

Of relevance to this point, Section 5, Volume 1 of the ES assesses the impact on pedestrians, 

cyclists, the public transport and the highway network as not significant (in fact the ES projected a 

significant beneficial effect on pedestrians).   

The principle of the Garden Bridge in this location has received planning consent from both 

Lambeth and Westminster councils.  

The funding model has been carefully constructed to produce the best value for money. Of the 

£60m of public funds, £20m will be paid back to TfL and £27m will be paid back in VAT, therefore 

the only £13m of public funds will result in a major new asset for London. The Garden Bridge Trust 

has a clear business plan to cover the maintenance costs. 



The planning consent has been granted including the principle of removing trees in order to 

construct the Bridge; the Bridge will be home to 270 new trees.  

The Tree Removal Plan (15/04316/DET), the Tree Protection Plan (15/04317/DET), and the 

Arboricultural Method Statement (15/04318/DET) have been approved by Lambeth. Consultation 

on these conditions took place in Summer 2015, prior to the decisions by Lambeth in December 

2015.  

The construction related conditions have been discharged by Lambeth Council - the Construction 

Logistics Plan (15/04312/DET), the Code of Construction Part B (15/04313/DET), the Construction 

Noise and Vibration Mitigation Strategy (15/04314/DET) and the Pedestrian and Cycle 

Management Plan (15/04315/DET).   

The Construction Noise and Vibration Mitigation Strategy (CNVMS) sets out the process for 

monitoring and reporting on noise matters to the local authorities, the receptors that have been 

identified north and south of the river, and the noise levels that will be used to manage the process.   

Appendix H of the approved CLP clearly states that HGV movements are low for most days during 

construction. There are several peaks days where this increases significantly, but these peak days 

are limited to approximately 20 during the whole of the construction programme. 

 

The COCP Part B Section 4.1 sets out the assessment and mitigation process including a dust risk 

assessment, the installation of receptors to measure air quality, the monitoring and reporting 

system (which includes automatic notifications in the event of exceeding the thresholds) and the 

methods to minimise dust and emissions during works.  

TfL carried out extensive consultation before submitting the planning application to LB Lambeth 

and Westminster City Council with 2,451 responses in all. Additional events in Lambeth post 

planning submission showed more than 92% of people were supportive of the scheme. This 

included public meetings, drop-in sessions and engaging with community and local interest groups. 

We also opened a market stall with information. There was extensive consultation with local 

communities on detailed plans for construction and operation conditions during 2015, including 

drop-in sessions at local venues.  

 

Representation from the public 

I have lived in London all my life (71 years) & I am writing in opposition to the proposed new bridge 

across the Thames. Life for many Londoners is becoming unbearable because of the overcrowding 

here & this new project will only increase this problem.  The bridge will attract millions more visitors 

& travelling around will be extremely difficult & dangerous.  I am very concerned that in the process 

of building the bridge, millions of tons of concrete will be poured into the river which surely is 

detrimental to the environment.  This project will cost billions of pounds & I would have thought that 

anyone with sense & who cares about Londoners would have spent this money on building a 

sensible traffic passage across the Thames to ease the burden of the Queen Elizabeth bridge, 

Blackwall tunnel & Rotherhithe tunnel.  I have to cross from north to south across the Thames on a 

regular basis & more often than not there are dreadful traffic queues which are becoming very 

stressful for those who have to drive in those conditions every day. 



 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced 

to support the planning application,  which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. It is estimated that 7 million people will visit or cross the bridge annually. The 

majority will be existing visitors to the South Bank because of the current attractions in the area 

and volume of associated tourists. Around 3 million of the 7 million users will be additional to the 26 

million who already visit the South Bank each year. The Garden Bridge has been through the 

planning application process and received planning consent from both Lambeth and Westminster 

councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment accompanied the application. 

 

Representation from the public 

I wish to express my very grave concerns about the negative impact of the proposed garden 

bridge.  In particular, I protest at the environmentally unfriendly nature of the bridge with thousands 

of tons of concrete being poured into the river.  There will also be a very adverse impact on the 

area with excessive football and vehicle movement from millions of extra visitors to the area. 

Please reject this application. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application.  

 

Representation from the public 

I am writing to object in the strongest way against the building of the so called Garden Bridge. 

Reasons: 

*The loss of magnificent views up and down river due to this bridge will be unacceptable. (No artist 

impreesion shows bridge at eye/street/river level). 

*Congestion caused by any works on the Southbank which will be a danger to safety given the 

growing number of tourist visitors as well as locals. 

*The bridge is not open 24 hours a day. No other bridge on the river has this restriction. This will 

result in confusion and frustration for anyone in local area. 

*The majority of London does not want this bridge. 

* The public 9consultation was not open and fair. 

*£30millions will be paid for by the public without any reason given. 



* The project is £35millions short of construction costs and therefore will be at risk as the shortfall 

has not been accounted for. 

* The procurement process was unfair and possibly illegal. 

* There is no need for any bridges at this stage of the river. Both Waterloo and Blackfriars bridges 

are not busy with pedestrians at all. 

The wind at this sweeping bend in the river is very strong whenever the tide turns. (Twice a day). 

This will discourage people from using it. 

*The effect of walkers increased by bridge to Northside will result in closire of the Temple. 

(Currently open to public as it has been since 1388). 

*The Garden Bridge Trust will not answer questions on isage numbers or who the bridge is aimed 

at. 

*the reality is that London is having this bridge thrust upon it because a known actress had a 

dream when a child. Not a substantial reason for a bridge. 

*At least one of the Mayoral candidates has sadi that this planned bridge is unfair and unwanted. 

*The loss of existing fully grown trees and green areas already on Southbank is unacceptable. 

*Local open spaces in London and views need to be protected from this very controversal 

structure. 

*Arup's record in bridge building is not good. They built the Millennium bridge. 

*Designer T Heatherwick is unproven when it comes to building bridges. 

Finally, I guide on the river on boats and also by foot in the City of London and river. I always ask 

groups if they want the bridge or not. I would estimate that 80% of people are not keen at all to 

have this structure built in their name. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge as been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application. This considered the impact on the local area, including the impact on 

the local area and views. The Trust’s position on the views is that overall although there is a 

change to the setting no harm was identified. Views from specific vantage points on the South 

Bank will change with the presence of the Bridge but the Bridge will enhance the setting of listed 

buildings. The view of English Heritage that ‘the bridge would be as a picturesque incident in the 

riverscape…. Its low slung and restrained architecture and engineering will change the character of 

views.. will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from historic assets’. 

The safe construction of the Garden Bridge is paramount to the Trust. The Construction logistics 

conditions have been approved by Lambeth Council and the plans include detailed assessments of 

pedestrian flows on the South Bank, plus mitigation measures to address such concerns. Planning 

Conditions discharged to support the response:- Planning Condition WCC and LBL No 7 - 



Construction Logistic s Plan - Planning Condition LBL No 11 - Pedestrian and Cyclist Management 

Plan 

The Bridge will be free to access and open to the public throughout the year from 6am until 

midnight, in line with other London parks and gardens. 

TfL carried out extensive consultation before submitting the planning application to LB Lambeth 

and Westminster City Council with 2,451 responses in all. Additional events in Lambeth post 

planning submission showed more than 92% of people were supportive of the scheme. This 

included public meetings, drop-in sessions and engaging with community and local interest groups. 

We also opened a market stall with information. There was extensive consultation with local 

communities on detailed plans for construction and operation, the majority of which have now been 

approved by the local authorities. 

This money has been granted by the Department for Transport and the Treasury in order to 

support the Garden Bridge project. This investment was based on a transport assessment for a 

crossing at this location. The cost benefit anaysis showed that building a Garden Bridge at this 

location would bring the greatest benefit compared to no crossing and normal pedestrian 

corossings. 

The cost of construction is one part of the £175m total cost, which also includes VAT, prudent 

contingency, land acquisition, professional fees and trust operational costs. As you would expect 

with a capital project of this nature we have received and banked a number of outright donations, 

we also have legally binding contracts in place with a number of contributors under which funding 

is released in tranches when milestones are met, meaning the full development cost – in this case, 

£175m - is not required before construction starts. 

The procurment process was held by TfL before the Garden Bridge Trust was set up. It is for TfL to 

comment on the procurement process. The Garden Bridge is progressing strongly with the 

construction contract awarded recently to Bouygues TP and Cimolai JV and construction to begin 

in the summer of 2016. The Garden Bridge Trust is on course with its fundraising targets, and is 

meeting the requirements of its planning conditions. 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by TfL for 

London, with nine of these in the east. We produced a comprehensive Transport Assessment to 

support the planning application, which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. It is estimated that 7 million people will visit or cross the bridge annually. The 

majority will be existing visitors to the South Bank because of the current attractions in the area 

and volume of associated tourists. Around 3 million of the 7 million users will be additional to the 26 

million who already visit the South Bank each year. Other transport benefits include:• The Bridge 

will be free to access and open to the public throughout the year from 6am until midnight, in line 

with other London parks and gardens. • The Garden Bridge will improve connectivity, reduce 

journey times and create new routes, encouraging shorter journeys by foot, while taking pressure 

off Waterloo Station and redirecting people to Temple Station (one of the most under-used in the 

Tube network). • It will be used by 9,000 commuters on weekdays• It is a fully accessible (Waterloo 

and Blackfriars bridges are difficult to access from the South Bank) footbridge, free to use and 

open from 6am to midnight, all controlled through conditions imposed by Lambeth and 

Westminster.• It will generate health benefits through an increase in the number of people walking 

in Central London and result in reduced pedestrian exposure to pollutants.• It will offer an 

opportunity for people to circulate more effectively away from the south bank to the north side by 



creating a wider network of pedestrian routes that criss-cross the river rather than concentrated 

demand on an east west route between the London Eye and Tate Modern. 

The planting plan has been carefully considered to withstand high winds and create sheltered 

areas. We have condsidered wind conditions in the design process and do not anticipate this being 

an issue for people deciding whether to use the crossing. 

The Garden Bridge project will not impact on Temple. The north landing leads pedestrians towards 

Temple Place, Surrey Street and Arundel Street. 

This information is available in the planning application, on the Garden Bridge Trust website and in 

the planning condition documents. We produced a comprehensive Transport Assessment to 

support the planning application that was approved in 2014. It is estimated that 7 million people will 

visit or cross the bridge annually. The majority will be existing visitors to the South Bank because 

of the current attractions in the area and volume of associated tourists. Around 3 million of the 7 

million users will be additional to the 26 million who already visit the South Bank each year. 

This is matter for each individual Mayoral candidate. Both Zac Goldsmith (Conservative) and Sadiq 

Khan (Labour) have stated publicly that they support the Bridge project. 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application. This considered the impact on the local area, including the impact on 

the local area and views. The view of Historic England that ‘the bridge would be as a picturesque 

incident in the riverscape…. Its low slung and restrained architecture and engineering will change 

the character of views.. will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from 

historic assets’. 

There are a wide range of professionals working on the project. Arup is leading the design team 

with Heatherwick Studio as lead designer; Dan Pearson as Landscape designers; and Arup as 

engineers and technical specialists. The contractor, Bouygues TP & Cimolai JV have extensive 

experience in building bridges, as do their sub-contractors. 

There are a wide range of professionals working on the project. Arup is leading the design team 

with Heatherwick Studio as lead designer; Dan Pearson as Landscape designers; and Arup as 

engineers and technical specialists. The contractor, Bouygues TP & Cimolai JV have extensive 

experience in building bridges, as do their sub-contractors. 

 

Representation from the public 

I object to the building of the pedestrian bridge known as the Garden Bridge. 

 

This Bridge performs no useful function as a transport link. It is unsuitable for use by large 

numbers of commuters or people needing to cross quickly from either side of the river to the other. 

Routine nighttime closure of a bridge spanning The Thames is unprecedented and underlines that 

this is not a bridge designed to facilitate the movement of people over the river. 

 

It has been sold as an environment enhancing bridge. However it will have a significant carbon 

footprint, much of it being constructed abroad and transported to the UK. The construction will 

require significant destruction of the riverbed of The Thames. Noise pollution will negatively impact 



everyone living in the vicinity or on the delivery routes. Thirty mature and healthy trees, now part of 

the extensive tree-lined riverside walkway on the Southbank, will be destroyed to accommodate 

new Garden Bridge structures. 

 

The viability of young trees located mid-Thames is questioned. Mid-river it is noted that there is a 

corridor over the water in which wind speeds pick up. The elevated position of the Garden Bridge 

over the river will expose everything planted on the bridge to a frequently hostile environment. This 

raises questions about the wisdom of planting in such a location, the viability of the plants and 

health and safety issues for anyone on the bridge on days when there is wind or rain. 

 

The Garden Bridge Trust describe their bridge variously: as "an open space", "a shopping centre", 

"tranquil", "... over 9,000 people will use the Garden Bridge to commute to work". It was originally 

pitched as being entirely privately refunded and costing £60m. It is now funded by £60m of public 

money and is estimated to cost £175m.  

 

The Garden Bridge Trust are a registered charity. The main reason for registering as a charity if to 

avoid paying tax. They have stated that they have to make money to pay for the 3.5m annual 

running costs of the Garden Bridge. However they have received an undertaking that public money 

will be used to underwrite all running costs. This is not a viable business plan.  

 

In conclusion: The Garden Bridge is not a viable project. It does not address any of the transport or 

access needs of Londoners, not even pedestrians. It was insufficiently developed when the plan 

was first agreed to, being expected to go through unchallenged. It has absolutely no green or 

environmental credentials. It is a commercial tourist attraction, run by a charity, being subsidised 

by tax payers, for whom it carries no benefit. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. It is one of 13 new crossings proposed by Transport 

for London, with nine of these in the east. We produced a comprehensive Transport Assessment to 

support the planning application, which identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the 

Garden Bridge. It is estimated that 7 million people will visit or cross the bridge annually. The 

majority will be existing visitors to the South Bank because of the current attractions in the area 

and volume of associated tourists. Around 3 million of the 7 million users will be additional to the 26 

million who already visit the South Bank each year. Other transport benefits include:• The Bridge 

will be free to access and open to the public throughout the year from 6am until midnight, in line 

with other London parks and gardens. • The Garden Bridge will improve connectivity, reduce 

journey times and create new routes, encouraging shorter journeys by foot, while taking pressure 

off Waterloo Station and redirecting people to Temple Station (one of the most under-used in the 

Tube network). • It will be used by 9,000 commuters on weekdays• It is a fully accessible (Waterloo 

and Blackfriars bridges are difficult to access from the South Bank) footbridge, free to use and 

open from 6am to midnight, all controlled through conditions imposed by Lambeth and 

Westminster.• It will generate health benefits through an increase in the number of people walking 

in Central London and result in reduced pedestrian exposure to pollutants.• It will offer an 

opportunity for people to circulate more effectively away from the south bank to the north side by 

creating a wider network of pedestrian routes that criss-cross the river rather than concentrated 

demand on an east west route between the London Eye and Tate Modern. 



The Garden Bridge will provide a unique green corridor between existing areas of biodiversity on 

the North and South banks. It will provide a rich habitat containing some 2,300m2 of planting that 

will help to enrich the area ecologically by providing a significant mix and variety of native and 

adaptive species with 270 new trees and over 100,000 perennials, ferns grasses, bulbs and 

annuals. The tree works on the South Bank have been approved by the Environment agency, 

Lambeth and environmental charities have been consulted. Plans have been updated through 

consultation on the construction, operation and design detail for the South Landing Building. The 

changes made to our plans reflect community responses asking for more space to be kept 

available for pedestrians on Queen’s Walk throughout the build. The South Bank site has been 

rearranged to maintain a width of around eight metres for the vast majority of the construction 

phase. The Queen’s Walk pavement will also now remain largely unaffected until September 2016 

– eight months later than previously planned. Other improvements through consultation include the 

delay of piling works on the South Bank until autumn 2016, a reduction of road journeys by a third 

as most construction material now will be transported by river and ruling out the use of Bernie 

Spain Gardens for construction access. An assessment has been carried out of effects of 

construction works and permanent structures on the river bed; this concludes that effects would not 

be significant. The number of trees felled will be more than offset by the tree planting 

proposed.Planning Conditions discharged to support the response:- Planning Condition WCC and 

LBL No 6 - Scour and Accretion Monitoring Management Plan- Planning Condition WCC No 8 - 

Site Environment Management Plan - Planning Condition LBL No 8 - Code of Construction 

Practice Part B - Planning Condition LBL No10 - Construction Noise and Vibration Mitigation 

Strategy- Planning Condition LBL No14 - Arboricultural Method Statement 

To ensure the survival of the planting on the Bridge a team of experts has designed and 

engineered a solution. The bridge will hold 9,000 tonnes of soil with a significant soil depth, 

particularly over the piers, to allow the plants’ roots to grow and stabilise. We’ve also specially 

selected the plants so that they are suited to this environment and soil scientists are advising on 

the right soil conditions for each species. these issues as well as irrigation have informed the 

design process. We are confident that the landscaping, supported by a comprehensive landscape 

management regime, will be robust and sustainable. The plants species have been carefully 

selected to provide a wide variety of flowering, berrying and fruiting species that will benefit wildlife 

and provide seasonal interest. Natural dipping pools, hibernaculas and winter perennial habitat will 

also help attract faunal biodiversity all year round. The bridge will contribute to, enhance and enrich 

the existing environmental habitats and has the opportunity to act as an educational environment 

for visitors and local communities to explore the benefits of green infrastructure. 

The Garden Bridge will be a multifunctional space. The Bridge will be a transport route for over 

9,000 commuters a day as well as a place for people to meet and admire the planting and 

cityscape. There will be small secluded spaces amongst the planting for people to peel of the main 

walkways and take a slower pace. I can assure you the funding model has been carefully 

constructed to produce the best value for money. Of the £60m of public funds, £20m will be paid 

back to TfL and £27m will be paid back in VAT, therefore the only £13m of public funds will result 

in a major new asset for London. To explain the change in costs, In March 2013, a firm of 

Construction Managers put together an indicative cost at an early stage of design, and suggested 

a figure of £60-65m. It was for construction and professional fees only, and excluded many other 

costs necessary to deliver the project. The Garden Bridge Trust was launched on 1 November 

2013. Before that launch the prospective Trustees had requested the preparation of a total 

development budget, including all of the costs necessary to deliver the project. At the launch of the 

Trust, it had available only a draft estimate, on the basis of which an indicative budget of £150m 

was announced. As well as picking up changes in project scope, this sought to cover all of the 



ancillary costs excluded in the previous estimate. One year later, in December 2014, the bottom 

line budget is £175m, which picks up some further design development, more detailed work on 

estimating all foreseeable costs - and a realistic (and enhanced) contingency allowance, given the 

need to set a target for fundraising and manage the Trust’s risk position. 

The Garden Bridge Trust is a UK registered charity that has been established to fundraise for and 

deliver the Garden Bridge. The Trust will also be responsible for the £2m per year maintenance 

and operations of the bridge in the future. We have a clear business plan in place to fund the 

construction of the Garden Bridge and the estimated £2m per annum needed for ongoing 

maintenance and operations. We will use a mixed model approach to raise funds required for on-

going maintenance and operations, which will comprise of a range of income generating 

techniques. 

 

Representation from the public 

The *********** is one of a number of civic amenity societies recognises by Westminster City 

Council with interests in our case in the southern part of the City of Westminster including the area 

around Temple Underground Station. 

 

In that capacity, the Society formally objected to the project when consulted by Westminster City 

Council in 2014. The Society's views have not changed since then, in no small part to uncertainties 

about a number of aspects of the project including ongoing funding arrangements and public 

access. On that basis, the Society wishes to register a formal Objection to the application by the 

Garden Bridge Trust as set out in your public notice of March 22nd, 2016 to the construction of the 

proposed bridge as an unnecessary intervention in the River Thames and its potential impact on 

certain protected views from viewpoints along the river. 

 

The Society's address for further correspondence is set out above 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. A full Environmental Impact Assessment 

accompanied the application. This considered the impact on the local area, including the impact on 

the local area and views. The view of English Heritage that ‘the bridge would be as a picturesque 

incident in the riverscape…. Its low slung and restrained architecture and engineering will change 

the character of views.. will change but not cause harm to the setting of, and views to and from 

historic assets’. 

 

The Following are the “eight questions” 

Question from the MMO 

Representations were received surrounding concerns the PLA have stated that 24 hour closure of 

the river is not viable and yet plans suggest that this would be the case. 



 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

Discussions with the PLA are ongoing regarding closures of the river. The reference to a 24hr 

closure of the Thames is an extract from the Construction Interface Plan with Thames Tideway 

(one of the planning conditions):  

“2.2.1 For the Garden Bridge project, following consultations with the Port of London Authority, it 

will be necessary to close the river to traffic on only a few occasions of a maximum of 24 hours 

during the construction period.” 

This document was developed due to a request from Tideway to agree the communication process 

between the two projects. The Garden Bridge project team presented a worst case scenario to 

Tideway at the time of writing the document – a 24 hour closure was represented at that time as an 

absolute maximum including preparation, actual closure and contingency.  

However, at the present time the discussions are still ongoing with the PLA, and the main 

contractor (Bouygues TP & Cimolai) is adjusting the sequence of works in order to comply with 

PLA requests, such as the size of convoys and minimising the closure period of the river. The final 

approval of the scheme will be agreed with the PLA via the River Works License and the Notice to 

Mariners process. These full river closures are in any case only required for the installation of the 

large bridge sections in early 2018. 

 

Question from the MMO 

Representations were received surrounding concerns that the bridge would have to be evacuated 

every time large vessels pass. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge meets the Port of London (PLA) clearance requirements for river going traffic, 

together with maintaining required clearance heights at the north and south landings for existing 

pedestrian and vehicular movement. River clearance requirements are bespoke to each section of 

the River Thames and have been developed with and formally agreed by the PLA. 

The Garden Bridge design and importantly, the position of the two piers within the River Thames, 

enables vessels to pass freely in both directions along the existing designated shipping lanes 

without any impact on the bridge or its visitors. The minimum height of the bridge above the water 

at maximum tide is greater than both adjacent bridges – Blackfriars and Waterloo - so any vessel 

approaching the Garden Bridge will already have passed under a lower span and can therefore 

safely pass beneath. 

Similarly, the construction methodology means that while the bridge is being built the workforce will 

be able work safely from temporary river platforms and the piers as they are constructed.  

There will also be specially constructed walkways from the north and south banks for the river (with 

sufficient clearance) to allow the workforce to access the river platforms and piers directly without 

needing to use river transport.  



In order to ensure that the workforce access the sites safely during the construction period and in 

order to mitigate the possibility of a potential collision between a large vessel and the foreshore 

support of the south trestle, the Construction Navigation Risk Assessment proposes to stop the 

workforce using the walkways at certain times when large vessels are passing by.  

 

Question from the MMO 

Representations were received surrounding concerns that the project has a significant Carbon 

Footprint and that the methods of construction and methods of raw material extraction are 

unethical. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The approach to the design and construction of the Garden Bridge has been guided by 

considerations of sustainability including sustainable use of energy. A Sustainability Statement1 

has been prepared which concludes that: 

‘…the Garden Bridge meets or exceeds local and regional policy planning requirements for 

sustainable development from LB Lambeth, WCC and the Mayor’s essential and preferred 

standards for sustainable development (2006).’  

Executive Summary Garden Bridge Planning Application Sustainability Statement May 2014 

An Energy Statement2 has also been prepared. This takes account of the London Plan Energy 

Hierarchy (‘lean, green, clean’) which is to use less energy, supply energy efficiently and to use 

renewable energy. Following this hierarchy, the potential for efficiency and demand reduction 

measures will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as construction and then operation of the Garden 

Bridge progresses so that the carbon footprint can be kept as low as reasonably possible.  

There are a number of good practice measures in terms of managing carbon emissions that the 

Contractor is required to follow. These include:  

Construction Plant 

The Contractor is required to maintain all construction plant and ancillary equipment to maximise 

fuel efficiency and minimise as far as practicable carbon emissions. 

Reducing Carbon 

The contractor is required to outline sustainability measures that are planned to be implemented as 

part of the Works.  This has to be based on a materiality assessment of relevant issues and 

initiatives to be taken forward.  This includes measures to reduce carbon, including embodied 

carbon and the achievement of the South Landing Building BREEAM requirements. 

                                            
1
 http://idoxpa.westminster.gov.uk/online-

applications/files/E2CB04D6224221F364427A70B3E85357/pdf/14_05095_FULL-GARDEN_BRIDGE_-
_SUSTAINABILITY_STATEMENT_PP-3414080.pdf 
2
 http://idoxpa.westminster.gov.uk/online-

applications/files/E2CB04D6224221F364427A70B3E85357/pdf/14_05095_FULL-GARDEN_BRIDGE_-
_SUSTAINABILITY_STATEMENT_PP-3414080.pdf 
 

http://idoxpa.westminster.gov.uk/online-applications/files/E2CB04D6224221F364427A70B3E85357/pdf/14_05095_FULL-GARDEN_BRIDGE_-_SUSTAINABILITY_STATEMENT_PP-3414080.pdf
http://idoxpa.westminster.gov.uk/online-applications/files/E2CB04D6224221F364427A70B3E85357/pdf/14_05095_FULL-GARDEN_BRIDGE_-_SUSTAINABILITY_STATEMENT_PP-3414080.pdf
http://idoxpa.westminster.gov.uk/online-applications/files/E2CB04D6224221F364427A70B3E85357/pdf/14_05095_FULL-GARDEN_BRIDGE_-_SUSTAINABILITY_STATEMENT_PP-3414080.pdf
http://idoxpa.westminster.gov.uk/online-applications/files/E2CB04D6224221F364427A70B3E85357/pdf/14_05095_FULL-GARDEN_BRIDGE_-_SUSTAINABILITY_STATEMENT_PP-3414080.pdf
http://idoxpa.westminster.gov.uk/online-applications/files/E2CB04D6224221F364427A70B3E85357/pdf/14_05095_FULL-GARDEN_BRIDGE_-_SUSTAINABILITY_STATEMENT_PP-3414080.pdf
http://idoxpa.westminster.gov.uk/online-applications/files/E2CB04D6224221F364427A70B3E85357/pdf/14_05095_FULL-GARDEN_BRIDGE_-_SUSTAINABILITY_STATEMENT_PP-3414080.pdf


Freight Related Emissions 

The Contractor shall also consider DEFRA guidance on how to measure and reduce freight related 

emissions. Key areas to consider include: 

a) Routing – reduce vehicle mileage through better route planning; 

b) Loading – reduce empty running; 

c) Select the most appropriate vehicle/ mode; 

d) Improve driver efficiency through training and telematics; 

e) Improve vehicle efficiency through aerodynamics or tyres; and 

f) Switch to more efficient vehicles or fuel. 

Carbon Measurement & Reduction 

The Contractor shall consider the guidance published by the Green Construction Board Carbon 

Subgroup, which is committed to delivering the targets from the Strategy for Sustainable 

Construction. In particular the Contractor shall consider advice on measurement and carbon 

reduction action plans:  

http://www.greenconstructionboard.org/index.php/working-groups 

Responsible Procurement 

The Contractor shall follow the Mayor of London’s responsible procurement themes including 

adhering to the aims of the ‘GLA Group Responsible Procurement Policy’ and also guidelines on 

sustainable procurement. 

Timber shall be procured either from certified recycled, reclaimed or sustainable sources e.g. 

Forestry Stewardship Council (FSC) certified. Preference shall be given to recycled or reclaimed 

sources and all timber shall be supported by chain of custody documentation to verify recycled/ 

reclaimed or sustainable source, including processes for checking and maintaining records to 

demonstrate that all timber delivered to site are from such sources. 

 

The Glencore donation has gone exclusively towards the purchase of a copper-nickel alloy, known 

as cupro-nickel, which will make up a protective skin on the surface of The Garden Bridge. This 

material has an essential aesthetic and protective role as it will be coated on the bridge from river 

bed, right up to the base of the balustrades on the bridge deck.  Glencore is one of the few 

companies which can provide this material and the amount needed for the Garden Bridge. The 

corrosion protective skin it gives to the carbon steel structure will mean that the Bridge is 

maintenance free for a 120 year life, protecting the bridge from river and environmental corrosion. 

 

Question from the MMO 

http://www.greenconstructionboard.org/index.php/working-groups


Representations were received surrounding concerns that there would be significant impacts to 

waste management in the area caused by increased numbers of tourists. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

Both the London Borough of Lambeth (LBL) and Westminster City Council (WCC) imposed a 

planning condition (LBL 14/02792/FUL Condition 25 and WCC 14/05095/FULL Condition 20) 

requiring the Garden Bridge Trust to develop a Waste Management Plan.  

The plan sets out the assumptions, expected waste volumes to be generate(based on maximum 

demand scenarios plus an additional 25%), waste storage and the process for removal for the 

Garden Bridge. It was developed in consultation with LBL, WCC, and local operators (through an 

Operations Reference Group established by the Garden Bridge Trust to understand existing local 

practices and share knowledge and resources). It was also the subject of wider stakeholder, 

community and public consultation in 2015.  

There were no objections to the proposed Waste Management Plan and it was subsequently 

approved by both local authorities in 2016 and the approved version is available here.  

 

Question from the MMO 

Representations were received surrounding concerns that this area of London already is too busy, 

and the Project would impact on quality of life in the area 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

The Garden Bridge is expected to attract approximately 7 million users per annum.  The majority 

will be existing visitors to the South Bank because of the current attractions in the area and volume 

of associated tourists. Around 3 million of the 7 million users will be additional to the 26 million who 

already visit the South Bank each year.  

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. Its location was chosen to link the revived and vibrant 

South Bank with the Northbank. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced to support 

the planning application and identifies significant beneficial effects for the local area resulting from 

the Garden Bridge including:  

 Reduced pedestrian journey times between Temple Underground Station and the South 

Bank; 

 This in turn can encourage the use of Temple Underground Station, reducing demand 

on Embankment and providing an alternative way to access the South Bank; 

 Creating new routes that avoid busy roads, allow for safer walking and improved 

pedestrian safety; 

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils. Once operational, the Bridge will also 

reduce pressure on Waterloo Station, providing a direct connection from the South Bank to Temple 

http://planning.lambeth.gov.uk/online-applications/files/CC65A9DEDD1F4F301B4E356AA3332B86/pdf/15_05212_DET-Revised_Waste_Management_Plan-1628997.pdf


Underground Station (and vice versa), the North Bank, Covent Garden, the city, and beyond. In 

terms of the accessibility, the Bridge has the potential to improve the quality of life for those with 

impaired mobility. Step free access to Waterloo Bridge involves long diversions from the South 

Bank, whereas the Garden Bridge will have step free access directly from the Queen’s Walk.   

 

Question from the MMO 

Representations were received stating that the Garden Bridge Trust do not a have lease for the 

land.  GBT are not a competent body and are clearly under-resourced. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

Negotiations on the lease for the land are ongoing and the Garden Bridge Trust expects they will 

be completed shortly.  

The Garden Bridge Trust is a charity set up to build and maintain the Bridge. It is led by a diverse 

group of Trustees with a range of professional backgrounds -including from the construction, 

communications, arts and charity sectors - to help deliver the project.  

The Trust has an operational team of an appropriate size that, with the support of a wider team of 

technical consultants (engineering, design, landscaping, environment, planning, planting and 

construction) has taken the project from its original planning approval to construction-ready 

(including raising £85m in private donations) in 18 months and is more than capable of delivering 

the Bridge.  

 

Question from the MMO 

Representations were received surrounding concerns that there would be significant impacts to the 

hydrology of the area if constructed. 

 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

An assessment has been carried out to understand the likely effects of the proposed Garden 

Bridge development (including the relocation of the HQS Wellington) on water in terms of drainage 

and flooding and flow, scour and deposition.  The assessment included engagement with statutory 

consultees notably the Environment Agency.  The assessment examines effects during 

construction, once the bridge is built and then becomes operational.  For drainage and flooding, 

there are no significant effects on hydrology.  The full range of matters considered can be found in 

Table 11.1 of the Environmental Statement.  

Hydraulic modelling of the river flow, flow-induced bed shear stress and a desk assessment of the 

scour depth has been undertaken using a 3-dimensional hydrodynamic model. This has been 

carried out for the temporary construction works as well as once the works are complete.  The 

assessment concludes that there would be no significant effects on river flow, scour and deposition 

(Table 12.5).  As a standard measure for such projects, monitoring of river bed conditions will be 

carried out as stipulated in the Code of Construction Practice Part A (10.1.12). 



The assessment has taken account of other development in the vicinity of the Garden Bridge that 

may have the potential to introduce elevated effects on the environment, notably the Thames 

Tideway Tunnel. This cumulative assessment concludes that effects would remain not significant.  

 

Question from the MMO 

Representations were received surrounding concerns that no other sites were considered. 

 

Response from the Garden Bridge Trust 

Through the Mayor’s Transport Strategy, Transport for London (TfL) has a plan for accommodating 

growth in London, unlocking development land and galvanising the resulting economic 

opportunities through investment in existing and new infrastructure. New Thames crossings are an 

integral part of this strategy. The Garden Bridge is one of 13 new crossings proposed by TfL, with 

nine of these in the east (see map http://content.tfl.gov.uk/new-river-crossings-for-london-dec-

2015.pdf). The need for each crossing is different, as are the constraints at each site associated 

with shipping activity. The Garden Bridge is designed in a way that ensures it meets the specific 

needs of the area while responding to its particular location along the Thames. 

A new footbridge in this location – right in the heart of central London – will help connect the city 

and make it an easier place to walk around. Its location was chosen to link the revived and vibrant 

South Bank with the Northbank. A comprehensive Transport Assessment was produced to support 

the planning application and identifies significant beneficial effects resulting from the Garden 

Bridge including:  

 Reduced pedestrian journey times between Temple Underground Station and the South 

Bank; 

 Linking cultural centres and tourist attractions on the North and South Banks; 

 Encouraging the use of Temple Underground Station and reducing demand on 

Embankment; 

 Creating new routes that avoid busy roads, allow for safer walking and improved 

pedestrian safety; 

 Adding to London’s cultural offer and providing a new attraction for tourists.  

The Garden Bridge has been through the planning application process and received planning 

consent from both Lambeth and Westminster councils.  

 

 

 

http://content.tfl.gov.uk/new-river-crossings-for-london-dec-2015.pdf
http://content.tfl.gov.uk/new-river-crossings-for-london-dec-2015.pdf

