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REPORT OF MEETING BETWEEN

MR PAUL EVANS (Thames Valley Police)

And

MICHAEL SHEFRAS (TUGn)

1200 – 1315 WEDNESDAY 24 FEBRUARY, 2010

2012 OLYMPIC RIVER USE
1.
From an updated “Action” point based on TUGn Reference Paper 1025 there was an action point for MS to follow up discussions with Thames Valley Police.

2.
Fortunately before Michael S could follow up his contact, the TV Police telephoned to talk with him and the following is a report of the discussion.

3.
 It was absolutely clear that the Thames Valley Police planning team had no wish to close the river during the Olympic period.
4.
Paul had been copied the TUGn letter to ODA and their response confirming that it was not their intention to close the river!

5.
TV Police where concerned that planning for the proposed bridge to take pedestrian traffic (Not Vehicles) from Windsor Race Course had not yet been firmed up by LOCOG.

5.1
TVP are aware that the bridge used at the Reading Festival is suitable, but it seems that LOCOG the group that follows the action of the ODA and which takes on the responsibility for delivery and security had not yet been able to deliver a suitable plan.

6.
Have considered from a security perspective that the bridge could be targeted when there might be much pedestrian traffic – ie at the start and end of the rowing
7.
On the table might be a “pontoon type” of bridge that would require moving to allow boat traffic.

7.1
MS empathically advised that this would not be acceptable,

7.2
TVP are also opposed to such an idea.

8.
MS discussed the magnitude of the problem:

8.1
 The period being right in the middle of the high season

8.2
Three major marinas between Boveny and Bray where the bridge will be situated.

8.3
Boaters will require clear passage through the entire Olympic period

(8.4
NOT DISUCSSED – MOORINGS BETWEEN BOVENY AND BRAY)

8.5
Whatever the final design MS emphasised that users would expect at all times to be able to pass under the bridge, and ideally the headroom over the navigation channel should be the approximately 6m, although ceding the point that the bridge used for the Reading Festival had not appeared to cause any problems.  (Eton bridge is also just under 12’ clearance in the middle.)
9.
Turning to the security risks of boats MS explained

9.1
It would not be acceptable for a closure to allow pontoons to be split at busy periods.
9.2
MS explained that every boat on the Thames has to be registered and the names of the boat are a clear identification of the user.

9.2.1
He was sure that boaters who intend to use the stretch of the river would co-operate at the check points which could be Boveny and Bray locks.

9.3
The proprietors of the three marinas he was sure would cooperate with the police in identifying the owners of boats within their marinas, and all of these should also be registered with the EA.

9.4
All visitors should have visitors identification clearly indicated on the boat, and the EA should have the addresses etc.

9.5.
He explained that there were less than 200 hire boats from very few Hire Boat Companies and it would not be difficult to identify the hirers during the period of the Olympics.

10.
Paul Evans explained that the threat to the games was considered relatively high.

10.1
 The ODA are responsible for the design & build phase with LOCOG taking over responsibility for the security of the structure during games time.

10.2
TV are experienced with policing major events – Royal Ascot and Henley RRR is a prime example.

10.3
The World Rowing Championships that accommodated up to 20,000 required minimal policing.

10.4
However, because of security risks and other issues (Access, ‘Green Games’ etc) cars which could contain threats to security would be kept clear from the Olympic site – hence the bridge.

.

11.
During the discussion MS raised the question of canoe use on the river and was advised:

11.1
There is an intention to divert traffic out of Bray Lock downstream to take the channel the starboard side of the island to allow a buoyed channel for canoe practise on the port side of the island whilst the rowing is taking place!   The navigation channel to continue down river on the Oakley Court Hotel side.

111.1
It was not clear who would lay this course, or who would pay or manage it!   MS would discuss this with the EA.

11.2
MS commented that he was not sure if there was enough water in the divered channel to allow this plan to proceed.

11.2.1 Whatever is planned has to allow clear passage within the published service levels to allow two boats pass up and down stream at the same time.
OUTCOME

12.
It is the intention of the TVP to cooperate in the best way they could with the boaters, and he would be pleased to maintain continual contact with TUGn as plans develop.

13.
MS would be able to discuss the matter within the various forums that he attends

14.
It was mutually noted that there was still two years to allow proper planning to take place and now contact had been made it should now be relatively comfortable process.

15.
MS has action with EA as well as within TUGn.
16.
MS would also make contact with LOCOG and Paul would advise contact.
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