I attended the well attended PLA River Users Consultative Forum (Upper) which whilst covering all the other routine business of that committee for its first half there was a full discussion on the proposed River Park.

Previously I had a wider consultation via e-mail to ATYC Clubs and through RYA Thames & London Region and ATYC officers.

Personally I had some concerns of such a wide construction on the North Shore just above the Tower Bridge which is a turbulent stretch of the Tideway and just where it narrows coming upstream and at about half tide but was prepared to listen to comment both from the wider consultation and from those experienced members of the trade and other organisations at the meeting.

Prior to the meeting IWA had come out strongly advising they were completely opposed to it.

David Jones, an ATYC Vice Chair, is now shadowing me at these meetings and he was there as the ATYC Representative and I was there at the regional RYA representative.

My e-mail consultation was pretty disappointing but the view was that perhaps such an idea might improve the ambience of the river. It was countered after by one person having the erroneous idea that it would provide additional moorings for recreational craft but this would be untenable in these reaches.

Universally the meeting understood that it was a political move by the Mayor and that it would be wrong to object in principle but the following comments were unanimously expressed.

It appears that no comprehensive risk assessment has been made taking into account all the many diverse factors. It was suggested that the developer’s assessment was less than complete.

There was no protection for commercial craft hitting the structure.

With a cruise ship or Royal or other foreign navy vessels moored alongside the Belfast the river will be even more congested.

With it in place heavy commercial tug traffic if getting into problems through bridges had no room to manoeuvre the structure taking the space.

It was suggested that there could be an additional half knot of tide or more and the flood tide actually hits the structure. It is already a most turbulent stretch of tidal water. I have often said that it can be rougher cruising through the London Bridges with the embankment walls giving huge canal affect from the busy wash of commercial draft which is building year on year than crossing the channel.

It was suggested that it being in place it is likely that there would be significant build of silt in other areas which would need continual dredging.

It had been suggested in the proposal that there would be Fast Clipper Terminals – the directors of Clipper advised that this had been included without his company’s knowledge and had no need to use it.

It was suggested that it provided no added value to the actual river it being a specific Tourist attraction and it is certainly not in the right place.

It was suggested that it would require continual maintenance taking up scarce water space in future years and there could be speed restrictions over and above now in place.

It was suggested that at low water it would ground!

I think that it is fair to say that the meeting came to the conclusion is that it is not a good idea. 

David Jones who had come to the meeting with a completely open mind advised the meeting that having heard all the comments he would recommend that ATYC were not in favour of it as proposed.

Michael S.

