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NATIONAL HERITAGE AND THE OLYMPICS:
A CLASH OF VALUES
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The new decade sees the fight to save Greenwich Park’s heritage intensify.

First congratulations to one of NOGOE's patrons, Margaret Tyzack, who was
awarded the CBE in the New Years Honours List - 38 years after being awarded the
OBE. She told the press, concerning the use of Greenwich Park for the Olympics,
that, “There are plenty of backdrops to showpiece London without vandalising a
World Heritage Site”.

And that’s not putting it too strongly because the plans that LOCOG worked so hard
to conceal, as recently as the September meeting at Blackheath Halls, and the
October Exhibition in Greenwich, are now disclosed in their application for planning
permission. It would appear that, far from scaremongering, NOGOE has seriously
underestimated the impact that the equestrian Olympics would have; and it boils
down to a simple question: are we as a nation prepared to lose heritage features
for the sake of the Olympics?

Certainly the local politicians and amenity societies who trusted LOCOG'’s
assurances that no damage would be done must now review their positions.

Have Your Say: Sunday 17 January 2010

A small group of NOGOE members has been analysing the 3000-page planning
application, and the job now is to inform the public of the impacts, and collect
signatures to object to this development. We shall be holding an OPEN MEETING
for the public to consider and discuss the planning application. Local politicians
have been invited and there will be experts speaking on various aspects. So put in
your diary Sunday 17 January 2 - 4pm, John Roan School, Maze Hill Site. Be there
and make a difference.

Object Object Object

A book could be written on the deficiencies in the paperwork for the planning
application. A few examples are mentioned below. Even though it is possible to
assess the enormity and unaccepatability of LOCOG’s proposals, they are at heart
an incomplete set of documents. They are incomplete because so many details are
omitted, from the precise routing of the cross-country track to the method of
construction of the main stadium (three alternatives are presented). They are full of
actions that “may” be necesssary, actions that will be taken “where” or “if’ “possible”
or “practicable” and plans “to be developed”. If permission were to be granted on
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the basis of the current application, LOCOG would have carte blanche to do what it
liked to achieve its object of presenting Olympic events in Greenwich Park.
Conditions or requirements for subsequent approvals would be meaningless,
because it would be almost certainly impossible for anyone to stop the juggernaut at
that stage.

If local democracy is to play any part then everyone who cares about Greenwich
Park should write to the Council objecting to the granting of permission. The second
page of our Notice for the 17 January meeting sets out some key reasons for doing
so (there are many others). Itis essential that as many people as possible write in
with their objections. We strongly urge you to object. Full details are on the
Notice and objections can be sent by email to: planningapps@greenwich.gov.uk
(please ignore any reference to the closure of the consultation period on the
Council’s website, but send your comments as soon as possible).

The following letter, copied to NOGOE by a local resident, sums up the impact
rather well. It was sent to LOCOG and also to local councillors and members of the
Olympics Board, and with the author’s permission (address supplied) we reproduce
it here:
1% January 2010
Dear Lord Coe,
The Olympic Equestrian Events in Greenwich Park
My family went for a walk in Greenwich Park this morning. It was a beautiful crisp day. The
sun was shining and hundreds of people were out walking, running, exercising their dogs and
enjoying the start of the year. The park with its ancient trees, undulations covering Saxon
burial mounds, leaf covered ground, magnificent views and historic buildings was looking at
its best.
As | looked at the wonderful surroundings | thought that what the park really needs is:
- Three years of major building work.
- The removal of the branches of over 70 trees to a height of 11 feet.
- 6,500 extra lorry and 36,000 extra vehicle movements in the vicinity.
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House.
- The introduction of some 160 tonne cranes, 5 tonne mini excavators, bulldozers and JCBs.
- The erection of a nine foot high metal fence interspersed with 16 foot high poles carrying
security cameras around large parts of the park.
- All the accompanying destruction and mess that this will make.
- The partial closure of the park for the next five years.
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All this to be done on behalf of a minority elite sport of the wealthy in one of the poorest
boroughs in London. At the end of the Olympic Games, all will be dismantled and only the
legacy of destruction left behind with the locals picking up the pieces for the shattered park.
Meanwhile Hickstead, a pre-existing equestrian venue 35 miles from London which would
happily receive the Games and the accompanying investment will be left with nothing .
How futile. How foolish. How destructive. Please reconsider and take the equestrian events
elsewhere.

Patrick Wellington


mailto:planningapps@greenwich.gov.uk

So what else has been going on?

Legal Issues

From Day 1 NOGOE has been saying that the Park is too small for these events.
LOCOG finally accepted this when it proposed to use Circus Field on Blackheath for
stabling, training and ancillary services. We gave an exclusive to the Mail On
Sunday who broke a story on 6 December about the unlawfulness of installing such
a compound on the Heath. In doing so we were supporting the discovery, by
eminent local historian, Neil Rhind MBE and Blackheath solicitor, Lionel Lewis, of
the Metropolitan Commons Act 1866 preventing enclosure of any part of the Heath,
since it is common land. They wrote to Greenwich Council about this issue and so
did the Blackheath Society, with whom they worked in partnership. The Council has
replied that this is not a planning issue and that the process would continue. Lord
Coe, in a statement to a House of Commons Select Committee, said that this law
was a matter of interpretation and their lawyers were working on getting the
necessary permissions.

In fact, it will not be as simple as obtaining a few permissions; permission cannot be
given for something that is unlawful, as enlosing the Heath appears to be.

Our objection to the closure of Greenwich Park itself also continues and we are
contemplating legal challenges to both these mis-uses of public land. If you would
like to consider a contribution to our fighting fund for legal action, please let
us know.

Media Coverage

Media interest in the planning application started as soon as LOCOG submitted it on
30 November with its media release which included the most patronising quote
imaginable from Lord Coe when he said, “ We know how much the people of
Greenwich love their park”.

Investigative journalist, Andrew Gilligan, was first to give his initial impressions in
the Daily Telegraph and in his own blog: http://www.greenwich.co.uk/andrew-
gilligan/02399-greenwich-park-olympics-works-will-affect-park-for-five-years.

NOGOE members were featured twice in Radio 4’s You & Yours programme. The
first carried a live phone-in by Michael Goldman to Tessa Jowell. The second
featured a 4-minute interview with Alasdair Neil, giving assured reactions to
planning issues.

Other coverage appeared in the Guardian, Evening Standard (which estimated that
these events would cost £42million, and which also published a letter to the editor
from NOGOE), The Independent, Greenwich Mercury, News Shopper, Docklands
News and Inside the Games. Most featured a quote from John Hine, one of
NOGOE’s Coordinators, who said, “From the application it appears that many of
NOGOE'’s worst fears about the impact of the event have been realised”.
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LOCOGG6s Mastery of Spin

The DCMS Select Committee recently interrogated Lord Coe about LOCOG’s plans
for Greenwich Park. He gave a masterclass in evasion and selective answering of
guestions. The following gives an indication of how he was let off the hook:

Q. According to the Evening Standard (09/12/09) the estimated cost for using
Greenwich Park has increased to £42million. Wouldn't it be cheaper to use existing
facilities?

A. That figure is not correct

Q. What is the correct figure?

A. We can’t divulge that for reasons of commercial sensitivity.

Q. What about a legacy for the sport?

A. There is no legacy in 3-day eventing. The legacy is to encourage Londoners to
get involved in riding. Using Greenwich Park we can bring riding to a new audience
and the stunning backdrop would make for strong TV.

Q. Won't this damage the Park which is after all a World Heritage Site?

A. There was no damage to the golf course in Hong Kong.

Q. What about the Metropolitan Commons Act of 1866 which would make the use of
Blackheath illegal?

A. This has been misinterpreted. We are confident of getting permission.

Q. So you won’t be coming back to ask Parliament to change the Law?

A. No.

Q. Do you think planning permission is a foregone conclusion?

A. No, it’s not a formality

NOGOE has had much experience of LOCOG’s manipulation of information. The
gem from a huge collection must be the occasion when a manager at the LOCOG
shop dismissed the impact of the stadium build as “just a bit of scaffolding”. One
doesn’t need 160 tonne cranes, excavators and bulldozers for just a bit of
scaffolding; In fact, the stadium is a massive structure, with stands on three sides
that are significantly higher than the top of the Queen’s House (even so,it is
proposed to remove 450mm of topsoil).

From the planning application it appears that LOCOG conveniently carried out a bat
survey at the wrong time of year - far too late except for the ‘stragglers’ - and
appears not to be aware of bats in the conduits, who would be affected by the
daytime disturbance. It also appears that a stag beetle survey has not been carried
out.

Then there is the Nielsen survey submitted to support the application. LOCOG has
refused to disclose a full list of questions, but some are set out in the planning
application, which appear to lead towards achieving the outcome that has been
reported, namely that: “when asked, 84.8% of borough residents were in favour of
the use of Greenwich Park for the Games, provided that the whole Park would only
be closed for a period of up to 6 weeks, no permanent damage will be done to the
Park and considering the economic and social benefits”. That result bears no
relationship to the views of the many thousands of local resdents that we have
spoken to and is, in our view, valueless. Michael Goldman, a past member of the
Market Research Society, has written a letter of complaint to the Market Research
Society Standards Department Committee about the way in which the survey was
conducted.



We know that the cross-country course is likely to cause serious harm to the Park,
but have you any idea of the size of the arena and stands when set against the
Queen’s House? It is extremely difficult to gain a clear understanding of what is
proposed from the information so far provided, no doubt because it is so enormous
and unattractive, but the following images, based on LOCOG'’s drawings, will
provide some idea of what LOCOG wishes on our Park:

Main Arena Seating Plan (Queen’s House and colonnades to the left)
Dwg No POP-A-EQ-XX-GRP-PL 00-202
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Queen’s House (looking from Romney Road to the Park)
Dwg No POP-A-EQ-XX-GRP-EL 00-525



We end with an article which first appeared in the November issue of Blackheathan,
the parish magazine of St. Mary’s. The article was written by a NOGOE committee
member and is in keeping with the heritage theme of this Newsletter.

A Sport & Culture Clash
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Olympia, 776 BC - the first Olympics, which also provided an occasion to produce lasting
cultural achievements in architecture, maths, sculpture and poetry.
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(copyrlght trustees of the British Museum)

London, 2012 AD - the Olympic Games are now predominantly about sport, with a parallel

£7m Cultural Olympiad to supportthe Arts-A F G KI 6§ Q&4 4Kk yYi3@20A QDdzd S &®
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a World Heritage Site. Holding these events here would have a damaging historical and

ecological impact.

Politicians took this decision purely on sporting grounds and showed little respect for

historical landscape. Although organisers LOCOG state it is being advised about protective

measures to mitigate damage to the ecology and archaeology, there is always the possibility

of accidents from preparation of the cross country course as well as from the 75 horses and
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historic archaeological background, is beautiful and fragile; and for this reason English

Heritage initially opposed theplan-dzy G A f A0 61 & oONRdzZAK{G Ayd2 Ay,
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Roman and medieval archaeology, its precious flora and fauna, its noble 17 C trees to be
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Many horticultural experts have added their concern:
. Rowland Byass, lecturer in Historic Garden Conservation at Greenwich University
thinks that the Park is not a suitable site.
e ¢2Y C¢dZNYSNE Ay KAad NBaAaLISOGSR 6S0aArAidS DI NRS
twice the size of the tree canopies are fenced for protection, as they must be for
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. This protection zone was confirmed by the Ancient Tree Forum, part of the Woodland
Trust, adding that ancient trees should be treated like a Rembrandt. They are likely to
object to the planning application.
. Tim Richardson is a trustee of The Historic Gardens Association, a statutory consultee
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my voice to those opposing this plan. The Olympics steamroller should be stopped

before it flattens, floods, breaks, mangles and otherwise chews up beautiful Greenwich
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Consider three other points about the ecology and archaeology:
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insects.
. The cross country track passes over Roman archaeology, and LOCOG has stated it will

aerate and strengthen the grass to avoid ground penetration. However this area also
has rare protected acid grasses and it should not be allowed to treat them, or apply
matting, for fear of damaging them.
. There is a network of underground conduits in the Park. Per von Scheibner, who has
studied them for the last 15 years, feels that all the conduits have not been mapped.
Moreover no one knows where all the weakened access points are, nor whether there
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the weight of horse and rider or the concentrated flow of spectators that would pose a
risk.

Does it matter if some Roman artefacts lying a few inches below the ground get damaged?
Does it matter if acid grasses which enhance bio-diversity get destroyed? Does it matter if
tree roots get permanently damaged?
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against their determination to hold these events in Greenwich - totally against the spirit of

the first Olympics.

Put a stop to this madness by objecting to the planning application.



