
Dulwich Residents Association 
AGM  3 November 2020 
Minutes 
 

1. Welcome by Chair to Members, Affiliates, and guest Susan Badman  
 
Apologies – none 
 
Total attendees- 15, all Members, Affiliates plus guest Sue Badman (Dulwich 
Society) 

             Proxy votes from 5 Member households. 
 

2. Minutes of first AGM 4 November 2019 for approval – Sue Badman 
suggested amendment to Dulwich Estate Scheme Advisory group from 
Dulwich Estate Planning Committee. 
 
Resolution 1 ‘Approve minutes of 2019 AGM’ was passed subject to with 
this amendment, all votes cast being ‘In favour’. 

 
3. Committee’s Report: Reports from Chair, Vice Chair (Broadband) and Hon 

Secretary (PiTP)  
 

Chair 
Chair reported responding to the initiative of Our Healthy Streets engaged the 
Committee and this was followed by Proposals under Covid emergency 
powers which developed some of the OHS proposals. The Committee is 
actively engaging with the Council to attempt to ameliorate the obvious 
problems changes that have already taken place have created. See item 7 
below. 
 
Vice Chair  
Vice Chair reported on the Broadband issue as follows: 

“At the 2019 AGM I promised to do something to help improve our 
broadband.  Two or three parties had tried before me. 
Firstly, I sent a survey questionnaire out to members.  The majority of 
households at the north end of DV, and the majority of College Road, all had 
services with Sky or Virgin Media, or were happy with the speeds they had 
from their BT broadband. 
This left from the Park to the Burial Ground, and from Turney Road to the 
traffic island on the west side.  There are one or two exceptions of course. 
I then was able to see from the returns how the speeds are poor, the quarterly 
costs are high, and the satisfaction barely registering with the BT service. 
After reaching an impasse with BT and making a complaint direct to the CEO I 
was given an Openreach minder.  The shock was finding out we are 
surrounded by fast speeds whilst ours was described to me by a friend from 
Turney Road as ‘positively Neolithic”. 



Openreach encouraged me to create a Community Fibre Partnership and 42 
households signed up.  We then had the horrifying quote of over £48,000 to 
upgrade the cabinet that served our homes, and which is the only original 
cabinet left in SE21.   
This coincided with Cllr Leeming having talks with Southwark council officers 
and Openreach.  He also had talks with Simone Crofton of the DE and she 
met with one of the council officers, who told her of the various private 
companies wanting to work to bring fibre to the area.   We have Cllr Leeming 
to thank for facilitating this and pushing on our behalf.  
Although we thought Openreach would upgrade for us, it looks as if the 
preferred partner of the Estate is going to be Community Fibre.  I have had a 
few discussions with them and in the next few weeks they will be doing a 
survey of the DV area requiring fibre, and after that they seem to think the 
work will be done in the first few months of 2021 - unless there is a hiccup 
with the survey, concerning trees or excavations they will have to do.  There 
may be a delay in rolling out to every single household if there are survey 
problems. 
I will continue to give updates as soon as I hear anything concrete and rest 
assured, I will be continuing to nag to get the work done as soon as possible.” 
                                             
 
Secretary 
 
Secretary reported on the Pub in the Park proposal:  “this has largely been 
forgotten in the wake of subsequent developments but entailed a proposal for 
a two and a half day festival of food and music for up to 4,999 people in July 
in Dulwich Park fronted by Tom Kerridge and other chefs, and supported by 
musical entertainment. This had been approved by Southwark Events 
committee but resisted by the Licensing committee and several residents who 
attended Licensing committee meetings. Grounds for complaint from 
residents included disruption and noise disturbance. The festival was 
approved by the Licensing Committee but was subjected to a raft of 
conditions. In the event it did not take place in 2020 but a subsequent appeal 
on a technical point allowed it to go forward in perpetuity from 2021, subject to 
meeting stringent conditions.  The Secretary will be reminding residents how 
to make complaints about noise and disturbance.” 
 
4. Committee Elections for 2020  

Nominations for the committee must be received by the Secretary in 
writing at least three days before the AGM. 
The deadline for nominations was midnight Saturday 31 October. 
No nominations other than for existing Committee Members were 
received. 
 
Resolutions 2-6 relating to re-election of Committee Members all passed 
with all votes cast being ‘In favour’. 
 

5. Possible addition of new streets to the Association  
 



Membership on 12 October stood at 77 of 114 households (67.4%) 
There are in addition 7 affiliate (Non-voting) members, 5 in Pickwick Road and 
2 in Mitchells Place. 
Proposal for approval: amendment of the Constitution giving the committee 
power to co-opt  adjoining streets which are not currently members of any 
other residents’ association and that can demonstrate a majority of 
households in favour of joining the DRA and which in the opinion of the 
committee share common interests with the current membership of the RA. 
 
Vice Chair spoke as follows: “Several people I have met through NW and via 
friends who are members of the RA on DV, have expressed an interest to join 
us.  A few months ago we sent out a pretty basic leaflet inviting individuals in 
Boxall, Aysgarth and Pickwick roads to join up as non-voting members, and 
five people in Pickwick Road and two in Mitchell’s Place joined.  However, it 
does seem a natural fit for them to join with us especially if not everyone 
wants to have the formality of their own RA.  I feel we should welcome 
individuals who wish to join and persuade others at a later time.  We need the 
permission to alter the constitution to invite the residents of these streets to 
join us.  This will hopefully add to our influence as an enlarged RA.” 
 
 
6. Proposal for approval: “house-keeping” amendments to the Constitution, 

as circulated to Members, to reflect the experience of the first year 
of operation of the RA. Note that these changes include those to effect the 
possible expansion of the Association as discussed above. 

In discussion the meeting quorate number of 15 was questioned by one 
member, who asked whether, if the Association expanded by co-opting new 
streets in line with the above discussion, the quorum should be increased.  
After some discussion it was agreed that if the size of the Association 
membership increased materially as a result of co-opting new streets, then 
the Committee would review whether the quorum number of 15 remained 
appropriate. 
 
Resolution 7 ‘Approve the proposed amendments to the Constitution as set 
out in the draft dated 1 November 2020’ was passed with all votes cast in 
favour 
 

 
7. The roads measures and ‘our complementary proposal’- Chair to report 

and invite members to discuss and agree further action. 
Chair reported:  
“The next topic is Southwark’s roads measures. This has been a moving 
target, with Southwark using emergency Covid powers to push through road 
closures without consultation. The junction closure in particular has had a 
significant impact on our residents on Dulwich Village, especially the North 
end. The proposed timed restrictions on Northbound traffic, currently slated 
to go live in the week commencing 16 November, will relieve Dulwich Village 



of traffic at school drop-off and pick-up times but residents will still be seeing 
displacement traffic at weekends and outside the restricted hours. The 
righthand filter at Dulwich Village/ East Dulwich Grove, which was designed 
to reduce backed up traffic on Dulwich Village North, has had a fixed cycle 
lane added; the result seems to be more traffic backed up rather than less. 
There is still no progress regarding an access scheme. Without this, many 
of our residents will face serious access issues once the restrictions go live. 
Given all this, we have developed a plan which would allow the junction to 
re-open, and would allow access through the restrictions to all residents of 
Southwark; we think that the net effect of this would be a considerable 
reduction in traffic displaced onto Dulwich Village, especially outside the 
restricted hours, plus reasonable access for residents and renewed hope 
for the shops and restaurants in the Village. 
We think this plan could have broad appeal – we think we have a much 
greater chance of getting Southwark to act if we can join forces with other 
RA’s and organisations. In particular we hope to find common cause with 
One Dulwich, who we know already count many of you among their 1,700 
members. You may ask why we don’t simply campaign for the junction to be 
completely re-opened and the restrictions removed. The answer is, we don’t 
think that this is likely to happen, for the simple reason that Southwark have 
invested significant political capital in this exercise and are unlikely to 
abandon it entirely. We also know that they have long considered the 
junction dangerously overloaded at peak times, and not without reason. 
We do think with the changes of Cabinet positions at Southwark, there is the 
opportunity for fresh thinking and thus an opportunity for us to press the 
Council to adapt the scheme. 
If it becomes clear that Southwark are refusing to make these reasonable 
adaptations to their scheme, then we would – subject to your support – 
revert to a position of campaigning to have the scheme reversed. 
What we are asking for in Resolution 8 is your support for our current 
position, which was set out in more detail in our speech to Southwark’s 
Cabinet meeting on 20 October, a transcript of which is available on our 
website. 
With this support, we will redouble our efforts to get Southwark to listen, to 
build a coalition of local groups, and ultimately to achieve the best result for 
you, our members and residents.” 
 

There followed discussion during which numerous points were raised.  
 
One member felt that the RA resolutions of March, namely reducing pollution 
levels, restrictions for southbound traffic, proof of efficacy of actions by 
supplying measured data, pressure on Southwark to set meaningful target 
levels continued to be relevant and should be pursued by the Association.  
 
Others commented that standing traffic was a source of pollution. The 
proposals as implemented so far are not reducing pollution but creating it. Many 



noted the increase in pollution since the Council began to implement changes. 
There were also complaints that there is no apparent measuring of pollution 
levels, nor is an adequate traffic count taking place. There has been an absence 
of consultation in implementing all the changes. There is a need for Blue Badge 
holders to be provided with parking facilities. There is a need to act before 
changes are implemented but lack of consultation is making this difficult.  
 
The Chair said that the closing of the junction and the consequent effect on 
traffic had led to the concern with traffic issues but that the March resolutions 
should be brought forward in tandem with the current complementary 
proposals. 
 
One member queried the Chair’s suggestion that the access scheme should be 
open to all residents of Southwark.  There was some discussion on this topic.  
The Chair said that while it was hard to estimate, it was likely that a significant 
part of the ‘through traffic’ through the village originated outside Southwark.  
Nevertheless, the resolution 8 as drafted refers to a ‘broad’ access scheme 
rather than specifying all of Southwark, and the Chair’s comments to Southwark 
made clear there were a range of views on this topic, so there is scope for 
further discussion among our members on this topic in the future. 
 
It was agreed that the Chair and the Committee would, on behalf of the 
Association, continue to press Southwark to implement proper traffic monitoring 
and pollution monitoring, and to implement the measures agreed in our 9 March 
resolution. 
 
Resolution 8 being ‘Support the statement made by the Chair to the 
Southwark Cabinet Meeting on 20 October 2020 (as set out on the DVRA 
website www.dulwichra.org.uk), and empower the Chair and the Committee to 
continue to pursue modifications to Southwark’s plans for permeable filters 
(road closures) and timed restrictions in Dulwich Ward, in particular through 
pressing for the implementation of a broad access scheme and for the 
installation of a timed restriction at the Dulwich Village junction to allow the 
permeable filters (closures) on Calton Avenue and Court Lane to be removed’ 
was passed with all votes cast being ‘In favour’. 
 
8. Future activity – report from Chair/Vice Chair. 

After the discussion and vote as above the Chair reported he now has the 
backing of the RA and feels able to go back to the Council, especially 
Councillor Rose, and press for a response. 
 
The Committee will continue to promote the complementary changes 
proposed, continue to press for the setting of targets and measuring of 
pollution levels and traffic flows, the improvement of access and ultimately the 
reduction of southbound traffic. The Committee will also continue to reach out 
to other organisations in the area to develop a coalition of interest. 



 
9. AOB 
 
 The Vice Chair advertised a request from One Dulwich for help with traffic     
counts on alternate Wednesdays. 
 
10. Date of next AGM - Tuesday 2nd November 2021(provisional) 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 


