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Item 5. Public Questions 

Add the following public question:-  

 

Question 35 – Hammersmith Bridge 

From: Dionne Bridgeman, Resident 

To: The Cabinet Member for the Environment 

“If Professor Fleck’s mid-December government-commissioned engineering report 
said the bridge could be quickly made safe for pedestrians to use, what is stopping 
you from opening it? 

 

Item 6.3 Review of the Constitution 

Add the following as recommendation 4:- 

4. That Council agree the following changes to committee memberships: 

 Appoint Councillor David Morton to the Finance, Commercial Revenue 

and Contracts Policy and Accountability Committee to replace 

Councillor Fiona Smith. 

 Appoint Councillor Fiona Smith to the Community Safety and 

Environment Policy and Accountability Committee to replace Councillor 

David Morton. 

 

 

 



Amendments to Special Motions 
 
AMENDMENT TO SPECIAL MOTION NO.3 – COUNCIL CONSULTATIONS 
 
Standing in the names of: 
 

(i) Councillor Ben Coleman 
 
(ii) Councillor Wesley Harcourt 

 
 
Delete all after “As such...” in para 2, and insert: 
 
“this Council notes the significant levels of engagement with local residents in 
developing the South Fulham Traffic, Congestion and Pollution Reduction Scheme.  
 
It further notes the involvement of Keep Britain Tidy in speaking to residents 
regarding the prototype waste collection scheme, the number of information leaflets 
provided and the continued direct contact with residents before, during and after the 
start of the scheme.  
 
The Council is extensively consulting and listening to residents on rebuilding two 
primary schools in the absence of government funding since the Conservative-led 
coalition scrapped Building Schools for the Future. 
 
The numerous resident-led commissions are also testament to this Council’s 
determination to put residents at the heart of decision-making and policy in the 
borough in a wide range of policy areas, including Disabled People, Older People, 
Biodiversity, Climate and Ecological Emergency, Air Quality, Parks, Policing and 
Crime, Teaching, Women’s Equality, Poverty and Worklessness, Business, Airport 
Expansion, Council Housing, and Rough Sleeping.” 
 



AMENDMENT TO SPECIAL MOTION NO.4 – HAMMERSMITH BRIDGE 
ENGINEERING REPORTS 
 
Standing in the names of: 
 

(i) Councillor Max Schmid 

 

(ii) Councillor Wesley Harcourt 

 
 
Delete all after “This Council resolves to” and replace with: 
 
“always act on the independent security advice given by officers in taking all 
necessary measures that confront the on-going threat of terrorism.  
 
The Council agrees to continue to offer Opposition councillors the opportunity to be 
fully briefed on the engineering reports and to view the reports in line with any 
necessary confidentiality agreements and the other recognised measures with such 
reports. 
 
The Council agrees to continue to place the relevant summaries of engineering 
reports into the public realm to allow for public scrutiny. 
 
The Council notes that the seconder of Motion 4, Cllr Victoria Brocklebank-Fowler, 
was the Cabinet Member with responsibility for Hammersmith Bridge up until 2014.  
The Council records its disappointment in her failure to properly fulfil her duties in 
checking the structural integrity of Hammersmith Bridge, provide sufficient 
maintenance funding, or bring forward measures to guarantee its safe ongoing use 
throughout her tenure. The Council notes that the current Cabinet Member has 
subsequently undertaken the necessary actions to correct those failures and fulfil the 
Council’s duties to make Hammersmith Bridge safe. 
 
Furthermore, the Council is dismayed to note the ill-judged party politicking of local 
Conservative opposition councillors and candidates, MPs and the GLA member 
which has consistently, and quite evidently, sought to undermine the Council’s 
difficult negotiations with government to secure the extraordinary level of funding 
needed to fully and expediently restore the 134-year-old suspension bridge. The 
Council recognises that includes: 
 

• Supporting the position of Greg Hands MP who announced on 1 August 2019 

that the government should not pay any money for the full restoration of 

Hammersmith Bridge but, the London Borough of Hammersmith & Fulham 

(i.e. local residents and businesses) should pay the full cost instead. 

 
• From October 2019 onwards consistently misinforming local residents and 

businesses that a temporary motor vehicle bridge could be built in just three 

months for no more than £7m which would take motor vehicle and pedestrian 

traffic. 

 



• On 21 October Cllr Andrew Brown voted for a motion in Full Council that 

said…“the government, rather than residents and businesses of 

Hammersmith & Fulham, should bear the full cost of the repairs, and the 

temporary river-crossing measures needed to mitigate the problems suffered 

by local people.” However, in the three months following that vote, he 

contradicted it on at least 19 occasions by publicly demanding that LBHF 

makes further financial contributions to the repair of the bridge. 

 
• On 6 December, Lord Greenhalgh, Cllr Brown, Tony Devenish AM, Greg 

Hands MP and other local Conservative politicians gathered in a public protest 

(despite ongoing Covid-19 restrictions and the exponential growth of the 

second wave of the contagion) at a public protest organised by a 

Conservative candidate. During the event they called for Hammersmith and 

Fulham (therefore local residents and businesses) to pay even more money 

towards the bridge, despite its already large financial contribution. 

 
• On 7 December Cllr Brown’s predecessor as leader of the Conservative 

group, Lord Greenhalgh, a government minister, called on the council to 

“stump up the cash”. He proposed that… “£50 million over 5 years is a 

reasonable contribution from the council that owns the bridge”. 

 
• On 15 December 2020 Opposition Leader Cllr Andrew Brown, declared “mine 

and the [Conservative] group’s position has been from the start that 

Hammersmith and Fulham should pay a fair and reasonable contribution to 

the repair, in line with what other boroughs such as Wandsworth and 

Kensington and Chelsea pay for bridges they are responsible for” while failing 

to recognise the Borough is already paying far more for the Hammersmith 

Bridge than the two councils he mentioned have spent on each of theirs. 

 
The Council recognises the importance of independent scrutiny from Opposition 
Councillors on Hammersmith Bridge and calls on them to attend the relevant Policy 
and Accountability Committees, properly fulfil their scrutiny role, stop the ill-judge 
attempts to undermine the need for substantial government action, and instead take 
a constructive approach that supports the administration’s aim to fully repair 
Hammersmith Bridge and help the Council protect the interests of the borough’s 
residents and business.” 
 
 



AMENDMENT TO SPECIAL MOTION NO. 5 – COVID 19 VACCINATION 
PROGRAMME  
 
Standing in the names of: 
 

(i) Councillor Ben Coleman 

 
(ii) Councillor Lucy Richardson 

 
 
Delete all after “This Council” in the first line and insert the following: 
 
“Remembers once again the residents of Hammersmith & Fulham who have lost 
lives during the Covid 19 pandemic, recognises the suffering of those seriously 
affected by the disease, and pays tribute to all NHS staff, council officers, other 
public servants, including teachers, and all key workers who have helped keep our 
borough running during the crisis, as well as all residents of the borough who have 
followed guidance and helped keep their community safe.  
 
Pays tribute to the incredible research and development carried out by scientists and 
the life sciences sector, both here in the UK and also globally, that have seen three 
viable vaccines created in a breathtakingly short period of time, giving our country 
hope for a realistic end to the Covid 19 pandemic in the not so distant future. 
 
Recognises the speed and scale with which the national Vaccine Taskforce has 
acquired vaccine doses for the British people and the MHRA has carried out the 
regulatory approval needed safely to begin the vaccination programme. 
 
Pledges to continue to do all it can to ensure that all residents get vaccinated as 
soon as possible, working in close partnership with the local NHS. 
 
Welcomes it that all residents and staff in the borough’s care homes have now been 
offered vaccinations, and that on behalf of the NHS the Council has identified a mass 
vaccination centre in H&F which will be opened in early February. 
 
Notes that the government’s ambitious vaccination target will require more vaccine to 
be made available than is currently the case, regrets that London was given an 
unequal share of vaccine, and urges the government to ensure that more vaccine is 
provided to our borough and to enable localities to place orders themselves. 
 
Expresses concern that the government’s aged-based prioritisation for vaccination 
does not take sufficient account of the impact of the virus on BAME communities and 
urges the government to extend vaccination as a priority to BAME people of 
whatever age, and to allow councils flexibility to set local priorities in response to 
local population needs. 
 
Notes the hugely enthusiastic response of residents to the three testing centres 
which the Council has set up in the borough, and urges the NHS to enable the 
Council to manage the mass vaccination centre and apply the same welcoming, 
efficient and consumer-focused approach. 


	Agenda

