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20 April 2012 

Dear Cllr Rathbone 

Games Time Training Venues: Temporary Basketball, Leyton Marsh 

Thank you for your email of 5 April 2012 to John Evans, the ODA Head of 
Communications. I am the ODA director responsible for Games Time Training 
Venues of which the temporary basketball facility at Leyton Marsh is one and 
will endeavour to address the points you have raised. Your email to John 
picked up on a meeting in November last year in respect of the above, and 
also incorporated two letters addressed to Mr Graham Loveland in Hackney 
Council's Planning Department. 

The meeting on 15 November last year was attended by the ODA but 
convened and minuted by Hackney Council. Our understanding at the time 
was that the issues you raised relevant to the ODA were answered at the 
meeting, and we are not aware of any minutes, or list of actions arising from 
the meeting, having been sent to the ODA. A number of points were clearly 
identified as being matters for LB Waltham Forest, Lee Valley Regional Park 
Authority (LVRPA) or the London Organising Committee, LOCOG, rather than 
the ODA. 
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I appreciate that you then subsequently wrote a letter to the Hackney Gazette 
in February that referenced a list of points, however this was unfortunately not 
spotted by our cuttings agency, and at no stage, as far as we are aware, did 
you ever send your eleven questions to the ODA, until your email to John on 
30 March. 

As I have said above, several of these questions are not matters for the ODA. 
Those relating to the spending of £65,000 from the ODA's fee paid to LVRPA 
should be addressed to the Authority, but it is my understanding that they 
intend to improve pathways, seating and the local habitat with these monies. 
Enquiries about the food concession, use by local youth groups and 
engagement with the local college are matters for LOCOG. The figure for the 
rent of Porter's Field has already been put in the public domain by LVRPA. 
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On the points that are our direct responsibility: 
- You state that the ODA "has broken its promise not to touch any land north of the OP". I 

should be grateful if you would clarify which statement you are referring to. 
- A full-scale biodiversity plan was not necessary for planning consent, since our presence 

at Porter's Field is only temporary. In addition, LB Waltham Forest determined that an 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) was not needed, and Natural England (a 
statutory consultee) did not raise concerns during the planning process. There was an 
ecologist on site during pre-construction ground works. 

- We are legally committed under licence and planning to restore the land to its previous 
state by 15 October 2012. 

- On legacy, this is a temporary building, however the field of play will be retained for 
future use by UK Sport, as determined by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport, 
the ODAs sponsoring department. 

Three members of ODA staff attended the meeting. There were no members of Ove Arup 
representing the ODA at this meeting. 

You have raised a number of other issues that I would like to address. 

In your letter to Graham Loveland in Hackney Council's Planning Department, and 
subsequently copied to John, you say "This looks to me like a full scale development and not 
the 'temporary structure' described." 

This is categorically not the case. We have planning consent for a temporary structure only and 
we have made it clear repeatedly that we will return the reinstated land to LVRPA by 15 October 
2012. This is a legal obligation. The venue is built to the specifications required of a temporary 
structure only. For instance, it does not have the "snow loading" required of permanent buildings 
- because it will only be used during summer months. 

I would stress again that we examined a range of other potential venues - 15 - but these were 
ruled out because they were too small or were not available. One such was the Score Centre, 
the venue I assume you were referring to in your letter to Mr Loveland - which, as you may be 
aware, is contracted to the National Olympic Committee of the United States. 

The Leyton Marsh site was chosen because it is within 30 minutes drive of the Olympic Village, 
as stipulated, and because it is big enough to satisfy the requirements of the international 
basketball federation, with requires courts to be 40m by 25m, and is also large enough to 
accommodate Paralympic athletes. Training facilities have to be up to the same standard as 
competition venues and significantly bigger than a standard school sports hall, typically with four 
badminton courts. By comparison, a 40m by 25m facility would house the equivalent of nine 
badminton courts. 

You raised concerns in your letter to Mr Loveland about the depth of digging. I am sure you will 
appreciate that site surveys can only represent a snapshot of ground conditions. It often 
happens that digging, as in this case, reveals different sub-surface composition that makes it 
necessary to go a little deeper to provide a stable base for a structure, even a temporary one. 
The ODA alerted the planning authority as soon as this became clear and submitted an 
application for a non-material amendment to the planning permission, as is standard practice. 
This amendment has now been approved by LB Waltham Forest but in no way changes the 
principles behind the original permission. 



We have engaged with local people and their elected representatives from the outset and 
continue to do so, including initiating a residents' meeting in Riverside Close in February. That 
month we also sent an information leaflet detailing our plans to 1,547 addresses within a 500m 
range of the site. This included the number of our 24 hour Community Relations hotline for local 
residents. In March we sent out a further update by post and email, and this also went to local 
councillors and MPs. We aim to answer all public inquiries within 20 working days. Our 
relationships with local communities, authorities and politicians are managed by external 
relations staff from our Communications team. 

I hope this answers your questions and if you need any further clarification, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerely 

Gerry Murphy 
Director of Finance 

Olympic Delivery Authority 


