
CRT suggests that on average a canal lock now 
contains 150 plastic bags, 77 glass and plastic 
bottles, four tyres, one bicycle, a shopping trolley 
and a traffic cone. The type of rubbish listed here 
illustrates that the problem originates from a variety 
of sources. Despite this, through posts on social 
media, CRT employees regularly attribute the 
problem of rubbish to boaters. Even with an active, 
self-organised boater presence on litter picks, we still 
seem to be the ones continually saddled with the 
blame. Yet things just don’t seem to add up as the 
charity Keep Britain Tidy says fly tippers are treating 
the country like a rubbish dump, with cleaning up 
costs hitting nearly £50million a year. When Keep 
Britain Tidy caught wind of CRT’s plans, they noted 
that the plans were ‘quite concerning’ and said that 
they would be speaking with CRT on this issue. 

Richard Keen, @HOPSaBoard on Twitter, suggested 
what many would agree is a common sense approach 
to the problem: “more facilities [are] needed, 
emptied and maintained [and that] This will reduce 
fly tipping”. An obvious solution should be to return 
the bins, create appropriate and regular refuse points 
for waste, together with good signage, and to 
regularly increase collection for all refuse points. 
This, combined with the NBTA and other individuals’ 
negotiations with pubs and cafes to provide extra 
refuse points for boaters, and with CRT returning the 
bins that have already begun to slowly disappear, 
should see a vast improvement on the rubbish issue. 
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T h a t ’ s A L o a d o f 
Rubbish  

We love our canals and rivers. What we don’t 
love is the rubbish collecting around our boats, 
endangering wildlife and polluting our 
waterways, so the Canal and River Trust’s latest 
announcement that they will be removing 30% 
of the litter bins from the towpath in London 
comes as quite a shock. Rubbish is obviously a 
problem that people are working together to 
try and solve. You can see this in the diverse 
communities from boaters, to ramblers and 
canoeists, and other local initiatives, who come 
together to clear our parks, canals and rivers. 
From Thames21 and Love the Lea’s ‘Paddle and 
Pick’ to the lone volunteers wandering the 
parks and canals with plastic bags in hand, 
everyone is working hard to battle the never-
ending rubbish. 

It is difficult to see how CRT’s recent decision fits in 
with these initiatives. Is this really the best approach 
to take? There is a lot to be said for approaching solid 
waste management through strategies of educating 
people and encouraging people to carry away their 
own waste, but where are we to carry our waste to if 
there is no adequate provision? 

This compounded with boaters having very few 
facility sites ensures that the problem will only 
worsen. NBTA(L) are in negotiations with CRT 
regarding three new refuse sites for London and the 
surrounding area, but the funding of these sites has 
not yet been secured. Thus, CRT have decided to 
remove the litter bins before bringing in measures to 
alleviate the lack of boater refuse places. 
Furthermore, a refuse bin for boaters will not stop 
litter from the public; the public still need litter bins 
regardless.
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Licensing Review 
One of my jobs each June, alongside tending to my 
roof garden and doing some much needed and often 
postponed paintwork in the sun, is to renew my 
boating licence with CRT. Searching around for my 
quill and the rare paper which CRT require the the 
renewal to be written on takes up many of my 
summer evenings. This would be time consuming 
enough but, as we all know, it is the requirement to 
master advanced mathematical techniques known 
only by a few of the intellectual elite in order to 
calculate how much to pay which is the most 
difficult and, frankly, degrading part of the process. 
So, it was with joy that I saw in February that CRT 
had understood the problems, declaring the system 
‘outdated’, ‘complex’ and ‘unfair’. “Finally!” I cried, 
sending the nesting coots on my bow flying into the 
air, and hoping that CRT would replace this cruel, 
medieval system with something 
modern and simple, like a flat fee 
based on the length of your boat. 
Dipping my quill into the ink, I 
wished the review had come 
sooner. 

CRT ’ s r ev i ew in to how to 
modernise the ‘complex’ licensing 
scheme is now well underway. The 
first two stages, which involved 
discussions with boating groups 
and handpicked groups of boaters 
from around the network, have 
been completed by Involve, an 
independent consultancy hired by 
CRT. Involve are now preparing a report for CRT 
which will form the basis of a public consultation 
(stage 3). Changes to the licence affect all boaters 
and it is important for all of us to get involved when 
the consultation is launched. 

The Trust have stated that any changes they make 
will be ‘cost neutral’, meaning that they will not 
make any more money as a result. If that is true – a 
big if – then what are CRT looking to achieve with 
the review? If the proposals in stage one are 
anything to go by, changes will be used to penalise 
continuous cruisers by charging boaters without a 
home mooring higher fees on the basis that we ‘use

the canal more’. This argument does not hold water. 
Any licence holder has the right to cruise the canals 
all year round if they choose, it is just that those with 
home moorings have the ability to stay on their 
mooring. 

For boaters with home moorings to pay less than 
those without, but still have the same rights to the 
canal as any other boater, is clearly unfair and NBTA 
London would strongly oppose such discrimination. 

CRT have also made it clear that they want to solve 
what they consider to be an ‘overcrowding problem’ 
in certain parts of the network, including London. 
Another proposal from stage one is that CRT will use 
the licence review to make it more expensive to bring 
a boat into London by introducing zoning charges to 

the licence. Pricing people out of 
the city, rather than creating more 
moorings and facilities across the 
w a t e r w a y s t o e n c o u r a g e 
movement and a spread of boats, 
would be a cynical move by CRT 
and would impact on one of the 
community’s greatest features: its 
divers i ty. I t would also be 
incredibly complex, a bizarre 
outcome for a review supposedly 
aimed at simplification. 

The licence review should not be 
used as a method of social-

cleansing. If its aim is simply to 
make more money, then where is this money going? 
Until CRT start taking the needs of the boating 
community seriously by increasing the number of 
mooring rings and facilities across the network, there 
is no case to be made for a hike in the licence fee. 
NBTA has stated nationally that it will defend any 
boater who cannot afford to pay an increased licence 
fee. 

We did not need this review, it is a waste of money 
and could, ultimately, harm our community. When the 
consultation opens on the licence fee review, please 
get involved. Pick up that quill and let CRT know 
what you think.

NBTA London Caseworkers  
If you have any problems or concerns, please contact our caseworkers to see if we can help:  

07974 298958 or nbta.london.caseworker@gmail.com.  
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Support Our Work 
We are the London branch of the National Bargee 
Travellers Association (NBTA). The NBTA is an 
organisation open to all but is run by people who 
live on their boats without a home mooring. 

The NBTA London campaign for the rights of boat 
dwellers and fundraise to cover basic costs such as 
awareness raising, printing newsletters and leaflets, 
meetings/events and importantly, helping other 
boaters. Please help us to continue our work by 
donating as little or as large as you able/want to, to 
our appeal. 

https://www.youcaring.com/nbtalondon-856546  

Thank you.

Are the Canal and 
River Trust spending 
our money wisely? 
As a licensing review was conducted by The 
Canal and River Trust (CRT) a few months ago, 
it seems fairly obvious that an increase in fees 
is on the cards. They may go down, but I’m 
not betting on it. So this poses the question: 
are CRT spending our money wisely? 

If you read through the 2016/2017 CRT financial 
review, it paints a glowing picture; a charitable trust 
and a thriving business, with everything ‘moving 
forward’ and ‘profitable’. In fact, £180.5 million in 
the 2014/2015 report to £202.9 million in 
2016/2017 report, a NET rise of £22.4 million. Nice 
work CRT, did everyone get their performance 
bonus? 

Donations are up. Grants are up. Income through 
licensing is up. It stands to reason that maintenance 
and facilities should be up as well then. Sadly, this is 
not the case. Instead, it would seem that people who 
live on the canal and river system continue to get 
less for their money. So where is the money going? 

There are several areas that are not featured in the 
glossy financial report, where CRT lost money and 
failed to make profit. The first is the amount of 
money that CRT spend on court cases and lawyers. 
Following a Freedom of Information request, it was 
discovered that the sums paid to Shoosmiths for 
legal cases during 2014/15 was £434,341.37, but 
these legal fees are not included in their financial 
report. Fighting unbeatable cases due to unlawful 
enforcement practices, is a waste of money and a free 
lunch for big law firms. 

CRT efforts to recruit ‘CRT friends’ and regular 
donations have also failed. For every £7.20 of CRT 
investment, there was a return of £5.00, which is an 
actual loss of just over 30%. In actual monetary 
terms, £1.1m was wasted on recruiting friends in 
2015/2016. 

Another area is the Investment portfolio, some of 
which has been sold off to invest in non-property. This 
£120 million fund that is run by the Board of Trustees 
investment committee, under-performed against 
predicted figures by nearly 10%. The Board’s chair is 

Manish Chande, whose property business went bust in 
2009, owing £60 million to RBS. This money was 
never recovered. Other sources suggest that some of 
CRT non-property has turned up in Mr Chande’s latest 
property company, Clearbell, or perhaps it was just 
resting in his account? 

When asked for the figures on these investments,  
DEFRA, the government body who work alongside 
CRT stated ‘There is strong public interest in 
withholding the information’…from the public? 
Sounds fishy to me. 

Then there is the pay structure at the top. For the top 
72 executives, their pay has gone up from £1.4m to 
£1.6 2015/2016. The organisation has 15 executives 
on or between £100,000 and £210,000 with the 
highest earner raking in a staggering £207,887. 
Strangely, this was not Richard Parry the chief 
executive, but the ‘property director’ Stuart Mills, who 
nailed a performance related bonus of £24,491. Nice 
work if you can get it. Richard Parry came in second 
with a paltry £194,405. The executive pension 
scheme rose from £28,000 in 2015 to £93,000 2016 
which goes to ‘key management personnel’; so nice 
and vague there too. 

It is difficult to understand then why the boating 
community is getting less for its money, while profits 
and executive wages go up. As a ‘charitable trust’ are 
CRT either charitable or trustworthy? As an executive 
employee, it seems that CRT are very good value for 
money. If you are a member of the community that 
lives on the water, it would seem to be the opposite.

https://www.youcaring.com/nbtalondon-856546
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YOU CAN'T MAKE IT UP…  
BUT CRT DID 
Recently, the Canal and River Trust 
(CRT) has been putting up signs 
quoting a legal act of law that 
doesn't exist; the 'Canal & River 
Trust Act’. They have been using 
this to enforce a no mooring rule on 
the railings the signs went up on.

Sowar Ahmed, CRT Waterway 
Boating Manager (London) said, 
'We’re finding out what’s happened 
here – it looks like there was some 
confusion in the drafting which 
we’re going to correct. There is 
clearly no Canal & River Trust Act.'

We have a l l hea rd o f CRT 
misinterpreting Acts, such as the 
Bri t ish Waterways Act 1995, 
however making up an Act takes it 
to the next level. CRT must be held 
to account. Be wary of the signs 
CRT puts up; they may not be legal.

Boaters to lose moorings in 
favour of rowing space  
In their latest attack on boaters, the Canal and River Trust 
(CRT) have recently proposed boat dweller evictions as a 
solution to rowing clubs demanding more space for rowing. 
The proposal suggests that boats in places where the 
navigation is less than 18 metres (nearly 60 ft) wide should 
be permanently removed. CRT claims that this would benefit 
rowers from the two rowing clubs on the River Lee. 

The proposal demands that a navigational width of 60ft is made 
from Old Ford Lock in Hackney Wick, down to Tottenham Hale Lock, 
and any areas that fall below that will see boats removed to make 
space. To give you an idea, 60ft is about the width of 8 average 
sized canal boats side by side, with some room to spare. If the CRT 
proposal goes ahead, boats in areas like Homerton Road and White 
Post Lane would be forced to leave, areas which could normally see 
up to 62 boats double moored at any one time. 

Alexander Gudmestad, the CRT London Mooring Ranger (East) 
who dreamt up the proposal, said:
“The idea is to ease congestion so that the rowers can use the river 
with reduced risk. Most of the proposed changes are what we at the 
Trust deem as navigational improvements on this part of the river. 
Some changes are simple short term measures we want to put in 
place as soon as possible.”

NBTA London spokesperson Graham Ryder said: “This CRT 
proposal goes too far. Parts of the River Lea are not even 60ft and 
demanding this much is unrealistic. It is a policy which only serves 
to evict people; waterways are for everyone.”

When questioned on the reasoning behind these requests, Stephen 
Mitchelson of the Lea Rowing Club said: “The point of rowing is to 
win races and therefore to go as fast as possible. Slowing down or 
stopping interferes with training programmes. Ideally we would like 
to be able to continue training without having to stop every few 
minutes.”

Following an article covering this story in the Hackney Citizen 
recently, CRT backtracked on their original navigational channel 
proposal stating that: “They are not formal proposals, and certainly 
do not advocate a 60ft channel between Old Ford and Tottenham”. 

This proposal comes at a time when boaters are under constant 
pressure to alleviate the ‘congestion’ that CRT complain about. 
Once again this begs the question; why does removing something 
(bins, moorings…) solve an issue?

Next NBTA London Meeting 
We hold a monthly meeting to 
discuss ongoing and new actions. 
The next one will be held on 
Monday 4th September at 7pm in 
the Studio Room, Star of Kings, 
126 York Way, London, N1 0AX.   

Find us on Facebook and Twitter 
@nbtalondon to get the latest from 
NBTA(L). 
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