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[bookmark: _Toc450817105]1. Consultation Methodology and Respondent Profile
As is usual practice, the proposed enhancements and developments of five specific parks and open spaces across Barnet as part of the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan has been subject to a formal public consultation
· Copthall Playing Fields
· Mill Hill Park
· Sunny Hill Park
· Arrandene Open Space
· Bittacy Hill Park
This report sets out the full findings of this consultation, which will be considered by Environment Committee on the 8th October 2018, where the decision will be taken on which alternative delivery model option to progress. 

1.1 Methodology

The process for delivering the consultation was as follows:
· The consultation was open for six weeks; commencing on the 21st May 2018 and finishing on the 2nd July 2018. 
· The consultation questionnaire was published on Engage Barnet together with the consultation document, which provided detailed background information on the five parks and open spaces included within the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan, the proposed enhancements and development of each of these parks and open spaces, as well as reasons for consultation. Links were also provided to the full and summary versions of the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan, which can be found on Barnet Open Data Portal.
· Respondents’ views were gathered via an online survey.  Paper copies and an easy read version of the consultation were also available on request.  
· The consultation was promoted via the following channels;
· Council website 
· Local press 
· Social media (Twitter, Facebook etc)
[bookmark: _Toc450817107]
1.2 Questionnaire Design 

The questionnaire was developed to ascertain residents and stakeholder views on the proposed enhancements and development of five specific parks and open spaces included within the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan.
The consultation invited views on:
· The use of particular parks and open spaces within Barnet
· The key outcomes of the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan
· The long-term vision (proposed enhancements and development) for each of the five parks and open spaces included within the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan.
· The overall Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan.
To enable further understanding and in-depth analysis, the questionnaire included some open-ended questions, where respondents were invited to elaborate on their views and express any concerns. 
The questionnaire also recorded key demographic information in order to help officers understand the views of different demographic groups. 
Throughout the questionnaire, and where applicable, hyperlinks were provided to the relevant sections of the consultation document. 

[bookmark: _Toc450817108]1.3 Consultation Response Rates

A total of 40 questionnaires have been submitted. Further written responses were received from the following organisations:
· Middlesex University
· Saracens RFC
· Middlesex Country Cricket Club/England & Wales Cricket Board
· Mill Hill Preservation Society
· Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers and Barnet & District Athletic Club
· CSJ Planning Consultants (on behalf of Hasmonean School)
· Mill Hill Neighbourhood Forum
· Friends of Mill Hill Park
· Mill Hill RFC
· Barnet Residents (x2)

1.4 Respondent Profile

Of the 40 public questionnaires responses received, all were via the online questionnaire. No paper questionnaires were returned.  
The council is required by law, Equality Act 2010, to pay due regard to equalities in eliminating unlawful discrimination, advancing equality of opportunity and fostering good relations between people from different groups.
The protected characteristics identified in the Equality Act 2010 are age, disability, ethnicity, gender, gender reassignment, marriage and civil partnership, pregnancy, maternity, religion or belief and sexual orientation.
To assist us in complying with the duty under the Equality Act 2010 we asked the general public consultation respondents to provide equalities monitoring data and explained that collecting this information will help us understand the needs of our different communities. All personal information provided will be treated in the strictest confidence and will be stored securely in accordance with our responsibilities under the Data Protection Act 1998.
The graphs below summarise the demographic profiles of those who responded.

1.4.1 Respondent Address (via Ward)

28.00% of respondents were residing in the Mill Hill ward, whilst a further 28.00% of respondents were residing in the Hendon Ward. A further 16.00% of respondents indicated that their address was not within across the borough. The following specific responses were provided for this:
· ‘South Wales – planning agent for Hasmonean School’
· ‘Central London’
· ‘Represent Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers and Barnet & District Athletic Club’
· ‘Essex’

1.4.2 Respondent Type

[bookmark: _Hlk518564221]69.23% of respondents were Barnet residents, compared with 7.69% of respondents who were representing a public-sector organisation, 7.69% of respondents who were Barnet residents and local business owners, and 7.69% of respondents who were representing a sports club or a regular sports participant. The following organisations provided responses:
· Middlesex County Cricket Club
· Hasmonean School
· Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers and Barnet & District Athletic Clubs

1.4.3 Age

72.73% of all respondents were aged between 35 and 64. The highest response rate was from respondents aged between 45 and 54, at 40.91%, followed by respondents aged between 35 to 44, at 22.73%, and respondents aged 65 to 74, at 13.64%.

1.4.4 Gender

The majority of respondents were male, at 58.7%, followed by female respondents, at 36.36%, and 9.09% of respondents who preferred not to state what their gender was.

1.4.5 Females only: Pregnant/Maternity Leave 

Of the females’ respondents to this question, 100%, indicated that they were not currently on maternity leave. Whilst 16.67% of respondents indicated that they were pregnant, with 83.33% indicating that they were not pregnant.
1.4.6 Gender reassignment 

The majority of respondents, 95.24%, have the same gender identity as the gender they were assigned at birth. 4.76% of respondents, indicated that their gender identity was not the same as the gender they were assigned at birth.

1.4.7 Ethnicity

The majority of respondents described themselves as being of White British origin, at 71.43%. The next largest group of respondents, at 9.52%, described themselves as being of White any other origin.

1.4.8 Disability

85.71% of respondents identified as not having a disability, compared with 14.29% of respondents who did identify as having a disability, and 0.00% of respondents who preferred not to say.
Of the 14.29% of respondents who identified as having a disability, 33.33% of these identified as having a disability in relation to mobility (e.g. use of a wheelchair), 33.33% identified as having a disability in relation to vision (e.g. blind or fractional/partial sight) and 33.33% preferred not to disclose their disability.









[bookmark: _Hlk518648676]1.4.9 Religion or Belief

The largest group of respondents identified themselves as Christian, at 33.33%. The next largest group of respondents preferred not to say, at 28.57%. 

1.4.10 Sexual Orientation

The largest group of respondents identified themselves as heterosexual, at 71.43%. The next largest group of respondents preferred not to say, at 19.05%. Followed by the next largest group of respondents, 9.52%, who identified themselves as bisexual.


2. Consultation Results

2.1 Preface to the Results

Regarding the results of the questionnaire, it is important to note the following:
· The respondent profile for the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan public consultation is not wholly representative of the overall population of Barnet. 

· The results provide information about the opinion of those who have chosen to engage with this particular consultation. 

· The results should be not treated as a definitive guide to the overall public opinion of the borough. 

· Where percentages do not add up to 100, this may be due to rounding, or the question may be multi-coded. 

· All open-ended responses to the public consultation have been included in their entirety.

· The results for each question are based on “valid responses” (i.e. all those providing an answer). 

· The base size may vary from question to question (i.e. not all respondents answered every question).

2.2 Consultation Questions

The consultation set out the Councils commitment to ensuring that everyone can enjoy our good quality parks and open spaces and that they are amongst the best in London.

The consultation explained that as a result of the Barnet Council Parks and Open Spaces Strategy (2016) and the Barnet Council Playing Pitch Strategy (2017), a number of ‘Master Plan’ activities are taking place.

These Master Plans look at the detailed specific enhancements and developments required for particular parks and open spaces in Barnet. This particular consultation is seeking initial views on the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan. 

The consultation explained that the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan set outs an ambitious and long-term vision for the following five parks and open spaces:
· Copthall Playing Fields
· Mill Hill Park
· Sunny Hill Park
· Arrandene Open Space
· Bittacy Hill Park
The consultation stated that extensive consultation has already been undertaken with tenants and users of the five parks and open spaces through the development of the Master Plan. Through this consultation and the development of the Master Plan, the following key outcomes that the Master Plan wanted to achieve were finalised:
· The development of a regional sports hub
· The development of wider leisure & cultural activities
· Increases support for nature conservation & biodiversity
· The development of better connected parks
The consultation then explained that we now want to give everyone, regardless of whether they currently use the particular parks, the opportunity to have their say on the Master Plan as it progresses.
The consultation contained questions on the following key areas:
· The use of parks and open spaces within Barnet
· The key outcomes of the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan
· The long-term vision (proposed enhancements and development) for each of the five parks and open spaces included within the Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan.
· The overall Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan 






















2.2.1 Use of the parks and open spaces
The consultation asked respondents the following question regarding their use of parks and open spaces within Barnet.
1. ‘In the last year have you visited Copthall Playing Fields or any of the adjoining sites: Mill Hill Park, Sunny Hill Park, Arrandene Open Space or Bittacy Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)’
The results are shown in the graph below:


The majority of respondents, 92.50%, indicated that they have visited any of the five parks and open spaces included in the overall Master Plan, in the last year. 7.50% of respondents indicated that they have not visited any of the five parks and open spaces included in the overall Master Plan, in the last year.





















For respondents who answered No to question one, they were asked the following question:

2. ‘Please indicate why you have not visited any of these parks in the last year: (Please tick all that apply)’
The results are shown in the graph below:



66.67% of respondents identified other reasons not listed as to why they have not visited any of the five parks and open spaces within the last year. Specific reasons provided included:
· The parks and open spaces not being local
· Anti-social behaviour (alcohol abuse) and a lack of litter facilities (dog litter bins) 
33.33% of respondents identified poor transport/access to any of the sites as the reason why they have not visited any of the five parks and open spaces within the last year. 33.33% of respondents identified a lack of knowledge about facilities at any of the parks as the reason why they have not visited any of the five parks and open spaces within the last year. Whilst 33.33% of respondents identified a lack of relevant facilities at any of the parks as the reason why they have not visited any of the five parks and open spaces within the last year.












For respondents who answered Yes to question one, they were asked the following question:

3. Please indicate which parks you have visited in the last year: (Please tick all that apply)

The results are shown in the graph below:



91.43% of respondents indicated that they have visited Copthall Playing Fields in the last year. 68.57% of respondents indicated that they have visited Sunny Hill Park in the last year. 62.86% of respondents indicated that they have visited Mill Hill Park in the last year. 42.86% of respondents indicated that they have visited Arrandene Open Space in the last year. Whilst 22.86% of respondents indicated that they have visited Bittacy Hill Park in the last year.

Following on from question three, the respondents were then asked the following question:

4. Why do you visit these parks? (Please tick all that apply in each column)

The results for each of the five parks and open spaces are shown in the graphs below:









Copthall Playing Fields



100.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Copthall Playing Fields to walk animals, to leave a friend or relative to the site and to watch sport. 81.25% of respondents indicated that they visit Copthall Playing Fields to participate in sports, whilst 80.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Copthall Playing Fields to cycle.

Mill Hill Park



57.14% of respondents indicated that they visit Mill Hill Park to eat or drink. 52.63% of respondents indicated that they visit Mill Hill Park to keep fit, whilst 52.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Mill Hill Park to walk.










Sunny Hill Park



100.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Sunny Hill Park to walk animals. 60.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Sunny Hill Park to walk, whilst 50.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Sunny Hill Park to cycle.

Arrandene Open Space



100.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Arrandene Open Space to walk animals. 58.82% of respondents indicated that they visit Arrandene Open Space to enjoy the landscape and nature, whilst 48.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Arrandene Open Space to walk.









Bittacy Hill Park



75.00% of respondents indicated that they do not visit Bittacy Hill Park. 20.00% of respondents indicated that they visit Bittacy Hill Park to meet friends and family, whilst 18.75% of respondents indicated that they visit Bittacy Hill Park to participate in sports.

Respondents were also given the opportunity to detail other reasons not listed why they visited the five parks and open spaces. 

The following responses were received:

· to use the playground with the kids
· Site visit for planning purposes for adjoining Hasmonean School
· Site visit for planning purposes for adjoining Hasmonean School
· Athletic training and competition
· To work
· To work
· To go to playground
· The old mill hill railway behind copthall












2.2.2 Project Aims
The consultation then described the aims of the Master Plan. These are:
· The development of a regional sports hub
· The development of wider leisure & cultural activities
· Increases support for nature conservation & biodiversity
· The development of better connected parks
Respondents were asked the following question:

5. Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the key outcomes of the Master Plan (Please tick one option on each row)

The results are shown in the graph below:

· To develop better transport to and within the parks – 57.58% of respondents strongly agreed with this key outcome, 33.33% of respondents tended to agree with this key outcome, 9.09% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with this key outcome, 0.00% of respondents tended to disagree with this key outcome, 0.00% of respondents strongly disagreed with this key outcome and 0.00% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure.
· To develop and support nature conservation – 60.61% of respondents strongly agreed with this key outcome, 33.33% of respondents tended to agree with this key outcome, 3.03% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with this key outcome, 3.03% of respondents tended to disagree with this key outcome, 0.00% of respondents strongly disagreed with this key outcome and 0.00% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure.
· To develop wider leisure and cultural activities – 57.58% of respondents strongly agreed with this key outcome, 33.03% of respondents tended to agree with this key outcome, 3.03% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with this key outcome, 6.06% of respondents tended to disagree with this key outcome, 0.00% of respondents strongly disagreed with this key outcome and 0.00% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure.
· To develop the overall site as a regional ‘sports hub’ – 69.70% of respondents strongly agreed with this key outcome, 21.21% of respondents tended to agree with this key outcome, 6.06% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with this key outcome, 3.03% of respondents tended to disagree with this key outcome, 0.00% of respondents strongly disagreed with this key outcome and 0.00% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure.























[bookmark: _Hlk519086178]2.2.3 Copthall Playing Fields 
The consultation included background information regarding the Copthall Playing Fields site, as well as descriptions and diagrams of the proposed enhancements and developments to the site, as proposed through the Master Plan. Based on this, respondents were asked the following question:

6. Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields? (Please tick one option only) 

The results are shown in the graph below:

89.66% of respondents indicated that they agreed with the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields. Within this, 44.83% of respondents strongly agreed with the proposed redevelopment and 44.83% of respondents tended to agree with the proposed redevelopment.
6.90% of respondents indicated that they disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields. Within this, 3.45% of respondents strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment and 3.45% of respondents tended to disagree with the proposed redevelopment.
3.45% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields, whilst 0.00% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure about the proposed redevelopment. 
[bookmark: _Hlk518981912]

Respondents who either tended to disagree or strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment were asked the following question:

7. If you disagree, please say why (Please type in your answer)

[bookmark: _Hlk518984005]The following responses were received:
· The plans should include a deep water pool for all abilities
· Strongly disagree with some aspects of sunny hill park proposal
· Whilst agree with objectives, the design layouts should be adjusted to account for Hasmonean proposals which not compromise overall objectives of sports hub
· There is potential to create an elite sports hub, a community sports hub and to maintain the openness of the green belt area; this potential has been only partially realised.
· The Master Plan is extremely unclear in terms of proposed Athletic provision
· I'm very concerned that a proper ecological survey has not been done. There are slow worms in the railway line and I saw one once by the field that has already been built on. You want to put artificial grass in, this will severely affect the biodiversity of the site and the way wildlife can move between the area; hedgehogs included. The wetlands is a good idea, there are already wetlands there though which have been thoroughly neglected for years. the bridge is nice idea improve the green infrastructure and access.
· [bookmark: _Hlk518980121]We are losing more and more green spaces that are left for general use, not everyone wants sport facilities

All respondents were then asked the following questions in relation to the proposed facilities to be introduced at the Copthall Playing Fields site:

8. Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

[bookmark: _Hlk518981110]The majority of respondents, 72.41%, indicated that all of the proposed facilities should be included within the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields. 27.59% of respondents indicated that all of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields.

Respondents who answered Yes to question eight were then asked the following question:

9. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)

[bookmark: _Hlk518981197]The following responses were received:
· Diving, Synchro, Water Polo, Scuba etc
· Please please do not spend scarce funds on a totally needless path through the middle of sunny hill park. This destroys the integrity of the green space and is not needed as there is an existing path around the perimeter
· The nature conservation footpath loop should be adjusted to accommodate School proposals. All-weather pitch locations should be adjusted to show one in NW corner provided for school use but with full community use out of hours
· The Community sports hub seems to large, and would be better adjoined to an elite sports area.
· Athletics should be incorporated into the Mater Plan
· I think the artificial pitches for football are unnecessary as there is a Power league site just to the north of the area. Instead I think a hockey facility would provide a new and better addition to the area as the other major sports seem to be well catered for with the exception of hockey
· We do not need retail units and grass pitches are better than 3G as they are natural, we do not need more rubber crumb, it goes it children’s eyes and is not environmental like real grass.
· the artificial grass- see above answer. And this underground parking facility sounds like it will be disastrous for the nature around there.
· More sports fields. The existing fields are already well used and at busy times access is difficult due to the heavy number of cars parking/accessing the space

Respondents were then asked the following question in relation to the proposed facilities at the Copthall Playing Fields site:

10. Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

[bookmark: _Hlk519087251]68.97% of respondents indicated that additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields. 31.03% of respondents indicated that no additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields.

[bookmark: _Hlk518982492]Respondents who answered Yes to question ten were then asked the following question:

11. If yes, please say which facilities and why:(Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· To develop a true regional sports hub, the site should include a road cycling race track. At the moment there are three tracks in north London - Hillingdon, Lee Valley Velopark and Redbridge. This leaves a gap for anyone wishing to race south of Welwyn Garden City and inbetween the existing tracks in north London. There are many active racing clubs in or near the borough including Finchley, London Phoenix, Islington Cycling Club (650+ members), Regents Park Rouleurs, Cycle Club London and Southgate. All of these clubs could benefit from a local track. When considering a BMX track, a good 1 mile circuit could be easily designed in the same space, and interact with the nature plans. A great example is Lee Valley, which provides an excellent circuit alongside a BMX track and through grassland design. The track would be able to draw extra funds for the project by charging for use by clubs to train, as well as charging race organisers. Local clubs would be more than happy to help organise and support such a scheme.
· As above a deep water pool for disability water sport
· Please spend the money saved on the needless path on improving the playground. It badly needs some attention and will improve fitness of local children and their families.
· Proposed new combined Hasmonean School at Copthall providing play and sport within master plan site and dual use community use via 16/6662/FUL amended application in consultation support with Barnet and Mayor
· A cricket oval and facilities for Middlesex Cricket on the area to the south of Allianz Park.
· Athletics should be included in the Master Plan
· PROPOSAL FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF A COMMUNITY TENNIS FACILITY ON THE SITE OF THE OLD LEISURE CENTRE AT BARNET COPTHALL. INTRODUCTION. Plans have been approved and construction has begun to relocate the Leisure Centre to a new location on the Copthall site. The relocation of the leisure centre has created an opportunity for the development of a small but dynamic Floodlit Community Tennis facility on a small area outside our current boarder alongside and in Partnership with, the very successful and well established adjacent Metro Golf Centre. Clear Plan It is important to have a clear Plan of the current position of Tennis Facilities in the area and the contribution that a dynamic Community Tennis Centre could make towards Tennis Development for all sections of the Community within the Borough. This Community Tennis Centre at Copthall as proposed, could make a significant contribution to Tennis Development and should be regarded as an essential part of the local Tennis Development in the Borough and in the wider North London Area and should be included as a viable Project in any future Borough. Tennis Strategy. 1 Position Statement. The Copthall Complex has a fine array of top class sports facilities foremost of which is the Alliance Park- home of the famed Saracens Rugby Club. Copthall’s Athletics facilities together with Club Rugby, Football and Cricket Pitches are of the highest standard however there are no tennis courts on the Site which the proposed Community Tennis Centre seeks to redress. 2 What do we want to achieve? The development of a dynamic Community Tennis Centre attracting the whole Community and in particular Coaching Courses and Tennis Activities for local Schools who are without tennis facilities, disadvantaged Groups but most importantly for ‘all sections of the Community’ in line with the Inspired Facilities Programme. The Centre will be managed by Metro Golf Centre and its team which itself ‘boasts’ attendance figures of over 190 000 together with 10000 coaching lessons per annum catering for all levels of golfers from ‘beginners’ to tour players and also work closely with18 schools in the local area together promoting the game of golf. The proposed Centre, when operational, could quickly become the ‘hub’ of Tennis activities in the Area, ‘reaching out’ to provide tennis coaching on Council Courts in neighbouring Parks. 3 Outline Plans and Costs. The aim is to construct 6 Synthetic Grass Courts, with fencing and low level Floodlights in line with Lawn Tennis Association’s Advisory Notes on Tennis Court Construction. Metro Golf Centre is an established business that has a clubhouse, car park, restaurant, retail area and adequate space for Changing Facilities so what is unique about our proposal is that we already have a clubhouse and grounds that can facilitate the professional oversight, Management and Running Costs of the tennis facility. What do we need to do to achieve our Aims and Objectives? 4 Clarification from the London Borough of Barnet on the timescale of the proposed relocation of the existing Leisure Centre. 4.1 Formal support for the proposed Community Tennis Centre. 4.2 Inclusion of the proposed Centre in the Borough’s Tennis Development Strategy. 4.3 Support from the Borough of an Application to the National Lottery Sports Fund. Comment. The opportunity therefore arises for the Construction and Development of a dynamic Community Tennis Centre that will benefit all Residents and prospective ‘Tennis Champions’ of the Future. -- Brenden Van Rooyen and Fintan Daly Metro Golf Centre Champions Way Hendon London, NW4 1PX Tel: 0208 202 1202 https://www.metrogolfcentre.co.uk/
· Enhanced Nature Conservation
· A grass hockey pitch and a few storage facilities for new clubs that may want to base themselves on site. Providing a secure outbuilding for clubs to store training equipment and accessories would provide a good long term prospect for new clubs and teams to develop with the provision of costly new facilities like this development. First aid or a small health centre should be considered with all the variety of activities which could lead to minor injuries.
· Diving facilities
· Parking, especial controls on match days at Saracens
· Indoor Court/ Sports hall for multi use. This would allow for indoor games to be played and for the facility to be used more ofetn all year round. Much of the development will be used by public during spring and summer months with late autumn and winter meaning far less use. Would be nice for the facility to be utilised by larger groups year round
· Where the community centre? How is the area going to be maintained? What about an environmental education centre? Orchard. Bike hire
· Alternative sports which are becoming popular such as American Football, Baseball etc
· Wildlife centre and wildlife guides.
· Improvements to the cycling routes connecting with the "Feature bridge to connect the Copthall Playing Fields site with Sunny Hill Park".
· A 50m swimming pool would transform the hub into a national center for excellence.
· 1 mile cycle circuit (tarmac) - for fitness and competition purposes
· Proper cycle circuit to allow development of a cycle club in Barnet; the borough lacks any safe space for children or adults to ride with a club and obtain proper coaching. Look at Hillingdon Slipstreamers at Minute Country Park in Heys for an example of what is possible. Barnet is the ONLY London borough with no cycle club or safe cycle space for children (and adults!)







2.2.4 Mill Hill Park
[bookmark: _Hlk518983618]The consultation included background information regarding the Mill Hill Park site, as well as descriptions and diagrams of the proposed enhancements and developments to the site, as proposed through the Master Plan. Based on this, respondents were asked the following question:

12. Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

78.57% of respondents indicated that they agreed with the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park. Within this, 35.71% of respondents strongly agreed with the proposed redevelopment and 42.86% of respondents tended to agree with the proposed redevelopment.
0.00% of respondents indicated that they disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park.
3.57% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park, whilst 17.86% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure about the proposed redevelopment.





Respondents who either tended to disagree or strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment were asked the following question:

13. If you disagree, please say why (Please type in your answer)

As no respondents either tended to disagree or strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment, no responses were received for this question.
[bookmark: _Hlk518984224]All respondents were then asked the following questions in relation to the proposed facilities at the Mill Hill Park site:

14. Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

The majority of respondents, 92.86%, indicated that all of the proposed facilities should be included within the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park. 7.14% of respondents indicated that all of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park.
Respondents who answered Yes to question fourteen were then asked the following question:

15. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)





The following responses were received:
· Water Fountains
· I don't see why the skate facility is placed at Mill Hill away from all the other facilities at Copthall. I think keeping these sort of facilities together would be a better idea, especially with the BMX track.
Respondents were then asked the following question in relation to the proposed facilities at the Mill Hill Park site:

16. Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

67.86% of respondents indicated that no additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park. 32.14% of respondents indicated that additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park. 
Respondents who answered Yes to question sixteen were then asked the following question:

17. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· An area safe from cars to help children learn sports such as cycling and skateboarding would be a great addition. The skatepark will inspire children, but they need somewhere to learn the basics as well. Already the park is somewhat of a desirable location to teach children to cycle, but it is always on shared paths
· Decent coffee
· An outdoor splash pool and sand pit in the playground
· There is currently a basketball court which is often used in the summer. An updated court with new fittings would be a great addition to the area. It would also be nice to see a potential volleyball court introduced (or one of the courts made multi-purpose). It would also be sensible to have a first aid area if a skate park is to be introduced as it is often a site of small injuries and it should be accessible for an ambulance if necessary.
· Mobile coffee shop.
· Toilets aren’t mentioned and 5ey are required.
· Maybe the tennis courts could be MUGAS to include a wider variety oif sports to be played on them. Also skate area should maybe be closer to the park keepers lodge for observation as these are typically frequented by older youths without parental guidance, so may be more beneficial to be closely situated to the lodge to maintain proper use
· I believe it would be beneficial if the tennis courts had floodlights
· Cricket pavilion, marked cycle path, dedicated dog walking area, fitness run with exercises.



















2.2.5 Sunny Hill Park
[bookmark: _Hlk518986885]The consultation included background information regarding the Sunny Hill Park site, as well as descriptions and diagrams of the proposed enhancements and developments to the site, as proposed through the Master Plan. Based on this, respondents were asked the following question:

18. Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

70.37% of respondents indicated that they agreed with the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park. Within this, 33.33% of respondents strongly agreed with the proposed redevelopment and 37.04% of respondents tended to agree with the proposed redevelopment.
14.81% of respondents indicated that they disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park. Within this, 3.70% of respondents strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment and 11.11% of respondents tended to disagree with the proposed redevelopment.
7.41% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park, whilst 7.41% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure about the proposed redevelopment.



Respondents who either tended to disagree or strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment were asked the following question:

19. If you disagree, please say why (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· Most of the plan is good but please do not put a path through the middle of the park.
· Sunnyhill park is very close to Middlesex University with a large population on site. With the Copthall Allianz park partnership it would be nice to see more done with this site as it could benefit from greater use. The development of the tennis courts would be nice to see more MUGAS for greater use. Also the park in wetter months has a tendancy to flood/ become very slugdy. Better drainage for the cricket pitch. More open space to play/ have picnic. Not enough benches of areas to sit. The cafe is nice, would be great to keep this and maybe add more outdoor seating provision. Cycle route improvement is def a must due to the MDX uni students using this, especially in the darker months to get to Allianz park. Lastly I was a police officer at Colindale station and on a few occassions had incidents late at night in the open car park areas of Sunnyhill park with youth in cars, drinking, and driving dangerously as well as taking illegal substances. The entrances to car parks to be locked, greater lighting of open routes such as cycle routes etc, more visibility from the highway into the park
· The cycle path through the park is unacceptable, improve and repair the paths on the outside of the park. Not only would it be harmful for wildlife, it's dangerous for people and dogs too as cyclists will go haring through
· [bookmark: _Hlk518987565]Sunny Hill is a very large park that is greatly under used. Better facilities ie. skateboarding could be accomodated within this park












All respondents were then asked the following questions in relation to the proposed facilities at the Sunny Hill Park site:

20. Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

[bookmark: _Hlk518987820]The majority of respondents, 88.89%, indicated that all of the proposed facilities should be included within the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park. 11.11% of respondents indicated that all of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park.
Respondents who answered Yes to question twenty were then asked the following question:

21. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· Path through the middle of the park is a waste of scarce funds and not needed. There is an existing path around the perimeter. Adding a path would destroy the integrity of the park
· Tennis courts for MUGAs. Also how widely would the cricket squer be utlised? would this be better suited to the main sports hub at Copthall, especially due to the drainage issues at Sunnyhill?
· the cycle path through the park.


Respondents were then asked the following question in relation to the proposed facilities at the Sunny Hill Park site:

22. Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

29.63% of respondents indicated that additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park. 70.37% of respondents indicated that no additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park.
[bookmark: _Hlk518988144]Respondents who answered Yes to question twenty-two were then asked the following question:

23. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· Improve the playground please. Much needed and will encourage children and their families to keep active
· Very important to create links to Copthall playing fields and provide most informal use here rather than the sports and Hasmonean school area. Segregated pedestrian access very important for school pupils using the park for access
· Coffee shop
· More seating areas, open 'play zones' for games. Better drainage, lighting. Maybe some sort of a 'garden' area for people. More 'park like' with a variety of attractions
· Tennis courts should be provided with floodlights to enable use during winter month
· Repair the pond for people and wildlife
· Putting green could be reintroduced. The pond area could be redeveloped. An improved playground area
· Wildlife centre and guides




























2.2.6 Arrandene Open Space
The consultation included background information regarding the Arrandene Open Space site, as well as descriptions and diagrams of the proposed enhancements and developments to the site, as proposed through the Master Plan. Based on this, respondents were asked the following question:

24. Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

74.08% of respondents indicated that they agreed with the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space. Within this, 37.04% of respondents strongly agreed with the proposed redevelopment and 37.04% of respondents tended to agree with the proposed redevelopment.
7.40% of respondents indicated that they disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space. Within this, 3.70% of respondents strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment and 3.70% of respondents tended to disagree with the proposed redevelopment.
11.11% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space, whilst 7.41% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure about the proposed redevelopment.



Respondents who either tended to disagree or strongly disagree with the proposed redevelopment were asked the following question:

25. If you disagree, please say why (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· It should be left naturally, it’s not a park it’s a different kind of open space. Please leave it as natural as possible.
· this park/ space seems to be simply the development of better access to other sites, so not much to comment on
· That 'improved' path is very vague. Please don't put a pavement through it, it will utterly destroy the character of the space. Another site barnet has neglected for years.
All respondents were then asked the following questions in relation to the proposed facilities to be introduced at the Arrandene Open Space site:

26. Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

The majority of respondents, 92.59% indicated that all of the proposed facilities should be included within the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space. 7.41% of respondents indicated that all of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space.


Respondents who answered Yes to question twenty-six were then asked the following question:

27. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· should be left untouched
· The pathway as above. DON'T DO IT.
Respondents were then asked the following question in relation to the proposed facilities at the Arrandene Open Space site:

28. Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

18.52% of respondents indicated that additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space. 81.48% of respondents indicated that no additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space.
Respondents who answered Yes to question twenty-eight were then asked the following question:

29. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· An area reserved for promoting certain plant species naturally occurring in the fields would be nice so it can be used as a facility for local schools to use for teaching
· Cycle route linking all parks
· there are plenty but the focus is on pushing traffic to the main hub, so this seems to be an access route/ green space to the HUB
· manage the pond and wetlands in the woods.. Stop the succession of the fields. This site is crying out for a nature conservation project.
· Cycle access to the western entrance (Featherstone Hill) from Wise Lane near to the entrance to Mill Hill Park. The. last time I was there, you could not get a bicycle through the gate..























2.2.7 Bittacy Hill Park
The consultation included background information regarding the Bittacy Hill Park site, as well as descriptions and diagrams of the proposed enhancements and developments to the site, as proposed through the Master Plan. Based on this, respondents were asked the following question:

30. Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

66.67% of respondents indicated that they agreed with the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park. Within this, 29.63% of respondents strongly agreed with the proposed redevelopment and 37.04% of respondents tended to agree with the proposed redevelopment.
0.00% of respondents indicated that they disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park.
11.11% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park, whilst 22.22% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure about the proposed redevelopment.




Respondents who either tended to disagree or strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment were asked the following question:

31. If you disagree, please say why (Please type in your answer)

As no respondents either tended to disagree or strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment, no responses were received for this question.
All respondents were then asked the following questions in relation to the proposed facilities at the Bittacy Hill Park site:

32. Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

The majority of respondents, 96.30%, indicated that all of the proposed facilities should be included within the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park. 3.70% of respondents indicated that all of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park.
Respondents who answered Yes to question thirty-two were then asked the following question:

33. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· Can't comment as have only visited the park once.

Respondents were then asked the following question in relation to the proposed facilities at the Bittacy Hill Park site:

34. Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

22.22% of respondents indicated that additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park. 77.78% of respondents indicated that no additional facilities could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park.
Respondents who answered Yes to question thirty-four were then asked the following question:

35. If yes, please say which facilities and why: (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· It would be nice to ahve a small outdoor splash pool and sand pit in the playground
· Cycle route. Coffee shop
· An outdoor gym would be fantastic
· Toilets and a café
· again plenty, but this has a small attraction in the courts and better pathways, again these smaller areas are making way for greater focus on the larger areas, but still maintains some attractive features for a small facility. main thing is to make sure pathways are well kept, maybe clear cycle and walking lanes! which are well lit
· Can't comment as have only visited the park once
· Water fountains.
2.2.8 Overall Master Plan
Respondents were then asked the following question in relation to the overall Copthall Playing Fields and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan:

36. Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces? (Please tick one option only)

The results are shown in the graph below:

80.77% of respondents indicated that they agreed with the overall proposed redevelopment of Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces. Within this, 42.31% of respondents strongly agreed with the proposed redevelopment and 38.46% of respondents tended to agree with the proposed redevelopment.
7.70% of respondents indicated that they disagreed with the overall proposed redevelopment of Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces. Within this, 3.85% of respondents strongly disagreed with the proposed redevelopment and 3.85% of respondents tended to disagree with the proposed redevelopment.
11.54% of respondents neither agreed or disagreed with the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces, whilst 0.00% of respondents didn’t know or were not sure about the proposed redevelopment.



Respondents were then asked the following question in relation to providing additional comments or feedback regarding the overall Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan:

37. Please provide any additional comments or feedback that you have regarding the proposed redevelopment of the overall Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan: (Please type in your answer)

The following responses were received:
· The London Borough of Barnet should have access to a deep water facility at the Copthall site.
· I live in Sunningfields Road and my local neighbours and friends who are regular park uses did not know about the consultation. No visible signs in Sunny Hill park that I saw. I don’t think this gives people the chance to respond. More publicity of consultations please.
· It is fanatstic and I look forward to see the development progress!
· Hasmonean school is currently amending its application for a new combined school 16/6662/FUL to provide new school buildings on the existing girls school site, but the informal open space at Copthall can be enhanced by the school and used as dual use with the community. The school proposes delivery of a new all-weather pitch within Copthall playing fields that will be available for community use. The school is a key stakeholder as adjoining landowner and can provide funding to deliver objectives of the Master Plan, however, the illustrative design layouts should be adjusted in consultation with the school (Omitted from all previous consultation on this master plan) so that 1400 pupil residnets of Barnet and their parents can be accommodated for education, open psace and sport along wth all residnets. The school can be an important contribution to the delivery and funding mechanisms without adverse impact to nature conservation. The amended proposals retain and enhance nature conservation and open space in line with the master plan
· A cricket facility for Middlesex cricket would sit well on the area to the south of Allianz Park
· We acknowledge the asset and potential of Copthall open space and welcome the Council’s decision to prepare a Master Plan for the space. Copthall is the home of Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers (SBH) with over 100 members being present on Sunday 26 July1964 when the track opened. SBH is one of the premier athletic clubs in the Country for track & field, cross country and road. The Club boasts 37 Olympians since 1972 as well as many more Commonwealth Games and World Championship athletes out of a current membership of around 500 Currently the club has about 150 young athletes regularly training at Allianz Park often two or three times each week. SBH also has its own clubhouse with a 30 year lease at the southern end of the stadium which it allows both Middlesex University and Saracens to use free of charge on a regular basis. The stadium is home to Barnet & District Athletic Club (BDAC) which also has a long history of training and competing at Allianz Park, and in providing an alternative offer to SBH. The stadium is also the home of athletics for most if not all the schools in Barnet and is the only venue suitable for inter-school competitions in the Borough. The stadium provides an important local, regional and national facility for athletic competitions. With the exception of the Olympic Stadium, Allianz Park is the premier venue for athletics in London. Working in partnership with Saracens, a high-quality facility has been created which supports and nurtures club and school athletics, as well as regional competitions. Despite all the above the Master Plan documents contains little or no real reference to Athletics or any material reference to the usage of the facilities by schools, clubs and the community other than a cursory comment made by SBH members at the consultation meetings; “Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers supportive of the better footpaths and routes proposed. They currently use Sunny Hill Park for training.” (Page 125) and a reference at a meeting with Saracens on 12 May 2017 where Saracens advised the consultants that they “Host 2 Athletic clubs” (Page 118). No official approach or consultation was carried out with either SBH (even though they have a leasehold interest) or BDAC. We found this very disappointing particularly as meetings were held with both rugby clubs who, with due respect, have significantly less use of the facilities in terms of numbers of participating members. It is understood that the consultants also met with Saracens and the Rugby Football Union. Given the importance of Allianz Park to local, regional and national athletics, it seems surprising and disappointing that the consultants did not seek to formally consult with the National Governing Bodies, England Athletics / UK Athletics. SBH & BDAC therefore requested an urgent meeting to put our case due to what appears to be the virtual complete failure to take into account the long term future of athletics on the Copthall site. This is of great concern to the clubs. We are grateful to Dennis Holmes and Cassie Bridger for agreeing to meet us on 26 June 2018 to discuss our concerns. What is also worrying, is that the document makes reference to Saracens with a new stand would have capacity for 15,000 (Page 118). Whilst this may be technically correct, the actual planning permission granted states that capacity will be 10,500 after the new stand is built with an ability to increase the capacity to 15,000 on 2 occasions out of the 16 home matches in a rugby season. However, when this happens it puts the track out of commission for virtually 2 weeks at a time. We are unclear whether the document merely refers to the temporary capacity twice a year or a longer-term vision for the Master Plan. This has real implications for athletics. The report also states that the number of people who attend matches at Allianz Park annually is 750,000, this is an impossible figure as it equates to over 14,400 per week for 52 weeks of the year. It is useful to note that the “regular” athletic competition season runs for six months from the beginning of April to the end of September. When the new East stand was constructed in 2012 we agreed to the loss of April and September for competitions as per the S106 agreement which stated that the track would be operational by the beginning of May. This has never been achieved and effectively the season for athletics at Allianz Park starts in June and ends in August, thus cutting three months out of the six-month season. This is even worse for schools as their season ends in July when the school term ends. Any further encroachment on the athletics season will effectively end the viability of athletic competitions at Allianz Park. It has been widely reported in the press that Saracens are losing millions of pounds each year. Their current economic model is clearly not sustainable. Saracens have a long lease and are obviously a key factor if the future viability of the proposed Master Plan and if its vision is to be realised. In order to break even, Saracens will clearly need to increase their capacity – perhaps to 15,000 or more for every match. This would make the use of the stadium impossible for both athletics and rugby on a fit for purpose basis. For instance the track is already reduced to four lanes in rugby mode which proves extremely challenging for both athletic clubs. Rugby is also actively considering extending their season beyond the middle of May towards the end of June. This would reduce the full-time athletics use of the stadium from the three months to less than two months and hence inoperable for both sports. On face value these issues may not seem to be Planning Policy / Master Planning issues. However, the vision for Copthall needs to set out how both rugby and athletics can survive successfully and hopefully continue to operate in partnership for the greater good. Realistically this may well mean that the athletics track needs to be removed from within the stadium, a proposal that may be welcomed by Saracens. However, in terms of the athletic clubs, school, regional and national athletics it is critical that a fit for purpose alternative is made available. The only way this could be adequately achieved is through the provision of a new track with appropriate associated facilities i.e. club house/changing rooms and toilets. We already have limited usage of the track for both training during the rugby season and during a shortened athletic season. The report states that as the LBB population grows there’s a need for more community space. We agree and believe that Copthall, with the right facilities will lead to increased athletics / fitness usage by all the community. As it is, there are insufficient days when Allianz Park is in athletics mode for all LBB schools to be able to book the facility for Sports Day events let alone training days. Encouraging the community, and in particular young people, to participate in athletics activities can only benefit the health, opportunities and well-being of the LBB population as a whole. The draft report, in its present format, begs the question ‘does the London Borough of Barnet want to provide the option of athletics activities for all its residents’?
· PROPOSAL FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF A COMMUNITY TENNIS FACILITY ON THE SITE OF THE OLD LEISURE CENTRE AT BARNET COPTHALL. INTRODUCTION. (As response in question 11)
· I think the focus should be on long term development for the area to bring clubs into the area and build a strong sporting platform for other facilities to create more competitive options in the future once there is a visible demand for these facilities. There is a variety of backgrounds in the area and having a mix of facilities will enable youngsters to try different sports and settle with the one they most enjoy, hopefully making them more active and healthier adults in the future. I think there should however also be consideration made to the care facilities, supervision and security for these areas in the evening and at night (particularly during the winter months) to avoid them becoming a site for anti-social behaviour.
· More parking.
· How will you manage the parking and traffic?Recently my children and I went for a long bike ride around Mill Hill via Copthall, the parking on Sunday relating to children’s football on the pitches was horrendous. We had to get off our bikes and walk as it was so dangerous. People parking everywhere and anywhere. I am concerned generally about the over development of our green borough
· I have commented on each section so hopefully these comments will be taken into account. The main thing with improving routes and access would be to indicate clear walking and cycle routes, which are clearly marked for the different traffic, also that routes are wide eoungh and well lit for year round use, especially if it is an access route to another facility (sunnyhill to Copthall) . Would be nice to see an indoor sports hall facility at copthall to incorporate indoor activity and promote year rund use of the facility. All other coments are laid out individually
· Within the Copthall Sports hub development, efforts should be made to centralise the rugby offering. There are effectively 3 rugby clubs on site, with their own facilities. This doesn't make sense, to anyone not involved with the existing clubs.
· I'm very concerned that an ecological survey has not been carried out. Or that regular users of the park have been properly consulted- I wasn't and I'm a very active user of those parks and known to the council. Barnet show no regard for their green spaces, they seem to be more about making money than caring for the environment. There is no provision for any community facilities. Access, infrastructure and signage all need to be improved but Barnet's branding is generally hideous and negative
· I would support any plans that give a continuous cycle route from the Middlesex University area to Wise Lane and beyond.
· I support creating a new central link to connect pedestrians and cyclists from Middlesex University to Mill Hill Park via Sunny Hill Park, Copthall and Arrandene. However, West Hendon Playing Fields is isolated west of the A5, which has no safe cycling route. East-west cycling routes are also very important. Direct on-road cycle routes are needed, linking sports facilities to Mill Hill Broadway, Mill Hill East, Grahame Park and Finchley. Connections from Mill Hill East should be improved by converting the railway path to shared use between Sanders Lane and Page Street. This would be a good alternative to Pursley Road. Detailed comments on the 4 routes crossing the Rail/M1/A1: Route 01. A semi-segregated cycle track is needed on Bunns Lane / Page Street. Lighting and speed restrictions under the rail tunnel on Bunns Lane would help, but a safer route from Mill Hill would be to use Station Road, Woodland Way & Flower Lane instead and this should be developed as a Quiet Route. Route 02. Cycle lanes on Grahame Park Way are inadequate. A two-way segregated cycle track needs to be constructed using the wide verge on the east side of the road, with suitable Toucan crossings to access the estate on the west side. Route 03. Given the change in levels, a tunnel would be prefereable to a bridge. Either option would be very expensive and it may be better to focus resources on high quality improvements to nearby routes. Route 04. A safe cycle route along the whole length of Aerodrome Road is needed. Where possible, this should be segregated from pedestrians as well as motorists. We look forward to seeing a similar plan for accessing the new leisure centre in Victoria Park.
· As mentioned previously in the questionnaire, the redevelopment is a fantastic opportunity to make space available for a cycle club to be set up with a proper space and track for coaching and a safe environment for children and adults to ride.


2.2.9 Written responses to the questionnaire
Please see attached the following written responses as Appendices:
Appendix 1 - Middlesex University



Appendix 2 - Saracens RFC



Appendix 3 – Middlesex County Cricket Club and England & Wales Cricket Board



Appendix 4 - Mill Hill Preservation Society



Appendix 5 - Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers and Barnet & District Athletic Club



Appendix 6 - CSJ Planning Consultants (on behalf of Hasmonean School)




Appendix 7 - Mill Hill Neighbourhood Forum



Appendix 8 – Friends of Mill Hill Park



Appendix 9 – Mill Hill RFC



Appendix 10 – Barnet Resident A



Appendix 11 – Barnet Resident B









Respondent Address (via Ward)
Responses	Brunswick Park ward	Burnt Oak ward	Childs Hill ward	Colindale ward	Coppetts ward	East Barnet ward	East Finchley ward	Edgware ward	Finchley Church End ward	Garden Suburb ward	Golders Green ward	Hale ward	Hendon ward	High Barnet ward	Mill Hill ward	Oakleigh ward	Totteridge ward	Underhill ward	West Finchley ward	West Hendon ward	Woodhouse ward	Other (please specify)	0	0	0	0.04	0	0.04	0	0	0.04	0	0.04	0.08	0.28000000000000003	0	0.28000000000000003	0	0.04	0	0	0	0	0.16	

Respondent Type
Responses	Barnet resident	Barnet business	Barnet resident and business	Representing a sports club/regular sports participant	Representing a voluntary/community organisation	Representing a public sector organisation	Other	0.69230000000000003	3.85E-2	7.690000000000001E-2	7.690000000000001E-2	0	7.690000000000001E-2	3.85E-2	

Age 
Responses	16-17	18-24	25-34	35-44	45-54	55-64	65-74	75+	Prefer not to say	0	0	9.0899999999999995E-2	0.2273	0.40910000000000002	9.0899999999999995E-2	0.13639999999999999	0	4.5499999999999999E-2	

Gender
Responses	Female	Male	Prefer not to say	0.36359999999999998	0.54549999999999998	9.0899999999999995E-2	

Females only: Pregnant/Maternity Leave 
Yes	I am pregnant	I am currently on maternity leave	0.16669999999999999	0	No	I am pregnant	I am currently on maternity leave	0.83329999999999993	1	Prefer not to say	I am pregnant	I am currently on maternity leave	0	0	


Gender reassignment
Responses	Yes	No	Prefer not to say	0.95239999999999991	4.7600000000000003E-2	0	

Ethnicity
Responses	Asian / Asian British - Bangladeshi	Asian / Asian British - Chinese	Asian / Asian British - Indian	Asian / Asian British - Pakistani	Any other Asian background (please specify below)	Black - African	Black - British	Black - Caribbean	Any other Black / African / Caribbean background (please specify below)	Mixed - White and Asian	Mixed - White and Black African	Mixed - White and Black Caribbean	Mixed - any other Mixed / Multiple ethnic background (please specify below)	White - British	White - Greek / Greek Cypriot	White - Gypsy or Irish Traveller	White - Irish	White - Turkish / Turkish Cypriot	White - any other	Other - Arab	Prefer not to say	Any other ethnic group (please specify)	0	0	4.7600000000000003E-2	0	0	0	4.7600000000000003E-2	0	0	0	0	0	0	0.71430000000000005	0	0	4.7600000000000003E-2	0	9.5199999999999993E-2	0	4.7600000000000003E-2	0	

Disability
Responses	Yes	No	Prefer not to say	0.1429	0.85709999999999997	0	

Religion or Belief
Responses	Agnostic	Atheist	Baha’i	Buddhist	Christian	Hindu	Humanist	Jain	Jewish	Muslim	Sikh	No religion	Prefer not to say	Other religion/belief (please specify)	9.5199999999999993E-2	9.5199999999999993E-2	0	0	0.33329999999999999	4.7600000000000003E-2	0	0	4.7600000000000003E-2	0	0	9.5199999999999993E-2	0.28570000000000001	0	

Sexual Orientation
Responses	Bisexual	Gay	Heterosexual	Lesbian	Other	Prefer not to say	9.5199999999999993E-2	0	0.71430000000000005	0	0	0.1905	

Parks and open spaces visits in the last year
Responses	Yes	No	0.92500000000000004	7.4999999999999997E-2	

The reason for not visiting parks and open spaces in the last year
Responses	Lack of relevant facilitates at any of the parks	Lack of knowledge about facilities at any of the parks	No time to visit any of the parks	Poor transport/access to any of the site	Other (please specify)	0.33329999999999999	0.33329999999999999	0	0.33329999999999999	0.66670000000000007	

Which parks you have visited in the last year: (Please tick all that apply)
Responses	Copthall Playing Fields	Mill Hill Park	Sunny Hill Park	Arrandene Open Space	Bittacy Hill Park	0.91430000000000011	0.62860000000000005	0.68569999999999998	0.42859999999999998	0.2286	

Copthall Playing Fields


To participate in sports	To watch sports	To keep fit	To leave a friend or relative to the site	To cycle	To walk	To walk animals	To enjoy the landscape and nature	To eat or drink	To meet friends or family	Don't visit this park	0.8125	1	0.73680000000000012	1	0.8	0.56000000000000005	1	0.4118	0.21429999999999999	0.6	8.3299999999999999E-2	


Mill Hill Park

Mill Hill Park	
To participate in sports	To watch sports	To keep fit	To leave a friend or relative to the site	To cycle	To walk	To walk animals	To enjoy the landscape and nature	To eat or drink	To meet friends or family	Don't visit this park	0.3125	5.8799999999999998E-2	0.52629999999999999	0.2	0.5	0.52	0.5	0.47060000000000002	0.57140000000000002	0.6	0.41670000000000001	



Sunny Hill Park	
To participate in sports	To watch sports	To keep fit	To leave a friend or relative to the site	To cycle	To walk	To walk animals	To enjoy the landscape and nature	To eat or drink	To meet friends or family	Don't visit this park	0.4375	0.1176	0.47370000000000001	0.2	0.5	0.6	1	0.4118	0.35709999999999997	0.33329999999999999	0.41670000000000001	



Arrandene Open Space	
To participate in sports	To watch sports	To keep fit	To leave a friend or relative to the site	To cycle	To walk	To walk animals	To enjoy the landscape and nature	To eat or drink	To meet friends or family	Don't visit this park	6.25E-2	5.8799999999999998E-2	0.31580000000000003	0	0.1	0.48	1	0.58820000000000006	0	0.2	0.25	


Bittacy Hill Park

Bittacy Hill Park	
To participate in sports	To watch sports	To keep fit	To leave a friend or relative to the site	To cycle	To walk	To walk animals	To enjoy the landscape and nature	To eat or drink	To meet friends or family	Don't visit this park	0.1875	5.8799999999999998E-2	0.15790000000000001	0	0	0.16	0	0.17649999999999999	0	0.2	0.75	


Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the key outcomes of the Master Plan? (Please tick one option on each row)

Strongly agree	
To develop the overall site as a regional ‘sports hub’	To develop wider leisure and cultural activities	To develop and support nature conservation	To develop better transport to and within the parks	0.69700000000000006	0.57579999999999998	0.60609999999999997	0.57579999999999998	Tend to agree	
To develop the overall site as a regional ‘sports hub’	To develop wider leisure and cultural activities	To develop and support nature conservation	To develop better transport to and within the parks	0.21210000000000001	0.33329999999999999	0.33329999999999999	0.33329999999999999	Neither agree or disagree	
To develop the overall site as a regional ‘sports hub’	To develop wider leisure and cultural activities	To develop and support nature conservation	To develop better transport to and within the parks	6.0599999999999987E-2	3.0300000000000001E-2	3.0300000000000001E-2	9.0899999999999995E-2	Tend to disagree	
To develop the overall site as a regional ‘sports hub’	To develop wider leisure and cultural activities	To develop and support nature conservation	To develop better transport to and within the parks	3.0300000000000001E-2	6.0599999999999987E-2	3.0300000000000001E-2	0	



Agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields? (Please tick one option only) 
Responses	Strongly agree	Tend to agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Tend to disagree	Strongly disagree	Don’t know / not sure	0.44829999999999998	0.44829999999999998	3.4500000000000003E-2	3.4500000000000003E-2	3.4500000000000003E-2	0	

Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	0.27589999999999998	0.72409999999999997	

Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Playing Fields? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	0.68969999999999998	0.31030000000000002	

Agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Strongly agree	Tend to agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Tend to disagree	Strongly disagree	Don’t know / not sure	0.35709999999999997	0.42859999999999998	3.5700000000000003E-2	0	0	0.17860000000000001	

Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	7.1399999999999991E-2	0.92859999999999998	

Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Mill Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	0.32140000000000002	0.67859999999999998	

Agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Strongly agree	Tend to agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Tend to disagree	Strongly disagree	Don’t know / not sure	0.33329999999999999	0.37040000000000001	7.4099999999999999E-2	0.1111	3.7000000000000012E-2	7.4099999999999999E-2	

Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	0.1111	0.88890000000000002	

Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Sunny Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	0.29630000000000001	0.70369999999999999	

Agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Strongly agree	Tend to agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Tend to disagree	Strongly disagree	Don’t know / not sure	0.37040000000000001	0.37040000000000001	0.1111	3.7000000000000012E-2	3.7000000000000012E-2	7.4099999999999999E-2	

Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	7.4099999999999999E-2	0.92590000000000006	

Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Arrandene Open Space? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	0.1852	0.81480000000000008	

Agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Strongly agree	Tend to agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Tend to disagree	Strongly disagree	Don’t know / not sure	0.29630000000000001	0.37040000000000001	0.1111	0	0	0.22220000000000001	

Do you think any of the proposed facilities should not be included within the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	3.7000000000000012E-2	0.96299999999999997	

Are there any additional facilities that you feel could be included within the proposed redevelopment of Bittacy Hill Park? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Yes	No	0.22220000000000001	0.77780000000000005	

Agree or disagree with the proposed redevelopment of Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces? (Please tick one option only)
Responses	Strongly agree	Tend to agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Tend to disagree	Strongly disagree	Don’t know / not sure	0.42309999999999998	0.3846	0.1154	3.85E-2	3.85E-2	0	
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Middlesex
University
London

The Burroughs

29 June 2018 Hendon

London
Dennis Holmes NW4 4BT
Lead Commissioner: Parks and Green Spaces United Kingdom
London Borough of Barnet .
North London Business Park o0 s, T
Oakleigh Road South e-mail: ve@mdx.ac.uk
London N11 1NP ek
Dear Dennis,

Copthall Sports Hub and Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan Consultation

1. Thank you for the opportunity to respond to this consultation. Our responses concern
primarily improving pedestrian, cycle and bus routes from the Hendon campus to Copthall, which
we believe would have a substantial wider community benefit, and an exciting proposal for the
University to lead with creating an engaging corridor through the area based primarily on
enhancing awareness and enjoyment of its wildlife.

2. Overall, Middlesex University very much welcomes the Copthall and Mill Hill Open Spaces
Master Plan. We recognise the extensive work that has gone into the Plan and appreciate the
opportunities we have had to contribute to it. We fully support the four key elements of the vision.

3. The University is probably the single largest user of sports facilities across the London
Borough of Barnet. Copthall is already extensively used by our students and staff, many of whom
are local residents, and Sunny Hill Park is both an important amenity in itself and a route between
Copthall and our campus. We have less of an interest in the Mill Hill open spaces but welcome how
the three areas are being considered holistically.

Regional Sports Hub

4. We believe that this area has exceptional potential. The new leisure centre and planned
development of Allianz Park will enhance a site which currently feels underused. The University is
integrally involved with the development of Allianz Park as a partner with Saracens in the
redevelopment of the West Stand, to which we plan to move our Sports Science provision currently
inadequately housed in the East Stand. Our staff and students will participate in the opportunities
presented by the Regional Sports Hub and contribute to its success, bringing the University and
wider community together to make the best use of its facilities.

5. Careful design of pitches and changing facilities will facilitate their use by University
students and staff and by local residents, and we are keen to contribute to this. Similarly, the
installation of sensitive floodlight facilities sympathetic to the wider park environment such as tennis
courts will enable year round use, helping avoid the area feeling empty and unsafe.
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Better Connected Parks

6. Copthall is not very accessible by public transport and both the wider community and our
staff and students would benefit significantly from a direct bus route from Hendon. At the moment
the bus trip from the University campus to Allianz Park involves two changes and a 15 minute walk,
taking almost an hour. While Copthall is accessible from the campus on foot (a 30 minute walk) and
by cycle, this is not suitable for everyone and when it is wet or dark there is a particular need for
good public transport connections.

7. Walking and cycling is to be encouraged, however, and the walking and cycling
infrastructure needs developing. We believe that there needs to be sensitive lighting and preferably
security camera coverage along shared pedestrian and cycle routes from the Hendon campus and
through Sunny Hill Park and Copthall, with improved signage. The University would give
consideration to linking CCTV along these route to our control room on the campus.

8. With regard to connections west of the M1, p. 42 refers to four potential routes into Copthall.
We request that the following points are considered:

e From point 2 on the 03 red route, and from point 4 on the 04 blue route, access to Sunny
Hill Park should be implemented as soon as possible, rather than trying to link the red and
blue routes in some way along the Watford Way.

e Route 04 on p. 42 of the Master Plan is important to the University as it connects Colindale,
where we have our main halls of residence (as well as the large and growing Colindale
population). The pedestrian route east along Aerodrome Road under the M1 and railway
needs improvement as it approaches the A41. Passing under the M1 and railway at points
1, 2 and 3 is very unfriendly and could be significantly enhanced with aesthetic
improvements such as murals. The path narrows dangerously as it approaches the A41 and
exposes pedestrians to fumes from standing traffic. The underpass beneath the A41 needs
some improvements to reduce littering and water collection, and should have security
cameras and emergency call points. The route from the underpass exit on the west side to
and through Sunny Hill Park to Copthall needs signage and should have a dedicated
cycleway.

9. Page 43 shows several circle points. At Circle 4 we are very pleased to see the recognition of
two access points for the University into Sunny Hill Park especially as one of these improves the
forgotten access from Church Terrace. Turning these into more formal entrances will enhance the
access to the park.

10. Circle 3 shows a new feature footbridge over the Great North Way. The road at this point is
very wide and the feeling that one gets from crossing the footbridge further up the Great North Way
is unpleasant and unsafe because of the sheer volume of traffic. The complication with building a
bridge here is that the height will mean stairways and/or lifts on one or both sides because of
differences in height. These will be an interruption to all users and will not be very accessible. We
would instead like to see the existing underpass connecting Sunny Hill Park with Copthall, a few
hundred metres west of the existing pedestrian bridge, retained but improved. This is the best
crossing of the Great North Way and we suggest improvements include shared cycle and
pedestrian accessibility, better lighting, security cameras, emergency call points, and measures to





minimise graffiti and littering. There also need to be improvements to the path that leads from the
underpass into Copthall and onwards.

11. The existing bridge across the Great North Way is both unpleasant to cross and difficult to
use with a bicycle. However, for some this may be the preferred route from and to the University on
dark evenings. We do not think replacing the bridge would be cost-effective but it could be
significantly improved with higher handrails and improved insulation from the busy traffic below.
The pedestrian route from Sunny Gardens Road west along the Great North Way to the underpass
could also be improved for pedestrians and cyclists and better insulated from the road traffic.

Wider Leisure and Cultural Activities

12. The University is very involved in Barnet, contributing to many community activities,
voluntary work, and initiatives such as the new arts and culture strategy. Many of our students and
staff are local residents. The Master Plan presents opportunities for us to further enhance this
engagement. In particular, we would like to encourage the development of marked and measured
jogging and walking routes across the whole area, extending into other green spaces in Arrandene
and Mill Hill. Our proposal for a Wildlife Corridor would further add to the amenity of the area, as
described below.

Nature and Biodiversity

13. The nature conservation challenge reflected in this plan has inspired the University to
develop a proposal for a wildlife corridor from the Hendon campus through Sunny Hill Park to
Copthall. We are making this proposal to the Council through this submission and would be
prepared to co-invest in it. The aim would be to create an asset which combines community benefit
with a teaching and research resource for the University, including schools and community
engagement, together with cutting edge technology to create opportunities akin to the BBC
‘Springwatch’ TV programmes.

Our aim would be to incentivise use of the current green corridor from the Hendon campus to
Copthall for the University and the community. We have consulted on the concept and received
support for the idea from local schools, the Mill Hill Neighbourhood Forum and Mill Hill Preservation
Society. The project would take the following form:

o A scoping stage engaging local residents and community groups, including a participatory
mapping event and using the University's innovatory Urbanapp (a software app) to enable
people to identify what they like or dislike whilst using the corridor, with photographic entries
geotagged and recorded to build up further information on perceptions of green space. We
would in addition run focus groups and semi-structured interviews to explore experiences of
the area and ensure we enhance it in ways that reflect the community’s ideas and priorities.

e A co-production stage to develop projects to enhance green corridor use, including a
student competition to develop plans to enhance park use and meet local needs, and an
event where students pitch their ideas to local residents, with the most popular ideas
selected for implementation. We would also pair up local groups with students and assign





teams a site along the corridor, with each team developing a physical form (e.g. arts
piece/sound sculpture/butterfly garden/maze) and an online presence at each site along the
route as an opportunity to integrate real and virtual engagement.

e A stage to generate ideas to encourage use of the green corridor. This could include smart
benches (talking benches) as way-markers which could, for example, tell the history of the
area, play music linked to the weather or time of day, report calorie loss based on distance
walked or run between the benches, and suggest activities (e.g. mindfulness or physical
exercises) to support people to use the space. Other possibilities are QR codes so smart
phone users can identify trees and plants or listen to local stories; bird and bat boxes with
IP cameras accessible via a YouTube channel; and motion cameras for ‘Springwatch’ style
broadcasting. We would also consider different types of walks and activities, such as an arts
walk, nature walk, health walk and multisensory walk (e.g. sound, smell, texture). In the
longer term, we envisage the area could include an urban ecology observatory managed by
the University and open to the public and schools.

Finally, | would like to thank you again for the opportunity to contribute to these plans. The

University looks forward to continuing to work with you and your team.

Yours sincerely,

Professor Tim Blackman
Vice-Chancellor
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SARACENS

COPTHALL SPORTS HUB & MILL HILL OPEN SPACES MASTERPLAN
PHASE 2 & 3 REPORT

“Sport has the power to change the world. "It has the power to inspire. It has the power to unite
people in a way that little else does. It speaks to youth in a language they understand. Sport
can create hope where once there was only despair.” Nelson Mandela

Saracens would like to thank the London Borough of Barnet for engaging with the organisation
during the development of the Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Park Open Spaces Master Plan
and for now providing the opportunity to comment on Phase 2 & 3. Saracens welcome the
publication of the draft Masterplan and its ambitious aspirations, much of which reflects Saracens
original vision when we first acquired the Copthall Stadium. Saracens are keen to continue to
play an active role in supporting the further development and delivery of community sports
facilities at Copthall.

Saracens is very supportive of future investment in parks and open spaces and believes strongly
in the need for high quality open spaces for residents. Parks and open spaces play a vital role in
communities and can contribute considerably to the health and wellbeing of individuals and
communities. With the forecasted population growth in Barnet in the years ahead the need for
high quality open spaces is going to be even greater. Copthall and some of the other parks and
open spaces within this master plan have undoubtedly suffered from a lack of investment in
recent times which has led to the provision of relatively poor facilities and subsequent
underutilisation.

Saracens recognises that the Masterplan includes proposals for several open spaces within Mill
Hill, but we highlight that most of our focus in this response is on the proposals set out for the
Copthall site for obvious reasons.

Regional Sports Hub

Where green belt land is allocated for sport and recreation, as it is at Copthall, we believe it is
essential that the quality of facilities is high so to maximise participation and the resulting benefits.
The concept of a regional sports hub is a good one and we agree that Copthall is the obvious
site for this hub with the Borough.

The current changing facilities at Copthall are no longer fit for purpose and the Main Activity Hub
proposed not only aims to replace these with state of the art changing and club facilities but to
also provide an array of facilities that will attract visitors and increase informal participation. When
looking at other successful and popular parks and open spaces the provision of facilities for play,
skate areas, climbing walls and cafés are prominent. These facilities drive footfall and bring
families into parks which is essential for sustainability. From a design perspective we feel it is
important that consideration is given to the architecture of some of the newer buildings on the





SARACENS

site (Allianz Park East Stand and proposed West Stand and Leisure Centre) and that the Main
Activity Hub complements these buildings.

The restructure reconfiguration of the existing playing fields is welcomed and the proposed
provision of new 3G playing pitches for rugby and football is supported. We have seen at Allianz
Park the significant increases in participation that can be achieved through the provision of 3G
properly managed and maintained artificial pitches. If we have a concern it is that the Masterplan
lacks detail as to how the proposed pitches and the proposed new facilities will be funded and
managed and this will be crucial to the success of the plan.

We also feel it is important to highlight that with the provision of new grass pitches and 3G
pitches considerable land forming and drainage will be required which is not referenced or
detailed. Although additional drainage has been installed at Copthall in recent years, further
improvements will be required to improve the quality of the grass pitches — certainly if increased
participation is to be achieved. We feel it is also important to secure large anchor football and
rugby clubs as a base for this increased participation. This is likely to be relatively easy to achieve
for football as there some large local youth clubs looking for a permanent home, but less easy
for rugby. Both Mill Hill Rugby Club and Hendon Rugby Club currently run up to two senior teams
but no mini or junior rugby. To create a thriving amateur rugby scene at Copthall we feel it would
be desirable to have mini and junior on the site. Saracens would be keen to work with both local
rugby clubs and the RFU to develop a plan to deliver this in the years ahead.

We note that regarding sporting activity and visitors to the Copthall site there is little mention of
athletics and with two strong athletics clubs on the site this must be highlighted as an oversight.

Transport and connectivity

As outlined in the Masterplan Copthall currently suffers from several accessibility issues, including
a lack of direct access by public transport (buses specifically), inadequate vehicular access and
exits to the site, poor connectivity infrastructure for pedestrians and cyclists and a lack of signage.
The delivery of effective solutions to these issues will ultimately determine the feasibility and
potential success of the Masterplan.

The widening of the Champions Way entry and provision of a slip road off the Al into the Copthall
site makes sense at a basic level, as does the improvements to the mini-roundabout. However,
there is no evidence to indicate that a comprehensive assessment of the proposed changes to
vehicular flow around the site and the potential impacts of the proposed developments on the
surrounding areas has been carried out. Furthermore, the implementation of the Masterplan
would also require changes to the current Saracens Travel Plan and so we feel a detailed
assessment of these proposed changes would be required for the plan to progress. We would
also expect that the robust travel planning requirements and focus on limiting vehicular access
to the site imposed on Saracens as part of the Allianz Park developed would be replicated for all
other future development on the site.





SARACENS

The importance of delivering a new regular bus service into Copthall cannot be understated. If
the aspirations to increase participation on the site are to be achieved, within the restrictions of
limiting car use into the site, then a regular bus service through the site is essential.

Despite the focus above to manage vehicular access in line with the principles applied to Allianz
Park, we do not feel that the proposed additional 135-150 underground car park spaces will be
adequate. As part of the travel planning process outlined above an assessment of existing and
proposed on-site car parking and control will be required so that an appropriate balance can be
achieved across the site. Part of the area identified as area 4 in the plan (proposed meadow and
BMX track) is currently used for parking and it should be considered whether this surface can be
enhanced to provide additional parking capacity. Saracens are also concerned that on page 51
the plan shows a blue hashed area in front of Allianz Park for ‘event day parking'. Saracens have
made it clear in our West Stand plans that we do not intend to use this area for event day parking
and would not like it used for this in the future.

The desired connectivity between the separate sites is positive although we suspect in some
circumstances challenging to fully achieve. We believe it is very important that the link between
Copthall and Sunny Hill Park is enhanced for pedestrians and cyclists, particularly to support
students who will be moving between Copthall and Middlesex University’s Hendon Campus.

Supporting nature conservation and biodiversity

Saracens are very supportive of improving biodiversity and nature conservation and are confident
that this can be achieved alongside improving sports facilities and increasing participation. In
fact, this is something Saracens have been able to achieve successfully at Allianz Park and there
are other larger scale examples of where this has been achieved, such as the Queen Elizabeth
Olympic Park. The areas proposed for wetlands, meadow loop track, forest activity area and
woodlands play trail have the potential to enhance the biodiversity on the site and provide
informal recreational areas for local people to enjoy as walking or running routes.

The above notes cover the main areas and issues which Saracens want to highlight at this point
and we want to reiterate our continuing commitment to support the Masterplan process as it
progresses.
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Middlesex County Cricket Club
And
England and Wales Cricket Board

Response to LB Barnet Consultation document
Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces consultation

July, 2019

Concept

In response to the Master Plan, Middlesex County Cricket Club (MCCC) and the England and
Wales Cricket Board (ECB) jointly proposes that the London Borough of Barnet gives serious
consideration to the development of a community cricket facility on the sloping field to the south
of Allianz Park and north of Hendon RFC, currently occupied by two football pitches.

This facility would include:

1. A cricket oval, with turf and hybrid pitches for weekly use by community clubs and also by
Middlesex mens, womens and disability teams

An outdoor nets complex (six lanes)

A ‘green’ pavilion with changing rooms, gym, medical suite and offices

An unobtrusive indoor training centre (six lanes), set into the slope

Space on grassed banks for up to 4,000 spectators

Sl

Pending further investigation, the estimated cost of the facility is around £6m.

The facility would potentially be used as a home ground for Swamibapa cricket club, and also a
training base for Middlesex men, Middlesex women, Middlesex disability, the new Hundred team
based at Lords, England women and England disability,

Context

Barnet is an area of growth, with the Office of National Statistics projecting an increase in
population of around 27,000 people in the next 10 years. The borough does not currently offer a
significant number of cricket facilities (only four non-turf pitches) despite evidence of demand,

specifically among the south Asian community in west and south Barnet.

ECB insight suggests many cricket clubs based in Barnet are currently having to play their home
matches outside the borough, due to the lack of facilities.

One of the key recommendations of the 2017 Playing Pitch Strategy is to improve cricketing
opportunities and facilities for the South Asian population.

Copthall is well placed to provide faculties that meet this growing demand.





Opportunity

MCCC and ECB are proposing to create a cricket facility where the needs of the recreational
game and the professional game are effectively balanced and harmonised.

To establish cricket as an anchor sport on the site, MCCC and ECB jointly:
ACCEPT the loss of two of the existing squares at Copthall (marked as C and D below),
PROPOSE the retention of one existing square at Copthall (marked as B below),
PROPOSE the creation of a new facility within the red lines (marked as A below), and

PROPOSE the creation of new square at nearby Sunny Hill Park, a more enclosed site with
purpose built changing and social facilities.

The new cricket facility at Copthall would be viable and sustainable, and would create the premier
community and elite sports hub in London.

-

.

W Google

Saracens, Middlesex and the Sports Science department of Middlesex University would work side
by side, providing excellent facilities for both community and elite sport.





Process

MCCC understands that LBB, councillors and officers, would need to consider the merits of the
development of a Middlesex cricket facility, and, if considered appropriate, to amend the Master
Plan accordingly and launch a new period of public consultation.

It is proposed that there would be three structures created on the site:

1. An environmentally friendly pavilion (top left above), with changing rooms, offices and
other facilities that could be shared with other codes and site users.

2. An indoor multi-purpose sports centre (top right above) with flooring suitable for cricket
nets and other sports.

3. An outdoor cricket nets complex (bottom right above)
The visual impact of all three structures would be significantly minimised by the earth works
required to level what is currently a sloping site with poor drainage. The pavilion and indoor nets
would necessarily be substantially set into the ground.

It is proposed that the main square on the new cricket facility would comprise three turf wickets
and three hybrid turf/artificial wickets to enable community use every weekend.

By deploying such new pitch technology, the facility would be unique in the United Kingdom.





Usage
The new cricket facility would be primarily a base for community cricket and a training base.

The Middlesex senior mens team will continue to play home matches at Lord’s; however, the team
could play several matches during the year at the new facility at Copthall.

The following fixtures might conceivably be played at Copthall:

Fixture Days Estimated crowd
Two Championship matches 8 (four days each) 1,200 per day
Four 50-over matches 3 (one day each) 2,000 per match
One T20 match 1 (three hours each) 4,000 per match
2nd XI matches 20 50

Womens matches 20 50

Youth matches 20 50

Even on the envisaged 12 significant match days, there would be no strain on local residents or
transport systems, and no requirement for additional parking.

Additional notes on the Master Plan

1. MCCC and ECB support the key outcomes of the Master Plan - creating a regional sports
hub, wider leisure and cultural activities, greater support for nature conservation and bio-
diversity, and better connected parks within the borough.

2. MCCC and ECB support the improvement of the two main access points, from Page St and

from the A1, but strongly suggests both access points are for entrance and exit at all times, to
avoid potentially catastrophic congestion, particularly on Saracens match days.

Contact details:

Edward Griffiths Chris Whitaker
Operations Director Facilities Director
Middlesex Cricket ECB

07877 091 335 07500 992 657

griffithse@btinternet.com Chris.Whitaker@ecb.co.uk




mailto:griffithse@btinternet.com
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Mill Hill Preservation Society founded 1049

Patron: Lady Hobson OBE JP

President: David Welch MA FCIS

Chairman: John Living AAdip CMdip RIBA

Vice Chairmen: Kevin Green, David Farbey

Hon. Solicitor: Robert Cottingham MA

Hon. Treasurer: Wendy Living BA ACA JP

Administrator & Membership Secretary: Kim Thompson

...making change worthwhile
Jon Sheaff, Landscape Architect
Jon Sheaff & Associates
Unit 5.1 Bayford St
London E8 3SE

20" February 2018
Our Ref IL/jl/MHPS environmentgroup

Dear Jon Sheaff

Copthall and Mill Hill Open Spaces Masterplan: Phase 2 Report:

Thank you for presenting to our committee on 12" February 2018 the Copthall and Mill Hill Open Spaces
Masterplan that has been commissioned by the Council and for giving MHPS the opportunity to comment. Our
response attempts to summarise the comments of our Committee and to add more detail to our views.

The Society welcomes the development of a park and open-space strategy for Barnet and is fully supportive of
focused investment in open spaces across Barnet into the future. We are concerned that the quality of open
spaces has fallen since they were last assessed in 2009 and that there is just one park in the borough, Golders
Hill Park, that is considered to be of excellent quality - whereas six years ago there were five parks recorded as
excellent. Likewise the number of parks recorded to be ‘good’ has fallen from 15 to nine during this period.

The Master Plan, which centres on Copthall playing fields, sets out a vision encompassed by 4 headings —
Regional Sports Hub, Wider leisure & Cultural Activities, Support Nature Conservation & Biodiversity, and
Better Connected Parks. We list our comments in relation to these points, although we may stray a little.

1.0 REGIONAL SPORTS HUB: The site selected for the regional sports hub is Copthall, and whilst we have some
reservations, we accept that this is the correct location to choose over the Barnet and Hendon options. We are
concerned that the analysis of park spaces shows Copthall Playing Fields as being of low quality and high value,
and whilst we accept it is of high value, we dispute that it is of low quality. Copthall is a Green Belt location and
apart from sport, provides open space for residents in the area. It is important that the needs of the local
residents are not overwhelmed by the desire to generate a regional sport centre.

There are aspects of the proposed traffic circulation for Copthall that we feel we must comment on. Our
comments relate to the diagram COPTHALL CIRCULATION VEHICULAR - PARKING (51):

% The plan shows that the new parking for the new leisure centre will be ticketed. We object to this as
the leisure centre is a community asset and having to pay to park to use it will be a disincentive to the
use of facilities and not an encouragement. The Society believes that free car parking would be more
consistent with the stated aims. There is also a planning issue in that increased car parking in the
Green Belt is discouraged. As proposed, site intensification and additional cars will put a strain on the
junction of Champions Way and Page Street.

*» We understand that a new traffic lane is suggested on the A41(Al) to facilitate traffic turning into
Greenlands Lane and this will cause the loss of the Quickfit Garage — in itself a local asset. Additionally
the exit from Greenlands Lane onto the A41(A1) will be closed, even though traffic leaving the site
does not queue on the main road, but within the Copthall site. We object to this for two reasons —
firstly that this proposal negates the Traffic Plan that Saracens used to obtain planning permission for
their stands in the first place and secondly this will put unacceptable pressure in the junction of
Champions Way with Page Street on match days. This will be to the detriment of the local residents.
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As journey times into the site are generally staggered, our Committee are of the opinion that it would
be better to do the opposite — that is to remove the ingress into Greenland Lane and make it exit only,
expending any money making a better exit point. This would enable the road layout to cope more
efficiently with traffic leaving the site after matches finish and support the Saracens exiting transport
plan. This configuration would also avoid increased congestion in residential areas.

< We understand that in order to have a bus service to the new leisure centre that an enlarged traffic
roundabout needs to be included on the site at the junction of Champions Way and Greenland Lane.
MHPS support this and feel all efforts should be made to ensure a local bus service to the new centre.

The CONNECTIVITY PROPOSALS - LIGHTING (49) diagram shows a considerable increase in floodlighting to
football pitches, rugby pitches and tennis courts. This increase of light pollution will be unacceptable to the
UCL Observatory nearby. The additional floodlighting will also be an annoyance to local residents.

2.0 WIDER LEISURE & CULTURAL ACTIVITIES: We note that it may be appropriate to include a greater diversity
of activities in our parks, including sports zones, skate, events space, water play, natural play, and improved
fitness facilities and a café. However, we believe there is an over dominance of football pitches. Additionally,
we struggle to see the reason for bringing in restaurants, and a play tower. Copthall is Green Belt space and
play activities would be best encouraged in the natural areas, not artificial ones, and the space is already well
provided by a restaurant at Metro.

Some of the suggestions made are against the spirit of the Green Belt and current the planning legislation —
such as retail proposals. Accepting that changing room facilities are needed and that a café would serve many
people using the outdoor space as well as the sporting facilities, retail space is definitely not compatible with
its location on open space in the Green Belt. Further buildings and concrete/hard surfaces are also not
appropriate. One consideration not included would be some form of ‘earth works or land sculpture’ to attract
visitors. Perhaps the Play Tower would be acceptable in Mill Hill Park alongside other children’s play facilities.

THE SPORTS PROVISION FOR MILL HILL PARK: the changes proposed for Mill Hill Park seem reasonable
although we are concerned that the proposers of the neighbourhood Hub have not been consulted. This may
mean that facilitates will be duplicated and as such fail. We support the reallocation sports facilities within
Copthall, Sunny Hill Park, Mill Hill Park and Bittacy Hill Park although we are concerned as to how the more
remote facilities will be managed and protected from vandalism. We assume that these new facilities will be
sensitively added to the areas mentioned so as not to disturb the visual nature of these spaces.

The MASTERPLAN - MAIN ACTIVITY HUB (63): this plan shows various functions including a new Market Square
— which we feel would be in conflict with the market days in The Broadway. This zone includes dubious items
mentioned elsewhere — the play tower and the retail outlets. Nevertheless, we do agree the existing sports
changing facilitates are no longer ‘fit for purpose’ and that new ones are needed. Our major concern is that
these proposals for a new activity hub are so extensive that if they succeed it will change the character of
Copthall and if they do not the scheme will be a ‘white elephant’. The PLAY TOWER and PROPOSED HUB (70)
generally show buildings that are totally out of keeping with the architecture of the area.

3.0 SUPPORT NATURE CONSERVATION & BIODIVERSITY: MHPS are totally supportive of improving
biodiversity and nature conservation in the location, but we fear that too much intensification in the Green
Belt will have an adverse effect on wildlife and discourage it. There are concerns about the loss of ‘natural’
open space for wildlife given the increased number of paths and cycle-ways, turfed pitches, courts and other
hardstanding, buildings and the level of light pollution. Almost everything proposed leads to greater
disturbance — noise and lighting in particular — and a loss of habitat which is not conducive to wildlife which
rather nullifies the claim made that the proposed changes will benefit wildlife.

The Copthall Masterplan shown on diagram 6.2 does two things are far as we are concerned:

%+ the plan shows an intensification of uses on the south side of Champions Way that we feel is not
conducive to the aim of a Green Belt location: and
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% the plan does not give sufficient importance for the natural areas shown at location 7 (North of the
Mill Hill rugby fields) and location 11 (the site of the potential new Hasmonean schools). These natural
areas are very important for wildlife, for the enjoyment of more natural open space by local residents
and visitors alike. Additionally they form a bulwark against unwanted development encroaching into
the Green Belt. MHPS suggest these areas are given some protection.

4.0 BETTER CONNECTED PARKS: The subject of connectivity is problematic. There is an agreed desire to create
green space corridors to enable wildlife to move from one open space to the other although a strategy for this
is lacking in the report. There is also a clear need to link Sunny Hill Park, Middlesex University and Copthall
together as so many of the students move between the locations, especially when the new Saracens West
Stand is built housing the University Sports Degree course. The link would facilitate access on foot and on
bicycles with a new bridge over the A41(A1). MHPS would support this.

Moving on from there, the suggested links from Copthall through Arrandene to Mill Hill Park are not proven,
nor is the argument made clear. This is especially important as the routes go through existing residential areas
and may involve the loss of grass verges and car parking. Some of these verges are Wastes of the Manor that
MHPS has tried to protect for half a century. The proposed new route through Arrandene will have to be
designed with a high degree of sensitivity so as not to be visually intrusive and spoil one of the last vestiges of
natural countryside within NW7. As suggested the proposed new pathway would not meet this aim.

These notes cover most of the points we wish to raise and we trust they will be taken into account when
developing the proposals further. Please be in touch with us if you have any queries.
Yours sincerely

_Johwn Living

for the MHPS Environmental Group
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Appendix 5 - Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers and Barnet & District Athletic Club.pdf
RESPONSE FROM SHAFTESBURY BARNET HARRIERS AND BARNET &
DISTRICT ATTHLETIC CLUB

We acknowledge the asset and potential of Copthall open space and welcome the
Council’s decision to prepare a Master Plan for the space.

Copthall is the home of Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers (SBH) with over 100 members
being present on Sunday 26 July1964 when the track opened. SBH is one of the
premier athletic clubs in the Country for track & field, cross country and road. The
Club boasts 37 Olympians since 1972 as well as many more Commonwealth Games
and World Championship athletes out of a current membership of around 500

Currently the club has about 150 young athletes regularly training at Allianz Park
often two or three times each week. SBH also has its own clubhouse with a 30 year
lease at the southern end of the stadium which it allows both Middlesex University
and Saracens to use free of charge on a regular basis.

The stadium is home to Barnet & District Athletic Club (BDAC) which also has a long
history of training and competing at Allianz Park, and in providing an alternative offer
to SBH. The stadium is also the home of athletics for most if not all the schools in
Barnet and is the only venue suitable for inter-school competitions in the Borough.

The stadium provides an important local, regional and national facility for athletic
competitions. With the exception of the Olympic Stadium, Allianz Park is the premier
venue for athletics in London. Working in partnership with Saracens, a high-quality
facility has been created which supports and nurtures club and school athletics, as
well as regional competitions.

Despite all the above the Master Plan documents contains little or no real reference
to Athletics or any material reference to the usage of the facilities by schools, clubs
and the community other than a cursory comment made by SBH members at the
consultation meetings; “Shaftesbury Barnet Harriers supportive of the better
footpaths and routes proposed. They currently use Sunny Hill Park for training.”
(Page 125) and a reference at a meeting with Saracens on 12 May 2017 where
Saracens advised the consultants that they “Host 2 Athletic clubs” (Page 118).

No official approach or consultation was carried out with either SBH (even though
they have a leasehold interest) or BDAC. We found this very disappointing
particularly as meetings were held with both rugby clubs who, with due respect, have
significantly less use of the facilities in terms of numbers of participating members.

It is understood that the consultants also met with Saracens and the Rugby Football
Union. Given the importance of Allianz Park to local, regional and national athletics,
it seems surprising and disappointing that the consultants did not seek to formally
consult with the National Governing Bodies, England Athletics / UK Athletics.

SBH & BDAC therefore requested an urgent meeting to put our case due to what
appears to be the virtual complete failure to take into account the long term future of
athletics on the Copthall site. This is of great concern to the clubs. We are grateful to
Dennis Holmes and Cassie Bridger for agreeing to meet us on 26 June 2018 to
discuss our concerns.

What is also worrying, is that the document makes reference to Saracens with a new
stand would have capacity for 15,000 (Page 118). Whilst this may be technically
correct, the actual planning permission granted states that capacity will be 10,500





after the new stand is built with an ability to increase the capacity to 15,000 on 2
occasions out of the 16 home matches in a rugby season. However, when this
happens it puts the track out of commission for virtually 2 weeks at a time. We are
unclear whether the document merely refers to the temporary capacity twice a year
or a longer-term vision for the Master Plan. This has real implications for athletics.

The report also states that the number of people who attend matches at Allianz Park
annually is 750,000, this is an impossible figure as it equates to over 14,400 per
week for 52 weeks of the year.

It is useful to note that the “regular” athletic competition season runs for six months
from the beginning of April to the end of September. When the new East stand was
constructed in 2012 we agreed to the loss of April and September for competitions
as per the S106 agreement which stated that the track would be operational by the
beginning of May. This has never been achieved and effectively the season for
athletics at Allianz Park starts in June and ends in August, thus cutting three months
out of the six-month season. This is even worse for schools as their season ends in
July when the school term ends. Any further encroachment on the athletics season
will effectively end the viability of athletic competitions at Allianz Park.

It has been widely reported in the press that Saracens are losing millions of pounds
each year. Their current economic model is clearly not sustainable. Saracens have
a long lease and are obviously a key factor if the future viability of the proposed
Master Plan and if its vision is to be realised. In order to break even, Saracens will
clearly need to increase their capacity — perhaps to 15,000 or more for every match.
This would make the use of the stadium impossible for both athletics and rugby on a
fit for purpose basis. For instance the track is already reduced to four lanes in rugby
mode which proves extremely challenging for both athletic clubs.

Rugby is also actively considering extending their season beyond the middle of May
towards the end of June. This would reduce the full-time athletics use of the stadium
from the three months to less than two months and hence inoperable for both sports.

On face value these issues may not seem to be Planning Policy / Master Planning
issues. However, the vision for Copthall needs to set out how both rugby and
athletics can survive successfully and hopefully continue to operate in partnership for
the greater good. Realistically this may well mean that the athletics track needs to
be removed from within the stadium, a proposal that may be welcomed by Saracens.
However, in terms of the athletic clubs, school, regional and national athletics it is
critical that a fit for purpose alternative is made available. The only way this could be
adequately achieved is through the provision of a new track with appropriate
associated facilities i.e. club house/changing rooms and toilets.

We already have limited usage of the track for both training during the rugby season
and during a shortened athletic season. The report states that as the LBB population
grows there’s a need for more community space. We agree and believe that
Copthall, with the right facilities will lead to increased athletics / fithess usage by all
the community. As it is, there are insufficient days when Allianz Park is in athletics
mode for all LBB schools to be able to book the facility for Sports Day events let
alone training days. Encouraging the community, and in particular young people, to
participate in athletics activities can only benefit the health, opportunities and well-
being of the LBB population as a whole.

The draft report, in its present format, begs the question ‘does the London Borough
of Barnet want to provide the option of athletics activities for all its residents’?
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CSJ PLANNING

Jon Sheaff and Associates

Unit 5.1 Job Rff: AB/5130
’ |

Bayford Street Business Centre Date 25" June 2018

London

E8 3SE

FAO: Jon Sheaff
Emma Watson / Andrew Dillon / Dennis Holmes (London Borough of Barnet)

Dear Sir/Madam,

RESPONSE TO COPTHALL AND MILL HILL OPEN SPACES MASTERPLAN PHASE 2
REPORT

APPLICATION 16/6662/FUL — HASMONEAN HIGH SCHOOL, 2 - 4 PAGE STREET, MILL
HILL, BARNET. LONDON. NW7 2EU.
FORMAL REVISION TO SUBMITTED PLANNING APPLICATION 16/6662/FUL

| am writing on behalf of Hasmonean School to make comments on the current consultation
exercise in response to the above document, which has only just come to our attention via
Andrew Dillon.

Firstly, we must register the strongest objection to the omission of the school from any
stakeholder involvement in this report.

It is quite astonishing to think that in the light of the extensive consultation outlined in pages
117/118 and 124 that so many local organisations have been included in bespoke meetings,
yet the school omitted, which is an immediate neighbour with a current application lodged on
part of the land.

Moreover, as you will be aware, there was a resolution to grant consent for a new combined
school on part of the land by Barnet Planning Committee on 22 February 2017, which should
clearly influence the final brief for Copthall Open Space.

There are have been active discussions regarding the land with the GLA in full knowledge and
partial attendance by the London Borough of Barnet planners.

We believe that the school can be a key catalyst to delivering many of the objectives of the
master plan, but at present the report does not provide a ‘joined up’ approach or a specific
delivery and funding timescale or mechanism.

The school’s revised scheme shortly to be formally submitted to Barnet, significantly reduces
the impact upon Green Belt and Open space and the School in principle fully supports the
objectives of the brief to create a sporting hub and to provide improved linkages in Copthall.

CHARTERED TOWN PLANNING CONSULTANTS

C SJPLANNING 1 HOST STREET BRISTOL BS15BU
T.0117 927 2224 E. info@csj-planning.co.uk WwWW.CSJ-PLANNING.CO.UK
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However, the revisions will require dual use between the school and community for the
southern SLINC.

The extract below shows the agreed approach with Barnet planners and the GLA and sets out
the land required to acquired by the school.
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Existing Girls' School Site, Currently Under
the Ownership of Hasmonean School

Land to be Acquired by Hasmonean

Accessible Public Open Space also Accessed
by Hasmonean School

Existing Building Footprint of Girls' School

23,847.58m2
(5.89ac / 2.38ha)

17,854.28m2
{4.41ac / 1.79ha)

20,475.1m?
(5.06ac / 2.05ha)

3,867.85m?

Copthall
Playing Fields






The brief in our view should be amended to:

1. Remove the loop footpath in the SLINC to reflect the dual use of the southern open
space. Full informal use of this area is retained for the community out of school hours.

2. Incorporate amendments to the location of the all-weather pitch within Copthall playing
fields, which will be available for full community use outside school hours.
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The School considers itself a vital contributing element of the area as a stakeholder and can
contribute funding to deliver an all-weather pitch that can be subject to dual use community
use agreements for outside school hours and potentially be a vital delivery component towards
the brief's implementation as a phase 1.

However, it will require collaborative design amendment to reflect the negotiated position of
the school with GLA and Barnet.

The brief only needs amendment without losing the overall objectives, use and enhancement
of the area, which is supported in principle by the school.

Areas of concern currently shown below = -





Amend layout of
Hub to reflect school
provided pitch

HASMONEAN
HIGH SCHOOL
!

Consider how 1
pitch can be best
delivered, located to
serve school and
community

Amend SLINC to
reflect revised school
proposals

| would suggest that we hold an urgent meeting between the applicant, planners and open
spaces team to discuss how the brief can be amended to deliver a supportive collaborative
approach that can deliver the overall worthwhile proposed improvements in association with
the delivery of the new school

I look forward to hearing from you as soon as possible.

Yours sincerely

ABP CONSULTANT to CSJ
andrew@ab-planning.co.uk
Tel: (M) 07384 214209

Cc Emma Watson / Andrew Dillon (Barnet Planning)
Dennis Holmes (Open Spaces)
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Appendix 7 - Mill Hill Neighbourhood Forum.pdf
Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan Consultation
Feeddback — Mill Hill Neighbourhood Forum

The general concepts of the plan under review are supported although there are
perhaps too many hard structures in the Copthall section. The café which is being built
as part of the new Leisure Centre should be sufficient without another being provided.

The proposed linking of Copthall, with Arrandene & Mill Hill Park should work well. We
support off-road “safe” cycle tracks which could indeed be more appropriate and useful
if they were extended beyond your current thinking, to allow travel from Totteridge to
the Ridgeway (across Totteridge Valley), then downhill utilising the Mill Hill Cemetery
(now in LBB’s Ownership) to cross Milespit Hill opposite it's entrance to Arrandene.
From Arrandene we would see a link to Mill Hill Park and via Page Street to the Old
railway line to Mill Hill East from Saracens, then in support of the thinking of Middlesex
University, on through Sunneyfield Park to Hendon. Then taking the route from
Arrandene through Mill Hill Park to Flower Lane a further link should be forged to the
rest of the old railway line from Lyndhurst Park to Edgware. Our sketch attached shows
these suggestions on a map.

We are also concerned that the proposed NW7hub on land transferred by the Council to
the Charity is not fully integrated into your plans. Another café restaurant in the park
would seem overkill and should you be considering providing Changing Rooms for
athletes/Sportsmen & women then it could be more logical, we feel, to build them in
close proximity as an adjunct to the NW7hub, such that they can be effectively
managed by the proposed on-site operational team on an hourly basis 7 days a week.
Further the NW7hub will have 4 Unisex & 1 disabled toilets on each of its two floors and
we note that the Council is keen to improve its provision of public toilets. You may be
aware that the plans for the NW7hub have now been provided to the Council’s Planning
team. 2 Computer Generated images are attached to this email.

Measures are urgently required in the Car Parks in Daws Lane & Wise Lane to
encourage circulation and a parking survey is soon to be conducted by LBB (Jamie
Cooke) looking at mechanisms for charging in these car parks and reviewing whether a
CPZ in surrounding roads could be required. As we increase the usage of the parks and
the Community Centre, then there has to be a significant increase in availability of car
parking, although we do accept that some can be encouraged to cycle, walk and use
public transport.

This bring us to comment on the lack of Public Transport available to Copthall, and we
do feel that the old railway track could in the short term accommodate a bus service,
alongside a walkway and separate cycleway. In the long term it should be strategically
reserved for future transport solutions which could be an extension of the Northern Line
to Edgware & perhaps beyond or a light-rail solution. Equally as we suggested in our
earlier submission when consulted on Green Spaces in NW7 a bus service could carry
on from Copthall in a loop to Colindale, Graham Park, Mill Hill Broadway and back via





Flower & Bunns Lanes to Copthall. This make the Leisure Centre in Copthall available to
residents of Colindale & Graham Park without the need to travel by car.

We trust that these comments will be fully evaluated and considered by the Committee.
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Appendix 8 - Friends of Mill Hill Park.pdf
Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan Consultation Feedback — Friends of
Mill Hill Park

Thank you for your communication. | have looked again at the relevant parts of the Masterplan
concerning Mill Hill Park and Arrendene Open Space and do not think that the Friends of Mill Hill Park
would have more to add to the comments made in the meeting of January 30th 2018.

We would only like to emphasise the need for sensitivity in carrying out the changes especially in areas
of natural green spaces and woodland.
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Appendix 9 - Mill Hill RFC.pdf
Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan Consultation
Feeddback — Mill Hill Rugby Football Club

Here are a few further points that Mill Hill Rugby Football Club would like taken into account:

e MILL HILL RFC two grass rugby pitches as per the plan: The whole area including the two playing
pitches is poorly drained and parts of it unusable (both for rugby and casual users) during
periods of sustained wet weather. This area and pitches need to be brought up to standard
ASAP and made fully usable within the overall strategic plan.

e Copthall main entrance at Champions Way - our car park access. We would request that the
original entrance to our car park (at the Page Street end adjacent to the new Greenspaces
depot) be reinstated as an exit only facility on to the proposed roundabout for use during peak
times. This would ease traffic movement considerably as cars would not back up in Champions
Way trying to enter and exit via the current entrance. The current entrance on Champions Way
would remain unaltered for every day use.

e A new 3g pitch for rugby will inevitably attract more supporters and occasional special event
games- there should be some consideration for low level terracing or banking for spectators.
This need not be obtrusive and would make the watching of the game by other site users much
more accessible. There is also a clear RFU requirement for separation of spectators from playing
areas due to health and safety requirements so a simple 'fencing in' of the area is insufficient.

o We believe the sports hub concept has merit but there is a considerable potential problem with
operational match day overload - Saracens match days are already problematic for the existing
clubs when inevitably fixture clashes occur.
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Submission on Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces Master
Plan Consultation — Mary O’Connor

Where will the money come from to implement this? Hopefully not possible and
will be retained as natural area.

When the “Copthall Planning Brief” was adopted | queried why there was
no ecological assessment when Copthall is in the Green Belt and was
assured that it would be included in the Master Plan. But it is not! This is
Green Belt with protected species in it, areas for nature conservation as
well as Green Belt designation and it is all ignored. If you do not do an
ecological survey how do you know what the impact will be on the
proposed urbanisation of Copthall and nearby park sites? There is no
consideration of the need for dark corridors, with extra lightning being
proposed. Why did the Green Belt designation and its value to the natural
environment and the planned London Natural Park City not form the base
on which to add proposals? And where are measures to retain areas for
slow worms, bats and other protected species? Additionally, if it is a
Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan Consultation, why is
all the land belonging to Barnet Council not included, regardless if itis on a
peppercorn long lease or not?

Paths: This is Green Belt which does not require tarmac or clearmac paths for
cyclists. The Old Railway Line should remain a wildlife corridor and for
pedestrians on the natural surface it now has. This could be promoted to
pedestrians more as with the trees and the previous railway surface it is
sheltered from the cold winds in winter and the hot sun in summer. Retain the
stepped entrances at the ends to discourage through cycling and also install “no
cycling” signs. It's “Mill Hill Old Railway Walk” — keep it for pedestrians and
wildlife only. Instead of “shared paths” create a pedestrian-only nature circuit
from Mill Hill East tube station along “Mill Hill Old Railway Walk”, then through
the old Copthall School site, the Copthall South Fields and up the path around
the back of the stadium to meet “Mill Hill old Railway Walk” again and back to
Mill Hill East station. “Mill Hill Old Railway Walk” has a base formed years ago
when it supported a railway line and since then follage from trees has built up a
wonderful natural surface. It does not need, “Improve surfacing/drainage to
prevent water logging” which will instead destroy an ideal pedestrian path. It is
worth noting that not permitting cycling in a path does not prevent a cyclist from
walking along the path. Not permitting cycling does not exclude anyone.





The internal roads in Copthall have little traffic so are suitable cycling. The aim
needs to be to retain the area as natural as possible. Champions Way is an
access to the south and any cycle route to this needs to skirt Sunny Hill Park
rather than go through it as it is much safer to travel along residential streets
than through a park in the dark. Sunny Hill Park needs to retain its dark space
for wildlife — there is a suitable alternative. There is no need to create a transport
corridor through it — it should retain its tranquillity to be enjoyed. Similarly
Arrandene needs to retain its rural character by not having a wide path through
it. On page 41, the yellow “proposed new connections” are not needed as there
are alternative on-road options. This map does not have the “Mill Hill Old
Railway Walk” as a cycleway — keep it for wildlife and pedestrians only — do not
destroy it for them!

The path through the old Copthall School site has “Install informal breedon
gravel track” but why? The present path is grassed. If it gets worn, why can't it
be retained as a natural path if this is a natural area. And please keep it natural
— why put buildings in there? A pity the Grounds Maintenance Depot is being
built at the main entrance instead of a public space building. Would have been
much safer and accessible to have had the Leisure Centre here if any building
was to go on this site.

There is a need to retain much of Copthall as Open Space for informal
recreation and wildlife — no “Masterplan Precendents”, Play Tower, woodland
play trail or BMX trail. These are out of keeping with the Green Belt. Children
like to explore the natural environment and can go to playgrounds elsewhere.
The opportunity to walk along the Old Railway line or explore the hedgerows
and meadows or regenerating woodland will be as appealing as some
manmade structure. Children need to have imagination and to explore. Copthall
natural areas permit this. Please retain its rural character. BMX is in conflict with
the natural environment. They would not confine themselves to the space set
aside for them and would soon disturb other areas. They do not belong at
Copthall where the natural areas are no abundant.

A new bridge over the Al Great North Way. Who will pay? The best place will
be at the end of Sunny Gardens across from Champions Way where cyclists
can use existing roads.

Car Parking Why are the Allianz car parks marked as private parking? These
are to be available to the public except for the 15 game days per year. And why






have ticketed parking for the new Leisure centre when it has been positioned so
that in hours of darkness it can only be safely reached by private vehicle? It is
disturbing that it was placed in an area of PTAL = 0 so only those who have
private vehicles will be able to attend it regularly. Sadly it will not replace as
much pool space as the present centre which already is “uncomfortably busy” at
times.

Wetland While this is a positive addition it would appear that it would be a
necessary requirement as a “primary drainage treatment system” for 3G
pitches.

On the subject of pitches, it is disturbing that S106 agreements with Saracens
were removed in their latest planning permission. Shows how they are not really
interested in supporting the community if it gets in the way!

Figures in this consultation vary from what they noted in their planning
application!

They stylised diagrams in this master plan made it very difficult to read.

No to the “Masterplan Activity Hub” and all that goes with it. The Green Belt
must not be turned into an amusement park. There are too many protected
species and most likely some red listed ones if someone would do a ecological
survey.

Why is there nothing in Appendix A: Environmental Feasibility Study?

Protect the Green
Belt!
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Copthall Sports Hub & Mill Hill Open Spaces Master Plan Consultation Feedback — Gail
Samuelson

Please do not let any school or organisation annexe the public playing fields for their
own use, and exclude the public, denying them access.






