LUNG’s comments on the Laguna Quays Scheme for the AMH site, W. Wimbledon

LUNG strongly welcomes:

1. A scheme to reintroduce hospital use and the provision of nurses’ and other key worker accommodation.

2. Public commitment by Laguna Quays to provide the following:


Protection of wildlife zones and trees, rehabilitation of playing fields, pavilion and           groundsman’s cottage 

LUNG objects to the following aspects of the current proposal:

1. Re-routing and closure of footpath. Proposed new route is not user-friendly or fit for purpose and would probably compromise the viability of the sports pitches.  It is not a 24 hour solution to the need for access from Copse Hill, and the 200 bus stop, to Cottenham Park Rd across the site.

2. Parking on MOL adjacent to pavilion. (It is not credible that staff from the Wolfson will walk along either the existing or the revised footpath, in wet, cold weather; they are more likely to chose to park in, say, Drax Avenue or Almer Road). If staff only had the option of the proposed new path without lighting it would restrict staff use of the car park to daylight hours which would not be practical in the winter. The fact that the previous administration at Merton Council approved this car park does not create a precedent for future schemes.

3. The use of MOL/SINC for car parking and building up to the boundary of the MOL with the hospital building. 

Unless the hospital building is set back from the boundary and respect for the MOL established at this stage, a precedent will be set for future incursions into the MOL.  This is a critical objection from our point of view.

In a spirit of constructive collaboration LUNG would like to see:

1. Laguna Quays’ detailed proposals for the funding and future management of SINC, sports fields and associated functions. How much of the MOL will be available as sports fields (ie will this include the raised, level field area immediately to the south of The Firs, formerly used as a soccer pitch)?

2. Who do Laguna Quays want to be the proposed users of the sports fields?

3. A legal and binding arrangement that would guarantee the future maintenance and use of the playing fields and public access for at least 25 years.

4. We would like to see more details in order to adequately assess your plans for nurses’ homes (since the recent exhibition seemed to show an increase in the height of the buildings facing Copse Hill – we would like to know the impact on views into the MOL).

5. If the re-siting of the bus stop is agreeable to others, then replanting to soften the impact and compensatory arrangements for loss of MOL.

We look forward to hearing from you about these suggestions.

Yours sincerely,

Nick Smith

Chairman,

LUNG

