Synopsis of Feedback on the Brook Green Vision 2010

Overview

The vision has met with a largely positive response, especially with regard to its basic greening principle and the establishment of an Under 5s area. 

The issues raised below will need to be taken into consideration, along with the main thrust of the Vision document, during the detailed design, funding and implementation of the various workstreams that emerge over the coming weeks and months.

The feedback came from about twenty emailed responses, comments left at the library and conversations with local people at the Friends of Brook Green Family Day and at other times. 

Feedback had also been invited from the Parent Teachers groups of Larmenier and Bute House and copies of the Vision were sent to contacts in  Addison Primary, Jaques Prevert, and St Mary’s. There was very limited response.

The vision document was made available on the BGA and FBG websites and was on display in the library. The Brook Green Bugle also provided an on-line forum for people to record their reactions. At the Brook Green Family Day John Higgins spoke with over fifty people about the vision and tens more viewed the report on the display boards. The following week’s press coverage (H&F News) also spread the word about the existence of a vision, as had the previous week’s Hammersmith Gazette. The vision’s existence was advertised through posters around the playground on the Green and at two local businesses. The vision was also on display at the entrance of the Queens Head for around ten days.

(a) The dog area

There is a majority support for its reclaiming as a general space. Practical issues (decontamination and limited sunlight) may limit the potential for greening, although this is widely desired. One suggestion saw it being relaid with quality gravel.

One counter view wanted it retained as a secure, railed site, to allow older people to sit and exercise their dogs safely. Any work on this area should take advantage of the BGA files that can provide a background on the history of this part of the Green. From the point of view of dog owners there was consistent support for retaining the railings around the area.

(b) Railings and the U

There were a number of differing opinions about the need for railings and ideas for alternatives:

- there was a concern that greater railings (in height and extent) may reduce the sense of open-ness across the Green

- a fear exists that any railings to the North of the Tennis Courts may undermine the sense of ‘boulevard flow’ along that northern edge

- the extent of night-time nuisance in and around the Northern edge of the Tennis Courts is not widely appreciated

- one suggestion was that a natural barrier such as bamboo could be used to act as a more significant deterrent than railings

- one self confessed nimby said they would be very happy for there to be no benches to the North of the Tennis Courts

- one voice spoke out strongly against any extension in the presence of railings, recommending that if there were any more they should be of the ‘post and rail’ configuration that exists around the Western Lawn

- one specific request for further railings concerned the shielding of the cycle track from dogs and ball throwers on the Western Lawn

In summary there is a worry that there is a lack of clarity in the Vision document about the amount of daytime access to the proposed ‘U’ of fending; perhaps there is a need to emphasise that the drafters of the vision support several, very OPEN points of access to this fenced area, all of which will then be closed at night to prevent loiterers.

(c) The Playground

There was general support for the establishment of the under 5s play space next to the Kiosk/Storage area. The precise mix of activities within the established playground remains a point of contention:

- one view was that we need new play facilities for older children, such as a climbing wall or a basket swing (such as the one found in Holland Park)

- another view held that the playground will never be able to support the adventurous play needs of older children and shouldn’t even try to

- a third opinion in this area suggested that there was no need to provide play for older children as by 11 they had largely outgrown the desire to go to the playground to play

- in terms of the mix of activities within the established playground, a number of voices said it was important that it retained play activities for both young and old (supporting all ages)

- one view was that the playground was now too over-crowded at peak times and was actually dangerous

- one request was made for a hedge to be grown around the perimeter of the playground to shield the children from unwelcome prying eyes (apparently ‘peeping toms’ park up their cars and watch the children play)

(d) Engaging with local schools
A couple of people actively supported the idea of engaging with the local schools, seeking to encourage a sense of their responsibility to the wider Brook Green community and in particular encouraging them to spread the play load across the existing school playgrounds. There was scepticism that the schools will ever keep their playgrounds open.

On a particular point it was suggested that SPGS was approached and a request made for their girls not to occupy (colonise) the swings.

(e) The Tennis Courts in winter

Two comments came up:

- firstly could better use be made of the courts be made during winter when they are less intensively used by tennis players? The suggestion was that portable netball hoops could be available, along with two small hockey goals

- secondly there was concern that the proposed opaque green netting would have a detrimental visual impact

(f) Bike lock posts/racks

One request was made for places to lock bikes next to the playground. They were unaware of the bike racks outside Jaques Prevert and viewed them as being too far away from the playground.

(g) St Paul’s walkway

This needs to be returfed and reworked to address damage done by Transco and the subsequent poor maintenance

(h) Little Brook Green (LBG)

There was little written support for the development of Little Book Green. Views expressed were:

- any development was unlikely to be much used. There was a risk of wasting scarce resources by putting equipment onto LBG

- any development of LBG would be better tackled later as a one off project

- one suggestion was to enhance LBG by providing a small covered area over the seats and running a competition to design an improvement in the shrubs and flowers. 

Informal feedback to Susannah countered this, with universal support existing for the proposed developments on LBG.

(i) Funding

We should not only look to Tesco’s, but seek out funding and support from all the major companies located in and around Brook Green.

There was also a concern that organisations such as Little Foxes may not be paying their way, given their extensive use of the Green. Another opinion was that the presence of Little Foxes may be putting off other users of the Green – a factor which should be reflected in any charges that are levied on them.

(j) Maintenance, Parks Police and Security Guards

A number of suggestions came up:

- firstly to make SERCO effectively responsible for all minor repairs and upkeep (including regular watering of the Eastern Planted Area)

- secondly to explore and understand what role the Parks Police could/should play in policing night time nuisance

- thirdly would it be feasible for there to be a Security Guard who patrols the Green at night, who would – in particular – direct rough sleepers to more appropriate accommodation than the benches to the North of the Tennis Courts

(k) Presentation

In terms of presentation there was a plea for a map that shows the ‘new Brook Green’ i.e. how it would all look were all the Vision changes to be implemented. There were also requests for a short, written summary (although this author notes, no offers to do it).
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