
 
 

                                                                   

 

 
 
Statement of Community Involvement  
 
 
Chestnuts Park  
St Ann’s Road  
Haringey 
London  
N15 3AQ 
 
July 2023 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 2 of 227 
 

 

Document Review Schedule 
 

Client: Simon Farrow (Head of Parks and Leisure)  

Report Title: Statement of Community Involvement  

Version (Draft/Final): Draft V1 

 
Disclaimer 
This report is issued to the client for their sole use and for the intended purpose as stated in the 
agreement between the client and Hedley Planning Services Limited under which this work was 
completed, or else as set out within this report.  This report may not be relied upon by any other 
party without the express written agreement of Hedley Planning Services.  The use of this report by 
unauthorised third parties is at their own risk and Hedley Planning Services Limited accepts no duty 
of care to any such third party. 
Hedley Planning Services has exercised due care in preparing this report.  It has not, unless 
specifically stated, independently verified information provided by others.  No other warranty, 
express or implied, is made in relation to the content of this report and Hedley Planning Services 
assumes no liability for any loss resulting from errors, omissions or misrepresentation made by 
others. 
Any recommendation, opinion or finding stated in this report is based on circumstances and facts as 
they existed at the time that Hedley Planning Services performed the work.  The content of this 
report has been provided in accordance with the provisions of the RTPI Code of Professional 
Conduct.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Reviewee Name Position Date 

Author: Mollie Cubbin Planner July 2023 

Reviewed: Alex Franklin Senior Planner July 2023 

Updated Mollie Cubbin Planner July 2023 

    

Approved/Issued to 
Client: 

Mollie Cubbin Planner  July 2023 

Issued to LPA:    



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 3 of 227 
 

 

Contents 
 

1.0 Introduction 
 
2.0 Details of Public Consultation  

 
3.0 Consultation Responses 

 
4.0 Applicant Response 

 
5.0 Conclusion 

 
 

Appendices 
 

Appendix A  Commonplace Website  
 
Appendix B  Commonplace Online Survey  
 
Appendix C  Consultation Boards 
 
Appendix D  Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 8th March  
 
Appendix E  Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 18th April 
 
Appendix F  Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 23rd May  
 
Appendix G  Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 12th June  
 
Appendix H  Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 27th June 
 
Appendix I  Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 25th July  
 
Appendix J Individual Meeting with Haringey Rivers Forum and Friends 

of Chestnuts Park – 18th July 
 
Appendix K Online Survey Responses 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 4 of 227 
 

 

1.0 Introduction 

 
1.1 This Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) has been prepared by Hedley Planning 

Services (the “Agent) on behalf of Simon Farrow, Head of Parks and Leisure at Haringey 
Council (the “Applicant”) to accompany the proposal for the construction of SuDS 
Basin and associated landscaping at Chestnuts Park, St Ann’s Road, Haringey, London, 
N15 3AQ. 
 

1.2 This SCI sets out the full details of the community engagement process and is to be 
read in conjunction with the submitted Planning Statement, also prepared by Hedley 
Planning Services, and establishes that the planning impacts identified have been fully 
addressed. 
 

1.3 The public consultation exercise allows for local residents and key stakeholders to 
input into the proposals and respond with any comments, suggestions and queries 
they had.  
 

1.4 The need for an Applicant to procedure an SCI comes from National Government 
guidelines contained within “Community Involvement in Planning: The Government’s 
Objectives (2004)” which, in relation to the issue of public consultation, states: 
 
“A Local Authority could not refuse to accept a valid application because it disagrees 
with the way in which a developer has consulted the community, but failure by the 
developer to consult could lead to objections being made which could be material to 
the determination. The aim of the process should be to encourage discussions before 
a formal application is made and therefore avoid unnecessary objections being made 
at the later stage.” 
 

1.5 The opportunity to respond to both an online and in-person consultation was granted, 
as was on-going design development with key stakeholders throughout the project, 
thereby ensuring that the proposal considers local opinions and is informed by local 
knowledge and values.  
 

1.6 Haringey Borough Council adopted a Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) in 
2017 to support the Plan making process of Haringey’s Local Plan. The SCI states in 
Section 2.2.2: 
 
“Prior to submitting an application, applicants are strongly encouraged to discuss their 
proposal with likely affected parties, such as neighbours” 
 

1.7 Paragraph 132 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states that: 
 
“Applicants should work closely with those affected by their proposals to evolve 
designs that take account of the views of the community. Applications that can 
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demonstrate early, proactive and effective engagement with the community should be 
looked on more favourably than those that cannot.”  

 

1.8 Hedley Planning Services consider that the public consultation process and the 
associated key stakeholder engagement best reflects the relevant practice guidance, 
and is most appropriate to the scale of this proposal. Early engagement has taken 
place, and should be a determinant in the deciding of this proposal.  
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2.0 Details of Public Consultation 
 

2.1 The NPPF places increased emphasis on pre-application engagement and the front 
loading of applications in order to resolve issues at the pre-application stage to avoid 
unnecessary cost and delay.  
 

2.2 In line with best practice, a consultation strategy was coordinated to enable effective 
engagement.  
 

2.3 The consultation strategy included the following: 
 

• ‘Commonplace’ Website and Online Survey  

• In-person Consultation Events  

• Steering Group Meetings with Key Stakeholders  

• Individual, Focused Stakeholder Meetings  
 

‘Commonplace’ Website and Online Survey  
 

2.4 The online survey was set up on the website ‘Commonplace’ (Appendices A and B), 
which is Haringey Council’s dedicated website for project consultation and feedback. 
It was published on 5th June and ran for four weeks until 3rd July, allowing respondents 
sufficient time to engage with the consultation. There were four questions, and these 
allowed respondents to provide feedback on the following topics: 

 

• Landscaping  

• Use of Space  

• Materials  

• Informal Play  
 

2.5 The survey was promoted through posters within the park, through the Friends of 
Chestnut Park, through discussions with park users and through door knocking to 
residents in neighbouring streets. 
 

2.6 101 responses were received, where 77% of respondents felt positive about the 
scheme to some extent. These responses were later used to inform two sketch 
proposals. These proposals, as well as the responses to the online survey, are set out 
later within this report.  
 
In-person Consultation Events  

 
2.7 Four in-person engagement workshops and events were held as part of the public 

consultation. These were held throughout June 2023, and included: 
 

• 12th – Design Review Workshop held at the Community Centre  

• 18th – Wider Park Masterplan Engagement Meeting held at Chestnut Park  
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• 21st – Pop-up Workshop and Engagement Event held at Chestnut Park  

• 24th – Pop-up Workshop and Engagement Event held at Chestnut Park 
 

2.8 Consultation boards (Appendix C) were shared at the event on 18th June and were 
displayed at the two pop-up workshops (21st and 24th June), and covered a range of 
details for attendees to review, including: an introduction to and overview of the Flood 
Alleviation Scheme, an Opportunities and Constraints Plan, and information about 
potential features to be explored with stakeholders. The consultation boards also 
informed attendees of the online survey. Paper questionnaires were available at the 
events, however attendees preferred to use the provided QR code to fill out the survey 
online.  
 

2.9 There were 3 representatives from the project team present at the drop-in events. 
 

2.10 A total of circa 50 people were engaged during the in-person consultations. 
 

Steering Group Meetings with Key Stakeholders 
 

2.11 Haringey Council convened a steering group to guide the design and development of 
the project throughout the process, from project conception.  This group met monthly 
and included representative from: 

 

• Friends of Chestnuts Park 

• Haringey Rivers Forum 

• GHD – design team 

• McCloy’s – design team 

• Haringey Council Parks, Flood Management and Major Projects Team 

• Thames 21 

• The Environment Agency 
 

2.12 The meetings were held on 8th March, 18th April, 23rd May, 12th June, 27th June and 25th 
July 2023.  
 

2.13 The questions and answers from the meetings are set out within Section 3 of this SCI, 
along with other matters that were discussed and actions taken by the design team in 
response.  

 

Individual, Focused Stakeholder Meetings  
 

2.14 Three individual stakeholder meetings were arranged with Chestnuts Primary School, 
the Friends of Chestnuts Park and Haringey Rivers Forum. 
 

2.15 Kristie Wilson from Haringey Council met with the Green Liaison Lead for Chestnuts 
Primary School on 6 July 2023.   
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2.16 The meeting with Haringey Rivers Forum took place on 9 May 2023.  
 

2.17 A meeting took place on 14th July with both Haringey Rivers Forum and the Friends of 
Chestnut Park 
 

2.18 The topics of discussion are set out within Section 3 of this SCI.  
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3.0 Consultation Responses 
 

3.1 The public consultation strategy included an online website with survey, in-person 
consultation events, as well as group and individual stakeholder meetings.  
 

3.2 There were 101 responses to the online survey. 
 

3.3 There were circa 50 people engaged through the in-person consultation events held 
at Chestnuts Park. Paper questionnaires were available, however attendees preferred 
to provide feedback verbally, or fill out the survey online.  
 

3.4 A total of nine stakeholder meetings were held from March to July 2023, where six 
were group meetings and three were meetings with individuals.  
 

3.5 This section provides a breakdown of the responses and discussions from across the 
consultation exercises. All data and responses received can be found within Appendix 
K. 
 
Online Survey  
 

3.6 The online survey was made available via the consultation website, Commonplace, 
which is Haringey Council’s designated site for public engagement. The site’s layout 
can be seen in Appendices A and B. A QR code link to the website was available at the 
in-person consultations events.  
 

3.7 In total there were 101 responses to the survey, which ran for four weeks from 5 June 
to 3 July.   

 

3.8 This section sets out the questions asked and provides a breakdown of the responses 
received to the online survey.  
 
Question 1: Which type of planting would you like to see around the new flood 
alleviation scheme? 

 

3.9 There were 93 responses to this question, which are set out below: 
 

• Wildflower – 51  

• Wetland - 24 

• Formal – 14 

• Amenity – 4  
 

3.10 Wildflowers were therefore the preferred option for planting around the scheme. As 
such, a conservation wildflower meadow and neutral grassland have been included 
within the landscaping proposals. 
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Question 2: What would you like to use this space for? 
 

3.11 Respondents could choose more than one answer to this question. The responses 
were: 

• Informal Play – 54 

• Observe biodiversity – 51  

• Seating – 42 

• Art – 29  

• Other – 19  
 

3.12 Informal play was therefore the most popular choice for use of the upper level area. 
However, a combination of potential uses has been included in the final design, in 
response to the public consultation where options had similar popularity.  
 
Question 3: Which type of materials would you like to be used within the Upper Level? 
 

3.13 There were 98 responses to this question, which were:  
 

• Wooden – 55 

• Stone – 43  
 

3.14 The majority of respondents therefore preferred wood materials over stone. 
  

3.15 In response, the upper level will be made from recycled plastic, which has similar 
properties and aesthetics to wooden materials, but is more durable.  

 

Question 4: Which sorts of informal play do you think would work best in this space?  
 

3.16 Similar to Question 2, respondents could choose more than one answer to this 
question. The responses are set out below: 
 

• Logs – 48 

• Carved imaginative play – 44 

• Boulders – 30   
 

3.17 Logs and carved imaginative play were the two most popular options for informal play 
within the scheme. This has been included in the final design of the upper level. 
 
Question 5: Overall, how do you feel about the proposals? 
 

3.18 This question provided a scale of Negative – Mostly Negative – Neutral – Mostly 
Positive – Positive. There were 96 responses, which were: 
 

• Positive – 26  

• Mostly positive – 48 
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• Neutral – 12 

• Mostly negative – 6 

• Negative – 4 
 

3.19 Overall, 77% of respondents were positive about the scheme to some extent, 
compared to 10% that were negative. 12.5% felt neutral about the scheme. Therefore, 
the majority of respondents supported the proposals. 
 

3.20 If respondents chose ‘Other’ to any of the questions, they could leave more detailed, 
written feedback. The ‘Other’ comments are therefore summarised as: 
 

• Renovation of existing play areas – 6  

• Maintenance of scheme – 6  

• Ecology and biodiversity assessments – 4 

• Avoiding loss of/planting more trees – 4  

• Loss of green space – 4  

• Play spaces for older children – 3  

• Standing/stagnant water that attracts mosquitoes – 3 

• Removal of hiding spots to reduce anti-social behavior - 3 

• Risks from draught/misconnections – 3 

• Provision of litter bins – 3  

• Cost-benefit analysis – 2  

• Picnic or BBQ area – 2 

• Size of basin disproportionate to size of park – 2  

• Lack of alternative design options – 2  

• More seating – 2  

• Varied landscaping – 2 

• Issues with design of basin – 2  

• Choosing long-term materials – 2 

• Choose materials that can’t be vandalised – 2  

• Principle – 1  

• Effectiveness of SuDS – 1  

• Introduce a canopy cover – 1  

• Link to the wider park – 1 

• Developer contributions – 1 

• Safe dog area – 1  

• Safe pedestrian access – 1  

• Raised seating – 1 

• Availability of bookable spaces – 1  

• Skatepark – 1  

• Preserve dirt path for runners – 1 

• Lockable gates at night – 1 

• Lessons learnt from other schemes – 1  

• Opportunity for air quality improvements -1  



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 12 of 227 
 

 

• Area to observe water – 1  

• As child-friendly as possible – 1  
 

3.21 A full list of comments can be referred to in Appendix K. 
 

3.22 The group, Friends of Chestnuts Park, used the online survey to comment on the 
scheme. They felt mostly negative about the proposals and were not able to support 
in its current form. The main matters are summarised as: 

 

• Only one option has been offered 

• Basin would take a far larger part of the small park than envisaged  

• Unanswered questions  

• Risks from extreme drought 

• Effectiveness of flood risk mitigation  

• Misconnections in drainage  

• Comparison to Albany Park where 80% of trees planted have died 

• Ability to maintain the scheme  

• Better accommodated in a larger park  

• Risk to park amenity  
 

In-person Consultation Events  
 

3.23 Circa 50 people were engaged across the four in-person consultation events. 
 

3.24 Paper questionnaires were available at the events however attendees preferred to 
provide feedback verbally or via the online survey, where feedback was largely 
positive.  

 

Steering Group Meetings with Key Stakeholders 
 

3.25 A Steering Group was set up to guide the design and development of the project. This 
group met monthly and included representatives from: 

 

• Friends of Chestnuts Park 

• Haringey Rivers Forum 

• GHD – design team 

• McCloys – design team 

• Haringey Council Parks, Flood Management and Major Projects team 

• Thames 21 

• The Environment Agency 
 

3.26 Six steering group meetings were held by Haringey Council on 8th March, 18th April, 
23rd May, 12th and 27th June, and 25th July.  
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 13 of 227 
 

 

3.27 The matters discussed and any questions and answers raised during the group 
meetings are set out below.  
 
8th March  
 

3.28 A meeting was held on 8th March 2023, hosting 11 attendees from key stakeholder 
groups. The full list of attendees can be seen within the meeting minutes in Appendix 
D. 
 

3.29 The wider Masterplan of the park was introduced at this stage, as well as the Flood 
Alleviation Scheme to be included within the project. 
 
18th April 
 

3.30 There were 12 attendees to the steering group meeting on 18th April 2023, which can 
be referred to in the minutes in Appendix E.  

 

3.31 The following matters were discussed in regard to the Flood Alleviation Scheme: 
 

• Pre-app meeting  

• Landscape designer appointment  

• Modelling  
 

3.32 There was further discussion about modelling between the project team and the 
Friends of Chestnuts Park: 
 
Q – Is the model looking at the amount of waterlogging within the park? 
A – Modelling programme can’t look at this level of detail. That would be managed 
through the design. 
Q – What work has already been done to address ponding in the park? 
A – While the team were on site doing trial holes they filled in some of the bigger holes. 
Regrading has not yet been undertaken.  
Q – Who will pay for this? 
A – Will undertake work at the same time as cost effective. Will try and pay for works 
as part of this project but still to be determined dependant on costings of flood 
alleviation, further discussions to be had with parks team in due course. 
 
Q – One of the inlets of the storm drain to be unblocked 
A – This has been picked up by CCTV and can be addressed during the works.  
 

3.33 A Water Quality Report was circulated, and the following discussion took place: 
 

Q – Important to understand condition of the water as it will have a significant 
change to the park.  Will there be an ammonia problem?  Ecoli levels seem very low 
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in comparison to the Moselle brook?  Can we therefore assume that there is less toilet 
misconnections and more baths/ showers/ dishwashers? 
A – It is a snapshot so hard to say what baseline is.  Need to do more regular testing 
to inform the baseline. 
 
Q - Will there be a flow all year? 
A – Hard to predict without a greater baseline data of flow 
Q – Is there data from TW as they obviously have concerns re misconnections? 
Q – The water points of testing were from the rain drains, not the storm drain. Are 
we still agreed that the Stonebridge Brook itself has still not been located, and is 
probably not running in either of the points of testing? And it's probably not in the 
storm drain either?  
A – Points of testing were from the surface water sewers.  Stonebridge may not flow 
but if it does it is probably flowing in the vicinity of the surface water sewers,  
A - Daylighting has focused on where we will get the greatest flow 
Q – Advice from other park projects has been that you should address misconnections 
before you undertake the project rather than after. 
A - Timescales don’t really work as we need to spend GLA funding by end of the 
financial year but Thames Water may not address misconnections for 2-3 years. 
Q – Rivers Forum takes a long-term view that we need to be pragmatic and tolerate 
smelly water from restored streams within urban setting.  Look at Woodberry Downs 
as another example.  May not be misconnections but broken drains as well. 

 

23rd May  
 

3.34 Eight attendees were present at the steering group meeting on 23rd May. A full list of 
attendees and meeting minutes can be referred to in Appendix F.  
 

3.35 The following matters were discussed in relation to the Flood Alleviation Scheme: 
 

• Planning Document Development  

• Modelling 

• Detailed design  
 

12th June  
 

3.36 A meeting was held on 12th June 2023 hosting 10 attendees from key stakeholders 
such as GHD, Friends of Chestnut Park, McCloys, Haringey Rivers Forum and Haringey 
Council. Ward Councillor Tammy Hymas from St Ann’s Ward was present. The full list 
of attendees and meeting minutes can be in Appendix G. 
 

3.37 The questions and answers from the meeting were as follows: 
 
Q – Is there enough water to justify the water feature? 
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A – A flow monitor is due to be installed to monitor water flow over the next few 
months. This will give us a worst-case scenario of water levels but based on the 
modelling undertaken it is anticipated that the top basin will have water in for the 
majority of the year.  
 
Q – There is a limited distance between the inlet and outlet. Does this allow for enough 
water to be cleaned before entering the system? 
A – Anthony sketched a drawing [shown in Figure 1] showing that there will be a low 
flow channel that meanders through the basin, this is based on minimal rainfalls of 5-
10mm. Water will be held in the basin for a few hours – it is anticipated and expected 
that the flow may well be visible along with micro pools. The design team can look 
further at how visible the water is. It was felt that visibility of the water would be a 
benefit, helping  the public to understand the project and rationale.  
 
Q – It feels like there are wider opportunities for suds within the highway to address 
areas of surface water flooding on the highway. 
A – This is something to be picked up by the Flood management team and to be 
considered as an holistic approach to SUDS in the area. 
A – It was also noted that this is a downstream intervention, thereby the impact of this 
feature will alleviate flooding pressures further downstream of this location. 

 

3.38 The following topics were also discussed: 
 

• Misconnections in drainage  

• On-site soil reuse 

• Regrading of wider grassed area  

• Short-term loss of grassed area 

• Maintenance and planting  

• Monitoring i.e. water quality  

• Including inlets and outlets in the design 
 

27th June  
 

3.39 There were 10 attendees to the steering group meeting on 27th June. The full list of 
attendees and minute meetings can be seen in Appendix H.  
 

3.40 The questions and answers of the meeting were as follows: 
 
Q – Were there any concerns regarding loss of the green area for the flood alleviation 
feature raised in the consultation? 
A – No issues raised by public or in consultation responses so far.  
A – Specifically raised the project with the football club who use the space. They are 
happy with being re-located if additional works to the wider green areas is undertaken.  
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Figure 1 Sketch from McCloy’s Consulting Drawn at 12th June Meeting  
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Q – Any concern regarding water pollutants into the park? 
A – No concerns raised. We are undertaking additional surveys to further understand 
water quality 
A – Friends of Chestnut Park will be pulling together a response by 3rd July. Remain 
concern regarding smells into the park as a result of mis-connections and concern 
regarding extreme drought as well as extreme flooding. 
 
Q – Modelling showed flood risk at North/East will the scheme address this? 
A – There is a natural depression in that area that we anticipate will remain as this 
provided further protection. Main resilience is further down of Falmer Road.  
Q – Can you create a bund to protect this area or swales? 
A – Masterplan is looking at additional planting in this area. Need to consider issues of 
safety and security alongside flood alleviation  
 

3.41 The following matters were discussed in regard to the Flood Alleviation Scheme and 
SuDS basin: 
 

• Amending the design of the basin to work with the water flows and contours of 
the site 

• Ecological survey undertaken  

• Tree and arboricultural survey undertaken  

• Access from La Rose Lane 

• Mitigation of any loss of hedge planting  

• Further photography to inform visualisations for heritage statement  

• Maintenance and management  
 

25th July 
 

3.42 A steering group meeting also took place on 25th July with 13 attendees, a full list of 
which can be referred to in the minutes within Appendix I.  
 

3.43 The following discussion took place in reference to the Flood Alleviation Scheme: 
 
Q – will feature address previous flooding on La Rose lane? 
A – hard to determine what the cause of the flooding, ie blocked drain, speed of flow, 
full sewer.  Gulley pots are designs for a 1 in 1 or 1 in 2 year flood. 
Q – need to look at more suitable examples of case studies 
A – agreed and design team are looking at appropriate site visit 
Q – need to look at the wider SUDs opportunities in the highway along La Rose lane, 
rain gardens, remove hard standing in  

 

Q – Can we bring Robert List into the conversation in terms of the maintenance? 
A – Design team have been seeking to engage with parks maintenance team 
throughout the development of the design and are getting feedback on the designs 
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Q – can we pick features for the hedges that only grow to 1m rather than hedges that 
grow to 10m and require cutting 
A – designs have been developed in line with the ecologist advice and conservation and 
heritage but will look at this now we have this feedback. 

 
Q – the photomontage seems to show the basin smaller than it seems 
A – Have been developed in line with the Landscape Institute guidance.  The application 
will show existing and proposed alongside to make comparisons easier.  It was 
determined through reference back to the GA that the photomontage has been mis-
interpreted  

 
Q – concerns still raised around how accessible the photomontages are 

 
Q – could the view be elevated over the hedge? 
A – views are at eye-line in line with the requirements of the Landscape Institute 
 

Individual, Focused Stakeholder Meetings  
 
9th May – Haringey River Forum 
 

3.44 An individual meeting with the Haringey River Forum took place on 9th May 2023. 
 

3.45 Although meeting notes were not taken of this meeting the discussion can be 
summarised as: 
 

• Structure of the design team   

• Emerging planning submission, including the recreational elements required for 
the detention basin.  The Swale by The Paddock on Ferry Lane was cited as a 
good example of an aesthetic but functional feature.   

• Water quality, If the tests to be undertaken in June offer similar readings to those 
from October 18th there will be reasonably good grounds for believing Thames 
Water's assertions that the upstream contamination may not be as serious as we 
once believed.   

• Citizen science and community involvement, how the success of the scheme, in 
terms of water cleaning and bio-diversity can be measured going forward. 
Challenge is funding to deliver a robust process but would be a great opportunity 
to involve people from the local community in understanding both flood 
mitigation and reduction of contamination. 

 

8th July – Chestnuts Primary School  
 

3.46 Kristie Wilson from Haringey Council met with the Green Liaison Lead for Chestnuts 
Primary School on the 8th July 2023, to talk about and receive feedback on the wetland 
design of the scheme.  
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3.47 Although meeting notes were not taken for the meeting, the comments from 
Chestnuts Primary School were largely positive and are summarised as: 
 

• Availability of on-site welfare facilities – linked to the wider masterplan 

• Availability of bookable spaces  

• Space on the upper tier for a class of 30, with seating on a steeper gradient  

• Safety risks of SuDS basin could be avoided with dense planting 
 
14th July – Haringey River Forum and Friends of Chestnuts Park 
 

3.48 A meeting with Haringey Rivers Forum and Friends of Chestnuts Park was held on 14th 
July 2023 and focused on landscape options and planting.  
 

3.49 There were four attendees from across Friends of Chestnuts Park, Haringey Rivers 
Forum, GHD’s design team and Haringey Council.  
 

3.50 Prior to this meeting, a sketch was shared with Haringey Council by the Friends of 
Chestnuts Park, the content of which was considered as part of the scheme, such as 
the scrapes incorporated into the final design.  
 

3.51 The public consultation was discussed, including the online survey and in-person 
events, and how these had shaped the preferred design option. The changes made to 
the proposal are discussed under the ‘Applicant’s Response’ section.  
 

3.52 The questions and answers of the final meeting were as follows: 
 
Q – What level of inundation will the wetland get? 
A – [Figure 2 was produced in response] 

Return 
Period 

Peak Water 
Level (mOD) 

Max Lower 
Basin  Water 
Depth (m) 

Max Upper Basin 
Water Depth (m) 

50% Drawdown 
(mins) 

2 (50% 
AEP) 12.01 0.49 0 30 

5 (20% 
AEP) 12.26 0.74 0.10 30 

20 (5% 
AEP) 13.07 1.55 0.91 45 

30 (3.3% 
AEP) 13.17 1.65 1.01 55 
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Figure 2 Detail of Water Levels from McCloy’s Consulting 
 

 
Q – Can the sketch be cited within the park in relation to the chestnut school entrance 
and seating etc? 
A – We can send over a more detailed diagram once developed. This drawing is a sketch 
option for discussion. 
 
Q – There are already meadow areas within the park. On-going concern regarding 
maintenance, not following the agreed maintenance regime i.e. cutting grasses when 
they shouldn’t etc. 
A – Outline maintenance specification will be submitted as part of planning application 
and this will form a planning condition and there will therefore be a mechanism to 
enforce  
 
Q – Would you see the native hedges needing to be laid? 
A – Wouldn’t envisage them needing to be laid 
 
Q – The hedges to be removed for the construction access have been advised by a hedge 
expert that they are now too large to be removed. Concern regarding removal of these. 
A – We are aware of the concerns. Based on GHD professional experience have seen 50 
year hedges replanted successfully so not sure of the advice received. We are looking 
for a bio-diversity net gain, looking to gain additional hedging and additional bio-
diversity 
 
Q – Albany Park example lack of topsoil causing issues, there are trees in the basin and 
80% have failed, hedge planting within the depression is an issue. Grassland has failed. 
In the wet basin reeds have survived. 
A – Clay will be limited to the bottom area, to create slopes, ramp etc covered by 
topsoil. No topsoil will go off site. Sometime failure of seeding on slopes can be either 
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timing or steepness of slope, we have factored this into the design, species and mix will 
be mindful of soil conditions and habitat we are trying to create.  
 
Q – Have you engaged with the school? 
A – Yes we have met with the school who are supportive of the scheme and we have 
factored in feedback from them.  
 
Q – Can you talk through how localised ponding will be addressed in the wider park 
A – There are areas that need to be top dressed/levelled. This will be done as part of 
the works but we do not need planning permission for that work. We will use topsoil 
from the project and address with the contractor on site. We will take into account the 
wider masterplan proposals as well. There is a natural crossflow of water across the 
grassed area and this will not be impacted.  
 
Q – Can you try to tie the planting in with other areas of the park to ensure synergy? 
A – That is one of the objectives of the planting design 
 
Q – Ongoing risks and concerns: 

1. Misconnections in Cranleigh Road SW drain  
2. Issues of lack of staffing in drainage team 
3. Issues of lack of staff in Parks team re on-going maintenance 

A – Confirmation that discussions were ongoing internally but delayed due to holiday 
season 
 

3.53 A summary of other matters discussed is provided below: 
 

• Amendments made to design as a result of public consultation 

• Expected water levels  

• Maintenance  

• Removal of hedges  

• Albany Park as a failed example 

• Engagement with Chestnuts Primary School 

• Objectives of planting design  

• Ongoing risks and concerns of stakeholders  
 

3.54 The full minutes of the meeting can be seen in Appendix J.  
 

Summary of Consultation Responses  
 

3.55 This extensive public consultation exercise included an online survey and consultation 
website, in-person events and steering group and individual stakeholder meetings.  
 

3.56 The online survey received 101 responses and showed that the majority of 
respondents supported the scheme, where 77% felt either positive or mostly positive, 
12.5% were neutral and 10% felt negative to some extent.  
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3.57 Four in-person public consultation events were held, two of which took place within 
Chestnuts Park, where circa 50 people were engaged with the project. Attendees 
preferred to complete the online survey or provide verbal feedback, but responses 
were largely positive. 
 

3.58 Six steering group meetings were held with key stakeholders, as well as three focused 
meetings with individual groups such as the Friends of Chestnuts Park and the Haringey 
River Forum. These meetings provided valuable feedback to the project team, which 
was inputted into the final designs. 

 

3.59 This SCI will address comments made by respondents which are of material planning 
concern in relation to the proposal. These concerns include: 
 

• Principle of Development 

• Landscape and Ecology  

• Design  

• Amenity  

• Flooding and drainage  

• Access 
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4.0 Applicant Response 
 

4.1 The public and key stakeholders were engaged from an early stage, and throughout 
the design development process, the Applicant collated responses from the feedback 
and used these to inform several design options for the proposal. The most 
appropriate components of these designs have been narrowed down to the design 
shown in the submitted Design and Access Statement (DAS) (12609983 GHD XX-XX-
RPT-LA0001). 
 

4.2 The design responds to matters raised during both the public consultation, and the 
stakeholder and steering group meetings.  
 

4.3 The following section sets out the Applicant’s response to the comments and feedback 
received during the consultation, which have been summarised into the following 
material considerations: 
 

• Principle of Development 

• Landscape and Ecology  

• Design  

• Amenity  

• Flooding and drainage  

• Access 
 
Principle of Development 
 

4.4 Several comments were made in relation to the principle of development of the Flood 
Alleviation Scheme. These were:  
 

• “It’s not clear that there is a solid needs basis for the intervention” 

• “Chestnuts Park is not the most suitable location for such a substantial scheme” 

• “Such a project could possibly be accommodated better in a larger park” 

• “In the climate crisis we are having less and less rainfall – I wonder if this is really 
needed?” 

 

4.5 Chestnuts Park is the proposed location for the Flood Alleviation Scheme due to being 
situated within a designated Critical Drainage Area. Further detail of this, and other 
designations, is discussed in the submitted Planning Statement, Flood Risk Assessment 
(FRA M01600- 11 DG 02 JULY 2023) and DAS (12609983 GHD XX-XX-RPT-LA0001). 
 

4.6 The proposed SuDS basin has been sited in the most suitable area of Chestnuts Park 
for Flood Alleviation. This is in respect to the site’s existing ecology, landscaping, visual 
amenity and heritage issues, as well as current surface water flow paths and 
topography, as demonstrated in the submitted DAS and FRA. This is also discussed 
within the Planning Statement.  
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4.7 As the site is an area of open space, the proposal must demonstrate full compliance 
with the Development Plan, which consists of policies within the following documents: 
 

• Strategic Policies (2017) 

• Development Management DPD (2017) 

• Site Allocations Plan (2017) 

• The London Plan (2021) 
 

4.8 The submitted Planning Statement shows that the scheme accords with the relevant 
Development Plan policies SP13, DM20 and G4. As such, the principle of development 
is acceptable.  

 

Landscape and Ecology  
 

4.9 Responses to the online survey showed that wildflowers (51%) were the preferred 
planting option for the scheme. In response, a wildflower meadow has been included 
in the proposed landscaping, as shown in Figure 3.  
 

4.10 Observation of biodiversity (51%) was the second most preferred option for the use of 
the Upper Level area.  This has been considered within the final design, where the 
proposed landscaping within the scheme has contributed to a biodiversity net gain 
that will attract a mix of wildlife to the site. 

Figure 3 Landscape Proposals Plan 12609983 / DRG 0014  
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4.11 The following comments were also received in response to landscaping and ecology 
within the scheme: 

 

• “Have not seen any ecological impact assessment for the new basin area. This will 
be important as there is a risk that the scheme takes away greenspace in the field.” 

• “It’s not clear that thought has been given to the maintenance and upkeep costs of 
the site, especially regarding the more elaborate planting schema.”  

• “Could the scheme increase canopy cover and plant more trees (which doesn’t 
appear to be currently considered)” 

• “Not too much thought about the maintenance.” 

• “Doubts about the council’s capacity to maintain and improve the project.” 

• “It would take up a very large space in our small park, reducing the area of a field 
which is currently well-used by children, young people and dog-walkers.” 

• “Please don’t fell any trees for these projects.” 

• “Plans need to have careful ecological/environmental assessment” 

• “I do not trust that this will be serviced and maintained after the initial input.” 

• “I’m worried if there is going to be a sufficient ongoing maintenance after the 
project is delivered and who will be doing it.” 

• “Any landscaping that has a bit of height would be great as the park is so flat.” 

• “It’s super important that during construction no mature trees are lost from the 
park.” 

• “I walk through Chestnuts Park frequently and the existing planting and beds are 
not well maintained so I’m concerned this new scheme/planting will also be left to 
deteriorate.” 

• “Could it not be a mix of planting styles?” 

• “I hope the scheme doesn’t intend to remove anything existing e.g. trees.” 

• “I choose wetland planting as I feel this would enhance biodiversity, increasing 
chances of observing wildlife.” 

 
4.12 The submitted Landscape Seeding and Planting Palette (12609983 GHD XX-XX-RPT-

LA0002) states that the scheme is located within the recreational grassland that 
currently has little ecological value. 
 

4.13 A Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment (BNG BIOC22-166 V1.1) and an Ecological Impact 
Appraisal (EcIA BIOC22-166 V1.1) have been undertaken by the Applicant and show an 
overall biodiversity net gain post-development. For more detail please refer to the 
BNG Assessment and EcIA documents.  

 

4.14 A detailed Planting Maintenance and Management Plan has been included within the 
Landscape Seeding and Planting Palette document (12609983 GHD XX-XX-RPT-
LA0002) which sets out the maintenance tasks that would be undertaken 1-3 years 
post completion of the scheme. For more information, please refer to the relevant 
document.  
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4.15 A Landscape Proposals Plan (12609983 / DRG 0014) has also been submitted and 
illustrates the planned landscaping within the site. Figure 3 shows that the design 
seeks to minimize the loss of recreational space by making the upper level amenity 
space that will be accessible except during flood events. 

 

4.16 In response to comments about trees, an Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AIA 
including AMS/TPP 230619 V1.2) has been carried out and sets out the measures for 
tree protection and mitigation, prior to and during construction. These include Root 
Protection Areas (RPA), Tree Protective Fencing, Ground Protection and Areas of 
Special Mitigation. P[lease refer to the AIA for more details.  

 

4.17 In terms of landscaping and ecology, the scheme is in accordance with the relevant 
planning policy, which is discussed in the Planning Statement. 

 

Design  
 

4.18 The online survey showed that wooden materials (55%) were preferred to stone 
materials (43%) for use within the Upper Level.  
 

4.19 The following comments were also made in reference to the SuDS basin’s design: 
 

• “Disproportionately large size of the proposed retention basin, and lack of 
alternative options presented.” 

• “I am very concerned, first that we only have one ‘option’ proposed. Second, that 
it does not seem to have been researched fully.” 

• “Only one option has been offered.” 

• “The overall shape is wrong should be more of a tadpole shape as this would stretch 
further along.” 

• “I would like the shape of the water feature to be less kidney and more tadpole.” 

• “I haven’t understood what condition the ‘upper level’ will be in after being full of 
water during the winter however; won’t any wooden structures etc start to rot if 
they’re under water for part of the year?”  

• “Should maybe consider what is most resilient and future proofed.” 

• “I think should be on the long term look of this space – boulders and stone will 
wear, weather and last longer than wood or logs.” 

• “I would hope materials will be chosen which cannot be easily damaged or 
defaced.” 

 
4.20 Two design options were established as a result of feedback received from the public 

consultation – one focused on natural play and wildlife and the other on imaginative 
play and art.  
 

4.21 Having considered the feedback received across the online survey, in-person events 
and stakeholder meetings in relation to the scheme objectives, a final design has been 
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established and is set out within the Design and Access Statement (12609983 GHD XX-
XX-RPT-LA0001). 

 

4.22 The following amendments to the design of the scheme have been included in 
response to the public consultation and steering group meetings: 
 

• The initial site boundary was reduced in order to reflect the importance to 
stakeholders of preserving and protecting the natural and cultural heritage 
features of the park. 
 

• The design team have included grass reinforcement detailing to improve 
accessibility and continuity of the surface finish. 

 

• The viewing platform will be a composite decking made from recycled plastic 
product. This will have a similar aesthetic to hard wood, which was the preferred 
option in the online survey, while addressing public concerns of durability, as the 
material is robust and requires little maintenance. The composite material is also 
slip-resistant to allow for safe viewing on the Upper Level.  

 

• The importance of a recreational and educational environment was established 
throughout the consultation. As such, natural play and wooden features have been 
chosen as the preferred landscape features, and information boards will also be 
included. In the scheme. The design team recognised that these would provide an 
educational element to the project that could involve surrounding schools, but is 
a matter to consider post-planning.  

 

• The basin location (as demonstrated by the Flood Risk Assessment) has to be 
located in the proposed area of the park due to water flows, existing drainage, 
existing trees and the topography of the site.  The basin shape has been designed 
to maximise storage capacity in order to meet funder requirements, whilst 
minimizing the loss of recreational space.  The dual use of the upper tier further 
mitigates this loss and the addition of new habitats within the wetland feature will 
enhance biodiversity within the park. 

 

4.23 A children’s play area is an important aspect of the scheme’s amenity. In response to 
Question 4, logs (48%) and carved imaginative play (44%) were the two most popular 
options for informal play within the scheme.  
 

4.24 The design of the Flood Alleviation Scheme is therefore in line with planning policy, 
which is discussed in the Planning Statement. 
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Amenity 
 

4.25 A children’s play area is an important aspect of the scheme’s amenity. In response to 
Question 4, logs (48%) and carved imaginative play (44%) were the two most popular 
options for informal play within the scheme.  
 

4.26 Other matters of amenity were commented on throughout the consultation, including: 
 

4.27 The following comments were received in response to flooding and drainage within 
the proposal: 

 

• “Nothing about playspaces for older children” 

• “Nothing about revamping/totally renovating children’s playground despite 
shocking state.” 

• “Picnic or bbq area which would serve more diverse communities.” 

• “It would take up a very large space in our small park, reducing the area of a field 
which is currently well-used by children, young people and dog-walkers.” 

• “Possibility that it could become a health hazard.” 

• “Risks taking away vital park amenity.” 

• “Safe dog area” 

• “I think it is important for children to enter over the threshold of the park feeling 
safe and secure from the busy traffic on St Anne’s Road.” 

• “We’d like to see some refurbishment and less littering. The sensory play area was 
great but has fallen into disrepair and is isolated from the rest of the playground 
area.” 

• “It’s likely to increase rubbish left in the park.” 

• “Chestnut should have facilities/spaces for safe BBQing during the summer 
months. Bookable spaces provide community opportunity and ensure safety 
measures.” 

• “It would be nice to have some more places for children to play. The playground is 
so packed.” 

• “I’d love for there to be a skatepark for the kids in the park.” 

• “I’m not sure if the playground falls under this remit, but please can we see some 
improvement here. It’s used so often by all the children from the school and is in 
desperate need of a makeover!” 

• “Any additions to the park will be valued but the formal play area is in dire need of 
renovation with swings zip wire and climbing frames all need upgrading as well as 
safe play surfaces being redone.” 

• “Would the area containing water be fenced off in any way?” 

• “I am concerned that the area for tennis and basketball which are much used, 
especially by the young people (teenagers and young adults) in our area will be 
removed.  These are so important to our community.” 

• “The basketball courts desperately need resurfacing.” 

• “The playground is smashed up regularly.” 

• “I am very keen on more seating to allow the community to meet and mix.” 
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• “These areas are regularly left with lots of litter in them.” 

• “Safety and consideration of how the space might end up used for anti-social 
behavior is also important.” 

• “I choose wetland planting as I feel this would… least appealing hang-out for anti-
social behavior.” 

• “Make as child-friendly as possible.” 
 

4.28 Many of the comments received in this section will be picked up in the wider 
masterplan for the park in due course.  
 

4.29 In response to the comments relevant to the Flood Alleviation Scheme, the project has 
been designed within the constraints of water flow, topography, existing feature and 
requirements for a certain volume of storage. Within those constraints the design has 
sought to mitigate the loss of amenity space through the creation of a dual use for the 
upper basin and the introduction of informal play. 
 

4.30 The proposal accords with the relevant planning policy, as demonstrated in the 
Planning Statement. 

 

Flooding and Drainage  
 

4.31 A primary focus of this proposal is to create a flood alleviation feature. The scheme 
will enable water to be managed more sustainably as well as creating a provision for 
biodiversity, improving climate resilience and decreasing flood risk.  

 

4.32 The following comments were received in response to flooding and drainage within 
the proposal: 

  

• “Have not seen any cost-benefit analysis / ecological impact assessment for the 
new basin area. This will be important as there is a risk that the scheme takes away 
green space in the field with little or no flood benefit (and potential disbenefit given 
recent drought).” 

• “It's also not clear that the SUDS will necessarily stop the field area getting 
waterlogged - a key objective of the project at the outset, and one that is of most 
concern to Park users.” 

• “Risks posed by extreme drought conditions and potential misconnections in the 
water drainage system.” 

• “Originally it was envisaged as a ditch rather than a large area and the water was 
to come from the brook under the park. I understand this is not now possible and 
the water will come from road run-offs and rainwater drains in Cranleigh Road 
and La Rose Lane. I also understand there is a question of possible misconnections 
feeding into this source which could make this water contaminated and thus pose 
a possible public health hazard.” 
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• “The elements of extreme drought which have damaged a similar but much larger 
project in Albany Park, have also come to greater exposure since the project was 
first envisaged.” 

• “There are suspected misconnections feeding into the Cranleigh Road and La Rose 
Lane road drains which will now be diverted into the park, but the local Council 
apparently currently has no misconnections officer, nor has the now beleaguered 
Thames Water shown any interest in investigating them.” 

• “We currently do not have confidence that if the scheme turns out to be a smelly 
puddle or rubble strewn hole of cracking clay in the park, that there will be funds 
and staffing in place to modify and improve it.” 

• “Also in the climate crisis we have having less and less rainfall - I wonder if this is 
really needed?” 

• “I also went to visit Albany Park, as we were told that this is a similar type of flood 
alleviation. That visit convinced me that there are risks associated, eg water 
quality, drought like conditions when dry, trees that do not survive when not 
watered. That site has running water from a ribpver. Our park will be road runoff, 
so I am not urge of its success.” 

• “I'm also not convinced this scheme will achieve the flood relief put forward as 
the reason for this scheme.” 

• “Will this alleviate flooding from the underground river that runs under the 
Edgecot Grove Estate? Flats in the South block nearest Culvert Road get badly 
flooded after heavy rainfall, I think this was due to the river that runs under the 
estate becoming swollen?” 

• “I thought there was a plan to deculvert the stream which runs under the park?” 

• “I would like to note that standing water should be in all cases avoided. 
Particularly with our warming climate standing water provides a breeding ground 
for mosquitoes and other biting insects. If at all possible action should be taken 
to ensure the drainage of both tiers is considered in the design.” 

• “It is a little hard to answer these questions without understanding how the wet 
area will evolve thought the year. I travel around London a lot and I am concerned 
about muddy spots, stagnant areas or areas that will collect litter (of which there 
is always a lot in Chestnuts). It feels like drainage systems with gravel or other such 
and then areas of grass and wildflower may be a good compromise).” 

• “Concerns over mosquitos - which have become more prevalent in the area in the 
last few years. I would hope any areas of standing water would be designed to 
encourage and support wildlife that eats mosquito larvae. I would really hate for 
the wetland to become a breeding ground.” 
 

4.33 Many of these comments are in relation to the wider Masterplan of the park, which is 
currently undergoing a separate public consultation.  
 

4.34 In response to the comments relevant to the Flood Alleviation Scheme, a Flood Risk 
Assessment (FRA M01600- 11 DG 02 JULY 2023) has been undertaken that shows 
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evidence of surface water flooding within Chestnuts Park, which is located within CDA 
057 of the London Borough of Hackney (LBH) Surface Water Management Plan.  
 

4.35 A Maintenance Plan has also been submitted within the Landscape Seeding and 
Planting Palette Document, which sets out how the area will be managed and 
maintained.  
 

4.36 The FRA provides a technical assessment of the Flood Alleviation Scheme and 
concludes that the development is considered acceptable in relation to flood risk. The 
scheme is therefore in accordance with the relevant policy, as set out within the 
submitted Planning Statement. 

 

Access 
 

4.37 There were some comments received in regard to accessibility of the site however 
these were most relevant to the wider Chestnuts Park Masterplan, rather than the 
Flood Alleviation Scheme.  
 

4.38 Access to the SuDs basin and Upper Level have however been considered within the 
submitted Design and Access Statement and Flood Risk Assessment.  
 

4.39 The DAS confirms that the ramped access has a very gradual gradient of approximately 
a 1:45 slope. Following site visits and stakeholder meetings, grass enforcement 
detailing has been included to improve accessibility.  
 

4.40 The FRA demonstrates that whilst filling of the upper-level is likely to be infrequent, in 
the case of basin filling, users would have sufficient time to egress. Signage will be 
present with notification to vacate should the upper-level begin to fill.   
 

4.41 As such, the submitted Planning Statement demonstrates that the scheme agrees with 
the relevant planning policies.   
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5.0 Summary and Conclusion  
 

5.1 This Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) has been prepared by Hedley Planning 
Services on behalf of Haringey Borough Council for the construction of SuDS basin at 
Chestnuts Park, St Ann’s Road, Haringey, London, N15 3AQ.  
 

5.2 In accordance with Paragraph 132 of the NPPF, early engagement has taken place with 
the local community, via both an online and in-person public consultation.  
 

5.3 The aim of the consultation was to provide an opportunity for local residents and 
stakeholders to share feedback and views, that would then be collated and shared with 
the design team.  

 

5.4 There was a total of 101 responses to the online survey, where the majority of 
respondents supported the scheme.  
 

5.5  Feedback was also received through in-person consultation events, key stakeholders 
being members of the project steering group and individual stakeholder meetings. 
 

5.6 The concerns raised during the public consultation exercise are as follows:  
 

• Principle of Development 

• Landscape and Ecology  

• Design  

• Amenity  

• Flooding and drainage  

• Access 
 

5.7 As a result of the robust consultation exercise and on-going stakeholder engagement, 
valuable views and feedback were collected. Feedback has been thoroughly reviewed 
by Hedley Planning Services and the design team, allowing the scheme to be amended 
in line with local opinions. Changes were made where feasible and necessary in order 
to achieve a quality, sustainable outcome.  
 

5.8 The execution of this public consultation should carry significant weight in the 
determination of this planning application, in line with Paragraph 132 of the NPPF. 
Changes have been made as a result of early engagement with the local community, 
and concerns have been addressed.  
 

5.9 It is therefore the view of the Applicant and Agent that the proposed development is 
acceptable, supported by public consultation, and permission should therefore be 
granted in accordance with Policy SP0 (Presumption in favour of sustainable 
development) of the Haringey Strategic Policies DPD and Paragraph 11 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework.  
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Appendix A  
Commonplace - Website  
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Appendix B  
Commonplace – Online Survey   
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Appendix C  
Consultation Boards  
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Appendix D  
Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 8th March  

 
ATTENDEES:  

John Miles 
Ceri Williams 
Andrew Naish 
Rebecca Turnpenney 
Anthony McCloy 
David Theakston 
Peter Watson 
Dave Butcher 
Kristie Wilson 
Pankit Shah 
Sam Neal 
 

1) Wider Park Masterplan 

Funding has been attained from the Developers of the St Ann’s site, as well as a 
contribution from LB Haringey. 
 
Adam and Sutherland Architects are working on the landscape design for the St Ann’s 
development and have been appointed to undertake a masterplanning exercise on the 
park, working with stakeholders and wider users to understand the current situation and 
opportunities for future projects.  Not all these projects will be immediately deliverable 
but this approach will ensure the projects are developed with an holistic approach to the 
whole park. 
 
The location of the flood alleviation interventions will be fed into this masterplan.  Wider 
community engagement will be undertaken April-June and stakeholder and user input 
into the amenity options and planting options for the flood alleviation scheme will be 
explored at this point.  The location of the basin itself is dictated by topography and 
water flows etc so is not part of the engagement. 
 
Adam and Sutherland are coordinating the information already provided by stakeholders 
into a plan for further discussion with stakeholders ahead of wider user engagement.  
Kristie Wilson is leading on this element of the project. 
 
ACTION: Kristie to liaise with Ceri regarding meeting up to work through the 
masterplan process. 
 

2) Survey and design development flood alleviation scheme 

Sam updated that over the summer further investigations were undertaken (to identify 
flows into the culvert, soil tests, water samples, investigations into the existing drainage).  
These investigations have informed a review of the volume of water storage and wetland 
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that could be created.  Given the steer from Parks that they did not want a wetland 
feature that was dry the majority of the year we need to explore options for meeting 
extreme event conditions but also ensuring the usability of the space outside of these 
events, this required internal discussions and approvals. 
 
Recently we were given the green light to proceed with the project and McCloys were 
instructed to undertake renewed calculations and design sketch to understand what the 
project could now be. 
 
These sketch options (2 no.) were tabled at the meeting and circulated with this meeting 
note.   
The proposed options were described as being basins approximately 35m wide by 50m 
long and up to 1.6m deep with a permanent wetland area at the northern end and a 
higher terrace at the southern end which would provide additional water storage during 
storm events.  The higher terrace would be accessible by means of a DDA compliant 
ramp and would form a recreational area for the majority of the season. 
 
The primary source of inflow into the basin will be the diversion of confirmed flows from 
the La Rose Lane and Cranleigh road surface water sewers.  The flood alleviation project 
will also seek to install rills along La Rose Lane (formerly Black Boy Lane) which will 
capture surface water run-off and feed into the wetland. 
 
Regrading of the wider grassed area is proposed to address issues of localised pooling of 
water in wet weather. 
 
It should be noted that the outputs to be met from the £300k GLA funding are below: 

 
Project title 

Financial 
year 

 
Output category 

 
Output description 

 
Forecast 
output 

Chestnuts Park 
Rainscape Master 

Plan 

2023/2024 Climate change 
adaptation 

Area draining to sustainable 
drainage systems m2 

1000 

   Properties with reduced 
flood risk, number 

290 

   Volume of flood water stored 
m3 

2000 

  Engagement % increase in visitor numbers 25 

  Green economy Number of volunteer 
opportunities leading to 
green jobs 

2 

  Green infrastructure Greening/gardening/local 
food training or workshops 
held 

2 

   Trees planted 20 
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   m2 of green space with 
improved quality 

30000 

   m2 of priority habitat 
created 

2000 

LB Haringey Parks department have committed to additional funding to support the flood 
alleviation scheme with complimentary interventions including the relocation of 
basketball hoops possible path improvements, bins, benches etc.  The wider masterplan 
will look at additional projects such as the toilets, addressing the anti-social behaviour in 
the North/East corner etc however these are as yet unfunded. 
 
The issue of misconnections is being progressed by LB Haringey.  This was highlighted by 
the group as a significant risk in terms of the quality of the water that would be exposed 
and brought into the park.  It was noted that the requirement of the Thames 21 funding 
was that water would be cleaned as part of the project, the use of reeds, shingle etc will 
contribute to the cleaning but addressing misconnections will be a big part of the project 
as well.  This element of the project will need to run in parallel as the project is time-
limited in terms of funding. 
 
ACTION: Pankit to progress the miss-connections with LB Haringey and Thames Water. 
 
ACTION: Sam to send over the sketch designs developed by McCloys to the steering 
group 
 
LB Haringey are meeting with the GLA Friday 10th March to discuss the revised outputs 
that are anticipated from the scheme to ensure they are happy for the project to 
proceed. 
 
Further Hydraulic modelling will now be undertaken which will give further detail on the 
capacity and will identify the number of properties that will be protected from flooding 
and will confirm that this intervention will address this risk as per the requirements from 
the EA. 
 
ACTION: Sam to coordinate with John and Thames 21 around a sub-group to look at 
future maintenance, looking at precedents and working with the Haringey Water Squad 
 
3) Programme 

Sam tabled (attached with these minutes) a programme that sees a start on site in Autumn 2023 
and completion in early 2024 for the flood alleviation project as per the requirements of the 
various funding pots. 
Ceri requested a meeting in a week’s time once she had had a chance to digest the information 
and consult with others.   
ACTION: All to email Sam if they are interested in attending this second meeting and Sam to 
arrange. 
 
Post Meeting note.  The GLA meeting on 10th March was a positive meeting where they 
confirmed that the capacity volumes current estimated for the basins (circa 1660m3 for option 
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1 or 1978m3 for option 2) were acceptable and that they were confident that we had a scheme 
that we could deliver within the funding timescales.  
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Appendix E  
Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 18th April  

 
 

ATTENDEES 
Sam Neal 
Anthony McCloy 
john Miles 
Pankit Shah 
Ceri Williams 
Andrew Naish 
Rebecca Turnpenney 
David Theakston 
Peter Watson 
Kristie Wilson 
Thomas Henry 
Dave Butcher 

 
 

1. Review of last meeting notes (8 April) - Sam 

 
PREVIOUS ACTION: Kristie to liaise with Ceri regarding meeting up to work through 
the masterplan process. 
Meeting held on site with Graham Sutherland.  Covered half the park approx. 4 
stakeholders plus cllr.  Follow up meeting being held this Friday 4pm. 
 

PREVIOUS ACTION: Pankit to progress the miss-connections with LB Haringey and 
Thames Water. 
Pankit needs to go through LBH Enforcement Team to Thames Water to follow up 
on the misconnections.  Thames 21 and John Miles noted that is on Thames Water 
list to investigate misconnects.  LBH to put pressure on Thames Water to bring this 
forward. 

ACTION Pankit to follow up with Brian Elick and cc in Sam  
 
PREVIOUS ACTION: Sam to send over the sketch designs developed by McCloys to 
the steering group 

Done 
 
PREVIOUS ACTION: Sam to coordinate with John and Thames 21 around a sub-
group to look at future maintenance, looking at precedents and working with the 
Haringey Water Squad 

This will be pick up with the landscape team once appointed. 
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2. Update on wider masterplan progress - Kristie 

Kristie is pulling together an engagement plan for the next steps.  Following 
stakeholder walkabout will be taking the next stage of the designs to the wider 
stakehlders and users.  Engagement to include: 

• In-park stakeholders 

• Schools re play  

• Commonplace 

Anticipate engagement will start in next month  
 
John – where does relocation of basketball court factor in? 
Sam – This will be picked up in the masterplanning and will be funded by additional 
budget to be provided by Parks. 

 
3. Update on Flood Alleviation project progress - Sam 

a. Pre-app meeting 

Due to the volume planning permission is required.  The park is also in a 
conservation area so we need to make the case for public benefit over 
potential impacts on vistas et within, from and through the park.   

b. Landscape designer appointment 

Should appoint Landscape designers this week.  They are all multi-disciplinary 
consultancies so although they are providing landscape and heritage and 
planning services they also have an understanding of the drainage issues to 
support McCloys 

c. Modelling 

Anthony updated that modelling was underway and that baseline simulations 
have been modelled and have run some scenarios, over a range of rainfall 
events, headline figures have been fed back, example: baseline 1 in 20 year 
flood shows 69 properties at risk, with the basin the flood risk drops to 30; 
therefore shows to have a beneficial impact, impact is greater over low term 
periods.  The lower the magnitude of the event the greater the impact of the 
flood alleviation scheme. 

ACTION: Anthony to send over a summary report and to be discussed at a future 
meeting 

 
Ceri - Is the model looking at the amount of waterlogging within the park? 
Anthony - Modelling programme can’t look at this level of detail.  That would 
be managed through the design 
Ceri – what work has already been done to address ponding in the park? 
Sam – While the team were on site doing trial holes they filled in some of the 
bigger holes.  Regrading has not yet been undertaken. 
Ceri - Who will pay for this? 
Sam - Will undertake work at the same time as cost effective.  Will try and pay 
for works as part of this project but still to be determined dependant on 
costings of flood alleviation, further discussions to be had with parks team in 
due course 
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Ceri - One of the inlets of the storm drain to be unblocked  
Dave– this has been picked up by CCTV and can be addressed during the 
works..   

ACTION: LBH to identify who will pay for this. 
 
4. Water Quality Report - All 

Water testing report had been circulated 
John – important to understand condition of the water as it will have a significant 
change to the park.  Will there be an ammonia problem?  Ecoli levels seem very low 
in comparison to the Moselle brook?  Can we therefore assume that there is less 
toilet misconnections and more baths/ showers/ dishwashers? 
Anthony – it is a snapshot so hard to say what baseline is.  Need to do more regular 
testing to inform the baseline. 
John - Will there be a flow all year? 
Anthony – hard to predict without a greater baseline data of flow 
John – is there data from TW as they obviously have concerns re misconnections? 

ACTION: SN to follow up when we meet with Thames Water in Early May 
Ceri - The water points of testing were from the rain drains, not the storm drain. 
Are we still agreed that the Stonebridge Brook itself has still not been located, and 
is probably not running in either of the points of testing? And it's probably not in 
the storm drain either?  
Dave – points of testing were from the surface water sewers.  Stonebridge may not 
flow but if it does it is probably flowing in the vicinity of the surface water sewers,  
Anthony - Daylighting has focussed on where we will get the greatest flow 
Ceri – advice from other park projects has been that you should address 
misconnections before you undertake the project rather than after. 
Sam - Timescales don’t really work as we need to spend GLA funding by end of the 
financial year but Thames Water may not address misconnections for 2-3 years. 

ACTION: LBH to take away and discuss the potential risks and what a plan B may be? 
John – Rivers Forum takes a long-term view that we need to be pragmatic and 
tolerate smelly water from restored streams within urban setting.  Look at 
Woodberry Downs as another example.  May not be misconnections but broken 
drains as well. 

 
5. Next steps - Sam 

Appoint landscape and planning team.  The team to attend the next steering group 
meeting  
Workshops with design team around use of the detention basin and maintenance 
ahead of wider public consultation 
Ceri – how are we looking against the budget?  
Sam – we have spent £35k to date.   
 

6. AOB 

Ceri – we are planning the AGM for the end of May.  Would this work for 
masterplan and flood alleviation programme? 
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Ceri – can we have a different day and time for future meetings? 

ACTION: Sam to email all to rearrange meeting time 
 

7. Date of next meeting 

TBC 
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Appendix F  
Steering Group Meeting Minutes – 23rd May  

 
 
 

ATTENDEES 
Sam Neal 
Pankit Shah 
Ceri Williams 
Rebecca Turnpenney 
Peter Watson 
Kristie Wilson 
Stephen Goodchild 
John Maylon 

 
 

1. Review of last meeting notes (18 April) - Sam 

 
PREVIOUS ACTION: Pankit to progress the miss-connections with LB Haringey and 
Thames Water. 
Pankit updated that it is a long process, it can take 1-2 years.  Will continue to 
chase Thames Water. 
 
PREVIOUS ACTION: Modelling Report to be circulated once completed.  
Done 

 
PREVIOUS ACTION: LBH to look at who will pay for reprofiling of wider field area to 
address isolated issues of ponding 

This is still being discussed. 
 

PREVIOUS ACTION: LBH to consider further the water quality issue 
This was discussed with Thames Water and they stated that this was not 
highlighted as an issue in this area 
Additional water quality testing is being planned in June to get a more robust 
baseline. 
 

2. Update on wider masterplan progress – Sam 

• Meeting with Graeme Sutherland regarding the masterplan later this week and 

will then be able to share the emerging drawings 

ACTION: Kristie to circulate the emerging drawings once received 

• Friends AGM 18th June potential for a further session in the afternoon, could 

someone from the flood alleviation project attend the AGM 

ACTION: Sam to discuss with team and come back in terms of how we can engage 
with the AGM 
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• Concern regarding confusing the community with 2 engagements 

• There will be 2 Commonplace pages but the events will be joined.  Events are 

planned for: 

5 June 10-3pm 
10 June 10-3pm 
21 June 11-4pm 
30th June 11-4pm 

 ACTION: Sam to circulate boards by 30th May to Ceri and John 
 

 
3. Update on Flood Alleviation project progress - Sam 

a. Planning Document Development 

• Looked at validation requirements for planning application, ecology, heritage, 

drainage etc 

• Updating site surveys over next few weeks 

• Specific drawings and reports to be produced 

• Mid-July submission 

 
b. Modelling 

• McCloys have modelled 20/30/75/150/200 year return periods.   

• The summary table demonstrates the quantity of properties with reduced 

flooding from 0mm, 20mm and number of properties with flooding 

removed.  Properties assessed have been selected in proximity from flow 

routes that tended to Chestnuts Park to the downstream model extent and 

accounts for 7000 properties.   As presented by Anthony at our last meeting a 

larger benefit is shown at lower return periods; up to 98 properties are 

indicated to be removed from flooding for the 20 year return period, versus 6 at 

the 200 year return period. 

• Detailed design is progressing on the basis of the design modelled here.  In 

addition we are trying to get additional flow rates measured as well as water 

quality to further input into our understanding of what the design will deliver. 

ACTION: Sam to reshare modelling with Ceri 
ACTION: Pankit noted will need a summary report for EA 
 
c. Detailed Design 

• Will be developed as engagement is undertaken based on the outline design 

that has been modelled. 

• In discussion with term contractor about how it will be built – will bring plans 

to a future meeting for discussion in terms of buildability 

 
4. Next steps - Sam 

Engagement – June 
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Development Planning – June 
 

5. AOB 

• Need to discuss maintenance in future meeting 

• Ceri noted on-going concerns regarding misconnections 

• Ceri has a contact at Chestnut school for engagement 

 
6. Date of next meeting 

27 June 11am 
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Appendix G 
12th June Group Stakeholder Meeting - Minutes 

 
Dear All, 
 
Thank you for your time on Monday.  Below are some bullet points of our meeting, along with the 
sketch Anthony did.  
  
Attendees: 
Stephen Goodchild – GHD (via Teams) 
Robert Pike – Friends of Chestnut Park (via teams) 
Anthony McCloy – McCloys  
Cllr Tammy Hymas 
John Miles – Haringey Rivers Forum 
Ceri Williams – Friends of Chestnut Park 
Pankit Shah – LBH  
David Theakston – LBH 
Kristie Wilson – LBH 
Sam Neal - LBH 
  
John raised a series of technical questions 
Q - Is there enough water to justify the water feature 
A – A flow monitor is due to be installed to monitor water flow over the next few months.  This will 
give us a worst case scenario of water levels but based on the modelling undertaken it is anticipated 
that the top basin will have water in for the majority of the year 
  
Q – there is a limited distance between the inlet and the outlet.  Does this allow for enough water to 
be cleaned before entering the system? 
A – Anthony sketched a drawing showing that there will be a low flow channel that meanders 
through the basin, this is bases on minimal rainfalls of 5-10mm.  Water will be held in the basin for a 
few hours it is anticipated and it is expected that the flow may well be visible along with micro 
pools.  The design team can look further at how visible the water is.  It was felt that visibility of the 
water would be a benefit, helping the public to understand the project and rationale. 
ACTION: ensure the precedent images used of the consultation make it as clear as possible what to 
be expected in the park 
  
There was a discussion regarding misconnections. 
Additional water quality tests are being undertaken.  The Council could consider a mass promotional 
comms plan around misconnections once the project is installed  
ACTION: Interpretation boards to be included in the scheme 
  
Q – it feels like there are wider opportunities for suds within the highway to address areas of surface 
water flooding on the highway.   
A – this is something to be picked up by Pankit and to be considered as an holistic approach to SUDs 
in the area 
A – It was also noted that this is a downstream intervention, thereby the impact of this feature will 
alleviate flooding pressures further downstream of this location 
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There was a discussion as to whether we could keep all the soil on site and use it for other 
masterplanning projects.  This would be a good option to keep carbon footprint of the project, and 
costs down.   
ACTION: to keep this in mind as the masterplan develops 
  
Regrading of the wider grassed area was discussed 
ACTION: Sam to speak to the football club who uses the space on a Saturday to understand the 
limitations of the other areas of the grasses space. 
There may well be a period of time where the whole of the grasses area cannot be used.  This will 
need to be communicated with stakeholders in terms of the benefits of the short-term loss.  Will 
require further discussion with the contractor and parks 
ACTION: to explore further once details of regrading and construction programme are understood 
  
There was a discussion regarding maintenance 
IT was noted that GHD will develop a maintenance plan alongside the planting.  Maintenance will be 
a key consideration when selecting the planting.  The contractor for the works will have a 
responsibility to maintain the planting for 3 years (Sam will explore the potential of this being 
increased to 5 years) in line with the agreed maintenance plan.  The management of the contractor 
to undertake this maintenance will be agreed internally but will probably sit within David’s 
team.  This approach gives time to look at longer term maintenance requirements. 
Ceri wondered whether TCV could take on the long-term maintenance of the wetland? 
ACTION: Kristie to follow up on this. 
  
There was a discussion about how the project could be monitored in terms of water quality 
etc.  John has been discussing this with UCL ad a PHD opportunity.  Robert also suggested the 
London Wild Life Trust or TCV. 
ACTION: Pankit to follow up on this. 
  
Anthony noted that accesses to the inlets and outlets needed to be built into the design.  
 
Thank you 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 56 of 227 
 

 

Appendix H 
27th June Group Stakeholder Meeting - Minutes 

 

 ATTENDEES 
Sam Neal 
Pankit Shah 
Ceri Williams 
Andrew Nash 
Peter Watson 
Kristie Wilson 
Stephen Goodchild 
John Maylon 
Anthony McCloy 
Sara - FoCP 

 
 

1. Review of last meeting notes (23 May) - Sam 

ACTION: Kristie to circulate the emerging Masterplan drawings once received 
DONE 
ACTION: Sam to discuss with team and come back in terms of how we can engage 
with the AGM 
DONE 
ACTION: Sam to circulate Commonplace Consultation information by 30th May to 
Ceri and John 
DONE 
ACTION: Sam to reshare modelling with Ceri 
DONE 
ACTION: Pankit noted will need a summary report for EA 
TO NOTE 

2. Update on wider masterplan progress – Kristie 

• Walk around with stakeholders of the park 

• Design has built up following these walk abouts 

• Commonplace link shared in the chat 

• Positive response so far at AGM and consultation events  

• Main clarifications were around refurbishment of tennis courts and play area 

• Has been limited engagement with the survey – although only launched on 

Friday.  Will share with stakeholders again to pick up interest 

Q – were there any concerns regarding loss of the green area for the flood 
alleviation feature? 

• No issues raised by public or in consultation responses so far 

• Specifically raised with the football club who use the space.  They are 

happy with being re-located if additional works to the wider green areas 

is undertaken. 
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Q – any concern regarding water pollutants into the park in terms? 

• No concerns raised.  We are undertaking additional surveys to further 

understand water quality. 

• FoCP will be pulling together a response by 3rd July.  Remain concern 

regarding smells into the park as a result of mis-connections and concern 

regarding extreme drought as well as extreme flooding. 

• Consultation events held on Wednesday 21 June 11-4pm and Saturday 

24th June 10-3pm.  Included door knocking to neighbouring properties.  

Spoke to circa 45 people and currently 69 responses on-line.  

Consultation closed on 3rd July. 

3. Update on Flood Alleviation project progress  

a. Planning Document Development – Stephen GHD 

• Continue to tweak the design of the basin to work with the contours of 

the site and water flows 

• Undertaken an ecological survey to determine the baseline 

• Tree survey and aborocultural impact assessment undertaken 

• Will be looking to remove a section of fencing to provide access from La 

Rose Lane for the construction.  Will look to mitigate any loss of hedge 

planting as part of the planning application.  Works will be undertaken 

during hedge dormant period so could look to remove and re-plant 

once excavation has been completed. 

ACTION: Team to share construction plan once developed 

• Further photography of the site to inform visualisations for the heritage 

statement. 

• Design and Access Statement, Heritage Statement and Planning 

Statement are all starting to be developed 

b. Detailed Design 

• Awaiting results of consultation  

• Flow monitors are not yet in, delays with Thames Water 

• Results of the water quality testing not yet been returned 

 
Q – modelling showed flood risk at North/East will the scheme address this? 
A – there is a natural depression in that area that we anticipate will remain as this 

provided further protection.  Main resilience is further down of Falmer Road 
Q – Can you create a bund to protect this area or swales? 
A – Masterplan is looking at additional planting in this area so this will slow down 

the water flow.  Will need to look at whether a bund would protect in this 
area.  Need to consider issues of safety and security alongside flood 
alleviation. 

 ACTION: Anthony to prepare a presentation on the modelling for the next meeting 
 

4. Next steps – Sam 
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Engagement evaluation - July 
Planning docs and submission – July 
Development of detailed design (Landscaping and Engineering) – July/ Aug 
 

5. AOB 

Andy Nash highlighted examples of interventions within LB Enfield (Albany Park)  
ACTION: Sam noted that she continues to try and engage with Ian Russell at LB Enfield  

Ceri raised issues around maintenance and management, funding for citizen science 
and management if project doesn’t work. 
Sarah Mower is the Green Liaison lead at Chestnut primary school. 

ACTION: Andy to liaise with Sarah 
ACTION: Sam to raise concerns internally to Parks and drainage  
ACTION: Recommended that FoCP also raise concerns with Simon Farrow (Head of Parks 
and Leisure) and Tom Henry (Head of Drainage) 

FoCP are available from Thursday 17th July for a meeting regarding design and 
maintenance of planting 

ACTION: Sam to share the designer risk register 
ACTION: Sam to resend invite to Ceri  

 
6. Date of next meeting 

25 July 11am 
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Appendix I 
25th July Group Stakeholder Meeting - Minutes 

 
ATTENDEES 
 
Sam Neal - LBH 
Pankit Shah - LBH 
Anthony McCloy – McCloys design team 
Rebecca Turnpenney – Thames 21 
Stephen Goodchild – GHD design team 
Naish, Andrew – Environment Agency 
John Miles - HRF  
Ceri Williams - FoCP 
Peter Watson - LBH 
David Theakston - LBH 
Kristie Wilson - LBH 
Thomas Henry - LBH 
Carla - FoCP 

 
 

1. Review of last meeting notes (23 May) - Sam 

ACTION: Anthony to prepare a presentation on the modelling for the next meeting 
To be presented at the next meeting 

ACTION: Sam noted that she continues to try and engage with Ian Russell at LB Enfield  
Sam and Peter W met with Ian, this was a useful meeting where he shared lessons learnt and 
examples of best practice 

Q – will feature address previous flooding on La Rose lane? 
A – hard to determine what the cause of the flooding, ie blocked drain, speed of 
flow, full sewer.  Gulley pots are designs for a 1 in 1 or 1 in 2 year flood. 
Q – need to look at more suitable examples of case studies 
A – agreed and design team are looking at appropriate site visit 
Q – need to look at the wider SUDs opportunities in the highway along La Rose lane, 
rain gardens, remove hard standing in  

ACTION: Pankit to look at the wider SUDs strategy for the area and feedback at a future 
meeting 
ACTION: Kristie to liaise with Sarah Mower at Chestnut Primary School 
Kristie met with Sarah and there was support from the school for the scheme, potential risks 
of accessing the water were raised but did not want to see the space fenced due to aesthetic 
reasons. Generally felt dense planting would be sufficient. 
ACTION: Sam to raise concerns internally to Parks and Flood Management Team 
This has been actioned and a meeting with Cllr Hakata and Cllr Arkell held.  Will develop a 
plan of action to share with the FoCP to address these concerns. 
ACTION: Recommended that FoCP also raise concerns with Simon Farrow (Head of Parks 
and Leisure) and Tom Henry (Head of Drainage) 
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DONE 
2. Update on wider masterplan progress – Kristie 

• Consultation is open for another week and a half – could be extended if 

needed 

• Promoting consultation as we are nearing the end of the consultation 

• Up take not as high as anticipated  

• Due to have a series of focus groups which will follow  

Q – what is happening with the toilets in the masterplan 
A – an upgraded café with toilet (accessible from the outside) is in the masterplan currently.  
Is supported by the community and school 
 
It was noted that the masterplan is a wider spatial document that will be developed and 
consulted on in more detail over the next potentially 5 years as and when funding and 
resources become available. 
 
FoCP having a meeting at the weekend to discuss issues of the wider masterplan 
 

3. Update on Flood Alleviation project progress  

a. Planning Document Development – Stephen GHD 

• Design and access statement, Heritage statement, Statement of 

community involvement, design changes following consultation, 

landscape proposals  

• Stephen shared the GA with the group and discussed the design 

features, this is a cleaned, detailed version of the sketch drawing 

previously shared with the group 

• Incorporates a more linear design, building on the comments from the 

FoCP with the inclusion of mounds and scrapes toward the SW of the 

feature. 

• Cross sections shared, these are more detailed versions of the cross 

sections shared at the consultation, identifying the typical water level 

based on the modelling 

• Planting schedule was shared with FoCP and HRF previously 

• Photomontages shared 

Q – Can we bring Robert List into the conversation in terms of the maintenance? 
A – Design team have been seeking to engage with parks maintenance team throughout the 
development of the design and are getting feedback on the designs 
Q – can we pick features for the hedges that only grow to 1m rather than hedges that grow 
to 10m and require cutting 
A – designs have been developed in line with the ecologist advice and conservation and 
heritage but will look at this now we have this feedback. 
 
Q – the photomontage seems to show the basin smaller than it seems 
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A – Have been developed in line with the Landscape Institute guidance.  The application will 
show existing and proposed alongside to make comparisons easier.  It was determined 
through reference back to the GA that the photomontage has been mis-interpreted  
 
Q – concerns still raised around how accessible the photomontages are 
 
Q – could the view be elevated over the hedge? 
A – views are at eye-line in line with the requirements of the Landscape Institute 
 
Will also provide a sketch that shows the scheme within the context of the park 
 
ACTION: McCloys will share water quality results with the steering group and Sam will 
arrange a further meeting if required to discuss results. 
 
ACTION: Sam to arrange site visit date and location TBC 
 
Planning application due for submission on 31st July.  In the mean-time internal meetings 
are being held (following a meeting with Cllrs Hakata and Arkell this morning) to develop a 
plan to address the concerns of: 

• Future maintenance 

• Mis-connections and water quality 

• How the success of the scheme will be monitored. 

Due to holidays this briefing note might be circulated in a few weeks but with a view to 
these concerns being addressed ahead of determination of the planning application. 
 

4. Date of next meeting 

22 August 11am 
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Appendix J 
14th July Individual Stakeholder Meeting – Haringey River Forum and Friends 

of Chestnuts Park  
 
Attendees  
Ceri Williams - FoCP 
John Miles - HRF 
Stephen Goodchild – GHD 
Sam Neal – LBH 
 
Stephen took the group through the outcomes of the consultation and how that had shaped the 
preferred design option. 
Deep Basin 

• Design has been pulled south to avoid tree root areas, this has also impacted on the 

shape of the basin 

• inlet with a slow flow channel (a visible stream) 

• Reedbed habitat 

• Southern bank to be kept free of planting as will be beneficial for invertebrates 

• Slopes have been designed to allow maintenance access but avoid public access to 

protect habitats, looking at meadow planting that will only need to be mowed once a 

year. 

• Hedge 1m wide, 1m high creates a physical natural barrier, the hedges graduate into 

the basin so not going to be a strong visual barrier to address issues and concerns 

regarding ASB 

Shallow basin 

• Wildflower meadows with minimal maintenance requirements 

• Ramped access 1:45 to allow access down to recreational basin 

• Informal play with boulders/ logs  

• Also habitat enhancements 

• Seating/ amphitheatre style 

• Picking up on familiar features already in the park 

• Viewing platform 

• Interpretation board to be included – location TBC 

Outside Basins 

• Shallow scrapes, only approx 30cm deep but looking to address localised ponding, 

broadening the ecological benefits of the scheme – building on the drawing 

submitted by Robert Pike 

JM – what level of inundation will the wetland get? 
McCloys has developed the below calculations 
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Return 
Period 

Peak Water 
Level (mOD) 

Max Lower 
Basin  Water Depth 
(m) 

Max Upper Basin 
Water Depth (m) 

50% Drawdown 
(mins) 

2 (50% 
AEP) 12.01 0.49 0 30 

5 (20% 
AEP) 12.26 0.74 0.10 30 

20 (5% 
AEP) 13.07 1.55 0.91 45 

30 (3.3% 
AEP) 13.17 1.65 1.01 55 

 
 
CW – can the sketch be cited within the park in relation to chestnut school entrance and seating etc? 
SG – we can send over a more detailed –diagram once developed.  This drawing is a sketch option 
for discussion. 
ACTION: SN to send over GA drawing once developed 
CW – there are already meadow areas within the park.  On-going concern regarding maintenance, 
not following the agreed maintenance regime ie cutting grasses when they shouldn’t etc. 
SG – outline maintenance specification will be submitted as part of planning application and this will 
form a planning condition and there will therefore be a mechanism the enforce 
CW – would you see the native hedges needing to be laid? 
SG – wouldn’t envisage them needing to be laid. 
CW – the hedges to be removed for the construction access have been advised by a hedge expert 
that they are now too large to be removed.  Concern regarding removal of these 
SG – we are aware of the concerns.  Based on GHD professional experience have seen 50 year 
hedges be replanted successfully so not sure of the advice received.  We are looking for a bio-
diversity net gain, looking to gain additional hedging and additional bio-diversity. 
CW - Albany Park example lack of topsoil causing issues, there are trees in the basin and 80% have 
failed, hedge planting within the depression is an issue.  Grassland has failed.  In the wet basin reeds 
have survived. 
SG – Clay will be limited to the bottom area, to create slopes, ramp etc covered by top-soil.  No top-
soil will go off site.  Sometime failure of seeding on slopes can be either timing or steepness of slope, 
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we have factored this into the design, species and mix will be mindful of soil conditions and habitat 
we are trying to create. 
ACTION: SN to arrange a site visit to Albany Park 
CW – have you engaged with the school? 
SN – yes we have met with the school who are supportive of the scheme and we have factored in 
the feedback from them 
JM – can you talk through how localised ponding will be addressed in the wider park 
SG – there are areas that need to be top-dressed/ levelled.  This will be done as part of the works 
but we do not need planning permission for that work.  We will use topsoil from the project and 
address with the contractor on site.  Will take into account the wider masterplan proposals as well.  
There is a natural crossflow of water across the grassed area and this will not be impacted. 
JM – can we see a detailed specification of the planting detail, soil spec, maintenance requirements 
etc? 
ACTION: SG will issue draft planting doc for comment 
JM – most of the active horticultural work in the park is done in TCV and FoCP.  Looking forward to 
how this is going to be maintained going forward. 
SN – we are looking to meet with Lewis Taylor to get his input into the maintenance of the planting.  
Internal discussions also being progressed between parks and drainage around the long-term 
planting. 
JM – can you try to tie the planting in with other areas of the park to ensure synergy? 
SG- that is one of the objectives of the planting design 
CW – chased a response to email to Tom and Simon and project risk register. 
CW – On-going risks and concerns 

1) Misconnections in Cranleigh Road SW drain 

2) Issues of lack of staffing in drainage team 

3) Issues of lack of staff in Parks team re on-going maintenance 

SN – confirmed that discussions were on-going internally but delayed due to holiday season.  
ACTION: SN to follow up 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 65 of 227 
 

 

Appendix K 
Commonplace Online Survey Responses 

 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 66 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 67 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 68 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 69 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
  
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 70 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 71 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
  
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 72 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
  
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 73 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 74 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 75 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 76 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 77 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 78 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 79 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 80 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 81 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 82 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 83 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 84 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 85 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 86 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 87 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 88 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 89 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 90 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 91 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 92 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 93 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 94 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 95 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 96 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 97 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 98 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 99 of 227 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 100 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 101 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 102 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 103 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 104 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 105 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 106 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 107 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 108 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 109 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 110 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 111 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 112 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 113 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 114 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 115 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 116 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 117 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 118 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 119 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 120 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 121 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 122 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 123 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 124 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 125 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 126 of 227 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 127 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 128 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 129 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 130 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 131 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 132 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 133 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 134 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 135 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 136 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 137 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 138 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 139 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 140 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 141 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 142 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 143 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 144 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 145 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 146 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 147 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 148 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 149 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 150 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 151 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 152 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 153 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 154 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 155 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 156 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 157 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 158 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 159 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 160 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 161 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 162 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 163 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 164 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 165 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 166 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 167 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 168 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 169 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 170 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 171 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 172 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 173 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 174 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 175 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 176 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 177 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 178 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 179 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 180 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 181 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 182 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 183 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 184 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 185 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 186 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 187 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 188 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 189 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 190 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 191 of 227 
 

 

 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 192 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 193 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 194 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 195 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 196 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 197 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 198 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 199 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 200 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 201 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 202 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 203 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 204 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 205 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 206 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 207 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 208 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 209 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 210 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 211 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 212 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 213 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 214 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 215 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 216 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 217 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 218 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 219 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 220 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 221 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 222 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 223 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 224 of 227 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 225 of 227 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 226 of 227 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                                                                   
 

 
 

Statement of Community Involvement 
  

Page 227 of 227 
 

 

 


