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people with core primary care services close to their homes, in a sustainabie
building that will be flexible enough to meet any future changes in health care
provision.

The current proposal has evolved after detailed discussions with end users of
the building including GPs, nurses, therapists, patient representatives etc and
consultations/ public meetings with local community groups, such as the
Nelson Community Reference Group and presentations to Ward Councillors.
Officers from the Council's Future Merton team have contributed to these
discussions and the evolution of the designs. These discussions resulted in
reductions in the overall mass of the building, including removal of rear
sections projecting towards Manor Gardens and introduction of an acoustic
barrier, enhanced landscaping and revised car parking layouts.

The new Local Care Centre [LCC] building accords with key elements of the
Planning Brief including retention of three pavilions, {with re-insiated hipped
roofs), masonry plaques and construction of new build sections that are
complementary and of an appropriate scale. The appearance of the proposed
building is modern and colourful, not designed to appear institutional or
intimidating and is supported by Design officers in Future Merton. In order to
secure a high guality external finish to the building, Officers would seek to
impose a condition to ensure submission of details of all external materials
prior to commencement of building. The proposed LCC building is considered
to represent a form of development that will enhance the character and
appearance of the two local conservation areas — John Innes Merion Park
and Merton Hall Road, complying with adopted policies BE1, BE2, BE16 and
BE22 of the Adopted UDP 2003 and policy CS514 of the Core Strategy.

The Pianning Brief supports modifications to the front boundary wall,
acknowledging that removal could provide a better quality public realm. The
NHS requires an attraclive external environment, incorporating minimum
maintenance for outside planting areas, with good cover being provided by
fow level, robust, native shrubs. This planting, together with high quality hard
fandscape finishes, such as granite kerbs and natural stone finishes, provides
an opportunity to open up the setting of the L.CC within the conservation ares,
to the public realm.

Several letters, have acknowledged the importance of improved health care
provision, but have raised issues relating io the appropriateness of the
internal layvout. The plans show a wide range of medical facilities including
outpatients, endoscopy, care for older people, mental health care, diagnostic
tests and provision of voluntary services such as nutrition advice, exercise
classes elc.

It is anticipated that the building will be open mainly between 8am and 8pm
with up to 38 consuiting rooms. The proposal has been submiited after
lengthy consultation with medical end users and it is not considered
necessary for Officers {0 be overly prescriptive or involved in detailed
assessment of the final internal layout. 1f is however vitally important that a
building of this scale and function has a degree of flexibility in this respect so
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that if future medical demands change, the internal layout can also change
accordingly.

Traffic Generation / impact

fn accordance with Department for Transport (DfT) and Transport for London
(TfL} guidance, the applicant has produced a full Transport Assessment {TA)
in order to quantify the impact of the deveiopment proposals. In summary,
officers consider that the work undertaken by the applicant in the TA, using
standard and acceptable methods provides a robust assessment of the
fransport impact issues associated with the proposals. Subsequently, officers
advise that planning permission should not be withheld for reasens associated
with traffic generation / impact.

The planning application includes measures to encourage sustainable
fransport, include a reduced level of parking provision, the adoption of a trave!
plan, cycle parking and improvements to the iocal walking environment.

-Access, Site Layout & Servicing

The numbsr of access poinis serving the site will be reduced, which is
supported by officers. in addition, ali of the accesses have been positioned
and designed to minimise highway safety issues. Service vehicles will enter
the site via The Rush and exit the site via the main hospital access. The
movement of service vehicles from the public highway and through the site
has been modelled in order to ensure that safety is not compromised.
Appropriate signage will be introduced to ensure that the arrangements work
safety and efficiently.

- Parking Provision

Policy 3C.23 of the London Plan states that the Mayor, in conjunction with
boroughs, will seek to ensure that on-site car parking at new developments is
the minimum necessary and that there is no over-provision that couid
undermine the use of more sustainable modes of transport. The applicant has
undertaken detailed work in relation to the proposed level of car parking
provision, in order to generate an undersianding of anticipated utilisation,
atong with sensitivity tests to determine the effect of additional impacts.

Officers have accepted the justification for the overall parking provision.
However, it will be necessary for the Hospital, in consultation with the council,
to undertake an ongoing assessment of the on-site car parking arrangements
via the site-specific Car Parking Management Plan (condition 23} and the
Travel Plan {(condition 43}, A key focus will be an ongoing review of the spiit
between staff and visitor parking provision, in order to ensure that that the
arrangements are designed to prioritise for the essential needs of patients. It
is acknowledged that much of the success of the parking arrangements is
reliant on Travel Plan measures and Parking Management Plan measures to
encourage sustainable travel behaviour and mitigate against adverse parking
impacts. Subsequently, in order io further mitigaie potential impacts,
narticularly with respect to staff parking, a contribution of £30,000 has been
secured for the consultation and possible impiementation of a Controlied
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Heason

To prevent the increased risk of flooding, to improve and protect water quallty,
improve habitat and amenity, and ensure fulure maintenance of the surface water
drainage scheme.

We ask o be consulted on the detalls submitted for approval fo your Authority o
discharse this condition and on any subsequent amendments/alierations.

if you have any guestions please conlact me.
Yours sincerely
Jos Martyn

Planning Lisison Officer

Direct dial 0207 081 4082
Direct e-mal joseph.maryn@environment-agency.gov.uk

zo Sutton ang Merton Prmary Care Trust NHE, Allies and Morrison
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Jean Bennelt

From: Rajnarine Alexander [AlexanderRajnarine@t gov.uk]
Bent: 13 July 2012 08:18

To: Jean Bennett

Ce Andrews Alex

Subject: RE: 12/P0418; 220 Kingston Road, Nelson Hospital
Dear Jean,

RE: 12/P0418: 228 Kingston Road, Nelson Hospilal

?’reaosed redevelopment of the Nelson Hosnilal involving the relocation of some site sccesses

With regards to the site mentioned above, TiL does not belisve the proposal would have an
unacceptable impact on the Strategic Road Network (SRN).

Kind regards

Alex Rolnaring
Development Planning Officer
Transport for Lendon
Windsor House

Gth Floor

42-50 Victoria Street

SWIH OTL
alexanderrajnorine@1fl.gov.uk
0207 126 2175

Please bear in mind that as we approach the Olympics and Paralympics and during these events, TfL
staff may not be able to respond to your guery as quickly as ususl due to other commitments, Thanks.

LAl R bl RAE

The contents of the e-mail and any transmitted files are confidential and intended solely for the use of the
ingividual or entity to whom they are addressed. Transport for London hereby exclude any warranty and any
abifity as to the guality or accuracy of the contents of this emsll and any attached transmitted files, If you
are not the intended recipient be advised that you have recelved this emall In error and that any use,
dissermination, forwarding, printing or copying of this email is strictly prohibited., If you have received this
email in error please netify postmaster@tf.gov.uk., This email has been sent from Transport for London, or
from one of the companies within its contrel within the meaning of Part V of the Local Government and
Housing Act 1989, Further details about TiL and its subsidiary companies can be found at

ntto: /fwww HLgov.ul/ourcompany, This footnate also confirms that this emall message has been swept for

the presence of computer viruses.

FE RNk g e ¥ LTl ik

13/G7/2012

-y



Date: 13 March 2012
Qur ref: 47082
Your ref: 12/00418

Planning
i ondon Borough of Merton

KMerton Civic Centre Custormer Services

Homnbeam Housa

London Rosd ‘
Marden Crewe Business Park
S 5DX Clectra Way

Crewe

Chashire CW16GY

T 4300080 3900

BY EMAL ONLY
Blanning. representations@merton.gov.uk

Dear Sirs,

Planning consuliation: Pmp«:}sed redevalopment of the Nelson Hospital Siie
L acation: The Nelson Hespital, 220 Kingston Road, London, 8W2a 8DB

Thani you for your consufiation dated 27 February 2012, which we received on 27 February 2012.

MNatural Eﬂgi&jnd is a non-departmental public body. Qur statutory purpose is to ensure that the natura!
environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and fulure generations,
thereby coniributing to sustainable development.

This proposal does not appear fo affect any statutorily protected sites or landscapes, of have
significant impacts on the conservation of solls, nor is the proposat EIA development. | appears that
Natural England has been vonsulted on this praposai to offer advice on the impact on a protected

species.

Natural England’s advice is as follows:

We have adopted national standing advice for protected species. As standing advice, It is a material
consideration in the determination of the proposed development in this application in the same way as
any individual response received from Natural England following consultation and should therefore be
fully considered before a formal decision on the planning application is made.

The protected spacies survey has identified that bats, a European protected species may be affecied
by this application,

Our Standing Advice Species Sheet Bats provides advice to planners on deciding if there is a
reasonable ikelinood’ of bats being present. 1t also provides advice on survey and mitigation
requiramehis.

The sianding advice has been designed to enable planning officers to assess prolected species
surveys end mifigation strategies without needing i consuli us on each individual applivation. The
standing advice was issued in February 2011 and we recognise that will take a litle while for
nlanners 10 become more comfortable with using i and 50 in the short-term will consider species
surveys that affect European protected species against the standing advice ourselves, when asked for
support by plannars.

We have not assessed the survey for hatoers, barn owls and breeding hirds', water voles, widespread
rentiles or white-clawad craviish. These are all species protected by domestic legisiation and you
shoutd uze our stending advice 1o assess the impact on these species.

' nisas orotected by Schedule 1 of the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).

Page 1 of 3
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How we used our standing advice to assess this bat survey and mitigation strateny

We used the flowchart on page 10 of our Btanding Advice Species Sheet: Bats beginning at box (i) and
came o the following condlusion:

Box (i} - Using Nature on the Map we determined that Ne, the appiication is not within/close o a 885
or SAC notified for bats. This ook us to Box {v).

Box (v} - Wa looked at the survey report and determined that Yes, it did highlight that there are suitable
features for roosting within the application site (eg buildings, trees or other structures) that are io be
impacted by the proposal. This took us to Box {iv).

Box {v) ~ We determined that Yes, deisiled visual inspections {infernal and external whare
appropriate) had been underfaken and found eviderice of a roost, This took us o Box {viii).

Box (vili} - We determined that No, the status of the reost is not kiown {eg matemity/ nursery/ feeding/
hibemation} and the species of bat to be affected reliably identified. This took us to Box {ix).

Box {ix) ~ We determined that Yes, the survey had identified the species of bat(s) present and the
status of the roost had been identified as a result of evening emergence/ dawn re-eniry surveys
underizken between April and September. This took us to Bax {xi).

Box {xi) — Using teble 6.1 {which is on bage 38 ouwt of 78} of the Bat Mitloation Guidelines we
determined that the scale of impactis low and that mitigation has been provided which is appropriate
and proportionate io the scale of impact, that Is, fike for like in terms of roost size, aspect, temperature
etc, considering whether it includes appropriafe landscaping, maintenance of commuting routes,
foraging areas and management of lighting ete to prevent indirect Impacts upon bais. Thistook usto
box {xiii),

Box (dii) — We determined that when the mitigation is taken info account, the proposals comply with
Asticle 1201} or would be Heensable. This took us to Bax (uv),

Box (v} advises the authority that permission may be granted subject {0 appropriate conditions
inciuding a detzailed mitigation and monitering strategy for bats,

For future applications, or if further survey information is supplied, you should use our stending advice
to decide ¥ there s 8 reasonabie likelthood' of protected species being present and whéther survey
and mitigation reguiremanis have been mel

if vou would ke any advice or guidancs on how fo use our standing advice, or how we used the
standing advice 10 reach a conclusion in this case, please confact us on the number abiove,

This advice is given to heip the plenning authority determine this planning spplication. On the basis of
the information available to us with the planning application, Natural England is broadly satisfied that
the mitigation proposals, if implemented, are sufficient to avold adverse impacts on the local population
of bals.and therefore avoid sffecting favourable consarvation status. 1t is for the local planning
authority to establish whether the proposed development is likely to offend against Article 12(1) of the
Habitats Directive. If this is the case then the planning authority should consider whether the proposal
woilld be likely 1o be granted 3 licence: Natural England is unable {o provide advice onindividual
cases until icence applications are received since these applications generafly involve a much greater
tevel of detall than is provided in planning applications. We have however produced guidance onthe
high-levet principles we apply when considering lcence applications. i shouid also be noted that the
advice given ai this stage by Natural England is not a guarantee that we will be able to issue a licence,
since this will depend on the speciic detall of the scheme submited to us as part of the licence
application,
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Plaase send considiations via emal (o consuliations@inaturslangland om ok
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Yours Talthfully

Judy Connell
Custormer Service Consultation Team
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Fyam: BCTAdmin@thameswater.co.uk

Bosted At 12 March 2612 11:45

Conversation: 3rd Party Planning Application - 12/P0418
Pasted To: Hlanning

Subject: 3rd Party Planning Application - 12/P0418

London Horvough of Merton

Our DTS Ref: 32130

nevelopment & Building Control
Your Ref: 12/PU418

Merton Oivie Centre, Londen Road
Monden

Surrey

SM4 5DR

= am ' I ¢
Dezr Sir/Madam

NP MELSON HOSPITAL 220, KINGETON ROAD, LOWDOR, SWZIC 8LB

T

s or & suitable sewer. In rsspect of surface water
it is re voawnp <ad that the spplicant should ensure that storm flows are

Waste CommeEnis
Surface Water Drainage - With regard to surface water drainage it is ths
IGSDOHSibJL;ﬁy of a daveloper to make proper pravisicn for drainage to

ol OUYS

attenuated or regulated into the recelving public network through on or
off site storage. When it 1s pro mosed to connect to & combined publlc
sower, the site drainage should bm separate and combined at the final
maEnho ¢@ nesrast the boundary, Connecticns ars not peraitted for the
removal of Ground Watey. Where the daveloper proposes to discharges Lo a

ublic sewsy, prioy approval from Thames Water Developer Services will
e required. They can ba cantacted on 0845 850 2777. Reason - TO gnsure
vhat the surface water discharge from the site shall not be detrimental

5 the existing sewerage system,

o)

n regard te sewerage infrastructure wWe

hames Water would ady L
he above planning application.

ige that
would not have any objection fo

- proposes to discharge groundwatern into a public sswer,
caarge sermit will be reguired. Groundwater discharges
fr struction site dewatering, deep excavations,
tion, borehole instal ’-ﬂ, ,rstlng and szte
ndwater permit enguirzi to Thames

agement teleghonirq D?ﬂ GRUI 4800 or by emalling
tthames Lco.uk, Apslication forms should be

& 3 www,thameswater.co,uk/wastewaterguality. Any
ithout a g deemed illegal and may result in

T by of the Water Industry Aot 1881,

4]
T

Thames Water recommends the installation of a properly tal

Ly o 211 catering establishmenis. We furtheyr recomme qc, in ii‘e with
e practice for the dispos 2l of Fats, Oils and Grease, the collection
of waste oil by & montractor, particularly to recycle for the production
of bic ciesel. Fallure to implement rhese recommencations may result In
this and other propertiss suffering biocked drains, sewage flooding and
pollution to loual watercourses. Further information on the above is
avallsble in a leaflet, ‘'Best Management Practices for Cat it
Fstablishmenta’ which can be reqgquested by telephoning G203 577 9563,

Th trel / oil interceptors be fltted in
a1l ivies. Fallure to enforce the

wf sptors could result in oil-polluted
gt es.
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r Comments
On the basis of information provided, Thanmes Watex would advise that
with regard tc water irnfrastructurs we would not heve any objection to
the above planning appllcation.
Thames Water recommend the following informative he attached to this
planning permission. Thames ﬂa*er %111 aim to provide customers with a
minimum pressure of 10m head {approx 1 bar) and a fiow rate o{ &
1itres minute at the point where it leaves Thamas Waters pipe The
developéx should take aceount of this minimum pressure in the des ign of
the proposed development.

Thames Wabtey
Eeve7opm ent Plan .
Lsset Investment Umit

Maple Lodge

Denham Way
ickmanswoerth

Herts WD3 98¢

metr (01823 898Q7Z

This to the sender. If you
wish
devoor

,hﬂ«es Wateyr is rrouﬂ to pe an Official Provider £6 the London 2012

Orympic and Faralymplo Gamas

vour bill payments by

Pind juggling your £in Spread Y
~ control witkh advance notice of
ra

setting up & Direct Debl i
your payments and 2 chicice of pa
htip: / fwwa Thamegswater Lo uk

and Thames Water Utilities

Prames Water Limited (company mumse 3

Limited [(compsny nuuber 2366561) are bcmpauies registered in England and
Wwales each with thelr registered off £ Clearwater Court, Vastern
mpad, Reading, Bsrkshire, RG1 BODE. This m 11 is confidential and
ntended solely for the use of the o whom it is addressed.
Any views o opinions gveﬁan ted are “omﬁly thog of the author and do
net necessarily represent rihose of Thamés Water Limited or its
cubsidiaries. If you are not the intended resipient of rhis email you
may not copy, use, forward or digclose 1lts contents to any other persony
please notlfy ou¥ Computer Service Desk on +44 (D) 118 95% 3333 and
destroy and delets the message and any attachments from your system.

Far mors information on Thames Water yisit our website at

hRttp: //vwy . thameswaiey. ct. uk.

our vision: 1f customers had & shoice, they would choose Thames Water.

-y



TOTAL POLICING

TERRITORIAL POLICING

Merton Borough
Crime Prevention Design

Advisor
fhe Jesn Bennetl Mitcham Police Stafi
London Borough of Merton hehaim Folice Siation
kerion Civic Cenlre ?ﬂaitg?acieg Green
London Road CR4 4LA
forden ' ) .
Surrey E?é%g?une, G20 8648 3245
SM4 SDX Pat.A Simcox@met.police.uk

veww. et .police. uk

Your ref. 12/P0418
Gur ref

28 Jupne 2012

Dear Ms Jean Bennetl

Location: The Nelson Hospital, 220 Kingston Road, London, SW20 8DB

My main concem re safety and security is the planting providing suificient natural
surveillance throughout The Rush. The relevant advice is below.

Planting
The planting of trees and shrubs in new developments fo create atiractive residential
environmerds will be supported provided that:

The fayout alfows sufficient space fo accommodate the planting.

Future maintenance requirements are adequately considered at the design stage and
management programmas are pul in place to ensure ihat the maintenance will be propeily
carried ouf.

The planting design takes full account of all other apportunities for crime.

The correct use of certain species of plants such as spiny or thorny shrubs can help prevent
graffiti and loltering and create or enhance parimeter security. Defensive planting is not just
about prickly shrubs. It is about selecting the right type of plant for the right aspect ana
environment.

For example, open branched and columnar trees can be used in & landscape scheme where
natural and formal surveillancs is required. Climbing. planits can be used io cover walls that
riay pe used as canvases for graffitl. Carefully selected trees and shrubs can be used o
“greerun” the most hostile of environments providing both horizontal and varticsl interest
without adding to crime risks.

Siznting shouid not impede the opportunity for natural surveillance and must aveia the
crastion of potential hiding places. As g general recommendation, where good visibility is

.«1:,\



neaded, shrubs should be selected to have a mature growth height no higher than 1 metre,
and trees should have no foliage below 2 mefres, thereby allowing a 1 metre clear field of
vigion. Trees on appropriate root stogk can provide a more reliable means of reducing the
likelinood of impeding natural surveillance. As a general rule, building frontages should be
open o view excepling, for example, houses standing in their own private grounds. Afiention
should bs given to the iocation of walls and hedges so that they do not obscure doors or
windows, and the position of trees that may become climbing aids into property or obscure
lights or COTV cameras,

There are no further comments regarding the Local Care Centre or the Assisted
Living Extra Care Development.

Yours sincerely,

o~

Y0 6
’( 7S AN

L

e

FC Pat Simcox 392VW



ferton Borough
Crime Prevention Design Adviser

Mrs J. Bennatt

London Borough of Merton Flanning Office Mitcham Police Station
London Borough of Merton 58 Cricket Green

ferton Civic Centre Mitcham

London Road CR4 4LA

Morden Telephone: (20 8648 G589
Surrey SM4 50X Email:

Patricia. Simcox2@met. poiice. uk
www met.police uk

Your ref
Cur ref,

5 aiarch 2012

Near Mrs Jean Bennett

2e: London Borough of Merton Planning Aoplicatien Reference: 1220448

i seation: The Nelson Hospitel, 220 Kinaston Read, London, SW20 808

i have reviewed the above planning application. Having given due consideration to its
security and safety features, | have recorded my comments and recommendations below.

| was invited to cornment on the design of the hospital building, car park and surrounding
environs by Astrid Pemstitch of Murphy Fhilipps, 140 Old Street, London, EC1V 8BJ. | have
sitended several meetings with Astrid to discuss Secured by Design  principles
implementation into the development. | have also attended a stake helders meeting at The
Nelson Hospital on 14th July 2011, a NCRG meeling at Johwi innes Coach House on 27th
September 2011 and a public meeting at St Andrews Church-on 11th October 2071,

Unifortunately | have not been consulted by McCarthy and Stone or their architects regarding
the Assisted Living Accommodation, This is especially disappointing as when at the public
meeting representatives of McCarthy and Stone stated that vulnerable residents of the
horough are now being moved info one place. Secure by Design principles should be
incorporated in this development.

The development does show many features which have good intrinsic security measures. |
have highlighted my concemns below which are directed io the Assisted Living
Aceommodation.

Beiconles

Drawing nurber 10/1823/102 shows many balconies and canopies. Enclosures (o balconies
at all levels should be designed to exclude handholds and to eliminate the opporiunity for
climbing up, down or atross between balconies. Canoples should also be dssigned o
eliminate the opportunity for climbing, NE: special consideration may need tv be given
whare adiacent balconies also serve as an aiternalive means of escape in case of fire,

Sy
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Car Parking

Drawing 10/1823/105 shows two areas of car parking. Bays 1 -7 are towards the front of the
developmeni opposite the refuse and mobility scooters stores, this area has limited natural
survelllance, whereas bays 8 - 21 are located towards the rear of the site which are in the
view of the active rooms within the development namely the residents iounge and units 18
and 16. It may be nscessary to provide CCTV to provide the survelllance for bays -7,

The rear car parking courtyard must be protected by a gate, provided with remote control, the
design of which shall be discussed at the earfiest possible opportunity.

Communal parking faciliies must be fit to the relevant jevels as recommended by BS 5488
19003 and a cerfificate of compliance provided. Wall mounted spotlights shining over car
parks can cause giare and light pollution and will not normally be accepled as part of a
lighting scheme. All lighting should be activated by photo-electric sensor and all units should
be vandal resistant. Light Pollution must be minimised. Landscaping, tree planting and
lighting schemes shall not be in conflict with gach other.

Communa! Entrance Doors

Security of a development is enhanced by discouraging casual intrusion by non-residents.
Sublic access should, therefore, be restricted. Communal entrance doors should have the
ohysical specification to Secured by Design, PAB24 2012 or equivalent, with automatic
closing and fitted with an automatic deadiccking lock, with an internal thumb turn, knob or
nandle. External entry shall be restricted to those ulilising the correct key, key code, or other
access control media such as key fob, proximity reader or any combination thereof
Attention to design detall is needed to prevent unauthorised release of the lock from the
outside. Any glazing, in or adjacent fo the door, should be taminated {outer pans) o a
minimum thickness of 8.4mm and secursly fixed in accordance with Glass & Glazing
Federation guidelines. For visitor entry, GCTV, for facial identification, should be used in
conjunction with the unit access control release or a concierge system. Recessed doors in
excess of B00mm should be avoided.

Fencing

Drawing ALP/644/05 shows a low wall along length of Biakesiey walk with 1.8 m railing on
top, and near the junction of Blakesley Walk and Kingston Road drawing ALP/644/05 states
iow wall, This area of wall is near to unit 2 of the Assisted Living Accommodation.

The railings should be fitied flush to the outer all edge of the brick wall along its entire length
to prevent the wall being used as a seating area. The design of the railings should not offer
any climbing assistance io breach the boundary or reach the balconias,

Fizt Entrance Doors Served off a Shared Corridor or Stalrway

Al fiat entrance doorseis should meet the physical specification reguired by Sacured by
Design, PAS24 2012,

Gable End Walls

Drawing 10/1823/105 shows unit 2 has 3 Hlank gable wall it is important to avoid the
creation of windowless elevations and blank-walls adjacent to space o wiich the public have



access. This type of elevation, commenly at the-end of a terrace, tends (o attract graffiti and
inappropriate loitering. Where possible, provide at least one window, which can be at first
floar tevel, to give views over the public area.

Where blank gable walls are unavoidable, one of the following methods should be used fo
protect them,

Provide a im buffer zone using either a 1.2 — 1.4m railing {(with an access gatej or & 1m
mature height hedge with high thorn content. Hedging will have 1o be protected with a fence
such as chestnut paling until it becomes estabiished. The hedge shall be contained within the
boundary of the adjacent bullding to increase the Lketihood that it will be maintained.

Whare there Is insufficient room for a buffer zone then an appropriate {non destructive)
climbing piant should be planted acjacent 1o the wall, or a finish applied to the wali that will
allow easy removal of graffitl.

Landscaping

The correct use of ceriain speciss of plants such as spiny or thorny types, can help prevent
graffiti and loitering and create or enhance perimeter sscurity. The fear of crime is
significantly reduced in areas where people have a clear view around themy; landscaping
should not impede the opportunily for natural surveilance and must avoid the creation of
potential hiding places. As a general recommendation, shrubs should have a mature growth
height no higher than 1 melrs, and trees shiould have no foliage below 2 metres, thereby
aflowing a 1 metre clear field of vision. Building frontages should be open to view. Attention
should be given to the focation of walls and hedges so that they do not obscure doors or
windows, and the position of trees that may become climbing aids into property or obscure
lights/CCTV cameras. Planters should be of such a design that would make it uncomfortable
to sit on their edge. The jandscaping particularly frees should not provide climbing assistance
to the boundary treatments.

wiait Delivery for Communal Dwellinas

L etier nlafes/boxes installed within developments comprising of more than two dwellings
must meet TS000.

Roof Terracs

The roof terrace must have a high perimeler screen of barrier to prevent iems being thrown
or dropped, or Persens jumping or falling off.

Survelliancs

Drawing 10/1826/105 shows a large number of recesses and corners with external door
ways. it is a well known fact that thieves do not like to operate in an area where delection is
fikely. Therefore it is important that design features create the maximum natural surveillance
and observation, whereby residents can see and be seen. Measuras should include:

= an unohstructed view from active rooms in dwellings of the site, its external spaces
and neighbouring homas, to include external paths, roadways, communal areas,
tandscaping, garages and parking areas.

the avoidance and elimination of recesses, blind corners and hiding places.

Bl



Litititing

in order to reduce the opportunities for theft by bogus officials, the utility meters should,
where possibie, be iocated on the ground floor between access gontrolled doors {(air fock
system) so that access can be restricted to the meters. This will negate the need for an
official to enter the building in order to read a meter, which wilt in turn reduce the opportunity
for distraction burglary. Intelligent meters with automatic signalling are an acceptable
aliernative to the air lock lobby location.

Windows

Al ground floor, basement and easily accessible windows should mest the physical
specification required by Secured by Design, PAS24 2012, Windows must meet the
requirements of the local Building Regutations with regard to safety glazing and emergency
egress. Laminated safety glazing (6.4mm minimum} should be fitted in windows below
800mm (from floor tevel) or 1500mw if within 300mm of a doorframe.

if you require clarification or wish to discuss any aspect of the report, please do not hesitaie
in contact me on the above telephoneg number.

Yours sincerely,
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PG Bat Simeox  Crime Pravention Design Advisor

Merton Borough Division
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