Dear Councillor Baigent, Councillor Smart and Councillor Smith

Romsey Town Square Project

We are disappointed to see the plans for 'Romsey Town Square'. 

They do not reflect the aspirations of the original proposal. This sought to  create a quality, distinctive, space that stood out as a visual highlight on a journey down Mill Road and acted as a focal point for the local community where all ages and social groups could intermingle.  

The proposal  for  a 'Romsey Town Square'  was first put forward at a 'Visions of Romsey'  event in 2008, and attended by 200 local residents. The proposal was to create: 

'A place to meet, to rest or to watch the world go by. York paving; renovated seating; statue of railway worker; summer flower tubs; events board.' 

This was subsequently prioritised at the East Area residents workshop and recorded  in East Area Agenda 12 September 2013:

Create town square (quality paving/seating/public art) by Mill Road Co-op/St Philip's Church [Romsey]: Strong local support for the Town Square proposal from local residents and St Philip’s Church. Already being considered for EIP funding, but if the East Area  Committee were to agree to prioritise this now for devolved public realm contributions (up to £60,000) this would ease pressures on the EIP.

Instead of reflecting these aspirations the introduction to the Consultation asks simply for  comments on:  ' the type of cycle parking preferred and style of tree grille to use'. 
While there is a need for some bike parking it should not be at the expense of public seating or landscaping. There are already unused bike racks next to St Philips Church, and there is potential for the co-op to provide bike racks for customers in its car-park.

The virtual  absence of seating gives the impression that the fear of anti social behaviour from a few street drinkers ( five ?) has driven the design of this space. Hopefully this is incorrect.  If seats around trees are suitable then it would be sensible to place them around the other trees too, which otherwise are likely to become bike props. Alternative sites for seating could also stop  all the seats being monopolised by any one group.

It was originally proposed to highlight the distinctiveness of this space through using quality materials ( York paving or other) to redress the existing ‘town’/’gown’ imbalance  by bringing the quality materials of the city centre to the residential areas, and to reflect the quality of the neighbouring church. The church and cafe opens onto this square and has been sensitively and expensively restored. At present it stands out as the most attractive building  in this part of Romsey, but there is no visual link through use of materials with its surroundings. 
Public art  that picked up on the area’s history by  reflecting the history of  ‘Romsey’ ( possibly a statue of a railway worker) was also central to the original proposal. The failure to integrate this into the plans is disappointing given the three year gestation period of this scheme. It is important that space is available to add this in the future.
Romsey has recently been made a Conservation Area and this scheme should build on that. Councillors fought hard to have quality lamp posts and this is an opportunity to extend the message  that they put out to the wider public realm. Unfortunately the plans that have been  submitted look like they could be on any arterial road anywhere in the UK, fail to say 'Cambridge' or 'Romsey', and do not invite anyone to linger and watch the world go by. Whatever is done here will probably  be with Romsey residents for the next twenty five years, so it is important to do this well.

Thank you for considering these comments

Yours sincerely

Colin Wiles ( Chair: EMRAG)

