Here are a range of arguments you may find useful in discussions with local councillors in the run up to the local elections (Personal testimonies focused on the contribution of the facility to fitness, productivity, exercise and activity in the workplace - all now firm government goals will also  carry weight).  Please feel free to use these points in lobbying the council in person at surgeries and in emails.. 

1. Dame Suzy Leather told the Today programme in Radio 4 March 02: Obesity currently costs NHS £1 billion a year.  Councillors must surely be aware that the nation’s health is vital for its cultural and economic success. Destroying Lambs without any replacement provision will contribute to compounding  pressures on the NHS and health spending, clearly impact on productivity of the squash members displaced from the club, reflecting in turn very poorly on a Liberal democrat council whose party is committed to sports development 

2. A report complied and published by Pan-Leisure Consulting (PLC) (on behalf of the developers Clan and in support of their planning application) makes a number of statements and reaches conclusions, both explicit and implied, about the current state of Squash in the UK.   According to England Squash, the sport’s governing body, much of this is inaccurate and misleading and in many cases based on data and assumptions that are outdated and incorrect.   It should be added that PLC did not contact England Squash to check, verify or seek comment on the analysis or the conclusions to which it were drawn as a result.  

The Pan-Leisure report creates a grossly inaccurate picture which does a disservice to a great sport.   Squash in this country makes an enormous contribution to the health of the nation and to national pride as it is consistently successful on the international stage.

PLC in Section 3 of its report – “Markets of Relevance” – makes specific comments on the state of the leisure market and squash’s position in the market.  In general terms, England Squash contends that much of the information is out of date, that the analysis is partial and that the conclusions drawn are not critical judgments.    

Squash was identified in 2004 as one of Sport England’s top ten Priority Sports.  After exhaustive research, Sport England selected these ten sports as capable above all others of making a significant contribution to long term goals in respect of increased participation in sport and active recreation as well continuing a long established tradition of World level success.  We would be happy to supply councillors, Islington planning officers and LBIslington executives with a point by point rebuttal of the main arguments in the PLC report. Most importantly these effectively undermine the PLC conclusions, endorsed by the Islington planning officer as a justification for recommending the squash facility could be redeveloped with total loss of the 10 existing courts and despite clear guidance to contrary set out by central government under PPG17. 

3. The proposed loss of the sporting facility at Lambs fails to comply with central government planning advice as follows:
Relevant Government advice contained in PPG17 para 10 states: Existing sports and recreational buildings and land should not be built on unless an assessment has been undertaken which has shown. the buildings and land to be surplus to requirements.  In the absence of a robust and up-to-date-assessment by a local authority, an applicant for planning permission may seek to demonstrate through an independent assessment that the land or buildings are surplus to requirements.  Developers will need to consult the local community and demonstrate that their proposals are widely supported by them.

Neither Islington council nor the developer have consulted with Lambs users or demonstrated that their proposals have any merit or support whatsoever.

On these grounds alone councillors should reject the proposal and require developer to incorporate the squash club in any revised application

3. The Islington Local Authority Strategic UDP Policy at Chapter 7: Recreation and Leisure states:-
To ensure that sufficient attractive and varied indoor facilities are available to enable a wide cross-section of the population to participate in sports, fitness and active leisure pursuits.
allowing one of the largest clubs inside the M25 and perhaps the most important club in the south-east to disappear would negate government guidance outlined by Sport England  on fitness in the workplace which requires local authorities to recognise the importance of encouraging sporting activities close to the workplace and available during the working day. 
In upholding these general principles and the acknowledged duties of local authorities to protect existing sports facilities at a time of widespread general concern over obesity and the health and fitness of the nation, I believe councillors ought to be aware that to do away with Lambs would be both a grave injustice and a serious contravention of Borough undertakings to the community and wider electorate.


4. The Islington Local Authority Strategic UDP Policy further states:
"The Council supports the provision of additional facilities for indoor sports, fitness and active leisure pursuits."
7.4.2 "despite numerous new gyms opening in the last few years, both public and private, there is still unmet demand for such facilities and for indoor sports in general."
7.4.3 "the Council is committed to increasing participation across the community and to encourage full use by people of all ages and both sexes
7.4.5 "Sports facilities are increasingly provided by commercial organisations.  They are often of a high standard and are attractive additions to local recreation supply."
Under the general Sports section on the council website:
"From football to karate, and swimming to bowls, whatever sport you are interested in, you will probably be able to find a club that caters for you in Islington (or nearby!)"
It is difficult to see how councillors can square these statements with the proposed loss of the Lambs squash facility which if saved will offer wide support to local community sport. 

5. Among alternatives offered for displaced Lambs members and cited by the would be developers are the Islington boroughs own facilities:
Finsbury Leisure Centre, Norman Street.  EC1V 3PU. A Lambs club member investigated at length this the Finsbury club alternative and that of its sister club. Her findings are:
       It would seem that there are collectively, between the two (Islington municipal) clubs mentioned, 12 courts available, each with 5 (x5) weekday slots and 10(x2) weekend slots, accommodating 660 people to play twice a week.
       The current total membership headcount of these clubs is of the order of 24,800, 5000 of whom use the squash facilities. If we assume at a conservative estimate that only half these players are regular players (play twice per week), we would see that the clubs are already very heavily (and probably over) subscribed for squash. This became evident when in discussions directly with the clubs they mentioned that peak hour booking saturation was great.
       Given that Lambs had 1,200 members in Jan 2006 of whom some 800 are regular (squash) players, playing at a conservative estimate, twice a week, we can see that the facilities mentioned would be subject to significant pressure to cope with the load of additional squash demand involved indeed, the alternatives suggested do not appear feasible. Councillors should urge their committees to consider these facts as vital  considerations in terms of Islington’s overall provision of sporting facilities

