To: London Baraugh of Richmond Upon Thames (LBRUT), Planning Department
By omall to:
Copyto
Councillors for Mortiske and Esst Sneen
and salected others, inchuding statutory consutses,
Date: 24 July 2019

RE: Response 1o the folowing nked pianning appications (each. an Application) — revised
documents June 2018

1 18/0547/FUL (Main site - detailed and outline)

a1 ukPEnD

2 18i0548/F UL {Secondary schoal)

ity w2 PianDatal P} [of UL

3 1810848/FUL (Chalker's Corner works)

hitoifeww2. tanning

Pleasa refer o the glossary at the end of this document for defined terms
1 Background

I'am a resident of Willams Lane, Mortiake (SW14) and lve immediately adjacent 10 the Ste. | am
responding lalﬁm'l}umﬂmm Liaison Group' [CLG) attendee advocating {on an ad hoc basis) the
views of a group of Wilkams Lane & Wadham Mews residants (the Group). having previously
aftended the Appiicant's five CLG sessions haid in 2017 and 2018 to put forward the general
consensus of the Group's views on an behal ol the
Graup in relabion 1o the criginal planning applications raferenced abova.

/s far as | am aware, inis statement represents the general consensus of the Group's views on the

Applications. However, mmnmmnmmmanrmwummlmm Ty

ovm) st mbery of e Gioup ey wih 2 ek snd shoukd b road escordigly. T usponsa s
made in relation to all relevant aspects of each Application.

The Group moved into the 2011 Development upon consiruction in December 2011, following
adoption by LBRUT of the APB, which itseil followed a site-specific consultaion, The 2011

aiopment is shawn in the APB Scale and Uses Pian as the ‘Approved residential development.
‘The 2011 Development comprises some 17 houses and 64 flats, approcmately 170 residents.

The Group requests that weight be gien o ihs respanses set out below as resigens

it orwv-nuu)ul?mngorh:
proposed mmcpmml " mulway pursued n e with the

partcuiar umsd-ryum ok bight e hes of he residents both drng o conarucion
phase mMmmmﬂmmwmmmmwnmlmmllwlu’
key assets th . naturai,

o ey




Continued oppesition to ail Applludu- in light of revised documents submitted and
evoluing planning and legislative lar

The plans submitted contempt pan legitimately
held views of the severely impacied local communily. N mhuh-mhzvuhum
mads. netwifsiandng the Group's concems which e bated, | large put. on sound

planning considerations, such a5 ouer-ge
d Ime ul iDQL]]—"""-"‘"‘

The GLA reassarted the importance o rlhudunhwwlﬂkﬂmponulngmmyhuﬂ
Sormnky Schiaa srai 8 smcondaty. dehonl - 50 poe i o1 epoedents

primary
application even though this s a clear requirement of the NPPF - we continue 1o swalt a
response from LBRUT as o how fhis 15 consssient with planning homson House
from its curment perlious position beside the kevel crossing, in & known pallution hotspot, to the
Site would respond lo numesous groups’ concerns

Further, nummmmmmmnmmmy::m-nmvy
ble in the longer term: more cost-eficient options are avallable lo meet sho
M\urmmr\ (pounlu;nndanu after the inital budge, numbers drap off materially. Lsiwr

ina view of a umber

Horeover the spplcants resed plans i antvwy o teapond o LBRUTS legal sigaton to
reduce emissions in the AGMA: inere is simply no basis on which the present proposals could
mmamumssemmy The evdence base — questionable as @ was to begin with - must

now given lapse of tme and material change of circumstance foliowing
Hnmm-mmm!m-

Foaty, it s clear on a poscy front that social housing must!, in future, be bisnded into and

siles The present proposals 1o allocate all social housing, ghetto-style,
1 Biocks 18 and 19, m an airady sensiwe par of e sl 1 ciearly 1 conraventon o (ot
a5 indeed i % exssting GLA policy. Such housing must be realiocated.

Notinatandng me aregoing comments n opposon o the applicatons as presenty fomed,
Group reasserts ifs original submissions fmuatis mutandis s f stated in ful in the present
Tewporaa, The Group s anrses cammonts s on bonallof e MBCG

Opposition to all Applications

is ganerally supportive of the Plans n'a number of resy further
pungrapnsu-ha However, it has & number of key cancems. Amm;g\y on the
‘assumption hat these issues will nolt be satisfactorily resoived al this stags. we MUSt 0PPOSE
the Plans in thair present form and accordingly oppose all three Applications.

Our key concarns and reasons for objection are as follows:

@ pimery ue n ncon of ks partular
s large End high-density residential occupation mmmmm
hmﬂmm are

) already-ercessive and poory functioning traffic fiow;

e ey



(&)

fe)

fi)  consequent emissians of noxlous gases excesding legal levels In an AQMA;
and

iy a sirain on local infragtructure and key services that in some cases are
already creaking or inadequate ~ notably public transpor, heath care, and
primary and nursery educational provisian,

which wil b wemcartea by i curmisie alfch of what . proposed.and which
‘been adequalely miigated by the measures et out n the Plans.

i ciation i veras denuy, e AP wes feundes on the basls of commundy mppor
for a lower-density development. what , &t BI7 units, in addiion to the
arga sacandary school, Ii-mhlnubulmm being:

) more than gouble the range proposed In the community-preferred APE
Consultation Materials (390 units).

0 than double the jevel of @ comparable, recent and local develcpment
{Cueen Mapa. Flmhamnhnj’ ~ despite that site having betler transport
‘connactivity (equivalent per-hectara yiek of 440 units);

@) {acknoviedging the shodcomioge of 4 pursly matfbazed approsch.
triple the level that the GLA matrx would provide as
i

a
average PTAL of 2 and even aimost double that applicable to an urban site of
that PTAL (493 units}*, and

9. mors tham kil e ovelof proviion 1 Bovough Korifes e apsroprists n
an Housing eflective at the time of acquistion of the Site
nymw(zwm:mmm and still 50 per cent. in excess of the
proposed by LBRUT in July lasi year following LBRUT's

discussion with the developer (500 o 600 units).

Accordingly. residential densiy (in whatever form in may take) at ihe proposed levels
O8Sly GXCOSSIVE. simply Must be reduced to be sustainabie in this particular
mcn-nyumwngwmm:wswmmww

demonsirable {and increasing, per the Draft London Plan) need for

schoal and the ciear need for a pamary school fo serve
tha 2015 Cﬂ\nﬂl Papers, the ElA and from my own parsanal a)wuﬂenu). not to
mention o

ity Schadl The Group s slamag at e process (o lack thereof} pursuad by
LBRuT in taking the decision. without consultation, to reverse a key element of the
APB and considers that mmulhmmlnv-mlmmuwmum and in

Gt o LBRUT comenissioned papss ca densdy. il (deimrce beiow
Based on cument Loodon Pian mairx mid-peints and 3.1-3 7 hriunts.

00 tapacazen 3




@) inany event, ihe Proposed Secondary Schoo! is not supportable in its present form: it
sppearsa and :rlmmlnu an excessive number of pupils
o a known pollon botpol — LBRLT owes & duly of cars i pipls and s sl -
with @

uwmmmuﬁummnuzmmy Being situated as it
is at the eage of the Borough, at this size LBRUT would be powerless to prevent out-
mmmmmwm 10 the detriment of

LBRUT demand e the LERUT mpeyart. 1 corks
, serving the local commundies o Morbase Shoun Barnes

anmmﬂ-mmm«mlmmw would in pﬂﬂCIDHbQ
dcceptatl o e majorty of e Oroie = an shemethe & o o0l - in ng

{8 befurs dopton ofany popose. schoo - primery or secondary - here noods 1 be

wmmma-dmw
assumplions (e g local demographics, impact of Brext, percantage of pupis
leaving state education in LBRUT) to ensure there is minimal risk. of emply
classrooms here of elsewnere in LBRUT a5 & result of such decision. For
wmwundmnﬂ Richmond Park Academy a\:mfmmmrmn,
ul e 35 puna— il 8 fcga, o s form i ey el Rt 58
despite currently having capacity, and

(0 fony et revast o projecie st o primry or secondary el o ol
the available options

for axtension of existing ses o use of pew sies 1o
Sanefy such projected snortall ~ inchiding Bam Eims for & secondary achool
tased on all matenst factors, to nclude

A not artificially limited to ‘east of the Borough and ‘west

dwmh‘ which disregards the reaities described above.
(B)  financial visbility and availabiity of ESFA-unding:
(€1 anticipated catchments (including post-development of the Site),
(D) enticipated use of LBRUT faciities by out-of-Borough pupils:
(€} ap!’lxuiﬂl;\-mmma!ﬂls‘!mﬁuh:mmwm NPPF

for primary

{F)  planning protections {especially to identify land which does not carry
protection for a sutable size),

1G)  compiementary proximate faciiies, Such &s running tracks, sports.
grounds;

impact on the local area ~ i panicular, on A, NOKIOWS Gas
emissions’ (especially in the context of LBRUT being an AQMA and
specific aress identified 2s requiring emissions to be tackled 10 mest

rcpened Secondary Scho woust Fave appraraly 35 e canl 0 e, 1 A5Gty 3 par cant
-umuumr-namm
A Rept asumes 30 per cont. of iy wik ravelin from (hase arags.
v ww-mnwwuamm impact ot aiona itng
Pl ot
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legal abligations), public vansgort loss
calchment aress to minimise mum-q ey uum "
infrastructure, residents and opportunty cost for development of the
felevant s for use in olher ways: and

() any cther matenal nt. factors, a8 siatutory consulee
opposition (e g g o o s a.

followed by evidence

bese oo 1o e by LERT. s ﬂnewwvhunulbeu‘dunapwy the

decision-making process so far — afier the initial consultation process which

fesulted in the adoption urn-.nﬂarqmnng-pwmmmmm
been incredibty opaque and any fulure process must be more ransparent,

Nerth-Western Residential Zone:

is far oo dense, with long, wide blocks (in parbcular the WL Residential
Block),

s of too grest @ scale relstive to the scale of the exsting site n that area and
1the ciear requirements of the AP and tha APB Consultation Matenals (40-50
ik e ke a1, St 420,07 o bl
here - gver tripie the density):

(i ki it o W] Sy il wn ieciesng 1080 helt

rool 1t would benefit from being punctuated by the accasional A1 (shops and
retal cutlets) andior A3 (food and drink) uses:

the WL Residential Blocks must not be four-storey high biocks of flats: they should

(U]

(0]

ingluge houses (where houses are currently lound oppasite to reflect the
‘latng can gran, the APB wnd e APB Conauitaicn Materiak), 28 vl sa
flats — the APB does not require these all to be located behind Thames.

they shoukd be dapersed o rflec the exiting local arvs s, e
Applicants own CLG presentation 2, wh s interpretation of the
APB,

o o, a0 e inees i bela or comlance i (e ARG (bofh e
msmmmm@mwmmmmm-mml
height 1o diminish towards the perimeter). the Vilage Pian, and the Local
Plan, a3 weil as the NPPF fo the extent the units wil fai on @ part of the ste
where no bulkdings are currently sited

a5 a functon of () Increasing scaie of the WL Residential Biocks to betwesn 4 and &
m and m) the WL Residential Blocks encroaching on the 2011 Development,

Wiriac of bong ‘2aL ek o Wilkiens Lace Ly apsrasinai 25 i ok
existing hﬂ\nﬂimﬂomnl the Plans pose

Eae——




(U}

significant loss of daylight and suniight. as evidenced by the Waterman EIA
annext,

(i overshadowing; and
(W loss of privacy,

in sach mmmmamwamm non-residential buildings on the Site,
and that are inadequately add by the Plans and the EIA Am#m

‘additional ameniy space. pmpw-d nyl-wpllmnm mitigate the impact of these

and inciuded in the March Exhibition phmdunonwunnlh-wumm

(i) aMordable housing must not be cancentrated in any one arsa, in particular the Norh-
Westem Residential Zone adiacent to which can akready be found an existg high

ising ot Reid Court. House and part af the 2011

concentration of affordable hou , Combe
Development. Failure 1o ensure, in accordance with the NPPF and the London Pian,

thatitis inta and across the Site will resul in the creation of a
ghetta that may witimately Gonlibute 1o a lack of socisl mobilty
m areater cost to LBRUT and the faxpayer It als

1D and neighoouring roasis

Should incluge 20 per

f ‘hausing shou “affordabie rented — aimed
mm-:w:mm in ey of 20 per cent. nnhu ‘social fented" allocation and in
adddion ko the 20 per cent .t s able
o atiract key workers and o imarove the financial viabilty analys:s. (asowing fewer
uits overall)

i)

(U]

iy

(]

()

the existing

the quasi-total kss of grass _and the isss of one entire plsying field, on
playing fields is strongly opposed and should be resisted by LBRUT on the basis that

the APB expréssly provides fof the retention and enhancement of the playing
fieids for football andics cricket (nofing that only recently were: the bowling
greens removed to allow construction of the 2011 Development);

the land in question Is designated OOLTI, and the criteria for 're-provisioning”
(i, quantum, quay and openness) of th land removed have very clearly
10t been satisfied — for instance, a bus park is ot OOLTI,

MUGA are nol satistacory grass for a whole hest of
reasons: m-ndﬁmmm«nmnmmmmm ‘supports
(which interact closely with thoss at the nearty fiver-side, sommna nat

addressed by the Waterman EIA). the prevention
iy s Core 2 foud ek 2ona and Wk & Cvetbiiem b e
‘green’ character of the area — this is different 10 the analysis where concrele
fand is being buit on, we already have grass here,

the London Pian, Draft London Plan. Development Masterplan, Draft Local

Pian, and the NPPF all piace significsnt value on provision of sporting

faciiies. the loss of 60 per cent of the simultaneous. playing Capacty in
al

Moriaka af pesk tmes simply cannot bo suppnried by LBRUT _Sport
Richmond would hemative of retaining pitches of reinforced
grass,

AL 1138 A8 wild b Sxpscies with & Dveiopment of I SGaR, Nary 410 O SENITCIT Ay 0 g

wmum--wmdn‘!}mumpl cont reducte in VSC and 8
acosgtatia

| progenas  Tha
PNSC 1o 1 S WHITE Line. Thia '8 wall bayoend ahat i

a6 e 3
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) retaining two feinforced grass playing feids would offer & similar (and
ble) use capacity case as ane floodlit 3G pich, and lower on-going
financial expense o maintain;

(v} playing fieids (and green spaces generally) provide A focal point for &
nommunty anu he postive sifects it such spaces can have on health and

Tesearched and X
vary recent i Fiands In Tk sy, Enbarepant of graen spaces for
educationsi facilties marks a ciear direction of traval in policy ferm”,

(s the piayig feis have srhmeclozcal and e vave bewng st
of the site of Cromweil House (which site will fall

o the south
beneath Buiing 18) and the piches raporiedly having bsen use! by the
successful England 1965 World Cup team to train, and

(vii)  the ‘ocket park'Is of questionable value, being sifuated s # s beside a main
faad, mnmnrnnmm hotspo and nest o @ arge 3chock
where: pupils may congregate and ti-socal behaviour Do we:
really want 1o encourage children to play @ Pl mfornal bal games immediately
beside a main road?;

W pung s e vty of the North-Westem Resisential Zone and on Willams Lane
s not been adequately addressed  As a minimum we woukd expect 1o s the
(with passes and visitor passes made avallabie 1o exisiing
G mﬂm‘m)bmﬂl he mpulmw usage by new residants wil have on
neightouring residences. In & sub-urban sefling such as this with extremaly low
PTAL (being 1 beside the North Western Residential Development). levels of car
by necessity exceed those proposed of 0.7 cars per nit._Provision should
be one car per unit (per the APB), and significantly more than 15 parking spaces
‘should be provided for school stafl, sith-form pupils and visting sports teams. and

1) (abet of secondary concem) the use af the red brick s fanky ot eapecialy

with the Vitage Ptan - the two local
Barkaiey Homes ummmm Gk Gaua and Brewery Gate, Twickenniam are
400 examples of what would be more paistabe

m&oupwwlummunmunlma-duni viable, sustainable_fuly-financed and
ha!buanumﬂlwlhislcwmwmunmngam Itis hard to
see how the Borough can s approving 2 The Applicants
advisers have continually faid the responsibisty for transport at the feet of the Borough, TFL,
‘South Westem Railways and Network Rail. That may or may not be carrect. But irrespective
of that, until transport connectivity (critcal to site capacily under both the Landon Pian and the
Draft Londan Plan) - and the consequent impact on vehicular emissions - are addressed, the

Waterloo (23 we understand used 1o be the case) i1 view of e Significant increase in user-
base over the Last ten years and anticipated through the Plans:

For the record, the Graup is parti PP ¥ the Plans:




{al e location of the Proposed Secondary School (i not the school iself, and provided
all efforts should be made to Incorporate mitigants that avoed & congregation of puplls
around the school),

(b} lmiing the Proposed Secondary School to three storays in height (albeit tha APB
proposed a school of two storeys), but the foof top use shouid be opposed on the
basis of less of privacy 1o neighbouring residences;

(€] retention of the mature irees (which benefit from TPOs) to the north of the playing
fieids:

(g} making the main entrance to the Proposed Secandary School to the east and making
the road to the north of the Proposed Secondary School @ 'service road with
emergency-vehicie only access, with raisable bolards, in each case o reduce the
impact on existing residences:

(e} ion of a least same green and amenily space on the Site (including the
Troon Lin wnd e garden courlyards) and the relention of as lrge an open surface
srea of the playing fisids as possible 5 grass (albeil Nt sufficient 1o override the
OOLTI pratection);

n wvesMmllmmmmmmmumsmmmmnm.\na
falbeit not suffciently to a8 ragards the

{g)  improvements to Wiliams Lane and the itroduction of a new, wide paverent on the
east of Willams Lans besida the playing fisids.

(h widaning Wiliams Lana ta the north of the playing fiekds in places (though this must
nat encroach on the playing fields nor cause distupbon fo hose residences that
border this area);

() basement parking provisian,
) the mix of uses incorporated and the locations for those uses.

®) |nmrpulakmgﬁmmmmsmmhmimmnlhsmhvpe
nough 1o accommodate seasonal atfractions such as a farmer's

ma-\na-rlnkoibn-leymflmnmlmﬂl

(1 giving community acoess to the Maflings. Buiding, \hu-uh uusnmu zwunw:
inciuding on the second floor a caféirestaurantibar take
fiverside views and be available for community hire ‘shsﬁﬂh lhuhBﬂCi“i
comments, and

(m}  opening up the riverside [0 the public and inlroducing new elevated pathways less
iable o becaming submerged at high tides

Applicant section 108 contributions and CIL should be made puh\u:ly avaiiable and be
sly pursued by LBIUT planning. However, and this is important, this revenue MUST

these, 50 pa-site provision is essantial. f s means & reducton in densiy. so ba

Planning conditions should include @ restriction on transfer of af or part of the Site by the
Appicant for & period of at least 10 years




a7

Planning condibons should require tha Applicant (and the Applicant shail be required to
o ¥ fort) to

{2) limit the working hours an the site 1o 9am to 4 30pm, weekdays only,
by useonly i the * schern|

(€} keep noisa to @ minimum, including ihrough the use of all reasonable mitigation
techaiques — & number of people kwing here work from home of have young chidren
Who sleep during the day,

{d)  keep dust and other partiche dispersion from the site 1o & minimum, again including
through the use of all reasonable miigation lechniques. ~ @ number of people lving
hers suffer from respiratory prablems:

(e} offer each kocal resident the option of twice annual cleaning of all extomal affected by
the ste development during cansiuction and a ‘deap-clean of all affected residences
atthe end of consiruction;

) ensure access 1o the Sie is almost exclusively via the Lower Richmond Road (or the
i) and 1k v Wk Lane, ik 1 oo i s s foa chos by g

residences | protacted irees and green space to accommodate large of beavy

@ give looal reakerty st loaet onc woek's nofos o the o of or wks st mgid
reasonably be expectsd to be particularly disturbing or exeptional, demalition warks
Peing e frime suample

Judgement is reserved on the detailed slements of matters for which approval s presenty

‘sought only in outline. In pariular, in relation to the design, tayoul and appearance of e

North-Western Residential Zone

In relabion o communty consufation, as noted to the Appicant's advisors on & number of

sessins, . have ot been given proper cansi
much & feeling of Yorm over substance lo some of the sessions. In some
aspects by the Group, of which the development tam Lndenack 1o

three sioreys. ~ as they
WHGUt any communty feedback we're aware of requesting this, ey Were then ncreasad o
Another bes

four s i the removal of amenity space ide Williams Lane
proposed at ihe March exhibition. We have a'so consistently the reed io

affordable housing acrass his. the Group doss nots tht
after many requests. Bcross the commundy, the Proposed Secondal moved

10 tha location shawn in the Plans, which was weicomed

LERGT bl v il Wik Yaplt) Sl es e i iy it o
Proposass. in order 1o be i devebpment wil e sel mancig,
mnwwnasmmﬂmmamw such as Brexil We cannot
shoalon vhare tia davsiopmmnt lafs ik cirapd it kndacuts. rovecn bt
mmmmmm a3 pavements, ighting and securlty. Contingency funds
unumnwmﬂmumww;ﬂwummwn:

Final comment

‘There remains a fantastic opporundy fo develop the Site in accordance with the lerms and
‘objectives of the APS which the Group (lferally) bought into and in so doing to croate 3 new




These wil delive: sustainable development for Mortiake and the

village heert for Mortiake
wider Richmond Borough. Residents. entirely recognise that the Borough faces mwﬂng
demands requiring an analysis of complex facts and dificull decisions. However, that does

acoept what is qul i

Heads of objections
The Group's responses contain cbjections and cbservations In respect of the Appications
under the following heads:

@)
®)
]
@
tel
0
(ol
)
[}
[0}
k)
[0
(m

i

Overshadowing
Loss of daylight and suniight 1o haitable rooms
Oveniooking | koss of privacy

Inadsquate parking
Overbearing nature of proposal

Loss of trees and loss of scological habiats
Design and appearance

Layout and density of buidings.

Effect on Ested bulldings and conservation areas
Aocess

Traffic generation

No

Public visual amenity
Fload risk

]
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Glossary
Description

2011 Development

2015 Cabinet Papers

The residential develapment completed in 2011 comprising 17 houses
and some 84 apariments at Wiiams Lano nd Vadham Mews. BW14

nummhmqbwmm{mmgmnwm
Council Revised School Place Planning susgyzmsmzq prepared for
the LBRUT Cabinet meeting on 15th Oclober 201

36 Pich The proposed ‘3G' artficial full-sized playing field shown in the Plans
occupying part of the two grass playing fields
APB The adopled planmng boet for the Sas from 2011, 3 supplementary
planning document
APB Consuliation | The consullation papers {inciuding the questionnaire and indicative land-
Materiais use options) relating to the "Barefoot - Fi of Smag
m-mm1rmmwu\nurmam-
A copy of the preferred option

mumuw\mmmm

APB Scale and Uses design for the Site, acceptable scale of
buildings, set out at Appendix 1 o the APB

Applicant Reseiton Proparties Limited

Application Has the meaning given to that term t the start of this letter. |

AQMA, An ‘Alr Qualty Managarare res', desinaied pursaant to Part Y o e
Environment Act |

Borough, or LBRUT mmmaaougndnmmm upnnnumu |

Development Masterplan | LBRUT's current ‘Adopted Development Master Plan'

Edu Unles: Act 195 ‘

EA The Envionmental Impact Assessmeni reiating 10 the Appiications
(including 1S annexures), requited pursuant 1o The Town and Country
Pianning (Enve Impact Assessment) (England and Wales)
Reguistions 2011

Local Plan T ocai plan, In b curent fom on the Borough wstsie pendng
adoption, further revision and replacement which will supersede
Davelopment Masterplan

MBCG The Mortiake Brewary Community Group

MUGA The proposed 'Muli-Lise Games Area’ shown in the Pians occupying par

of the two grass piaying fields

ot 3



North-Western The area of the Site cocupied in the Pians by Buldings 18, 18 and 20

Residential Zone

NPPF The Nationa! Planning Policy Framework. 3 materal consideration n
mnmn\mmmwm 18(2)(a) and 38(6)

the Piafining and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 and section 70(2) of

mnoaunwwmmmmgmlm

oLt ‘Other unu of Outstandng Townscape Importance’, a_ designation

nd the draf Local Pian
Plans

The detalied proposals for the Site st aut in the Applications to which
these comments relate.

The secondary schoal the subject of Application 18/0548/FUL

The Stag Brewery development site, |dentified as SA24 in the Local Pian

That part of the North-Wastem Residential Zone identified in e Plans as
Buiiding 18

oo immaeiea




Schedule

Developer's analysis of bullding heights relative to APE:

T




Scheduls

Barefoot consultation — consultation materials showing 'lower density’ schemes favoured by
the community
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Sent: 24 July 2019 2395

To: StagBreweryRedevelopment

Subject: Consultation on revised Stog Brewery plans - Williams Lane / Wadham hlews ad
hoc group

Attachments: WL WM response o planning applications - July 2019 addenduin DOCX

Good evening

Please find respanses attached, which contain abjections from the local residents referanced ta all three revised
applications.

Please let me know soonest should you have any issues reading this or should anyihing require clarlfication. Asa
materially and detrimentally impacted group, we hope to have the oppartunity to participate in any forthcoming
planning commiittee hearing

Regards

Wr Millington.




To: London Baraugh of Richmond Upon Thames (LBRUT), Planning Department
By omall to:
Copyto
Councillors for Mortiske and Esst Sneen
and salected others, inchuding statutory consutses,
Date: 24 July 2019

RE: Response 1o the folowing nked pianning appications (each. an Application) — revised
documents June 2018

1 18/0547/FUL (Main site - detailed and outline)

a1 ukPEnD

2 18i0548/F UL {Secondary schoal)

ity w2 PianDatal P} [of UL

3 1810848/FUL (Chalker's Corner works)

hitoifeww2. tanning

Pleasa refer o the glossary at the end of this document for defined terms
1 Background

I'am a resident of Willams Lane, Mortiake (SW14) and lve immediately adjacent 10 the Ste. | am
responding lalﬁm'l}umﬂmm Liaison Group' [CLG) attendee advocating {on an ad hoc basis) the
views of a group of Wilkams Lane & Wadham Mews residants (the Group). having previously
aftended the Appiicant's five CLG sessions haid in 2017 and 2018 to put forward the general
consensus of the Group's views on an behal ol the
Graup in relabion 1o the criginal planning applications raferenced abova.

/s far as | am aware, inis statement represents the general consensus of the Group's views on the

Applications. However, mmnmmnmmmanrmwummlmm Ty

ovm) st mbery of e Gioup ey wih 2 ek snd shoukd b road escordigly. T usponsa s
made in relation to all relevant aspects of each Application.

The Group moved into the 2011 Development upon consiruction in December 2011, following
adoption by LBRUT of the APB, which itseil followed a site-specific consultaion, The 2011

aiopment is shawn in the APB Scale and Uses Pian as the ‘Approved residential development.
‘The 2011 Development comprises some 17 houses and 64 flats, approcmately 170 residents.

The Group requests that weight be gien o ihs respanses set out below as resigens

it orwv-nuu)ul?mngorh:
proposed mmcpmml " mulway pursued n e with the

partcuiar umsd-ryum ok bight e hes of he residents both drng o conarucion
phase mMmmmﬂmmwmmmmwnmlmmllwlu’
key assets th . naturai,

o ey




Continued oppesition to ail Applludu- in light of revised documents submitted and
evoluing planning and legislative lar

The plans submitted contempt pan legitimately
held views of the severely impacied local communily. N mhuh-mhzvuhum
mads. netwifsiandng the Group's concems which e bated, | large put. on sound

planning considerations, such a5 ouer-ge
d Ime ul iDQL]]—"""-"‘"‘

The GLA reassarted the importance o rlhudunhwwlﬂkﬂmponulngmmyhuﬂ
Sormnky Schiaa srai 8 smcondaty. dehonl - 50 poe i o1 epoedents

primary
application even though this s a clear requirement of the NPPF - we continue 1o swalt a
response from LBRUT as o how fhis 15 consssient with planning homson House
from its curment perlious position beside the kevel crossing, in & known pallution hotspot, to the
Site would respond lo numesous groups’ concerns

Further, nummmmmmmnmmmy::m-nmvy
ble in the longer term: more cost-eficient options are avallable lo meet sho
M\urmmr\ (pounlu;nndanu after the inital budge, numbers drap off materially. Lsiwr

ina view of a umber

Horeover the spplcants resed plans i antvwy o teapond o LBRUTS legal sigaton to
reduce emissions in the AGMA: inere is simply no basis on which the present proposals could
mmamumssemmy The evdence base — questionable as @ was to begin with - must

now given lapse of tme and material change of circumstance foliowing
Hnmm-mmm!m-

Foaty, it s clear on a poscy front that social housing must!, in future, be bisnded into and

siles The present proposals 1o allocate all social housing, ghetto-style,
1 Biocks 18 and 19, m an airady sensiwe par of e sl 1 ciearly 1 conraventon o (ot
a5 indeed i % exssting GLA policy. Such housing must be realiocated.

Notinatandng me aregoing comments n opposon o the applicatons as presenty fomed,
Group reasserts ifs original submissions fmuatis mutandis s f stated in ful in the present
Tewporaa, The Group s anrses cammonts s on bonallof e MBCG

Opposition to all Applications

is ganerally supportive of the Plans n'a number of resy further
pungrapnsu-ha However, it has & number of key cancems. Amm;g\y on the
‘assumption hat these issues will nolt be satisfactorily resoived al this stags. we MUSt 0PPOSE
the Plans in thair present form and accordingly oppose all three Applications.

Our key concarns and reasons for objection are as follows:

@ pimery ue n ncon of ks partular
s large End high-density residential occupation mmmmm
hmﬂmm are

) already-ercessive and poory functioning traffic fiow;

e ey



(&)

fe)

fi)  consequent emissians of noxlous gases excesding legal levels In an AQMA;
and

iy a sirain on local infragtructure and key services that in some cases are
already creaking or inadequate ~ notably public transpor, heath care, and
primary and nursery educational provisian,

which wil b wemcartea by i curmisie alfch of what . proposed.and which
‘been adequalely miigated by the measures et out n the Plans.

i ciation i veras denuy, e AP wes feundes on the basls of commundy mppor
for a lower-density development. what , &t BI7 units, in addiion to the
arga sacandary school, Ii-mhlnubulmm being:

) more than gouble the range proposed In the community-preferred APE
Consultation Materials (390 units).

0 than double the jevel of @ comparable, recent and local develcpment
{Cueen Mapa. Flmhamnhnj’ ~ despite that site having betler transport
‘connactivity (equivalent per-hectara yiek of 440 units);

@) {acknoviedging the shodcomioge of 4 pursly matfbazed approsch.
triple the level that the GLA matrx would provide as
i

a
average PTAL of 2 and even aimost double that applicable to an urban site of
that PTAL (493 units}*, and

9. mors tham kil e ovelof proviion 1 Bovough Korifes e apsroprists n
an Housing eflective at the time of acquistion of the Site
nymw(zwm:mmm and still 50 per cent. in excess of the
proposed by LBRUT in July lasi year following LBRUT's

discussion with the developer (500 o 600 units).

Accordingly. residential densiy (in whatever form in may take) at ihe proposed levels
O8Sly GXCOSSIVE. simply Must be reduced to be sustainabie in this particular
mcn-nyumwngwmm:wswmmww

demonsirable {and increasing, per the Draft London Plan) need for

schoal and the ciear need for a pamary school fo serve
tha 2015 Cﬂ\nﬂl Papers, the ElA and from my own parsanal a)wuﬂenu). not to
mention o

ity Schadl The Group s slamag at e process (o lack thereof} pursuad by
LBRuT in taking the decision. without consultation, to reverse a key element of the
APB and considers that mmulhmmlnv-mlmmuwmum and in

Gt o LBRUT comenissioned papss ca densdy. il (deimrce beiow
Based on cument Loodon Pian mairx mid-peints and 3.1-3 7 hriunts.

00 tapacazen 3




@) inany event, ihe Proposed Secondary Schoo! is not supportable in its present form: it
sppearsa and :rlmmlnu an excessive number of pupils
o a known pollon botpol — LBRLT owes & duly of cars i pipls and s sl -
with @

uwmmmuﬁummnuzmmy Being situated as it
is at the eage of the Borough, at this size LBRUT would be powerless to prevent out-
mmmmmwm 10 the detriment of

LBRUT demand e the LERUT mpeyart. 1 corks
, serving the local commundies o Morbase Shoun Barnes

anmmﬂ-mmm«mlmmw would in pﬂﬂCIDHbQ
dcceptatl o e majorty of e Oroie = an shemethe & o o0l - in ng

{8 befurs dopton ofany popose. schoo - primery or secondary - here noods 1 be

wmmma-dmw
assumplions (e g local demographics, impact of Brext, percantage of pupis
leaving state education in LBRUT) to ensure there is minimal risk. of emply
classrooms here of elsewnere in LBRUT a5 & result of such decision. For
wmwundmnﬂ Richmond Park Academy a\:mfmmmrmn,
ul e 35 puna— il 8 fcga, o s form i ey el Rt 58
despite currently having capacity, and

(0 fony et revast o projecie st o primry or secondary el o ol
the available options

for axtension of existing ses o use of pew sies 1o
Sanefy such projected snortall ~ inchiding Bam Eims for & secondary achool
tased on all matenst factors, to nclude

A not artificially limited to ‘east of the Borough and ‘west

dwmh‘ which disregards the reaities described above.
(B)  financial visbility and availabiity of ESFA-unding:
(€1 anticipated catchments (including post-development of the Site),
(D) enticipated use of LBRUT faciities by out-of-Borough pupils:
(€} ap!’lxuiﬂl;\-mmma!ﬂls‘!mﬁuh:mmwm NPPF

for primary

{F)  planning protections {especially to identify land which does not carry
protection for a sutable size),

1G)  compiementary proximate faciiies, Such &s running tracks, sports.
grounds;

impact on the local area ~ i panicular, on A, NOKIOWS Gas
emissions’ (especially in the context of LBRUT being an AQMA and
specific aress identified 2s requiring emissions to be tackled 10 mest

rcpened Secondary Scho woust Fave appraraly 35 e canl 0 e, 1 A5Gty 3 par cant
-umuumr-namm
A Rept asumes 30 per cont. of iy wik ravelin from (hase arags.
v ww-mnwwuamm impact ot aiona itng
Pl ot

g usimazm 3
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legal abligations), public vansgort loss
calchment aress to minimise mum-q ey uum "
infrastructure, residents and opportunty cost for development of the
felevant s for use in olher ways: and

() any cther matenal nt. factors, a8 siatutory consulee
opposition (e g g o o s a.

followed by evidence

bese oo 1o e by LERT. s ﬂnewwvhunulbeu‘dunapwy the

decision-making process so far — afier the initial consultation process which

fesulted in the adoption urn-.nﬂarqmnng-pwmmmmm
been incredibty opaque and any fulure process must be more ransparent,

Nerth-Western Residential Zone:

is far oo dense, with long, wide blocks (in parbcular the WL Residential
Block),

s of too grest @ scale relstive to the scale of the exsting site n that area and
1the ciear requirements of the AP and tha APB Consultation Matenals (40-50
ik e ke a1, St 420,07 o bl
here - gver tripie the density):

(i ki it o W] Sy il wn ieciesng 1080 helt

rool 1t would benefit from being punctuated by the accasional A1 (shops and
retal cutlets) andior A3 (food and drink) uses:

the WL Residential Blocks must not be four-storey high biocks of flats: they should

(U]

(0]

ingluge houses (where houses are currently lound oppasite to reflect the
‘latng can gran, the APB wnd e APB Conauitaicn Materiak), 28 vl sa
flats — the APB does not require these all to be located behind Thames.

they shoukd be dapersed o rflec the exiting local arvs s, e
Applicants own CLG presentation 2, wh s interpretation of the
APB,

o o, a0 e inees i bela or comlance i (e ARG (bofh e
msmmmm@mwmmmmm-mml
height 1o diminish towards the perimeter). the Vilage Pian, and the Local
Plan, a3 weil as the NPPF fo the extent the units wil fai on @ part of the ste
where no bulkdings are currently sited

a5 a functon of () Increasing scaie of the WL Residential Biocks to betwesn 4 and &
m and m) the WL Residential Blocks encroaching on the 2011 Development,

Wiriac of bong ‘2aL ek o Wilkiens Lace Ly apsrasinai 25 i ok
existing hﬂ\nﬂimﬂomnl the Plans pose

Eae——




(U}

significant loss of daylight and suniight. as evidenced by the Waterman EIA
annext,

(i overshadowing; and
(W loss of privacy,

in sach mmmmamwamm non-residential buildings on the Site,
and that are inadequately add by the Plans and the EIA Am#m

‘additional ameniy space. pmpw-d nyl-wpllmnm mitigate the impact of these

and inciuded in the March Exhibition phmdunonwunnlh-wumm

(i) aMordable housing must not be cancentrated in any one arsa, in particular the Norh-
Westem Residential Zone adiacent to which can akready be found an existg high

ising ot Reid Court. House and part af the 2011

concentration of affordable hou , Combe
Development. Failure 1o ensure, in accordance with the NPPF and the London Pian,

thatitis inta and across the Site will resul in the creation of a
ghetta that may witimately Gonlibute 1o a lack of socisl mobilty
m areater cost to LBRUT and the faxpayer It als

1D and neighoouring roasis

Should incluge 20 per

f ‘hausing shou “affordabie rented — aimed
mm-:w:mm in ey of 20 per cent. nnhu ‘social fented" allocation and in
adddion ko the 20 per cent .t s able
o atiract key workers and o imarove the financial viabilty analys:s. (asowing fewer
uits overall)

i)

(U]

iy

(]

()

the existing

the quasi-total kss of grass _and the isss of one entire plsying field, on
playing fields is strongly opposed and should be resisted by LBRUT on the basis that

the APB expréssly provides fof the retention and enhancement of the playing
fieids for football andics cricket (nofing that only recently were: the bowling
greens removed to allow construction of the 2011 Development);

the land in question Is designated OOLTI, and the criteria for 're-provisioning”
(i, quantum, quay and openness) of th land removed have very clearly
10t been satisfied — for instance, a bus park is ot OOLTI,

MUGA are nol satistacory grass for a whole hest of
reasons: m-ndﬁmmm«nmnmmmmm ‘supports
(which interact closely with thoss at the nearty fiver-side, sommna nat

addressed by the Waterman EIA). the prevention
iy s Core 2 foud ek 2ona and Wk & Cvetbiiem b e
‘green’ character of the area — this is different 10 the analysis where concrele
fand is being buit on, we already have grass here,

the London Pian, Draft London Plan. Development Masterplan, Draft Local

Pian, and the NPPF all piace significsnt value on provision of sporting

faciiies. the loss of 60 per cent of the simultaneous. playing Capacty in
al

Moriaka af pesk tmes simply cannot bo suppnried by LBRUT _Sport
Richmond would hemative of retaining pitches of reinforced
grass,

AL 1138 A8 wild b Sxpscies with & Dveiopment of I SGaR, Nary 410 O SENITCIT Ay 0 g

wmum--wmdn‘!}mumpl cont reducte in VSC and 8
acosgtatia

| progenas  Tha
PNSC 1o 1 S WHITE Line. Thia '8 wall bayoend ahat i

a6 e 3
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) retaining two feinforced grass playing feids would offer & similar (and
ble) use capacity case as ane floodlit 3G pich, and lower on-going
financial expense o maintain;

(v} playing fieids (and green spaces generally) provide A focal point for &
nommunty anu he postive sifects it such spaces can have on health and

Tesearched and X
vary recent i Fiands In Tk sy, Enbarepant of graen spaces for
educationsi facilties marks a ciear direction of traval in policy ferm”,

(s the piayig feis have srhmeclozcal and e vave bewng st
of the site of Cromweil House (which site will fall

o the south
beneath Buiing 18) and the piches raporiedly having bsen use! by the
successful England 1965 World Cup team to train, and

(vii)  the ‘ocket park'Is of questionable value, being sifuated s # s beside a main
faad, mnmnrnnmm hotspo and nest o @ arge 3chock
where: pupils may congregate and ti-socal behaviour Do we:
really want 1o encourage children to play @ Pl mfornal bal games immediately
beside a main road?;

W pung s e vty of the North-Westem Resisential Zone and on Willams Lane
s not been adequately addressed  As a minimum we woukd expect 1o s the
(with passes and visitor passes made avallabie 1o exisiing
G mﬂm‘m)bmﬂl he mpulmw usage by new residants wil have on
neightouring residences. In & sub-urban sefling such as this with extremaly low
PTAL (being 1 beside the North Western Residential Development). levels of car
by necessity exceed those proposed of 0.7 cars per nit._Provision should
be one car per unit (per the APB), and significantly more than 15 parking spaces
‘should be provided for school stafl, sith-form pupils and visting sports teams. and

1) (abet of secondary concem) the use af the red brick s fanky ot eapecialy

with the Vitage Ptan - the two local
Barkaiey Homes ummmm Gk Gaua and Brewery Gate, Twickenniam are
400 examples of what would be more paistabe

m&oupwwlummunmunlma-duni viable, sustainable_fuly-financed and
ha!buanumﬂlwlhislcwmwmunmngam Itis hard to
see how the Borough can s approving 2 The Applicants
advisers have continually faid the responsibisty for transport at the feet of the Borough, TFL,
‘South Westem Railways and Network Rail. That may or may not be carrect. But irrespective
of that, until transport connectivity (critcal to site capacily under both the Landon Pian and the
Draft Londan Plan) - and the consequent impact on vehicular emissions - are addressed, the

Waterloo (23 we understand used 1o be the case) i1 view of e Significant increase in user-
base over the Last ten years and anticipated through the Plans:

For the record, the Graup is parti PP ¥ the Plans:




{al e location of the Proposed Secondary School (i not the school iself, and provided
all efforts should be made to Incorporate mitigants that avoed & congregation of puplls
around the school),

(b} lmiing the Proposed Secondary School to three storays in height (albeit tha APB
proposed a school of two storeys), but the foof top use shouid be opposed on the
basis of less of privacy 1o neighbouring residences;

(€] retention of the mature irees (which benefit from TPOs) to the north of the playing
fieids:

(g} making the main entrance to the Proposed Secandary School to the east and making
the road to the north of the Proposed Secondary School @ 'service road with
emergency-vehicie only access, with raisable bolards, in each case o reduce the
impact on existing residences:

(e} ion of a least same green and amenily space on the Site (including the
Troon Lin wnd e garden courlyards) and the relention of as lrge an open surface
srea of the playing fisids as possible 5 grass (albeil Nt sufficient 1o override the
OOLTI pratection);

n wvesMmllmmmmmmmumsmmmmnm.\na
falbeit not suffciently to a8 ragards the

{g)  improvements to Wiliams Lane and the itroduction of a new, wide paverent on the
east of Willams Lans besida the playing fisids.

(h widaning Wiliams Lana ta the north of the playing fiekds in places (though this must
nat encroach on the playing fields nor cause distupbon fo hose residences that
border this area);

() basement parking provisian,
) the mix of uses incorporated and the locations for those uses.

®) |nmrpulakmgﬁmmmmsmmhmimmnlhsmhvpe
nough 1o accommodate seasonal atfractions such as a farmer's

ma-\na-rlnkoibn-leymflmnmlmﬂl

(1 giving community acoess to the Maflings. Buiding, \hu-uh uusnmu zwunw:
inciuding on the second floor a caféirestaurantibar take
fiverside views and be available for community hire ‘shsﬁﬂh lhuhBﬂCi“i
comments, and

(m}  opening up the riverside [0 the public and inlroducing new elevated pathways less
iable o becaming submerged at high tides

Applicant section 108 contributions and CIL should be made puh\u:ly avaiiable and be
sly pursued by LBIUT planning. However, and this is important, this revenue MUST

these, 50 pa-site provision is essantial. f s means & reducton in densiy. so ba

Planning conditions should include @ restriction on transfer of af or part of the Site by the
Appicant for & period of at least 10 years




a7

Planning condibons should require tha Applicant (and the Applicant shail be required to
o ¥ fort) to

{2) limit the working hours an the site 1o 9am to 4 30pm, weekdays only,
by useonly i the * schern|

(€} keep noisa to @ minimum, including ihrough the use of all reasonable mitigation
techaiques — & number of people kwing here work from home of have young chidren
Who sleep during the day,

{d)  keep dust and other partiche dispersion from the site 1o & minimum, again including
through the use of all reasonable miigation lechniques. ~ @ number of people lving
hers suffer from respiratory prablems:

(e} offer each kocal resident the option of twice annual cleaning of all extomal affected by
the ste development during cansiuction and a ‘deap-clean of all affected residences
atthe end of consiruction;

) ensure access 1o the Sie is almost exclusively via the Lower Richmond Road (or the
i) and 1k v Wk Lane, ik 1 oo i s s foa chos by g

residences | protacted irees and green space to accommodate large of beavy

@ give looal reakerty st loaet onc woek's nofos o the o of or wks st mgid
reasonably be expectsd to be particularly disturbing or exeptional, demalition warks
Peing e frime suample

Judgement is reserved on the detailed slements of matters for which approval s presenty

‘sought only in outline. In pariular, in relation to the design, tayoul and appearance of e

North-Western Residential Zone

In relabion o communty consufation, as noted to the Appicant's advisors on & number of

sessins, . have ot been given proper cansi
much & feeling of Yorm over substance lo some of the sessions. In some
aspects by the Group, of which the development tam Lndenack 1o

three sioreys. ~ as they
WHGUt any communty feedback we're aware of requesting this, ey Were then ncreasad o
Another bes

four s i the removal of amenity space ide Williams Lane
proposed at ihe March exhibition. We have a'so consistently the reed io

affordable housing acrass his. the Group doss nots tht
after many requests. Bcross the commundy, the Proposed Secondal moved

10 tha location shawn in the Plans, which was weicomed

LERGT bl v il Wik Yaplt) Sl es e i iy it o
Proposass. in order 1o be i devebpment wil e sel mancig,
mnwwnasmmﬂmmamw such as Brexil We cannot
shoalon vhare tia davsiopmmnt lafs ik cirapd it kndacuts. rovecn bt
mmmmmm a3 pavements, ighting and securlty. Contingency funds
unumnwmﬂmumww;ﬂwummwn:

Final comment

‘There remains a fantastic opporundy fo develop the Site in accordance with the lerms and
‘objectives of the APS which the Group (lferally) bought into and in so doing to croate 3 new




These wil delive: sustainable development for Mortiake and the

village heert for Mortiake
wider Richmond Borough. Residents. entirely recognise that the Borough faces mwﬂng
demands requiring an analysis of complex facts and dificull decisions. However, that does

acoept what is qul i

Heads of objections
The Group's responses contain cbjections and cbservations In respect of the Appications
under the following heads:

@)
®)
]
@
tel
0
(ol
)
[}
[0}
k)
[0
(m

i

Overshadowing
Loss of daylight and suniight 1o haitable rooms
Oveniooking | koss of privacy

Inadsquate parking
Overbearing nature of proposal

Loss of trees and loss of scological habiats
Design and appearance

Layout and density of buidings.

Effect on Ested bulldings and conservation areas
Aocess

Traffic generation

No

Public visual amenity
Fload risk

]
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Glossary
Description

2011 Development

2015 Cabinet Papers

The residential develapment completed in 2011 comprising 17 houses
and some 84 apariments at Wiiams Lano nd Vadham Mews. BW14

nummhmqbwmm{mmgmnwm
Council Revised School Place Planning susgyzmsmzq prepared for
the LBRUT Cabinet meeting on 15th Oclober 201

36 Pich The proposed ‘3G' artficial full-sized playing field shown in the Plans
occupying part of the two grass playing fields
APB The adopled planmng boet for the Sas from 2011, 3 supplementary
planning document
APB Consuliation | The consullation papers {inciuding the questionnaire and indicative land-
Materiais use options) relating to the "Barefoot - Fi of Smag
m-mm1rmmwu\nurmam-
A copy of the preferred option

mumuw\mmmm

APB Scale and Uses design for the Site, acceptable scale of
buildings, set out at Appendix 1 o the APB

Applicant Reseiton Proparties Limited

Application Has the meaning given to that term t the start of this letter. |

AQMA, An ‘Alr Qualty Managarare res', desinaied pursaant to Part Y o e
Environment Act |

Borough, or LBRUT mmmaaougndnmmm upnnnumu |

Development Masterplan | LBRUT's current ‘Adopted Development Master Plan'

Edu Unles: Act 195 ‘

EA The Envionmental Impact Assessmeni reiating 10 the Appiications
(including 1S annexures), requited pursuant 1o The Town and Country
Pianning (Enve Impact Assessment) (England and Wales)
Reguistions 2011

Local Plan T ocai plan, In b curent fom on the Borough wstsie pendng
adoption, further revision and replacement which will supersede
Davelopment Masterplan

MBCG The Mortiake Brewary Community Group

MUGA The proposed 'Muli-Lise Games Area’ shown in the Pians occupying par

of the two grass piaying fields

ot 3



North-Western The area of the Site cocupied in the Pians by Buldings 18, 18 and 20

Residential Zone

NPPF The Nationa! Planning Policy Framework. 3 materal consideration n
mnmn\mmmwm 18(2)(a) and 38(6)

the Piafining and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 and section 70(2) of

mnoaunwwmmmmgmlm

oLt ‘Other unu of Outstandng Townscape Importance’, a_ designation

nd the draf Local Pian
Plans

The detalied proposals for the Site st aut in the Applications to which
these comments relate.

The secondary schoal the subject of Application 18/0548/FUL

The Stag Brewery development site, |dentified as SA24 in the Local Pian

That part of the North-Wastem Residential Zone identified in e Plans as
Buiiding 18

oo immaeiea




Schedule

Developer's analysis of bullding heights relative to APE:

T




Scheduls

Barefoot consultation — consultation materials showing 'lower density’ schemes favoured by
the community







pro e |

Sent: 24 July 2019 2395

To: StagBreweryRedevelopment

Subject: Consultation on revised Stog Brewery plans - Williams Lane / Wadham hlews ad
hoc group

Attachments: WL WM response o planning applications - July 2019 addenduin DOCX

Good evening

Please find respanses attached, which contain abjections from the local residents referanced ta all three revised
applications.

Please let me know soonest should you have any issues reading this or should anyihing require clarlfication. Asa
materially and detrimentally impacted group, we hope to have the oppartunity to participate in any forthcoming
planning commiittee hearing

Regards

Wr Millington.
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