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24 uly 2019

StagBreweryRedevelopmant

Fwd: Stag Brewery Re-Development - NEIGHBOUR CONSULTATION (Ret
18/0547/FUL)

Att: Mr Robert Angus

Head of Development Management

London Barough of Richmend Upon Thames

Dear Sir

Re:  NEIGHBOUR CONSULTATION

af the
former Stag Brewery Site in Mortlake

Application: &

Ref number: 18/0547/FUL

1.am writing in response to your letter dated 24" June, 2019, Firstly, | refer to my letter of abjection
dated 7" May 2018 {copied below] which | resubmit in fullterms. As iterated in said letter and | would
paint out again, the sheer scale of the propased redevelopment and the vast number of associated
documents creates an insurmountable problem for “nelghbours”. How is a working lay person meant
to'be able to find the time and resource to be able to review, study and understand the overwhelming
wolume of plans, documents and data? Without @ substantlal investment of time and expensive
financial investment for professional advice this praject i too big for a “neighbour” to simply review
the documants and understand exactly what is being proposed. | find it somewhat bizarre that the
(corporate) developers have taken approximately 14 months to address the concerns of neighbours,
albeit 1o seemingly have taken barely any of it into consideration and neighbours now have just 30
days to respond to the revised plans which, as pointed out above, is an insurmountable task to an
individual.

| resubmit all of the paints of my latter of 7* May 2018, annexed hereto, and highiight a number of
points below.




| once again raise particular concern of the proposed height and density of the
development. Mortiake & a village enviconment of low level buildings, in fact | believe other
development(s) in the area were rejected on height and lower level plans approved. Martlake is fow
threatened to be consumed by overly tall, overly dense, overly urban bulldings not in keeping with
the area. The plans merely appear to maximise the amount of accommodation that can fit into the
available area to manis 10 investors, ng residents.

As an ownerfresident of Mortlake High Street | am alsa extremely concemed with the frontage of
Building 10 onto Mortlake High Street which proposes a car park entrance and a sub-station. These
features do nothing to enhance the high street and do not comply with the spirit of the 2011 Planning
Brief which encourages active uses of the High Street. The “frontage” of Building 10 feels like the
back side of a bullding and its unappealing fagade is being subjected 10 the existing residents of
Maortlake High Street rather than being placed less intrusive place and/or internalised into the new
development. The car park entrance and the sub-station could easily be internalised into the new
development or designed to utilise the current Brewery entrance/exit on Bul's Alley. The proposed
car park entrance/exit is opposite an already busy turning which will create an averly busy junction
and Hurther contend ioning of the car park lass of
privacy and intrusion an the residents of Butler House.

| note that plans stll do not reflect the current structure/positioning of Butker House, 40 Mortlske
High Street, and appear 1o reflect the previous structure/positianing which was a public house set
further back from the road. H: ian been given to the positi F Butler House and the
fact that it is now a residential property and not a commercial public house?

Of course, mention needs to be made t the ever-gr ich have
by the closure of Hammersmith Bridge, This is & clsar exsmple of haow the area cannat mansge
increased traffic levels. Mortlake High Street is frequently at a standstill with traffic trying to reach
Clifford Avenue, with the traffic not clearing at all some days. Mopefully the bridge will re-open but it
does nat appear that this will happen any time soon, Increased density of population will just create.
similar traffic issues. To try and commence development whilst the bridge is dosed should be
unthinkable.

to & ‘and new buiidings on the High Street need 1 be in
keeping with existing low The High o be nd new and old
should embrace eath other ;..u feel as one. Current plans far the High Street do not do this and it
feals fika it s for the not ive aspects of the

i.e. car park entrance and S0b-aton Tt Goes o nbeacs sl U o O s really hape
that Richmend Council listens 1o residents of Mortiske and the surrounding areas, It is  beautiful
part of London and Mortlake should be allowed tn retain its character and not become centred on
and lost ta & new concrete, urban are neded and

but they should bie mads to work with the enhlng areas, not try to create something solated and
Bew.

Yours faithfully
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(Piase PosT)
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