Respanse for Brewery Planning Applications

Iwish 1o object to the following planning applications:

*  Ret 18/0547/FUL for the development to the East of Ship Lane ~
®  Ref 18/0548/FUL for the development to the Waest of Ship Lane which includes the School _1\
and Pieying Fields L
® Ref Msﬂ.‘r\llhr the alterations to Chalker's Corner and the removal of an area which
zm&«m !nrm}partnl‘ﬂ!tm Court.

propo;
detrimental impact on the existing and new residents:

The cumulative density of the site Is overwhelming
‘The local infrastructure cannot accommodate the increase in traffic

There is no strategy for the situation
and impartantly, no plan to address the ssues of the level-crossing

® Itis not clear in the current plans how green space will be protected

This application needs to the physical barriers
{the river Thames and poar level of public serves the
communiy. Thess are important imiting factors that canaot be lgnores.

Overall Density of the Site

The combined density of the scheme remains a major cancern: there are 817 residential units
(including potentially 1: ), 31,200 pupil y and 7,121 59 m

uses (retall and office). In the context of Mortiake, the brewery site represents about 15% (3
hectares), of the area of Mortlake but an increase in the population by tirca 40%. 1 particular:

* “The sasiem hall f the she s xtremely dease I lrvodt far excecding the OLA's exstng
{cirea 211
ast of Ship Lane, cf. aversgs demwlurwnlanommm units/hectare.}
The compressed layout, where individual residential blocks are very close to one another,
especially the higher blacks, creates issues of overlooking between dwellings, and significant
shadawing of open spaces in the public realm. Any detrimental effect (loss of Hight) on
existing properties, unm:«my in the north west of the site, will need to be further assessed
+ The intsin for the site
Mwhzﬂil,!lmmﬂrln the north-west of e blacks are. 3
up o § storeys.
‘The area of land allocated to the school is nat sufficient; it wil provide a sub-optimal
exparience for pupils in that there is fimited space to play and circulate. If 3 school i 1o be
buift on this site, then It needs to have a smaller capacity or more land needs to be
allocated.

The density of the site, number of resi i traffic.



Impact an Traffic

In recent years, fake ane Bames — the traffic
cangestion has steadily become worse, While the buliding may have been piecemeal, the impact on
trafflc has been cumlative. There has been litle planning 10 accommodate this increase.

similarly, with this there Is i h
needs 16 he & combined eHort with TFL and the Cauncil. The size of this development will exacerbate
a worsening situation with harmiul impacts affecting i road "users” including bus passengers,
pedestrians and of course peopie living by An estimate add Journeys are
estimated to arise from this new development.

The - . ,
« There y parking otal 703 Tave boen allocated
for residents and visitors.
.1 will generate a in traffic and movements at moming

peak hours, partcularly by public iransport and bicycle. The traflic assessment has nat
adequately assessed this impact, particutarly regarding pedestrians
4 The Chalker's Comer changes wil not resolve the issue of increased traffic. The developer’s
plans include major road works at Chalker’s Corner, aimed they claim, at improving traffic
Thisis far and may indeed simpéy attract further

through traffic.

ds smaller usage along with improved

public transportation.

Public Transport and the Level Crossing

Stated in the 2011 planning brief: “The Council must be assured that transportation and highways
fssues can be satistactarily sddressed through the proposals. The consultation process identified 3
number of transport issues in the area which cts.
existing bus routes..". This has not addressed these is

« The propasais do not Include a strategy for public transport, Public transport in this area s
extremely weak compared with surrounding parts of London. There is 10 prospect of more
trains ever stopping at Mortiake and now, even the 209 Route is under threat of a reduced

i  the 485 bus seruice. i f the 190
bus service from Richmond over Chiswick Bridge to Hammersmith and the apportunity of
increasing ts frequency. This needs to be re-examined.

There is no plan to address the pedestrian and vehicular risks at the Sheen Lane level
crossing. Metwork Rall's ow risk assessment of this crossing scores It highly on both
Indiviciual and coliective risk and pives it the highest risk category: it i the 4° riskiest CLCTV
erossing on the 1t ped he main risk, The
development at the Stag Brewery willincrease use (vehicles and pedestrians) of this crassing
at peak periods. Increased traffic wil lad to further defays, greater frustration and an
increased ikelinood of accident. The planning application needs to address this in
conjunction with the Barough and Network Rail.




Protection of Green Space

af which the brewery's playing fields reprasent
53% by area. "lep\avml fiedds have protection under the dassification of ‘Other Open Land of
Townscape Importance’ {OLTY, while protaction is nat absolute, it ks not clear from the Plans haw

per will meet the o to oceur, which are based around th
‘quantum, quali 3 ‘having 1o be re-provided on the
site. The same Issue of re-provision applies to the OOLT| land st at Chertsay Court.

The loss of the two grass playing fields which the Council previously indicated it would require to be
retained will prejudice users {one pitch instead of twol, n;.gm:un (tough noualum..gam

open aspect privibnly

1 hope these concerns will be cansidered and the current applications refused until these points have
been fully incorporated in revised plans.

Yours faithfully

Mrs § van Meeteren
20 Wyt Drive

Barnes
Landon SWi3 BAA
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