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Mr & Mrs K Arnold
14 John Dee House
Martlake High Street
London SW14 8HW

Response to Mortlake B vel lications

1), Ref 18/0547/FUL for the development to the East of Ship Lane.
2). Ref 18/0548/FUL for the development to the West of Ship Lane which includes the Schaol and Playing

3). Ref 18/0549/FUL for the alterations 1o Chalker's Corner and the removal of an area which curently
forrms prt af Chertsey Court.

Response ta the

i the v heart and focal
point In Mortiake. At present the current scheme flis well short of this abjective, While there are positives
i the design presented by the developer, there are four main areas af cancarn which, If not addressed, will
e | impact on i

The averall density of the site is overwhelming.
‘The local transpart infrastructure cannat accommodate the increase in traffic.

There is no strategy for Improving the public transportation ta help slleviate the situstion and
importantly, no plan to sddress the issues of the level-crossing. There is no funding provision far
upgrades to the foot crossings or the existing foctbridge arrangement.

*  Inadequate re-provision of the playi and the Chertsey Court land.

‘This application and size of development neads to be viewsd in the context of the physical barriers (the
river Thames and the railway line} and the poor level of public transport that serves the community. These
are important limiting factors that eannot be fgnored.

Overall Density of the Site

‘The combined density of the schome remains & major concarn: there are 817 residential units (indluding
potentially 150 care unlts], a 1,200 pupl secondary school and 7,121 sq m. of commerclal uses (retail and
affice). In the contest of Martiske, the brawery site represents about 15% {9 hectaras), of the acea of
Mortlake but an increase in the population by circa 40%. In particutar:

* The eastern hall of the site is extremely dense in kayout far exceeding the GLX's existing London
Plan guidetines on density - {Appro. 211 of ship
Lane, average density for Mortiake of circa 70 units/hectare)

* The compressed layout, where individual residential blacks are very close to one another,

especially the higher blocks, creates. lssues of overioaking between dwellings, and sigrificant

shasowing of open spaces in the public reslm. Any detrimental effect (loss of ight) on existing
properties, panticularl in the north west of the site, must be assessed further,

The proposals sl exceed the beight constraints in the Council's Planning Brief fer the site

‘published in 2011, especially in the north-west of the site where blocks are proposed from 3 upta 5




storeys. The excessiva cumulative effect of this development is going ta have a very dominating

resance aver this part of Mortiake from the Chiswi

= Theareaoftand the school s i 0 pay snd
elreulate. If a schosl s 1o be buill on this ste, thert it needs to have a smaller capacity or mare land
needs to be allocated.

The density of the site, number of residents and visitors will have a significant impact on traffic.

Impact on Traffic

In recent years, much new accommadation has been bullt in Martlake and Barnes — the traffic congestian

thas steadily become worse, While the bullding may have been plecemeal, the impact on iraffic has been
uative. They i i i

‘Similarly, with this development, there is no strategic apgroach 10 resolving traffic congestion — it needs 1o
e a combined effort with TFL and the Cauncil. The size of this develapment will exacerbate a worsening
situation with harmful Impacts affecting 2!l rad “users” Inciuding bus passengers, pedestrians and of
caurse pecple fiving by them, An estimate additianal 500 car journays are estimated to arise from this new
development.

The specific concerns are:

o There are toa many parking spaces planned. In total 703 parking spaces have been allocated for
residents and visitors.

+ 1,200 pupd schoal will generate a significant increase in traffic and movements at morning pesk
hours, particularly by public transport and bicycle. The traffic assessment has not adequately
assassed this Impact, particularly regarding pedestrizns.

u  The Chalker's Corner changes will not resalve the issue af increased traffic. The deweloper's plans
include major road works at Chalker's Corner, almed they claim, at improving traffic movements at

peak hours.
& The reslity Is that while this may passibly improve flow at the junction, it will not help the overall
traffic fiow s the light o A316 and

the South Circular via Cifford Avenue. It just more ikely to attract further through traffc.

avmallar increase in car improved public
transportation.

Stated In the 2011 planning brief: “The Council must be assured that transportation and highways lisues
can be satisfactorily addressed through the proposals. The consultation process identified a number of
transport fssues in the area which inchuded concems sbout impacts on road congestion, exlsting bus
routes,.” s

« The proposals da not include a strategy for public transpart. Publie transport In this area s
extremely weak compared with surrounding parts of London. There is na praspest of mare trains
‘ever stopping at Mortiake and now, even the 209 Route is undar threat of a reduced senvice undet
the proposals to extend the 485 bus service, Little mention Is made of the 190 bus service from
Richmond over Chiswick Bridge to Hammersmith and the opartunity of increasing Its frequancy.
These issues noed 1o be re-axamined.

There ks na plad o address the pedestrian and vehicular risks at the Sheen Lane level crossing.
Netwark Rail's awn ri this crassing scores it ighly on i

visk and gives it the highst rlsk category: i s the 4% risklest CCTV crossing on the Wessex Route. It
Idetifies the main risk. at the Stag Brewery will increase




destrlans) of this Inreased traffic wil lead ta further
delays, grester frustration and an Increased ikelihoad of accident. The frequent closure of the
Sheen Lane gates already add & major battieneck to traffic flow to Shean Lane, Martiske High
Stroet and the Lower Richmond Raad. This can only get worse. The planning application needs to
address this in canjunction with the Borough and Network Rail.

» Uiing on Mortiake High Sieet we are aready affocted by the canstan traffic jams caised by the
& af time, and alsa the traffic backing up from

Chalkee'sComner, T ramp proposed to the underground parking on Martlake High Street will also

be difficult for drivers coming from the direction of Barnes to access, 35 it i an the dual
carriageway section of the High Street, Access would involve a virtual u-turn at the mini
roundabout, which has already caused near accidents in the past, The Increase In traffc wil alio

Protection of Green Space

Mortlake has a small amount of open green space of which the brewery's playing fields represant 53% by
area, The playing fields have protection under the classification of ‘Other Open Land of Townscape
impartance' (OOLTI], while protction is not sbsalute, it s not clear fram the Plans haw the developer will
meet the eriteria which allows development to occur, which are based araund the ‘quantum, quality and
openness’ of the land being removed which having to be re-provided on the site, The same lssue of re-
provision applies 10 the OOLTI land lost at Chertsey Court.

The lass of the twa grass playing fields which the Council previously indicated it would require to be
retained will prejudice users (one pitch instead of two), neighbours [through floodlighting and traffic), and
‘ur eeosystems and may negatively impact flood water protection. It aksa fails to respect the naturs| beauty

of Mortlake, ind barriers will impair th pect of the she
ional
oposals to changs the junction ormer, which will mave
i i Court residents:
+ increased Lodr air quaity and poliution due to ncreased raffic generation; It aleadly exceeds EU
pollution limi
Mt disturbance
+ Loss of ‘Other Open Land of pe impartance’ (OOLTI) protected | planning
palicy

® Loss of mature trees

‘Thare fs no additianal health care r primary schaol pravision; existing services will struggle to meet this
additional demand, particularly as a number will be elderly in the care units. This Is bound to have sn
area,

The aflocation af the s & community centre is However, the
eurrent layout of the ground flaor nesds ta be re-examined. In its current design It is not sufficiently
flexible to be vsed for multiple purposes and would make it difficult 1o be a venture that can support itself
financially.

The proision of & cinama Is nat likely 1o be wel supported as there are others locally mvailable in
Richmand, Barnes and Putney.

The affordabie housing provision i fust 20%, lower than th counclfs guidelines. 1t will aso be delivered
late in the development which may mean the provision is further reduced aver time. This figure should be



{mproved upan giving a higher provision which should be dalivered across the buiding phuses. These
should alsa be given & fixed guarantoe o avoid the wsual reduction to recoup castsfprofits.

The proposals to transpart demolition waste and excavated soll from, and construction materils to, the
site by truck an Lower Richmond Rosd will have a negative impact on the local residential enviranment
The altemative of ¥ river naads to dered.

Gill and Kevin Amold

ro I
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