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To: Longon Borough of Richmand Upon Thames (LBRUT), Planning Depariment Z\\l
By email to:  gtagbrewsrymdeveloomentBrichmeond gov uk < O
Copyts:  Zac Gokdsmin, MP RECE{UED

1 & MAY 2018

Council Leader Paul Hodgins
PLANNING

Counciliors for Mortiake and East Sheen
and ssbected atters.
Date: 11 May 2018
RE: Rssponse 15 he following Mked planning apiikabons (bach, an Applicationt
T 48S4TIFUL (Main sits - detalled and outiing)
® . SCASEND= 1BRSTIFUL
2 1EOS4EFUL (Secondary school)

0= BTSARFUL

3 1B/DS48/F UL (Chalkar's Corner works)
i/ PlanDatn2/P! Caseto 0= 1BOB4RFUL

Ploase refor to the glossary al the end of this document for defined temms.

1. Background
¢ Tre betow o an oxampis response rom s focal uaiden( ot JAmALaQR. feiree o copy soms
-‘ of thecontent and usa n your response. You can i mare or datalls fo support
drectiy
Bffectad by the proposed development. We mmwwvmmmmmmnmmm
[ ] making an Investment and e decision lo move hote [ust B years ago. Tha pioposed dsvelopment, If
insansitvoly pursued, could blight the lves of the residents both duning the costructon phase and for
ey assats that

sk Merfiske a groan, natursl, predominantly sut-urban, sie.

2

21 rmamphmwdmmm-mwmw ~ soe further paragragh

However, it has @ number of key cancems. Accordingly, on the assumption that

il ol o satafaciorly Teschvd ot Ihs 0, we US| S902ER the Plars 1t
present form and accardingly oppose all three Applications.

22 Ourkay concems and reasons for cbjection are s follows:
ta) pﬂmanrynnmnmummmmmmﬂhnmammm

both a large school and high-donsity residantial ocoupation.  Key factors in reaching
this conclusion

. oc womamin



)

[} already-excessive and poorly functioning traffic flow,
] Wmum—mmmmnmm

(i) st on local Infraskrutune and kay sarvices that n some cases are alieady
ruakin o e~ Mmmmmnum»- and primary and

x d by the offect of which have
not been adequately mitigated by the messures set out in the Plans;

i roltlon 1 vl denay tho AP v founde o e B of o communty suppor
for s kmecdaniy dovelogmert: whal i proposed. o 85T unds, in agation 1o the iarge
mmh-nmlmmwm ing:

() more than gouble the range proposed in the community-preferrud APS
Consuttation Materiats (390 unis),

iy mmnmmmm comparable, recent and local development.
(Queen Mary's. — despite that sto having betier tramsport
i e po o i o 40 ks

(i) (acknowledging the shori-comings of Pl-llﬂs‘ matr-based approach).
&

pproxima nwprrie
mnmmmuww(Munmmndmmm
d?;ﬂmdmmwwmmmmmﬂuﬂ&(lﬂ
units}’, and

(i) mmmwmddwmn-wm a5 appropriate in
¢ Wonioring Raporton Housing eflective it ime o scouscn o e Ste
by the Applicant (200 10 300 units). and sl 50 per tho rovised

Lmutmmnyuﬂmwuwﬁmm
1he developear (500 fn A0 unis)

Accordingy. resdertial dousty i whatasst form n may tak) ot e preposad lovels

mmmmwm mmablllnlhhpmhﬂu

o, eapeciaty  sifing songeioe he Proposed Secondary

Powaver, given the demonslrable {and increasing per fhe Draft London Plan) nesd for

‘and indapendsnty supgorted around long tsrm demand for the secongary school and
n-.s-umdlu-pnmaryumuuwwwm puple (as denlied i he 2015
Cabinel Papers, the EIA and from my own perscnal experience), not to mention tha

domand
impact on trafic, the environmant, the tocal communty &nd existing resklent
ugh pu

impact an

‘commisnoned .
Blasad o0 curent London Pian malfs mi-peonts ared 11-3.7 s

o0 ity



#9, i my aven s Proponed Secondey Schedl b vol ipparile b e omsert o
and cramming an excessiva number of pugils
m.mmm LBRuT owes & duty of cas 1o pupils &nd fs staff - with

single plastic piaying feld
(lMiwln LBRuT's duty under s. 14A Educaton Act). Bnmgmlﬂm!a:nmﬂlhu
adge of the Borough, size LBRUT would be powerless to out-of-

BRUT demand
M.Imm
#chool, serving the focal communitas of Mortlaks, Sheen. Bames and Kaw that wil

(8

classrooms here o eisewhere in LBRUT as a result of such decision. For
Park

instance, Richmond form fy anly
tokes 35 pupis ~ wilh a 18rgo, new sixih form thal may fad Futther stll, dospito
Gurrontly having capagity, and

) fonlyif
|umwhmlnmummmumﬁmmuuw

on all materal factors, o inclute:

A y ‘east of ‘west of
the Barough, which distegards the reaities described abave:

(B)  financial viability snd availabisty of ESFA-funding:

cy finchuding | Sie).

(D) anticipated use of LBRUT faciliies by out-of-Borough pugils;

(E) o proper legal assessment of 5. 14/s. 14A dulies and fhe NPPF spocific
‘place provision in particular.

requirement for prirmary
] mlmm|mmmnmmmum
asultable siza).
grounds;
(H)  kmpoct on the local atea — in paricula, on tralfic, naxious gas
(mwmnnmmdmmrmmmmm-n
‘specific arsas dentiid as requiring emissians 1o be tacked to meel

lagai obligations), public transpon, loss of grean spaca,

. The, 35 o cert o pups 35 por cent.
s e, Bt LERUT doargn

* o o o0 pupks, b v ot i o ko
poldion hotpol.  Sem o wxamsle:
Iy .




catohmrt atess 1o miiise iglaconerd (e S14A duty. widr
lasircire residents and cpgorunty cos for development
ek i or e i Wre:

@) any other material relevant factors, Such as stalutory consulfse

offbred o date by LBRUT, o ansen hay ot boan fona propary. e
deciskonmaking process: 83 ar — afler the inilial consultabon Process which
mq-aamwmm-mmqm-w-rywmmmn
incredsbly cpque and any fulure ProGesS MUSt be mar transparert:

@ the Nonh-Wesiom Residential Zone:
) isfar fondess, with long. wide biacks (in partcular the WL Residentiel Block);
(i) s 0f a0 greet o scalg relafive 10 the scale of the existing sie in that aroa and
e remants o the APS and tho AP Consulation Materials (40-50
units per hoctare, as annexed, of an estimated 13¢ 10 170 urits per hectare

here — aver triple the densiy): snd

{iiy

an ger-bearng he

opposile of what the APB sought 1o achieve. I is nol permaable and hos no

aviden! design foahres fo make & any less inposing, ch a3 satback roct
bhert)

benafil
outiats) andior A3 {food and drink) uses;
(@) the WL Residenfial Biocks must nat be tour-storey high blocks of fiats: thay should:

0] are currently found cpposite fo reflect the
existing urban grain. tha APE and the APB Consutation Matarials), a5 well es
fiats — the APB does nol requine these al to be located behind Thames Bank,

they should be dispersed o meemusmmmm- Indeed, the
Applicants own CLG presentafion 2, which shawed ts nferprotation of th
APB, shows bouses beside Wiliams Lane; and

() bo of two.and e sioreys n Beigh for comghanco with the AP (bath e
AP S aef Uoes Pl and e ext, whih includes a
height to climinish towars the parimeter), the \nnng-mmmc.ijm
a5 woll a3 the NPPF to the extent the units willfall on 3 part of the site where
o bulings are curently sited.
which the Appiicant and its advisers but sssert LERUT hes
e Plang—————— —_—

() as 8 function of () increasing scale of the WL Residentisl Blocks 1o betwoen 4 and &
lisvls: and (i) the WL Residentiel Blocks ancroaching on the 2011 Development,

instead of being set back from Wiliams Lane by approximately 2.5 matres as the:

existing buldings are af prosent, the Pians pose materal issues al-

o mwmmmm‘mwummmwmsm
annex’;

v A1 438 anmmlwmnﬁ“mnm%

e el et 1 NG 1 grond wiwans Lara

o msers




U]

iy overshadowing; and

() loss of privacy,

in ach case relative 10 the footprint of existing non-residential buildings on the Sie.

‘and inat ar inadequstely acdwessad by 1he Pians. and the EIA. A Dulfer and addional

‘amenity space, propose! by the Applicant to mibigate the impact of these factors, and
ek do Obtrusive

kit poltion from

affordable housing must ot be concantrated in any one area, in parlicular the North.
akwady >

key-workers
the 20 per cant. Wmmh“mnmmmhm
key work ¥

on the existing
MWM-Mymmmmmmsmwmwmm

(0 the ABB exeessy provices ks th rotion and antarearment o e g
‘andior cricket |mﬂ-a|:w recently were the bowling

,p-m

G the tand in nu-munmgnmm OOLTI, and the crileria for 're-provisioning’
{16 quantum, quale the land
Bbeen satisfiod -

Jor ntarce, a bus parka not OOLT:

(il) 3G and MUGA are not sstistactory replacements for grass for a whole host of
reasons: what It offers to the natural habital and the ecosystems It supports.
(which intatact closely wilh those at the neary river-side, somefhing not
adoqualely addressed by the Walerman EIA). the flood pravention

In-a Level 2 fload risk
character of the area — this is dferent 10 the analysis where concret Land is
being buit on. we alteady have grass here;

) :wwm_mmmmmmmummmm\

the lass of 50 per cent.
fomes sy o s et b LB smmmmm-
an alternative of retaining pitches of reinforced grass:

) two inforeed_grass playing fikis wouid offer o similar (and
mmﬂh)mmmmumm!ﬂpﬂﬂl and lower on-going
financial expense to maintain;

() playing fieids (and green ) vkl o ol pot o 8

spaces generally
community and the positive effects thal such spaces
woiLbeing are wellresearched and wal-documented (s, for exampie, the

rr—
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i) the playing fiokis have archasplogical and historical valus, being situaled as

they are to the sae of fall banoath
Buding 18) and the haying been used by the successful
England 1966 World Cup team to tran;

(vil)  tha ‘pocket par Is of questianabilo vaiue, bing situatod 3% Is beside a main
roed, i the midle o a known peson bt and e 10 3 e
where: pupfs may congregale and encourage antksocil behaviour, D
mmmmwwlﬂmmwlmbﬂmmnm
beside a main road?;

(4 parking Inthe viciniy of the North-Westem Residentisl Zone and on Willams Lana has
B omon gty idrevsor. As o mimimuim wa wolk axpect o see e olraduction
of 8 CPZ (wilh passes and visitor availatie
15 Tiigate the Impact that Gar ugage by how teskents wil have on neighbourng
residences. h.wmmmummmmmu(wml
beside the North Wesiom Residential Development). levels of Gar awnorship by

‘exceed those proposed of 0.7 cars par uni. Pravision should be ana car pot
un perthe APB), aed lgnfcanty more mmmmmuumm
for school staff, sixth-form pupds and visiting sparts team:

) (abetol
Ma-piumnw\dmmmn-wmm m-mnuml y
Gate and of

Wwﬁbumpdﬂm

mawmmmlm;nmwm a viablo, sustainable, fully-financed and
o tioon gevisid for he Sike and ihe surounding dres, i is hard 10

Borough can
edvisers have corfinuaily tid mmhmunmaww T
‘South Westem Railways and Network Rail. Thiat may or may fot ba correct. Bul imespecive
1mmmmrmw(mmuhummrmummmmn
‘Draft Longo Pian) — and fie consequent impact on vehicular emissions - afe addressed. ha

‘current feem, Forinst

hmmmqwzmzmnwvln-mmwnmmmmmlmmm
as woll 85 whether nver fransport can be introduced. Consideration should also be given to
ntrodhcing a Tasf o ‘sami-Iast service from Mostiake t Vauxhall and London Waterlod (as wo
understand used 1o be the case) in view of the signiicant incraass i user-base over the last
fon years and anticipated through the Plans.

r,mmmsmwuumwmmdlmmmﬂ-m

W@ ‘Schoal (f ot the school i
Mmﬂummmmwmmqmmdmw
‘around the schadl);

(o) seiing ta Progased Socondary Schao 1o o storeys In height (ool e APG
rys). bul the roal 10
ol s of privacy b neighbouring residences:

(e} rotsation of the mature trees (which beneit from TPOs) o the norh of the playing fiekis;

e
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()

o)

n

n

[0}

®

(0]

(m)

making the main entrance ko the Proposed Secondary School 1o Ihe east and making
the wad to the norih of ihe Proposed Secondary School @ ‘service road’ with
emergency-vahicle only access, with raisabla bollards, in each case to reduce the
mpact on existing resioences:

the provision of ; ‘Groen
mrmmwmm}wlnmu-wmmmmu
the playing fiekds as possibla as grass (aibait not suficent to averride the QOLTI
proteciion):

heights: of buidings diminishing lownrds the perimeter of the Sita in ine with the APS
{albeit as regards the WL

improvements to Wiiams Lane and the infroduction of & new, wids pavement an the
mdwmmmmhm ing flekds;

widaning Wilkams Lan to the north of the playing fiakds i places (though This must not
ancroach an nar in those this

area);
basement parking provision;
the mix of uses incorporated and the locations for those uses.
bt et e

to
fink of kow-key entertainment events;
mmwmmmmaﬂm g 0 sl s
take advantage of
mmmmhuﬂmﬂlﬂ'ﬁ! u'\n‘ﬂuﬂtmimm

|

ta becaming submerged al high tides

and G

pursuod by LBAIT plarving, Hawoves, and this is mportan, s revenue MUST NOT be used

‘25 8 means for LBRuT

such as nursery and primary education and healthcara provision — as LBRUT itself has
scknowledged,

Mnmummmhnvwnmmm 0 pn-site

‘peowision is essential If this means a reduction in density, o

Planning conditions should include a restriction on transfer of all o part of the Site by the
Apglicasi for a period of al least 10 years

27

g should requir (and the be
that its employees, sub-contractors any other people acting under of for i) to:

(@)
i)
G}

Himit the on . 30pen,

ugs only rogpst the ‘Considoran * scheme;

keap noise 1o & minimum, includng through the use of all reasonabE mitgaton
bt of poopla living hare wark from homa or hava young chidran
wha sleep during tha day

o0 wmamns
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@ wm:mmwwmmmm-mm again mchuding

theouigh the use of tiga
‘suffer from respiratory probéees;
(e offr each local resderd the oplon of twice lnnuudumhg oal .n-nu affected by
development during conséruction and ‘aftacied rosidences

(1 ensure access 1o the Ske s akmost exclusively via the Lower Richmond Road (or the
fiver) and not via Wiliams. Lane, which is 100 namom and runs (oo close i existing
residonces.

space ¥

and

© qmmmnﬂm:mmmdmmw-\rmwmw
rosonably be expacted lo be parficularly disturbing of demolition works
baing the prime examle.

Judgament is mmmmmu—mnu‘mmmmam s presently
wmmmm mpemmmaummhn—&n &nd mppoarance of the

I relation to community congutation, as noted 1o the Applicant's acvisors on a
shou the CLC pcess, co BMH(HDGWMBECLE
sassions. and " There was very much
lmuhmmmbumumow-m Inmmmﬂmmﬂld

aven baon reversed Fammnmwuuu:mmmumw -

forthe July ut following that, without amy comrmunty
Wummuwmmmmmmwwwm
m-nwﬂdamrywm&mlwmm Miarch
extinition mmummmhmmmmmmmh:“m

School was the Pians,

which was welcomad
LBRUT (with axpert assistanca, mm}mmmm\mmwm

high sening sancards, cven o leas oskd scmrar s e Bret W comet v
] Gavelopmant faks into disrepair with inadoquatis provsion for maintanance:

mmm mlmmwm Coningency funds ard credt
suppart from the Applicant shoukd

Fina! comment
anmmunwnmmwmmmnmwu:m

‘These wil deliver sustainable for Meniaka and the
et Richmons) Borough. ded-ﬂ:emymwﬂuwmsumla_mwﬂng
mmmm-nmummmm Howeer, that does il

‘shoud caliectively accept what is quite ciearly l present a sub-optimal solution.
Heads of objections
in raspoct ot the.

the following heads:



)
i
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)

(gl
th
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m

n

Lass of daylight and sunlight to habitable reoms
Overiooking ! lass of privacy

Inadequate pariing

Overbearing nature of proposal

Loss of trees and loss of ecological habitats
Design and appearance

Layout and densiy of bulkings

Effect on listed bulldings and consenvation areas
Access.

Traffic ganeration

Moise and disturbance from the proposed development
Pubic visual ameniy

Flood risk

ot s




Glossary

Description 1

2011 Davelopment

The residential developmant completed in 2011 comgrising 17 houses
and some 64 spartments &1 Williams Lane and Wadham Mews, SW14

2015 Cabinet Papers

[ The: minutes selating 1o and other documents (including ihe Richmond
Coune Revisad Schoal Piac Plaming Stratogy Z016-2024) prepared
for the LBRUT Catinet mesting on 15t Ociober 2015

3G Pilch

The propasad ‘36" -umrmmnw.umnnmm
mwmm«&-mmm

APB

mmwnmwummmznn 2 supplementary |
planning document

APB Scale and Uses Flan memmmmwmwwmn

i | reetmPretatmiee ]

Appiicaton prpa—————— e

aoun A A Cualy A toPartIV af the
Envronment Act 1955

Borough, or LBRUT The London Borough of Richmond upon Thames

;wmmmum LBRUT's current ‘Adoptad Devalopment Master Plan’ .

| Esusaton Azt Unless ctherwise stated, the Educaiion Act 196

A msmmmulmqmmmmem_w:
Py Eomoara \mpact Assessment) (Engiand and Wales) |

LowaiPen | The local pln, it curen fom o e Brough wetele perdng
adogton, furthar ravision and repiacement, which wil supersede he

MBCG n-wnmmumm-wamp

woen | Tep Jise prans o

The proposed
dlmmgraslﬂqlnulurh

poper




MNorth-Waostorn The area of the Site ocoupied in the Plans by Buldings 18, 19 and 20

Residantial Zana

NPPF The National Planning Poliy Framewark, a material consideration in
uhmpunlm applications pursuant ms.oum- |D(!)(u)am38{ﬂ}
f the Planning and Compusory Purchase Act 2004 and section 701
e Town waummmgmim

ooLTI ‘Other Land of Outstanding T Importance’, & designation
Mnlhmmm;mmmmmmn

Plans

The datailed proposats for the Site set oul in tha Applications 1o which
‘comments reato,

The secondary sehool the subject of Application 1B/0548/F UL

The the Local Plan

That part of the North-Westorn Residential Zone ientifiod in the Plans
a3 Buldng 18.

]




Schedule

Barefoot consultation - consultation materials showing 'lower density’ schemes favoured by
the community
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However, it has @ number of key cancems. Accordingly, on the assumption that
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22 Ourkay concems and reasons for cbjection are s follows:
ta) pﬂmanrynnmnmummmmmmﬂhnmammm

both a large school and high-donsity residantial ocoupation.  Key factors in reaching
this conclusion

. oc womamin



)

[} already-excessive and poorly functioning traffic flow,
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(i) st on local Infraskrutune and kay sarvices that n some cases are alieady
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x d by the offect of which have
not been adequately mitigated by the messures set out in the Plans;
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fiats — the APB does nol requine these al to be located behind Thames Bank,

they should be dispersed o meemusmmmm- Indeed, the
Applicants own CLG presentafion 2, which shawed ts nferprotation of th
APB, shows bouses beside Wiliams Lane; and

() bo of two.and e sioreys n Beigh for comghanco with the AP (bath e
AP S aef Uoes Pl and e ext, whih includes a
height to climinish towars the parimeter), the \nnng-mmmc.ijm
a5 woll a3 the NPPF to the extent the units willfall on 3 part of the site where
o bulings are curently sited.
which the Appiicant and its advisers but sssert LERUT hes
e Plang—————— —_—

() as 8 function of () increasing scale of the WL Residentisl Blocks 1o betwoen 4 and &
lisvls: and (i) the WL Residentiel Blocks ancroaching on the 2011 Development,

instead of being set back from Wiliams Lane by approximately 2.5 matres as the:

existing buldings are af prosent, the Pians pose materal issues al-

o mwmmmm‘mwummmwmsm
annex’;

v A1 438 anmmlwmnﬁ“mnm%

e el et 1 NG 1 grond wiwans Lara

o msers
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iy overshadowing; and

() loss of privacy,

in ach case relative 10 the footprint of existing non-residential buildings on the Sie.

‘and inat ar inadequstely acdwessad by 1he Pians. and the EIA. A Dulfer and addional

‘amenity space, propose! by the Applicant to mibigate the impact of these factors, and
ek do Obtrusive

kit poltion from

affordable housing must ot be concantrated in any one area, in parlicular the North.
akwady >

key-workers
the 20 per cant. Wmmh“mnmmmhm
key work ¥

on the existing
MWM-Mymmmmmmsmwmwmm

(0 the ABB exeessy provices ks th rotion and antarearment o e g
‘andior cricket |mﬂ-a|:w recently were the bowling

,p-m

G the tand in nu-munmgnmm OOLTI, and the crileria for 're-provisioning’
{16 quantum, quale the land
Bbeen satisfiod -

Jor ntarce, a bus parka not OOLT:

(il) 3G and MUGA are not sstistactory replacements for grass for a whole host of
reasons: what It offers to the natural habital and the ecosystems It supports.
(which intatact closely wilh those at the neary river-side, somefhing not
adoqualely addressed by the Walerman EIA). the flood pravention

In-a Level 2 fload risk
character of the area — this is dferent 10 the analysis where concret Land is
being buit on. we alteady have grass here;

) :wwm_mmmmmmmummmm\

the lass of 50 per cent.
fomes sy o s et b LB smmmmm-
an alternative of retaining pitches of reinforced grass:

) two inforeed_grass playing fikis wouid offer o similar (and
mmﬂh)mmmmumm!ﬂpﬂﬂl and lower on-going
financial expense to maintain;

() playing fieids (and green ) vkl o ol pot o 8

spaces generally
community and the positive effects thal such spaces
woiLbeing are wellresearched and wal-documented (s, for exampie, the

rr—
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i) the playing fiokis have archasplogical and historical valus, being situaled as

they are to the sae of fall banoath
Buding 18) and the haying been used by the successful
England 1966 World Cup team to tran;

(vil)  tha ‘pocket par Is of questianabilo vaiue, bing situatod 3% Is beside a main
roed, i the midle o a known peson bt and e 10 3 e
where: pupfs may congregale and encourage antksocil behaviour, D
mmmmwwlﬂmmwlmbﬂmmnm
beside a main road?;

(4 parking Inthe viciniy of the North-Westem Residentisl Zone and on Willams Lana has
B omon gty idrevsor. As o mimimuim wa wolk axpect o see e olraduction
of 8 CPZ (wilh passes and visitor availatie
15 Tiigate the Impact that Gar ugage by how teskents wil have on neighbourng
residences. h.wmmmummmmmu(wml
beside the North Wesiom Residential Development). levels of Gar awnorship by

‘exceed those proposed of 0.7 cars par uni. Pravision should be ana car pot
un perthe APB), aed lgnfcanty more mmmmmuumm
for school staff, sixth-form pupds and visiting sparts team:

) (abetol
Ma-piumnw\dmmmn-wmm m-mnuml y
Gate and of

Wwﬁbumpdﬂm

mawmmmlm;nmwm a viablo, sustainable, fully-financed and
o tioon gevisid for he Sike and ihe surounding dres, i is hard 10

Borough can
edvisers have corfinuaily tid mmhmunmaww T
‘South Westem Railways and Network Rail. Thiat may or may fot ba correct. Bul imespecive
1mmmmrmw(mmuhummrmummmmn
‘Draft Longo Pian) — and fie consequent impact on vehicular emissions - afe addressed. ha

‘current feem, Forinst

hmmmqwzmzmnwvln-mmwnmmmmmlmmm
as woll 85 whether nver fransport can be introduced. Consideration should also be given to
ntrodhcing a Tasf o ‘sami-Iast service from Mostiake t Vauxhall and London Waterlod (as wo
understand used 1o be the case) in view of the signiicant incraass i user-base over the last
fon years and anticipated through the Plans.

r,mmmsmwuumwmmdlmmmﬂ-m

W@ ‘Schoal (f ot the school i
Mmﬂummmmwmmqmmdmw
‘around the schadl);

(o) seiing ta Progased Socondary Schao 1o o storeys In height (ool e APG
rys). bul the roal 10
ol s of privacy b neighbouring residences:

(e} rotsation of the mature trees (which beneit from TPOs) o the norh of the playing fiekis;

e
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()

o)

n

n

[0}

®

(0]

(m)

making the main entrance ko the Proposed Secondary School 1o Ihe east and making
the wad to the norih of ihe Proposed Secondary School @ ‘service road’ with
emergency-vahicle only access, with raisabla bollards, in each case to reduce the
mpact on existing resioences:

the provision of ; ‘Groen
mrmmwmm}wlnmu-wmmmmu
the playing fiekds as possibla as grass (aibait not suficent to averride the QOLTI
proteciion):

heights: of buidings diminishing lownrds the perimeter of the Sita in ine with the APS
{albeit as regards the WL

improvements to Wiiams Lane and the infroduction of & new, wids pavement an the
mdwmmmmhm ing flekds;

widaning Wilkams Lan to the north of the playing fiakds i places (though This must not
ancroach an nar in those this

area);
basement parking provision;
the mix of uses incorporated and the locations for those uses.
bt et e

to
fink of kow-key entertainment events;
mmwmmmmaﬂm g 0 sl s
take advantage of
mmmmhuﬂmﬂlﬂ'ﬁ! u'\n‘ﬂuﬂtmimm

|

ta becaming submerged al high tides

and G

pursuod by LBAIT plarving, Hawoves, and this is mportan, s revenue MUST NOT be used

‘25 8 means for LBRuT

such as nursery and primary education and healthcara provision — as LBRUT itself has
scknowledged,

Mnmummmhnvwnmmm 0 pn-site

‘peowision is essential If this means a reduction in density, o

Planning conditions should include a restriction on transfer of all o part of the Site by the
Apglicasi for a period of al least 10 years

27

g should requir (and the be
that its employees, sub-contractors any other people acting under of for i) to:

(@)
i)
G}

Himit the on . 30pen,

ugs only rogpst the ‘Considoran * scheme;

keap noise 1o & minimum, includng through the use of all reasonabE mitgaton
bt of poopla living hare wark from homa or hava young chidran
wha sleep during tha day

o0 wmamns
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@ wm:mmwwmmmm-mm again mchuding

theouigh the use of tiga
‘suffer from respiratory probéees;
(e offr each local resderd the oplon of twice lnnuudumhg oal .n-nu affected by
development during conséruction and ‘aftacied rosidences

(1 ensure access 1o the Ske s akmost exclusively via the Lower Richmond Road (or the
fiver) and not via Wiliams. Lane, which is 100 namom and runs (oo close i existing
residonces.

space ¥

and

© qmmmnﬂm:mmmdmmw-\rmwmw
rosonably be expacted lo be parficularly disturbing of demolition works
baing the prime examle.

Judgament is mmmmmu—mnu‘mmmmam s presently
wmmmm mpemmmaummhn—&n &nd mppoarance of the

I relation to community congutation, as noted 1o the Applicant's acvisors on a
shou the CLC pcess, co BMH(HDGWMBECLE
sassions. and " There was very much
lmuhmmmbumumow-m Inmmmﬂmmﬂld

aven baon reversed Fammnmwuuu:mmmumw -

forthe July ut following that, without amy comrmunty
Wummuwmmmmmmwwwm
m-nwﬂdamrywm&mlwmm Miarch
extinition mmummmhmmmmmmmh:“m

School was the Pians,

which was welcomad
LBRUT (with axpert assistanca, mm}mmmm\mmwm

high sening sancards, cven o leas oskd scmrar s e Bret W comet v
] Gavelopmant faks into disrepair with inadoquatis provsion for maintanance:

mmm mlmmwm Coningency funds ard credt
suppart from the Applicant shoukd

Fina! comment
anmmunwnmmwmmmnmwu:m

‘These wil deliver sustainable for Meniaka and the
et Richmons) Borough. ded-ﬂ:emymwﬂuwmsumla_mwﬂng
mmmm-nmummmm Howeer, that does il

‘shoud caliectively accept what is quite ciearly l present a sub-optimal solution.
Heads of objections
in raspoct ot the.

the following heads:
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)

(gl
th
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m

n

Lass of daylight and sunlight to habitable reoms
Overiooking ! lass of privacy

Inadequate pariing

Overbearing nature of proposal

Loss of trees and loss of ecological habitats
Design and appearance

Layout and densiy of bulkings

Effect on listed bulldings and consenvation areas
Access.

Traffic ganeration

Moise and disturbance from the proposed development
Pubic visual ameniy

Flood risk

ot s




Glossary

Description 1

2011 Davelopment

The residential developmant completed in 2011 comgrising 17 houses
and some 64 spartments &1 Williams Lane and Wadham Mews, SW14

2015 Cabinet Papers

[ The: minutes selating 1o and other documents (including ihe Richmond
Coune Revisad Schoal Piac Plaming Stratogy Z016-2024) prepared
for the LBRUT Catinet mesting on 15t Ociober 2015

3G Pilch

The propasad ‘36" -umrmmnw.umnnmm
mwmm«&-mmm

APB

mmwnmwummmznn 2 supplementary |
planning document

APB Scale and Uses Flan memmmmwmwwmn

i | reetmPretatmiee ]

Appiicaton prpa—————— e

aoun A A Cualy A toPartIV af the
Envronment Act 1955

Borough, or LBRUT The London Borough of Richmond upon Thames

;wmmmum LBRUT's current ‘Adoptad Devalopment Master Plan’ .

| Esusaton Azt Unless ctherwise stated, the Educaiion Act 196

A msmmmulmqmmmmem_w:
Py Eomoara \mpact Assessment) (Engiand and Wales) |

LowaiPen | The local pln, it curen fom o e Brough wetele perdng
adogton, furthar ravision and repiacement, which wil supersede he

MBCG n-wnmmumm-wamp

woen | Tep Jise prans o

The proposed
dlmmgraslﬂqlnulurh

poper




MNorth-Waostorn The area of the Site ocoupied in the Plans by Buldings 18, 19 and 20

Residantial Zana

NPPF The National Planning Poliy Framewark, a material consideration in
uhmpunlm applications pursuant ms.oum- |D(!)(u)am38{ﬂ}
f the Planning and Compusory Purchase Act 2004 and section 701
e Town waummmgmim

ooLTI ‘Other Land of Outstanding T Importance’, & designation
Mnlhmmm;mmmmmmn

Plans

The datailed proposats for the Site set oul in tha Applications 1o which
‘comments reato,

The secondary sehool the subject of Application 1B/0548/F UL

The the Local Plan

That part of the North-Westorn Residential Zone ientifiod in the Plans
a3 Buldng 18.

]




Schedule

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