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To London Borough of Richmond Upon Thames (LBRUT). Plannng Departmant /
By emall to:  stagbrewenredevelopmant@rchmond gov.k Lu\dm
Copyto  Zac Goldsmith, WP Swoiy 7Dk
Council Leader Paul Hodgins &< | g\lll&t‘ti [&
Counclors for orkk and ot Sheon foe Sfag Beweify
and salected others.
Data 11 May 2018
RE: Response fo the following linked planning appiications (each, an Appl =
1 BI0S4TIFUL (Main site - detailed and outiine) 9N
® g0 uPlanDataZ Planning CaseNo aspx?SHCASENO=18/0S4TIFUL =
2 1B/0548/FUL (Secondary school}
- g0k Pian Data2 Planing CaseNo asgxPsirCASEND=1B/0S4MFUL
3 1MOSASFUL (Ghalker's Comer works)
itp:{lwew2 richmond oy uk/PlanData?/Planning CaseNo asgx?sCASENO= 18/0549FUL
Pieasa refer Io the glossary al the end of this document for defined terms.
1 Background
F mmmismumphuwummmmmor o, feel free to copy some | |
| of o contant and uss in your ruspanse v or duails 1o support
your submission af
s residents dirsctly
focld by the ropused devpcarnent e e heavly uson LERUTS thon iy atoptat APB 11
[ ] maing an ivesint and  deciion 1 ave hers s § yoars a0 The pogcsed develcpmart,
Insensitively pursnsd ‘could biight the lives of the residents both rhmnqlhl wﬂwclmplﬂs: and fer
many years 1o come of

ki Mortiako a e, natua, predcminanty ub-urban, s

2 Opposition ta all Applications. - -

21 The Group is ganerally suppartive of the Plans in & numbar of respects - see furthes paragraph
24 balow. However, it has a number of key concams. Accardingly, on the assumption that
thess issues will not be satistactorll resoived st this stae, we must opposa the Plans in their
present form and accordingly oppose all three Applications

22 Our key conoems and reasans for objection are s follows:

(@) primaniy as & function of its parlcutar physical charclenstics, the Site Gannot sustain
balh a large school and high-density resdential oocupaion. Key factors. in resching

concluskon are: /ﬁa“ED-
1 uAY 280
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() siready-excessive and poory functioning traffic flow;

(i) consequent emissions af noxious gases excaeding legal levels in an AGMA;
and

(i) @ strain cn local infrastructura and key sarvices thal in some cases are aieady
creaking or inadequate — hoalth care,
nursery educational provsion,

nich wil be exacerbated by the eumulstive et of what i proposed and which have
ot tisen adeguataly mitigated by the measures set out in the Plans;

hmmmlmymmWw i the basis of community suppart
for a fowersdansiy development what s progosed, o BS7 Urils, In addtion 1o the large
secondary school, s anything but lawer density, being

@ more than double the range prposed i the community-preferrd APB
Consultation Msterials (390 units).

(i) more than doubla the level of a comparatle, recent and kocal development
{Quoen Mary's, Roshempton)! ~ despia al st having better ranspert
connectivity (oquivakent per-hectare yieid of 440 unis);

i) e ings ol a purey approach),

the GLA malrix as iate
for & site which is ‘predominantly suburban” (206 units) and an average PTAL
of 2 and even aimest double thal applicable o an ban siaof that PTAL (493
unis)* and

(L] mu-&unmm-wvwnhn
‘Hausin

ln-w(

W.MMWUNWMan]lwW
is rossy ascosave and simay s b roducad 0 be susaiabl i s parcular
locale, especialy i siltitg alongse e Proposed Secandary School;

given the demonstratis (and increasing. per the Drafl Londan Plan) naed for
m-hmuum-‘--‘-‘
supporled around iang term demand for tha secondary school and
mwmham“mumammmmmmwms
Cabinet Papers, fhe EIA and from my own parscnal experience ‘mention th

Gumh-unmdnnnprm:ormnm rsued by LBRUT in leking ihe
consutalion, 1o feverse a key essment of the APB and considars thal
i Takes b 3 vkl of kTl Shess 40 i1 tha minching of LERUT
demand ang Supply, Nave not boan properly considered — including actessibilly, the
impad on afc, o omirnmant, he ocal communy ans essing rosets, tha
impact on greenfiel tand and subsidising atiendance by out-of-Borough pupis;

Pt on uaram Lo Pl el ol 117 s
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i) n-mmnnwms@m ot supportable in lts present form: it
appears and c-mm-unh- pugils
m-mmm LBRuT owas a duty of cars to pupils and its staff - with

e plastic paying fisid
(amlmmmmm-mnyunuus‘ummm) Baing situated as 1 s al the
edgo of size: LBRUT would b powerless 1o prevnt out-of-Barough
puls attends and o o
and the LBRUT taxpayer”. In contrast, & high-quasty, thros-form entry secondary
schaal, senving the 10cal commundies of Maniake, Snean, Bames and Kaw that wil
e 5,00l onGs e k. wok n il e sccartaie s the mafry
of the Group as an aftemalive 1o a primary school - | 1o case ls the Propossd
n n

te]  tofore adoptian of any proposed school ~ primary or secondary — there nseds 1o be &
mush

) the prjectod ca spply and damard,based on ooy

‘assumglions (6.9 Braad, porcontage of pupls
mmmmmmmﬂmmm-mmwmamm
[ ] classraoms here or alsewharn in LBRUT a5 o resull of such decison.

instancs.
ko 36 pupls - with  argo, naw sxth form that may fa futher st despita
‘currently having capacity: and

W) (oo el rfacc st st et oy vl oo e
available options for extansion of existing sites or use of new sites to satisty

10t rjected hortl —ckidng Dem ks for 8 secondry ool - besed

on all matarial fackars, 1o

1) scomsstey - o ety ke oot of e Bareug e of
he Borough, which disregards the

(B)  financial visbility and availabiiity of ESFA-funding,
i€} anticipated catchmants {including past-development of the Site);
(D) anticipated use of LBRUT facilites by out-of-Borough pupils;

(E)  aproper logal assesament of 5. 14/s. 144 duies an the NPPF spacific
. mmmmiumwp\mwmm in parficutar;

{F) planning pratections (espocially 1o Kieatty land which doss nat carmy
peotection for a sultable size);
G)__ocomy dmate acillies, such as
3
(H)  mpact on the local aread - in paicular, on tralfic, noxous gas
emissians’

logal obligations), public fransgon, loss of green space, existing

+ Prags Sexssudary Scheost ki b epprezemataly 56 par oo, mam puoss 1 iy 35 pes cont
nm.....mm--_
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G, S 8 i Qi LRV ) et
ructure, rasidents. and appartunty cost for development of
-\mmbmnmm

(1) any other materal relevant factors, such as stalllory consules
opposition (e.g. Network Ral in view of levet-crossing),

followed by & specific consultaton exerciss. Blased on the scant evidance base
MmmmLBmT.mmﬂnmmman the
docision-mal — aftor the inflial procass which

mlmmwmmmwwmlm-mwmﬂmmhﬂl—m
incresdily opaque and any fuiure process must be mare transparent;

g for toa dunse, with long. wite biocks (in particular 1

as a function of (] T o fential Blocks
Sovels and (i) the WL Btk encroaching on the 2011 Development,
instaad of being set back f Lané by sporonimetely 2.5 matros 2 the

ced lry the Waterman EIA

‘As okt ba wipochut Wi o Diveicprment of is sca, Mare srs iecdlod signicant sfocts fo_fhe

I
18.2 iveat 40 pir VAT oo 282
i s wl o
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ing obrusive light will not reach neighbouring houses:
‘affordable housing must not be concentrated in any one area, in paricular the Narh-
Wavie Residonkel Zome acfoced 1o wh e sty ba ford e eecig 1igh
ourt, 2011

Development. Faikre to ensure, in accordance wih the NPPF and the London Plan,
|mlmmﬁuwnmpnrmwnwwmm9um:ummﬁnmaumnu

greator fong-torm cost 10 LBRUT and the taxpayer. ks
roads,

and neighbouring roads, Furiher, ine

affordable housing should include 20 per Gent. ‘affordabie rented — aimed primarity &t
in liew of 20 por cant, of he ‘social rented’ allocation and (n additon to

he 20 per cant, intermediale llocation, to ensure the Dovelopmen is abia o altact
financial averall;

the quask-total Jgss of grass, and e loss. of one enlive plavieg field, -
playing fiolds is SHoNGly 0pPOSed and should be resisted by LBRUT on the basis §

welkbeing are well-researched and




(k) parking I the viindy of thi North-Wastem Residential Zone snd on Willams Lane has
anpact to see the infradugtion

{with, ade avaiable (o residants)
o miigate the impact ihal car usage by new residents wil have on neighbouring
residences. in & sub-urban setting such as this with exiremely low PTAL (being 1

lavels ownerahip by

hecessity
s o APO). e ot trors D 18 Pk picos s b provided
for schoal stafl shth-form: pupils and visiting sports teams: and

() (atbeit of secondary congem) fhe wse of the red brick is 1 especially alirecive
of inkeeping with London biick from the Vilage Plan — the two locil Berkeléy Homes.
developments al Chiswick Gate and Brewary Gale, Twickenham are good axamples of

whal would be more palatable

The Group woukd also comment that, unless and until a

visble. sustainabie, fully fingnced and
éi‘m inlegraled irnsport plan has been devised for the Sile and ihe swrounding area. i is hard o
The Applicant's

4

500
‘advisers have continually [aid the responaibiliy for transpart a the feet of the Barough, TFL.
Westem

mnmz|ammmmﬁaaum=mm
uwdmm tranpornt can be introduced,  Consideration should also be given 1o
introd Yast or ‘sarmi-fast Wateloa (s we .
understand used 1o ba the case) in view of the significant ncrease in user-base aver the last

ten yaars and anticipated through the Pians.

24 Fortwe . the Group is. of the Plans:

&) retentionafthe:

5
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(@ i  Propos 5t and smaking
& the fGad o M6 e ? ad’ with
s access, reduce the -
g =

Ule) the the Green
Link' and the garden courtyards) and the retention of as large an open surface area of
the playing fields as possible as grass (albeit not sufficient to override the OOLTI
protection);

() heights of buildings diminishing towards the perimeter of the Site in line with the APB
(albeit not sufficiently to be compliant as regards the WL Residential Blocks);

(9)  improvements to Williams Lane and the introduction of a new, wide pavement on the
east of Wiliams Lane beside the playing fields;

() widening Wiliams Lane to the north of the playing fields in places (though this must not
encroach on the playing fields nor cause disruption to those residences that border this
area);

() basement parking provision;

) the mix of uses incorporated and the locations for those uses;

(¥ incorporating a squarelopen space on the cental / astern parlvi the site large enough
a farmer's market, an ice-

fink or low-key eenaent ovents;

() giving community access to the Maliings Building, though this should be two floor
inciuding on the second floor a café/restaurant/bar that can take advantage of e
views and be available for community hie ~ see futther the MBCG's comments; and

(m)  opening up the riverside to the public and introducing new e\eva(ed pathways less liable

1o becoming submerged at igh tides. \N\D\ Safex | \3\/\"“"9 at yu gl/\‘\

and CIL should
pursted by LEAUT panning Huwever and this is important, s revenuo MUST NOT bo used
as.ameans for L
such as nurssry and pnmary eﬂucauon and healthcare pmwsmn — as LBRuT itself has
acknowledged, there are not the available sites in the vicinity to provide these, so of
provision is essential. If this means a reduction in density, so be it.

Planning conditions should include a restriction on transfer of all or part of the Site by the
Applicant for a period of at least 10 years.

27

Planning conditions should require the Applicant (and the Applicant shall be required to procure
that its employees, sub-contractors any other people acting under or for it) to:

(a)  limitthe working hours on the site to 9am to 4.30pm, weekdays only; (€ E_MQ——
agr@

(b)  use only constructors registered with the ‘Considerate Constructors' scheme;

() keop noiso 1o a minimum, includng through the use of al reasanatle mitgation
techniques ~ a number of people living here work from home or have young chidre

who sleep during the day;

ra—




@ keep dust and other partics dispersion from the site o @ minmum, again indking
fechniues

e\ sufler rom respiatory protienrs: | Suffed F—gnmu

(6) ot ach oca escan tha option o tvica sl cosning of ol vl aflecod by
&Y, the sae deveiogmant during constnucion and a'desg-clean of all aacted reskdonces
lﬂh-mdﬁm

() ensure access to tho Site is almost exclusively via the Lower Richmond Road (or the
river) and not via Wiliams Lane, mhmwmmmmwm
residences |

¥ :

- N\mawf,mm,,l\_‘ilswt

[ gve local residents at least one week's notice of the time of any works that might
reasonatly be expacted to ba partcularly disturbing or exceptional, domofion works
ungln-pﬂmnuwh

Judgemant is mssrved on the detaled eloments of maiers for which approval is presantly
Soughtory incutie. I pScer, i eeon o the e, syt end sppearanco o the
North-Westermn Residential

In relation to community consuliation, s noted to the Apgiicant’s advisors on a number of
Sccaseie oo ha 3.1 procen, ol ket el ot ikl of b G nfh .5
sessions,
& teeing of Torm over substance’ t some of he sessions. In some cases, pm.m..s;-am
the schums mppored by ihe Group, o or which th developmont tem undertook (o nclude, have
&ven been reversed, For instance, the WL Residential Linits wara roduced to throe storeys — as
" ~far the v hiat, without any community

wo'rn anware of ruquesting his, they were thon Increased 10 four storeys.
examgle s the removal of amenity proposed at the March
uxhittion. Wo have piso conwistonly commented in the nees io allacate

wihe the Plans,

which was welcomed.

LBRUT (with expent assistance, where required) should scrutinise the viabity data and site
in order
B0 e simee, v I o s e ceneric ich e Ersid. Wa Savmit il &

‘situation im0 disrepas with
and key sarvices such mmmnmwmxywmmwmn
support fram the Applicant shouid be sought.

oup
"Thos Wh Gobver bustainabl Govelopmans for MorBake and the
wider Rihmond Borough, Rsiderts ey reoognise thal the Boraugh faces compating
mmwlwmmlmdmwlmwm does not
Mmmm\ammmwamamwwhn
Heads of objections

the following heads:

(@) Overshadowing %Q

o et
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fe)
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(e)
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@
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o
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in)

Loss of dayight and suniight 1o habitable raoms
Overlooking | loss of privacy

Inadequate aring
‘Overbearing nature of proposal

Loss of trees. and loss of ecokogical habiats
Design and sppearance

Layout and densily of buidings

Effact on listed buildings and conservation areas
Access

Traffic generation

Noise and disturbance from the proposed davelopment
Public visual amenty

Fiood risk

b




Glossary

Dascription

leted n 2011 comprising 17 housas
&nd some 64 spartments nwmmww-nd Wadham Mews, SW14

2015 Cabinet Papers

mml-ubu retafing 10 and other documents (including the Richmond
inci Revised School Place Planning Strategy 2015-2024) prepared
unwmmnmtmmws

3G Pich

Tha proposed 3G' arificial full-sized playing feld shown in the Plans
ccupying part of the two grass playing fiekss

Aea nnmmumlngwlwusnummnampa-nmy
planning document

APR Consuitation tand-

Mterials use aptions) - Futura of Stag
Brawery and relalod areas 2010° carriod out by LERUT a5 @ pralude 1o
the APB. A copy of the proforrad Tower density fesidential option
ratorrodt fo inthe final APE is annaxed.

AP Scale and Uses Plan | The progossd esign for the Sitie mwlmmmm
of bulkdings, set oul at Appendix 110 the AP

Applicant Rosalion Properbes Limited

Appcation Has the meaning gven 10 that tarm at the start of this letior,

AOMA ‘A Qushey Mgt Are’ dskptod pursyant 1o Part 1V of the
Environment Act 1995

Boraugh, o LBRUT ‘The Londan Borough of Richmand upon Thames

LBRUT's current ‘Adopted Developmen Master Plar’

Education Act Unless otherwise stated, the Education Act 1696
EA mimmmmmrmmmmwwwnw
il Impact ‘and Wales) |

Regulabons 2011

Logal Plan The locsl plan. in s curent form on the Borough website pending
adoption, futher revision and replacament, which will supersede the
Davelopment Masterpian

MBCG The Mortlake Brewary Community Group

MUGA The proposed Mulll-Use Games Area’ shown in the Plans occupying part

of the two grass playwng fieids

o psmioi 1




Norih-Westem The area of the Site occuied in tha Pians by Buidings 18, 19 and 20

Residential Zone

NPPF Wational Planning Polcy Framework, a material consideration in
mnwm-pmp.musm|mmwmu)
f the Planning and Act 2004 and
he Tawn and Country Planning Act 1990

ooLn ‘Other Land of Outstanding Townscape Imgortance’, & desianation
ot by the Developrmens Masierpia and fr cratLocol Flan

Plans

Tha detailed proposals for the Se sef oul in the Appicatians 1o which
these camments ralate.

The secondary school the subject of Agplication 1BDS4A/FUL

Schoal

Site The Stag Brewery development site, idenlified a5 SA24 in tha Local Plan

W That part of the Rasidential Zons idenliiod in the Plns
85 Building 18,

oo ey



Schodule

Developer's analysis of building heights ratative to APB

e"
{pat
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‘affordable housing must not be concentrated in any one area, in paricular the Narh-
Wavie Residonkel Zome acfoced 1o wh e sty ba ford e eecig 1igh
ourt, 2011

Development. Faikre to ensure, in accordance wih the NPPF and the London Plan,
|mlmmﬁuwnmpnrmwnwwmm9um:ummﬁnmaumnu

greator fong-torm cost 10 LBRUT and the taxpayer. ks
roads,

and neighbouring roads, Furiher, ine

affordable housing should include 20 per Gent. ‘affordabie rented — aimed primarity &t
in liew of 20 por cant, of he ‘social rented’ allocation and (n additon to

he 20 per cant, intermediale llocation, to ensure the Dovelopmen is abia o altact
financial averall;

the quask-total Jgss of grass, and e loss. of one enlive plavieg field, -
playing fiolds is SHoNGly 0pPOSed and should be resisted by LBRUT on the basis §

welkbeing are well-researched and




(k) parking I the viindy of thi North-Wastem Residential Zone snd on Willams Lane has
anpact to see the infradugtion

{with, ade avaiable (o residants)
o miigate the impact ihal car usage by new residents wil have on neighbouring
residences. in & sub-urban setting such as this with exiremely low PTAL (being 1

lavels ownerahip by

hecessity
s o APO). e ot trors D 18 Pk picos s b provided
for schoal stafl shth-form: pupils and visiting sports teams: and

() (atbeit of secondary congem) fhe wse of the red brick is 1 especially alirecive
of inkeeping with London biick from the Vilage Plan — the two locil Berkeléy Homes.
developments al Chiswick Gate and Brewary Gale, Twickenham are good axamples of

whal would be more palatable

The Group woukd also comment that, unless and until a

visble. sustainabie, fully fingnced and
éi‘m inlegraled irnsport plan has been devised for the Sile and ihe swrounding area. i is hard o
The Applicant's

4

500
‘advisers have continually [aid the responaibiliy for transpart a the feet of the Barough, TFL.
Westem

mnmz|ammmmﬁaaum=mm
uwdmm tranpornt can be introduced,  Consideration should also be given 1o
introd Yast or ‘sarmi-fast Wateloa (s we .
understand used 1o ba the case) in view of the significant ncrease in user-base aver the last

ten yaars and anticipated through the Pians.

24 Fortwe . the Group is. of the Plans:

&) retentionafthe:

5
B
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(@ i  Propos 5t and smaking
& the fGad o M6 e ? ad’ with
s access, reduce the -
g =

Ule) the the Green
Link' and the garden courtyards) and the retention of as large an open surface area of
the playing fields as possible as grass (albeit not sufficient to override the OOLTI
protection);

() heights of buildings diminishing towards the perimeter of the Site in line with the APB
(albeit not sufficiently to be compliant as regards the WL Residential Blocks);

(9)  improvements to Williams Lane and the introduction of a new, wide pavement on the
east of Wiliams Lane beside the playing fields;

() widening Wiliams Lane to the north of the playing fields in places (though this must not
encroach on the playing fields nor cause disruption to those residences that border this
area);

() basement parking provision;

) the mix of uses incorporated and the locations for those uses;

(¥ incorporating a squarelopen space on the cental / astern parlvi the site large enough
a farmer's market, an ice-

fink or low-key eenaent ovents;

() giving community access to the Maliings Building, though this should be two floor
inciuding on the second floor a café/restaurant/bar that can take advantage of e
views and be available for community hie ~ see futther the MBCG's comments; and

(m)  opening up the riverside to the public and introducing new e\eva(ed pathways less liable

1o becoming submerged at igh tides. \N\D\ Safex | \3\/\"“"9 at yu gl/\‘\

and CIL should
pursted by LEAUT panning Huwever and this is important, s revenuo MUST NOT bo used
as.ameans for L
such as nurssry and pnmary eﬂucauon and healthcare pmwsmn — as LBRuT itself has
acknowledged, there are not the available sites in the vicinity to provide these, so of
provision is essential. If this means a reduction in density, so be it.

Planning conditions should include a restriction on transfer of all or part of the Site by the
Applicant for a period of at least 10 years.

27

Planning conditions should require the Applicant (and the Applicant shall be required to procure
that its employees, sub-contractors any other people acting under or for it) to:

(a)  limitthe working hours on the site to 9am to 4.30pm, weekdays only; (€ E_MQ——
agr@

(b)  use only constructors registered with the ‘Considerate Constructors' scheme;

() keop noiso 1o a minimum, includng through the use of al reasanatle mitgation
techniques ~ a number of people living here work from home or have young chidre

who sleep during the day;

ra—




@ keep dust and other partics dispersion from the site o @ minmum, again indking
fechniues

e\ sufler rom respiatory protienrs: | Suffed F—gnmu

(6) ot ach oca escan tha option o tvica sl cosning of ol vl aflecod by
&Y, the sae deveiogmant during constnucion and a'desg-clean of all aacted reskdonces
lﬂh-mdﬁm

() ensure access to tho Site is almost exclusively via the Lower Richmond Road (or the
river) and not via Wiliams Lane, mhmwmmmmwm
residences |

¥ :

- N\mawf,mm,,l\_‘ilswt

[ gve local residents at least one week's notice of the time of any works that might
reasonatly be expacted to ba partcularly disturbing or exceptional, domofion works
ungln-pﬂmnuwh

Judgemant is mssrved on the detaled eloments of maiers for which approval is presantly
Soughtory incutie. I pScer, i eeon o the e, syt end sppearanco o the
North-Westermn Residential

In relation to community consuliation, s noted to the Apgiicant’s advisors on a number of
Sccaseie oo ha 3.1 procen, ol ket el ot ikl of b G nfh .5
sessions,
& teeing of Torm over substance’ t some of he sessions. In some cases, pm.m..s;-am
the schums mppored by ihe Group, o or which th developmont tem undertook (o nclude, have
&ven been reversed, For instance, the WL Residential Linits wara roduced to throe storeys — as
" ~far the v hiat, without any community

wo'rn anware of ruquesting his, they were thon Increased 10 four storeys.
examgle s the removal of amenity proposed at the March
uxhittion. Wo have piso conwistonly commented in the nees io allacate

wihe the Plans,

which was welcomed.

LBRUT (with expent assistance, where required) should scrutinise the viabity data and site
in order
B0 e simee, v I o s e ceneric ich e Ersid. Wa Savmit il &

‘situation im0 disrepas with
and key sarvices such mmmnmwmxywmmwmn
support fram the Applicant shouid be sought.

oup
"Thos Wh Gobver bustainabl Govelopmans for MorBake and the
wider Rihmond Borough, Rsiderts ey reoognise thal the Boraugh faces compating
mmwlwmmlmdmwlmwm does not
Mmmm\ammmwamamwwhn
Heads of objections

the following heads:

(@) Overshadowing %Q

o et
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fe)
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(e)
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{m}
in)

Loss of dayight and suniight 1o habitable raoms
Overlooking | loss of privacy

Inadequate aring
‘Overbearing nature of proposal

Loss of trees. and loss of ecokogical habiats
Design and sppearance

Layout and densily of buidings

Effact on listed buildings and conservation areas
Access

Traffic generation

Noise and disturbance from the proposed davelopment
Public visual amenty

Fiood risk

b




Glossary

Dascription

leted n 2011 comprising 17 housas
&nd some 64 spartments nwmmww-nd Wadham Mews, SW14

2015 Cabinet Papers

mml-ubu retafing 10 and other documents (including the Richmond
inci Revised School Place Planning Strategy 2015-2024) prepared
unwmmnmtmmws

3G Pich

Tha proposed 3G' arificial full-sized playing feld shown in the Plans
ccupying part of the two grass playing fiekss

Aea nnmmumlngwlwusnummnampa-nmy
planning document

APR Consuitation tand-

Mterials use aptions) - Futura of Stag
Brawery and relalod areas 2010° carriod out by LERUT a5 @ pralude 1o
the APB. A copy of the proforrad Tower density fesidential option
ratorrodt fo inthe final APE is annaxed.

AP Scale and Uses Plan | The progossd esign for the Sitie mwlmmmm
of bulkdings, set oul at Appendix 110 the AP

Applicant Rosalion Properbes Limited

Appcation Has the meaning gven 10 that tarm at the start of this letior,

AOMA ‘A Qushey Mgt Are’ dskptod pursyant 1o Part 1V of the
Environment Act 1995

Boraugh, o LBRUT ‘The Londan Borough of Richmand upon Thames

LBRUT's current ‘Adopted Developmen Master Plar’

Education Act Unless otherwise stated, the Education Act 1696
EA mimmmmmrmmmmwwwnw
il Impact ‘and Wales) |

Regulabons 2011

Logal Plan The locsl plan. in s curent form on the Borough website pending
adoption, futher revision and replacament, which will supersede the
Davelopment Masterpian

MBCG The Mortlake Brewary Community Group

MUGA The proposed Mulll-Use Games Area’ shown in the Plans occupying part

of the two grass playwng fieids

o psmioi 1




Norih-Westem The area of the Site occuied in tha Pians by Buidings 18, 19 and 20

Residential Zone

NPPF Wational Planning Polcy Framework, a material consideration in
mnwm-pmp.musm|mmwmu)
f the Planning and Act 2004 and
he Tawn and Country Planning Act 1990

ooLn ‘Other Land of Outstanding Townscape Imgortance’, & desianation
ot by the Developrmens Masierpia and fr cratLocol Flan

Plans

Tha detailed proposals for the Se sef oul in the Appicatians 1o which
these camments ralate.

The secondary school the subject of Agplication 1BDS4A/FUL

Schoal

Site The Stag Brewery development site, idenlified a5 SA24 in tha Local Plan

W That part of the Rasidential Zons idenliiod in the Plns
85 Building 18,

oo ey



Schodule

Developer's analysis of building heights ratative to APB

e"
{pat
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