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Sent: 13 May

To: StagBreweryRedevelopment
Subject: Planning applications: Ref 18/0547/FUL, Ref 16/0548/FUL & Rel
18/0549/FUL
14}
Planning applications: \L

Ref 18/0547/FUL for the development to the East of Ship Lane
it quwmfm the development o the wesdofSip Lane whieh ncludes the Shool and layingFiekds
ke’s Comer.and.the removal of an area whic

lemry Court!

One of my major concerns is y of the plans for the b 817, 21,200 pupil
condary ever 7,000 square of Jo e Thi brcwery it represcis sppraskmately 15%
the. . but with these plans you want to increase. by circa 40%

The proposals exceed the height constraints in the Council's Planning Brief for the site published in 2011, blocks are
proposed from 3 up 10’5 storeys. The area of land allocated o the schaol is not sufficient for 1,200 pupil school. If a
school s to be built on this site, then it needs to have a smaller capacity or more land needs to be allocated. There is
primary P in the plans. il strugghe to meet this

no
additional demand.

The number of visitors will have a si impact on traffic on the Lower Richmond and Sheen
Lane, Traffic congestion has steadily became worse over the 24 years | have fived in the area, The school will
generate a significant increase in traffic and movements at peak hours, particularly by public transport and bicycle.
The traffic assessment has not mwmrn assessed this Impoet, particularly regarding pedestrians. The sie of this

orsening affecting all road users, Including bus
passengers, uedesmaminﬂnfmw ather residents fike me living by them.

There is o strategic approach to resohving traffic congestion. The Chalker's Corner changes will not resalve the fssue
of increased traffic. lans include major road works at Chalker's Corner, aimed at improving traffic

Qcccnents t peak hours,tis may attract further through traffic., The planning appication needls fo promote s
‘smaller Increase in car usage alang with improved public transportation

Public transport in this area is extremely weak compared with susrounding areas of London. There s no prospect of
mare trains ever stopping at Mortlake, extended train lengths ks not going to be enough! The 209 bus route Is under
‘ threat of a reduced service under the proposals to extend the 485 bus service,

There Is no plan 1o address the pedestrian and vehicular risks ot the Sheen Lane level crassing, Network Rails own
ik ssessment of thscrosin scoes it i te hghest s category.The development wil increase useof i
1o address this in and

Network Rail,

The loss of the twa grass playing fields which the Council previousty indicated it would l!qu\re 0 be ratained.
Mortiake has a small amount of open gri large part. The playing
‘ fields have protection under medasm:a(m of ‘Other Open Land MTmm\Stzp! Importance’ {0OLTY),

s for the DOLTI land you propase to use at Chertsey
Court. The proposals to change the junction at Chalker’s Corner will move the traffic claser to the residents. The
" o quality and pollution due to increased traffic generation and nose disturbance,




The i it sail by /il also have 3 negative impact on

Then there will aks Lower Richmand Road
delivering. sals oy harge on the ivs needs o be considered.
1| have lived in MMWGHM [Ur II years. It's a private estate with a public footpath right U'WW from
Y st garden for iready have
hundreds going to and from the brewery site and mlwuuldbv

unacceptabe. Our beputiful estate with its arge lawn would completely lose any tranquility it has feft.
Kind regards
Anita Halliday

30 Rosemary Gardens
Mortlake
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