Hampton Wick Association — objection to the proposals within Application 21/3042/VRC for The
Firs, Church Grove, Hampton Wick. (Planning Committee 19.4.23. Agenda Item 4a)

The Hampton Wick Association object to the current application for The Firs, Church Grove Hampton
Wick. We have had an unusually high number of complaints and comments concerning this site,
which is perceived by many as being treated differently from other Town Planning applications in
Hampton Wick.

We focus on what are, for us, the most critical issues. It is useful to recap on these:

1. The original application was in May 2017, LBRUT Planning Ref: 17/1550/FUL. This resulted in a
consent being granted 9% July 2018 which proposed 9 flats with basement parking, and a legal
Agreement re Affordable Housing contribution.

2. An application was made in January 2019 for ‘Variation of condition U45609 Approved Drawings of
planning permission 17/1550/FUL including for the removal of the basement parking. The reason
for this is not stated but it was the developer’s choice and not imposed by LBRUT planners.

A consent was granted 2" March 2020. This included:

...the clause ‘U0078047 No amalgamation of units. No alterations shall be made to any of the units
hereby approved nor shall they be occupied in any way which would result in a reduction in the
number of units within the development. REASON: To ensure the development retains the increased
unit numbers and variety of sizes and types’

...A Deed of Variation to the Section 106A Agreement dated 24th February 2020 relating to Parking
Permits as:

3.7 A new Clause 2(c) and 2(d) shall be inserted as follows:

"Not to dispose of to any person or occupy or allow any person to be the Residential Occupier of
unless a notice has been served on such person that pursuant to the Council's policies to which
reference is made in recital (4) hereof or any other policy replacing the same such person shall not be
entitled (unless such person is or becomes entitled to be a holder of a Disabled Persons' Badge) to be
granted a Residents Parking Permit to park a Motor Vehicle in any Residents Parking Bay or other
place within the CPZ within the Council's area nor will the Council enter into a contract (other than
individual contracts for one occasion) with such person to park in any car park controlled by the
Council nor will they be entitled to apply for a season ticket to park a Motor Vehicle in any car park
controlled by the Council”.

3. Current Application (registered in January 2023) LBRUT Planning Ref: 21/3042/VRC

This includes for Eight units proposed (3 x 1 bed, 4 x 2 bed, 1 x 3 bed) -as built- rather than 9 as
approved in the consent of 2" March 2020.

The proposal also involves an amendment to the legal agreement for the previous application to
allow for one resident parking permit per unit (i.e. 8 permits) instead of no parking permits as
previously agreed.

Comments

1. The developer knowingly, and without consent, changed the number of apartments constructed
- clearly in breach of the conditions stated in clause U0078047 of the Approval for the project.

Locally consents have been refused on the basis that the housing mix does not accord with the
relevant Local Plan



The 25th February 2020 Refusal for The Old Kings Head included the following reason-
‘U00778458 Refusal- Housing mix

The housing mix of 2, 2-bedroom units is inappropriate in the Hampton Wick Area of Mixed Use. This
fails to accord with The Local Plan (2018) Policy LP35 and supporting housing evidence set out in the
borough’s latest SHMA. (Strategic Housing Markets Assessments).

2. The developer chose to omit parking provision in their scheme and agreed to occupiers not
having the right to apply for Parking Permits.

Parking surveys are usually tailored to suit the needs of the applicant and should not be relied upon.
For this Application selected data from a Parking Survey is used to justify their being allowed parking
permits.

The Kingston Bridge House Transport Statement by Lanmor Consulting, also in Church Grove, gave
Survey results for Wednesday 21st October 2022. This included that there was: Total Permit Holder
bays: 32 Total parked: 30 Parking stress 92%. This gives a very different impression from that given
for The Firs. Both The Firs and Kingston Bridge House used the Lambeth Transport Parking Survey
Methodology.

Essentially, we do not think the Application should be approved because of the implications for
permit parking, for past and future developments (with 70 units at Kingston Bridge House, 14
spaces + disabled spaces proposed), in this Zone.

If this scheme is granted the right for residents to apply for parking permits it sets a precedent for
others in Zone X to appeal. Developments in recent years only got a Planning consent on the basis of
residents not being allowed to apply for permits as that was the policy. The difference is that these
were existing buildings being repurposed for residential use so could not physically provide any
parking. Here the developer had a consent which included underground parking. The application,
granted consent in March 2020, was for a very similar scheme but without parking. This was their
choice, not imposed- the approved scheme was viable. As is normal, in Hampton Wick, the new
consent specifically restricted the right to apply for permits. If this is overturned, which is the effect
of granting approval, then it is only fair and reasonable that other residents in this area have the
same right. Local freeholders would be advised to appeal as it would be difficult for LBRC to defend
withholding permits. Is this what Councillors want?

If LBRUT are taking a new, more relaxed, approach to parking in Hampton Wick, then the Hampton
Wick Association believes that this could have implications for the whole borough.

The HWA strongly object to any change the terms of the consent to allow permit parking for The
Firs. It would be a significant mistake and would impact all of Hampton Wick.
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APPENDIX

Other sites locally with no rights for parking permits include:

1. 12 Park Road (former Kelly’s Dance Studio) Granted 23rd January 2023

DV43C Parking Permits Restrictions — GRAMPIAN

...with the exception of disabled persons, no resident/commercial occupier of the development shall
obtain a resident/commercial parkin g permit...

REASON: To ensure that the development does not generate an increased demand for on-street car
parking to the detriment of the free flow of traffic, the conditions of general safety along the
neighboring highways, the amenity of the area and to accord with the Councils car parking policy and
standards

2. The Old King’s Head Community cycle hub and apartments Granted 12th July '22

Legal Agreement with a covenant by the owner that occupiers shall not be entitled to be granted a
Residents Parking Permit

3. Fairlight 4 Church Grove (7 flats) Granted 2nd August 2019

‘DV43C Parking Permits Restrictions — GRAMPIAN (as above)

4. 3-11 Hampton Court Road (7 apartments and cottage) Granted 21st July 2008

Covenant similar to the above.

In the Public Document Pack of the Agenda for the 19%™ April, Agenda item 4a makes reference to The
London Plan as if it relaxes the guidelines for parking in streets. The Plan states (my underlining);

10.6.1 To manage London’s road network and ensure that people and businesses can move about the
city as the population grows and housing delivery increases significantly, new parking provision must
be carefully controlled. The dominance of vehicles on streets is a significant barrier to walking and
cycling, reduces the appeal of streets as public places and has an impact on the reliability and journey
times of bus services. Reduced parking provision can facilitate higher density development and
support the creation of mixed and vibrant places that are designed for people rather than vehicles. As
the population grows, a fixed road network cannot absorb the additional cars that would result from
a continuation of current levels of car ownership and use. Implementing the parking standards in this
Plan is therefore an essential measure to support the delivery of new housing across the city. In some
areas, it will be necessary for boroughs to introduce additional parking controls to ensure new
development is sustainable and existing residents can continue to park safely and efficiently

The HWA do not agree that the London Plan somehow provides support for allowing more permit
parking in this part of Hampton Wick. We find the comments in the Document Pack misleading.
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