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Dear Cllr Govindia 

Elliott School – new Ark Putney Academy  

 

Executive Summary 

 
Putney Society is extremely concerned about the loss of amenity to future generations of 
Putney’s children envisaged by the sale of playgrounds and open-air facilities at Elliott 
School, and the negative impact on the setting of the Grade II listed building.  
 
We accept the need for a multi-million pound investment in Elliott School and welcome 
sponsorship by Ark Schools. However, we ask how the condition of the listed buildings could 
have been allowed by the Council to deteriorate to the extent that parts of the building are 
now dangerous. 
 
We ask why Wandsworth Council is pursuing the sale of land and putting in a planning 
application for temporary works to house the pupils during the projected main 
refurbishment works, when there are still no costed proposals for work on the main listed 
building. We would like assurance from the Council that no binding agreement to sell land 
will be entered into until there is a costed, consulted and consented scheme for the school 
itself. 
 
We would prefer there were no sale of playgrounds. However, if surplus land must be 
disposed of, could some still be used for educational purposes and a much needed new 
primary school built on the site that could serve both East and West Putney residents and 
those of East Thamesfield, given the accessible location? 
 
We feel that proposal to sell off the land for development is being rushed through without 
due consideration. The Society urges that the consultation period is extended beyond 25 
May. 
 

- - - - - - - - - -   



 
 
 
Putney Society, as the amenity society for Putney and Roehampton is extremely concerned 
about the loss of amenity to future generations of Putney’s children envisaged by the sale of 
playgrounds and open-air facilities at Elliott School. The school itself is an important Grade II 
listed building.  Listed Building protection extends to everything within the curtilage of the 
building, i.e. the whole site including playgrounds, school keeper’s house and any trees.  
Putney Society is not the only group concerned about demolition of the Grade II listed 
purpose-built sports hall and technology workshops, and of the VI form block. The 20C 
Society have expressed concerns about the future of this important example of post war 
school architecture which is the only surviving and listed example of John Bancroft’s work1. 
Putney Society agrees with 20C Society that “proposed disposal of surrounding fields would 
also have a very strong impact on the setting of the listed building.”2 We see the grounds of 
the school as an integral setting for the Grade II listed building.  
 
There are also environmental aspects to the sale of the land:  yet another green space 
would be lost. Green spaces are the "lungs" of an urban environment which is increasingly 
being lost to development. Unless a sustainable urban drainage solution is adopted, there 
would be a further increase of rainwater drainage into the sewers rather than into the soil. 
We are concerned about the threat to the many mature trees on the school site which 
might be felled to make way for development with consequent loss of amenity to adjoining 
properties. We ask for these trees to be protected. 
 
We welcome the fact that the ARK Schools will be sponsoring Elliott School as a six form 
entry secondary school, and do not take issue with change of name to ARK Putney 
Academy. We were surprised to learn of the very low numbers of Putney children currently 
attending the school and we understand that the intention is to turn this situation around 
and make the school attractive to local families with most pupils walking to school. We also 
understand that the head master, Mark Phillips, wants the school to be a hub of the local 
community in the future, with increased focus on activities during non-school hours and 
holidays for children and adults alike, with full use of the school amenities for all. In short 
the school could become an important community asset. We are fully supportive of such 
suggestions, but the more extensive the playgrounds the greater the asset to the local 
community.  
 
Elliott School is in one of less wealthy parts of the borough, but its playgrounds are being 
sold while Council money has been used to acquire sites for Free Schools in wealthier areas 
of the borough (e.g. Bolingbroke in Battersea and Putney Hospital sites).  Some have 
described this as “asset stripping”3. Although we accept the need for a multi-million 
pound investment (in excess of £20 million) in Elliott School we ask how the condition of the 
listed buildings could have been allowed by the Council to deteriorate to such an extent 
over a long period of time and where parts of the structure are now dangerous. We do not 
accept that the current dire state of the fabric of the buildings is in part the result of 
cancellation of the government’s Building Schools for the Future programme. We ask: 
 

                                                 
1
 Following the loss of Pimlico School 

2
 Letter of 28.2.12 to Director of Children’s Services, WBC 

3
 GMB, the union for school support staff,  

http://www.guardian.co.uk/artanddesign/2011/sep/20/john-bancroft-obituary


 Who is accountable for the current state of the building?  

 What provision is being made for ongoing maintenance of this important building to 

avoid being in the same position in the future? Selling capital assets to fund what is 

essentially maintenance work does not seem to be a sensible or sustainable model. 

 Why does Wandsworth Borough Council (WBC) not fund some or all of the 

refurbishment from its considerable reserves? Are there other funds which could be 

called on? 

 Why is WBC pursuing the sale of land and putting in a planning application for 

temporary works to house the pupils during the main refurbishment works, when 

there are still no costed proposals for work on the main listed building? We urge that 

details of the refurbishment are published as soon as possible. 

 Why are the playing fields ‘out for tender’ to potential developers when listed 

building consent has not yet been obtained? Nor, indeed, has consent from the 

Secretary of State been obtained for selling of playing fields at a time when the 

Department of Education has made it clear4 that there is a general presumption 

against the need to change the current pattern of school playing field provisions by 

disposal or change of use. 

We would like assurance from the Council that no binding agreement to sell land will be 
entered into until there is a costed, consulted and consented scheme for the school itself. 
 
However, we understand that if the refurbishment does not take place then Elliott School 
would be in great danger of closure and Putney would be left with no secondary education 
provision. Given the current UK financial climate we accept that there may need to be some 
degree of pragmatism. If land must be sold, we ask that the Council only sells the minimum 
amount of land to developers necessary to cover the refurbishment costs.  
 
There is a projected shortage of primary school places in Putney.  Why does the Council not 
continue to use some or all of the Elliott surplus land for educational purposes and build a 
much needed new primary school on the site? We indicated, in our letter of 20.4.12 to you, 
the Leader of the Council, that the Putney Hospital site in Thamesfield was too small, in our 
opinion, for the proposed two-form entry primary school. In that letter we suggested that 
the Council considers the Elliott surplus land (at least twice the size of the Hospital site) as 
an alternative to, or in addition to, a smaller single-form entry school on the Hospital site. 
One reason we gave was better public transport accessibility at Elliott which is close to the 
Green Man bus terminus where seven buses stop or run nearby. A primary school at Elliott 
would be almost as convenient for many east Thamesfield residents as the Putney Hospital 
site and an excellent location for residents of East and West Putney: East Putney has a 
projected shortfall of primary places, although West Putney currently does not.  Having 
primary and secondary education on the same site would give future flexibility depending 
on birth rates. We are therefore disappointed that you made no reference to this suggestion 
in your reply of 27 April.   
 

                                                 
4
 http://www.education.gov.uk/schools/adminandfinance/schoolscapital/a0010949/the-protection-of-school-

playing-fields 

http://www.education.gov.uk/schools/adminandfinance/schoolscapital/a0010949/the-protection-of-school-playing-fields
http://www.education.gov.uk/schools/adminandfinance/schoolscapital/a0010949/the-protection-of-school-playing-fields


If more primary places are urgently required now where will these children be educated 
when the primary age ‘bulge’ reach secondary age? We understand that there is to be a 
reduction of the capacity of Elliott school from over 2200 for which it was originally 
designed to a maximum of 1200 pupils. The Save Elliott School campaign remarks that this 
reduction in capacity enables the council to justify the sale of school land as surplus, as the 
reduced site still meets the minimum educational standards for the smaller size school.  
We feel that the proposal to sell off the land for development is being rushed through 
without due consideration and that there has been insufficient consultation. The Society 
urges that the consultation period is extended beyond 25 May and we would be pleased to 
discuss further with the Council. Alternatively we could arrange a public meeting to provide 
the opportunity for the Council to explain their proposals to local residents and their policy 
towards education provision in the borough.  
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Carolyn McMillan 
Chairman  
 
 
 
 
 
cc Paul Robinson WBC Director of Education 
Cllrs Jane Cooper, Liz Stokes, Steffi Sutters, Peter Carpenter, James Maddan, Michael Ryder 
and Rosemary Torrington 
Cllr Kathy Tracey, Cabinet Member (Education and Children’s Services) 
Justine Greening MP 


