
This document incorporates two letters sent by the Putney Society objecting to 
application 2010/4520 for the current Tileman House site. Letter 2 is in respect of 
the objection to the initial application. Letter 1 is in respect of the modified 
application.

From: 
Date: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Tileman House 131-133 Upper Richmond Road, Putney

From: 
Date: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Tileman House, 131 Upper Richmond Road, Putney SW15 - planning application no 
2010/4520/W

Letter 1

john horrocks 
14 February 2011 20:58:14 GMT

planningapplications@wandsworth.gov.uk
Elma Vreken <evreken@wandsworth.gov.uk>, Tim Cronin <tcronin@wandsworth.gov.uk>

Planning Application No 2010/4520

For the attention of Elma Vreken, Case Officer

I write with the Putney Society's comments on your letter of 2 February advising us of the 
amendment of this proposed development - by reducing the height of part of the proposed 
building by 1.5m.

This amendment is trifling and of no material consequence on such a tall building. The applicant 
cannot be serious.

In my email of 25 November 2010, I set out the Putney Society's objection to this proposed 
development and listed the grounds for our objection.

All those grounds remain valid now and, therefore, the Society again strongly objects to this 
proposed development.

We urge that this application is refused.

John Horrocks, Buildings Panel Convener
For and on behalf of the Putney Society

Letter 2
john horrocks 

25 November 2010 10:57:53 GMT
planningapplications@wandsworth.gov.uk
Elma Vreken <evreken@wandsworth.gov.uk>, Tim Cronin <tcronin@wandsworth.gov.uk>,

For the attention of Ms Elma Vreken, Case Officer.

I write with the views of the Putney Society on this planning application.

The Society's main concern with this application is with the impact the proposed building will have 
on the townscape in this locality and also with the way it will influence similar redevelopment 
proposals along the Upper Richmond Road - especially as the Local Development Framework 
policies take shape and become more significant. To what extent does this proposal accord with 
the council's new planning policies?

The amended proposed development is not as different from the refused scheme on this site 



(Planning application no 2009/1773) as it ought to be - given that that scheme was also rejected 
on appeal by the Inspector from the Department of Communities & Local Government.

The Society objects to this application on the following grounds:

** The height of the proposed building is still excessive - particularly in relation to the attractive 
Victorian terrace to the west of the site. It would be un-neighbourly and incongruous in this 
setting.

** The footprint of the proposed building is still excessive in relation to the site area. This makes 
the proposals for tree-planting on the site, particularly along the eastern boundary, unrealistic - as 
demonstrated on the submitted site layout plan. The 'new area of public realm' the council seeks 
at the eastern end of the frontage is not achieved.

** The general design of the proposed building is still too bulky - a clear over-development. It 
comes too far forward in relation to its neighbours. It would loom over the street creating a 
threatening impression particularly seen from nearby and across the road. It would be a solid 
wall of building from one
side of the site to the other leaving no gaps for sun and light to come through to the Upper 
Richmond Road. The 'canyon-like frontage' caused by the present office blocks along this side of 
the road would be made worse.

** Most of the flats proposed for the Upper Richmond Road frontage would get no sunshine 
penetration into their rooms, facing due north. They would 'enjoy' all the noise and disturbance 
coming up from the South Circular below. These dwellings will be highly unsatisfactory. Are they 
habitable?

On all these points the application is in conflict with the council's planning policies as set out in 
the Core Strategy, the Development Management Policies Document and the Site Specific 
Allocations Document. These are significant departures from the council's new policies and must 
challenge the council's belief in its own policy framework. We see no reason why a departure 
from these policies on this scale would be appropriate here.

We urge that the application be refused.

John Horrocks, Buildings Panel Convener
for and on behalf of the Putney Society
.
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