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Dear Cllr Govindia 

 
Putney Hospital Site – new Academy Primary School  

(planning application no: 2012/0758).  
 
 

Executive Summary 
 

The Putney Society recognises the imperative need for more school places in Putney 
and welcomes the building of a new primary school. 
 
However, we question whether the hospital site is a good choice for a large two-form 
entry school in view of location, small size of site, and access arrangements.  The 
present hospital site plans are seriously defective by reason of overcrowding.  They 
are over-designed for the space available with quite inadequate outdoor space and 
drop-off/parking space.  The transport assessment is seriously defective, and does 
not consider properly the likely traffic problems. 
 
Has Wandsworth Council seriously weighed the alternative of building on the Elliott 
School site and selling off all the hospital land for residential development for which 
it would be very attractive? 
 
If the Council still wishes to proceed with its plans for a school on the hospital site, it 
should consider reducing its size substantially: the small site is more suitable for a 
single-form entry with nursery school than a large two-form entry school. 
Alternatively the space occupied by the flats should be reduced.    
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Putney Hospital Site – new Academy Primary School (planning app no: 2012/0758) 

 
The Putney Society will be very pleased to see this long derelict Putney Hospital site back in 
use. It is an important site at the western gateway to Putney, highly visible and surrounded 
by conservation areas and public common land. Wandsworth Borough Council (WBC) 
proposes to build a two-form entry Primary School as well as a block of 24 flats on the site. 
Although we wish to thank the Council for organising the display of plans at All Saints 
Church on 19 March we consider that the short display, from 3-7pm on a weekday, was 
totally inadequate. We strongly recommend that more consultation is undertaken more 
widely within the local community. 
 

Requirement for primary school places in Putney 
 

Our own investigation supports the Council’s view of an urgent requirement for more 
primary school places in Wandsworth in general and in Thamesfield ward in particular. The 
birth rate has risen by 40% between 2000 (those who have just completed their last year at 
primary school) and 2010 (those due to start in 2014), and this trend looks set to continue. 
Local primary schools are already under pressure, with the only two non-faith schools in the 
ward (Hotham and Brandlehow) having very tight effective catchment areas last year of 0.47 
miles and 0.66 miles. WBC have forecast a shortfall in primary school places of 13% in 
Thamesfield ward in 2015/16 (the year the new school is planned to open) rising to 22% in 
2019/20, even after the recent expansion of Hotham and Brandlehow schools.  

 

Size of site: requirement for flats at expense of playground 
 

We are not convinced that the site is big enough to accommodate both a two-form entry 
primary school and a block of 24 flats.  In our view a school playground on a roof top is far 
from ideal as a play space for young children - 420 children - even if playtimes are 
staggered. The land to be occupied by the flats should, in our opinion, be made over for use 
as a ground level playground for children - it is not as though this is an inner city site in a 
highly built up area where there is no playground space but at roof top level. The needs of 
children for generations to come should be of greater importance than the need for flats, 
given that so many flats are being built elsewhere in Putney. If flats are retained, the small 
site is more suitable for a single-form entry with nursery school, which we would fully 
support especially if a playground could be at ground level. 

 

Traffic  
 

The Putney Society considers that traffic problems created by a new two-form entry school 
are the prime reason for preferring another site or a smaller school. There are major flaws 
in the Transport Assessment (TA) prepared by consultants Vectos. See Appendix for our 
comments on specific paragraphs of the TA.   
 
The site is not ideally located, being on the outer western reaches of residential areas, and 
has rather poor public transport accessibility.  There is lack of clarity about the catchment 
area, but the new school is likely to draw from a wider catchment than anticipated with 
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longer distances from homes. We consider that the modal split of 16% car use and 3% 
cycling (TA para 6.6) is erroneous. All the numbers of movements appear underestimates, 
compared with observational experience of other schools in the locality. Putney Society 
questions whether it is wise to encourage primary school children to cycle to school in 
London. Recently there has been concern about accident rates for cyclists and the death of 
an 8 year old cyclist in a neighbouring borough. We suggest that cycling should not be 
recommended for children below 11 years of age, even with cycling proficiency certificate. 
 
Eliminating cycling for safety reasons, we would suggest that 40% car use is more likely (168 
pupils rather than the 63 in the TA). Many, if not most, of these vehicles will arrive within a 
20-minute period close to the beginning and end of the school day (not spread over an hour 
as in the TA). This will cause backing up of cars to the road. The drop off area (only 20 
metres long, allowing for just three cars at a time) will be inadequate. The TA has not taken 
account of fact that a proportion of parents will want to see teachers or will need to take 
their children into the school personally, particularly young children of reception and early 
form age. Parents of young children will not push their offspring out of the car door and 
drive on!  Thus, the drop-off area is likely to fill up rather quickly. If the drop-off area is full, 
cars from both directions along Lower Richmond Road could be blocked from turning into 
the school grounds, causing major tail-backs in a road where there are already serious traffic 
problems during the rush-hour. Thus, severe restrictions will need to be placed on car use 
by parents.  
 
We believe that this development is likely to create significant harm by generating 
considerably more car use at peak times which will inconvenience local residents and 
through-traffic alike.  A further concern are yet higher levels of air pollution on Lower 
Richmond Road where Mapping for Change, working for Sustrans, late last year recorded 
Nitrogen Dioxide levels 150% above the tighter 2012 EU limits. 
 

Public transport inadequate 
 

Public transport accessibility is rather poor. It is unlikely that parents living some distance 
away from the school will walk there with young children. There are currently three buses 
which go to or past the site (22, 265 and 485) but none of these connect with the southern 
part of Putney. Some parents may have to take two buses to arrive by public transport.  Bus 
bays may need to be built to allow for longer boarding and de-boarding times for parents 
with young children and push-chairs to avoid further traffic congestion. To avoid 
encroaching on Commons land there would need to be other revisions to road layout which 
may simply exacerbate existing congestion levels. There will need to be significant 
improvements to current bus services by the time that the new school opens and it is 
strongly recommended that the fruits of initial discussions with TfL on improved bus 
services are also made part of the consultation. There is currently a petition to extend the 
No 22 bus route to Roehampton/Putney Heath which would improve accessibility by bus. 
 

Parking 
 

If the most highly qualified teachers from within a larger catchment are to be recruited, it is 
likely that 50% will be car users. Teachers still have to carry heavy books and teaching 
materials between home and school, even in this electronic age, and a car is considered by 
some as essential. The provision for teacher parking is quite inadequate. 
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Neighbours 
 

Residents in adjacent Commondale (a very narrow cul-de-sac with resident parking on one 
side) are concerned about the impact of new traffic generated by a school. Parents in cars 
will attempt to drop off children in Commondale if the entrance to the school is blocked by 
backing up of traffic. There needs to be a commitment to enforce strictly controlled resident 
parking zones and double yellow lines by the new school to meet residents’ concerns. 
 

Impact on the Common 
 

The intensity of the scheme might well cause problems for the Common, though these 
would only become really clear on completion of the development.  
 
The access road to school and flats is entirely on Common land, with an easement allowing 
vehicular access to the school and the flats.  The road will belong to the Wimbledon and 
Putney Commons Conservators (WPCC).  It will be a private road, not a public highway. WBC 
and WPCC have agreed that no parking will be allowed on any part of the road: WBC have 
agreed to prevent parking taking place.  Given the anticipated demand for parking 
generated by both the school and the flats, it can be expected that parking will be a 
problem.  To deal with this, a wheel-clamping scheme will almost certainly be needed - to 
be operated 24/7.  We would expect such a scheme to be in operation on the day the new 
school opens.  
 
Access to the playing fields at Barn Elms.  The pupils at the new school will presumably use 
the playing fields at Barn Elms.  These are a short walk away across Beverley Brook.  A new 
gate into the playing fields will need to be constructed - otherwise the children will need to 
be bussed round to Rocks Lane to gain access.  This would be quite wrong.  We seek an 
assurance from WBC that a gate will be created in the playing fields fence to enable the 
children to walk there.  
 

Elliott School as an alternative site for a primary school 
 

WBC propose to sell off half the Elliott School site for residential development to raise the 
funds to enable Elliott School to be refurbished. We suggest that some of this surplus land 
could be used instead as the site for a two-form entry primary school. The advantages of 
this alternative site are:   

 far fewer traffic problems  

 better public transport accessibility as a primary school here would be close to the 
Green Man bus terminus. It would be more convenient for many east Thamesfield 
residents, and indeed those of some other parts of Putney than the Putney Hospital site 

 less dangerous site for children as it is not close to a very busy road 

 more space for a playground at ground level 

 more space for teacher and visitor parking 

 more space for dropping-off of pupils 

 the whole of the hospital site could be used for very attractive residential development.  
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Conclusions 
 

The Putney Society recognises the urgent requirement for more non-faith primary school 
places in Putney and welcomes the building of a new primary school. However, we have 
serious concerns about the choice of the Putney Hospital site for a large two-form entry 
school owing to the site’s small size and creation of traffic problems locally. 
 

 
Putney Hospital site 
We feel that there is a clear danger that too much is being shoe-horned into a site that is 
not big enough for the purposes intended, with too little attention given to traffic/parking 
considerations, with a detrimental effect not only on the school design but also on the 
quality of life of nearby residents. We would prefer a single-form entry school with attached 
nursery, of smaller footprint than planned, and with playground at ground level. 
 
The Council will be aware that the application for expansion of Prospect House School at 75 
Putney Hill was refused planning permission at appeal (Appeal A Ref: APP/H5960/ A/11/ 
2153936) last year for reasons that included the free flow of traffic and highway safety. 
Thus, considerable attention will need to be paid to any traffic management scheme for a 
school on the hospital site: bus stops, pedestrian crossings, new traffic lights etc.  It is also 
paramount that a carefully prepared travel plan is made part of the consultation 
documents, with an emphasis on effective measures to encourage parents to avoid car use 
when bringing their children to the school. This should be a "green" school to which children 
are encouraged to come by foot.   
 
Elliott School as preferred site 
We recommend that the Council investigates the possibility that the Elliott school surplus 
land be used as an alternative site for a new primary school as causing fewer traffic 
problems, having better public transport accessibility, a less negative impact on the 
neighbourhood, and with improved facilities for the primary age schoolchildren including 
playground at ground level. Indeed, given the extreme pressure on primary places Elliott 
might be used to provide a primary school additional to a smaller school on the hospital site. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Carolyn McMillan PhD 
Chairman 

 
Jonathan Callaway 
Deputy Chairman 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Cc: Seema Manchanda 
Assistant Director (Planning and Environmental Services) 
Wandsworth Borough Council 
Cc: Thamesfield councillors 
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Appendix 
 

2.11: “PPG 13 (at paragraph 78) states that: “Cycling also has the potential to substitute for 
short car trips, particularly those under 5km, and to form part of a longer journey by public 
transport.””. Putney Society questions whether it wise to encourage primary school children 
to cycle to school in London. Recently there has been concern about accident rates for 
cyclists and the death of an 8 year old cyclist. We suggest that cycling should not be 
recommended for children below 11 years of age, even with cycling proficiency certificate. 
 
2.21: “The PTAL rating of the entire site has been calculated as a 2 indicating a moderate 
level of accessibility by public transport”. We do not agree - a score of 2 out of 6 is poor. 
Walking from Barnes Station across Barnes and Putney commons is not ideal at any time of 
day, and particularly in dark winter mornings/evenings for parents and/or children. 
 
3.10: We do not agree that this development will reduce the need to travel by car as the 
public transport accessibility is rather poor.  
 
3.18: The site is only close to residential areas to the east of it.  
 
4.13: “A pupil pick‐up/drop‐off area will be provided within the site from an informal lay‐by 
located adjacent to the school building”. The pick up/drop off appears to be only 20 metres 
long which will allow for just three cars at a time. This is not likely to be adequate unless 
severe restrictions are placed on car use. 
 
4.25: “The site access will be controlled by a security barrier, which will be open during the 
school arrival and departure period; the remainder of the time the barrier will be closed.” 
The barrier is shown with only room for three cars between it and the road. This will cause 
back up onto the road at busy times. How will daytime deliveries of, for instance, parcels be 
dealt with? Will there be a phone from the barrier to someone who can open the barrier? 
There are already serious traffic problems on the Lower Richmond Road during the rush-
hour, and we anticipate that this new scheme runs the risk of creating much more severe 
traffic problems in the neighbourhood during the morning rush hour and at close of the 
school day. The roads will not be able to cope with the traffic.  
 
6.12: regarding the total of 63 vehicle movements arriving at either the morning or 
afternoon peaks “These 63 vehicles are likely to arrive/depart throughout the hour long 
school arrival and departure periods. With the arrival and departures spread this would 
represent 15 vehicles in a 15 minute period, which would be accommodated within the site 
access road and pickup/drop‐off layby”. We disagree. The new school is likely to draw from 
a wider area than anticipated with longer distances from homes. We consider that the 
modal split of 16% car use and 3% cycling (para 6.6) is erroneous. All the numbers of 
movements look far too low, compared with observational experience of other schools.  
Eliminating cycling for safety reasons, we would suggest that 40% car use is more likely (168 
pupils). Many if not most of these vehicles will arrive within a 20-minute period close to 
beginning and end of the school day. This will cause backing up from the barrier to the road. 
The drop off area will be inadequate. The TA has not taken account of fact that a proportion 
of parents will want to see teachers or will need to take their children into the school 
personally, particularly young children of reception and early form age. Parents of young 
children will not push their offspring out of the car door and drive on! The younger children 
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will need assistance into the school premises.  Thus, the drop-off area is likely to fill up 
rather quickly as little space has been provided.  
We therefore anticipate tail backs as cars travelling west along Lower Richmond Road try to 
turn right into the school grounds across the streams of oncoming traffic. If the drop-off 
area is full, cars from both directions could be blocked from turning into the school grounds 
causing major tail-backs.  
 
6.16, 6.17: “The modal split for the All Saints Primary School does have a high proportion of 
single occupancy staff car travel to the site, but with 25 staff employed at that school this 
equates to 6 car drivers. When applied to the full‐time staff for the proposed school this also 
equates to 6 car drivers, which is above the 5 parking spaces to be provided for the proposed 
school.” If the most highly qualified teachers from within a larger catchment are to be 
recruited, it could well be that 50% will be car users. Teachers still have to carry heavy books 
and teaching materials between home and school, even in this electronic age, and a car is 
considered by some as essential. The provision for teacher parking is quite inadequate. 
 
6.21: The TA compares the projected school traffic favourably with an assumed number for 
the (potential, but not being pursued) Primary Care Trust, thus claiming an improvement!    
 
7.3: “The site is ideally located adjacent to the edge of dense residential development in 
Putney”. We disagree - the site is anything but ideally located. 
 
7.4: Conclusion “There is no evidence to suggest that the proposals will result in 
demonstrable harm and therefore no reason why the proposed developments should be 
resisted on traffic or transportation grounds.” The Putney Society disagrees. We believe that 
this development is likely to create significant harm by generating considerably more car 
use at peak times which will inconvenience local residents and through-traffic alike.  A 
further concern are yet higher levels of air pollution on a road where Mapping for Change, 
working for Sustrans, late last year recorded Nitrogen Dioxide levels 150% above the tighter 
2012 EU limits. 
 

 
 
 


