London Borough of Richmond upon Thames, Local Plan

Responses to Consultation on Proposed Main Modification in respect of the Local Green Space (LGS) designation at

Udney Park Playing Fields, Teddington (republished 25.9.19)

List of all respondents to the public consultation

Please note, the responses outlined in this document are not alphabetically ordered or in any other order of priority

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1 Rev Dominic Stockford
2 Sarah Fawcett

3 CJ Roberts

4 E.H. O'Donnell

5 J.A. Schomberg

6 R Knight

7 Name unclear

8 Jenna Herman

9 Bertie Heath

10 Thomas Herman

11 Juliet Bullock

12 Alastair Procter

13 Gillian Bowman

14 Baroness J Hilton

15 Colin Keam-George
16 Andrew Hall

17 Gillian Mulcahy

18 Rupa Tamsitt

19 Nadine Born

20 Julian Mancell Smith
21 Julia Mancell Smith
22 Owen Mancell Smith
23 Philip Downer

24 Jean Wong

25 Elizabeth (Pippa) Hyde
26 Helena Milner-Smith
27 Felicity Chadwick-Histed

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

28 David Hogben

29 Roger Richardson

30 Gillian Sandy

31 Orsi Cowell-Lehoczky and family (Andrew and
Anna Cowell)

32 Steve Bateman

33 B J Harris

34 Steve Wilsher

35 Saoirse and Paul Davis

36 Chris Histed

37 Bruce Walder

38 Peter Bide

39 Martyn Sandy

40 Jennifer Opie

41 Dilys Walker

42 Andrew Walker

43 Eleni Bide

44 Geoffrey Opie

45 Alice Amissah

46 Cécile Delattre

47 Veronica Barnes

48 Emmanuel Delattre

49 Barry and Patricia Jones

50 David Mayne

51 Michael Haworth

52 Collis Primary School and Sacred Heart Catholic

Primary School (Kevin Hogston and Bernadette
Smith on behalf of)




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
53 Andrew Alexander
54 Judy Morrall

55 A HandJ C Ellis
56 Angus Prentice

57 David Mills

58 Hayley McDonald
59 Liz Waters

60 Tom Bide

61 Jonathan Dunn and on behalf of Thamesians RFC
62 N De Silva

63 Jake Oram

64 Yarianne Kirby

65 Ajay Patel

66 M Archard

67 Name unclear

68 Lloyd King

69 M J Blennerhasset
70 Felicity Aitchison
71 N C Hopper

72 Martin Mathew

73 Daren Phelan

74 W Boots

75 Alan Brocklehurst
76 ClIr Peter Buckwell
77 James Moirano

78 Carole Woodfield
79 Julia Hennessey
80 Caleb Cheuk Yin Kwong
81 Hayley Leake

82 Lynn Main

83 Jennie Dettmer

84 David Haigh

85 Carey Neil

86 Anthony Stewart
87 Cherry Haigh

88 Peter Cousins

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

89 Claire Lyons

90 K A Maclean

91 Jo Byrne

92 Ellen Purton

93 Sarah Veichmanis

94 Teresa Ford

95 lan Lupson

96 Emily Button

97 Pauline and Stephen Cox
98 Michael Mahoney

99 John Stillman

100 Maurice Parry-Wingfield
101 Gerald Walker-Smith
102 Ann Cornick

103 Emily Bussell

104 Peter Heighes

105 Michael Harold and Gillian Hill
106 Clare Wardrop

107 Rosamund Thelu

108 Olivia Shannon

109 Liz Heaton

110 Wendy Dorgan

111 Katie Hammond

112 Richard Beasley

113 Carmen Fraser

114 Honor & Alan Brown
115 lain Sutherland

116 John and Moya Meredith Smith
117 Annie Walder

118 Rachel Blackman

119 Margaret Beasley

120 Juliet Hartridge

121 Andrew Law

122 Michell Redmond

123 Mike Kelly

124

Carol Stokes




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

125 Jennifer Todd

126 Simon Tompsett on behalf of Richmond and
Twickenham Friends of the Earth

127 Carol Horne

128 P Reid

129 Mr D P and Mrs E A England

130 Aileen Jordan

131 Philip Mundy

132 Peter and Elizabeth Henderson

133 Elizabeth McClean

134 Grant Irwin

135 Jon Parker

136 Stuart Bourne

137 Roy S Conway-Smith

138 Geraldine and Dave Hobday

139 Helen Pryce

140 Morag Turton

141 David Harris

142 Rob Sanders

143 Emma Gilthorpe

144 Patricia Allan

145 June Harrison

146 Hélene Blackwell

147 John Blackwell

148 Lesley Ralph

149 Judith Rutherford

150 Bernard Cressy

151 Katherine Peachey

152 Catherine Denye

153 Paul Ashworth

154 Rob Rainey

155 A Hockey

156 Susannah Clark

157 Name unclear

158 Mark Grun

159 Lisa Marklew

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
160 Emma and Rob Chan-Paxton
161 Nicky Browne and Richard Barry
162 Wy In Homow

163 P M Turner

164 Ashu Pruthi

165 Robert Abrahams
166 Ryan Ovington

167 Kate Ewings

168 Deborah Strange
169 Sheila Stanley

170 Katharine Blair

171 Azaria Pastakia
172 Katherine Shelest
173 Name unclear

174 Susan Mapp

175 Kelly Cook

176 Name unclear

177 Vanessa Olson-Kerrigan
178 Hebab Massouda
179 Russ Groombridge
180 Name unclear

181 Paul Woolf

182 Christine Lawrence
183 C M Chaney

184 Vivienne Sankey
185 Name unclear

186 Lucy Ah-Nen

187 Leonard Wills

188 C S Rampling

189 Name unclear

190 C F Christensen
191 Sue Edwards

192 Peter Mayne

193 Joan Baldwin

194 Ana Ibor

195

Sreekanth Malluru




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
196 Name unclear
197 Name unclear
198 R Matthews

199 Susan Morgan
200 M B Malyon

201 Sophie Crane
202 L. Maude

203 Name unclear
204 Jeffrey Bacon
205 Miriam Masunda
206 Steven Trowles
207 Grace Hall

208 Gillian Zettle

209 Mr G. R Paget
210 Clare Melia

211 Heather Farmer
212 Amanda Evans
213 Christopher Downes
214 Jaqueline Wood
215 Caroline Sine

216 M Turner

217 Olivia Wray

218 A Deburgh

219 Michael Hill

220 Jordan Ayres

221 Mr T Jones

222 Richard John Agas
223 Name unclear
224 Marnie Satchwell
225 James Ward

226 Munnus Naritha
227 James Beckinsall
228 Lisa Ritchie

229 Name unclear
230 J F Rogers

231 Name unclear

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
232 Lynda Brophy

233 Name unclear

234 Alice McDermott
235 Sri Lakshmi Katragunta
236 Peter Greenwood
237 Carolyn Forsyth
238 Julie & Rob Snelling
239 Gill Hiley

240 Phil Fitzsimmons
241 Stephanie Kirby
242 Glyn & Jane Walton
243 Dan Kirk

244 Michael Newman
245 Denise Foudy

246 Janet Pollock

247 Name unclear

248 Name unclear

249 M Rogers

250 Name unclear

251 Name unclear

252 Wilma Ferguson
253 Igor Panfilov and Family
254 Alex Verdan QC
255 Jan Elvin

256 Tom Harrison, England and Wales Cricket Board
257 Veronica Laughrin
258 Andrew Roberts
259 Stephen Clark

260 Paul Turton

261 James M. Forsyth
262 Clare Beck

263 Frances Wilding
264 Michael D. Leyden
265 John Herries

266 Paul Jackson

267 Martin Bridgewater




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
268 Carol Turkie

269 Jim Gregory

270 Keith & Jo James
271 Sammi Macqueen
272 Evelyn Richardson
273 Paul Sanders

274 Katie and Alex Skrine
275 Fontaine Poole
276 Jane Hudspith

277 Lawrence Springall
278 Nicki Faircloth

279 Howard Tollit

280 Pippa Hartwell

281 Howard Dix

282 Andy and Frankie Warner Lacey
283 Name unclear

284 G W Hawkins

285 James Balderstone
286 Name unclear

287 B M Szczygiel

288 Peter Roberts

289 J Tridgwell

290 Alex Jones

291 Name unclear

292 Mr | Dyer

293 Emma Heard

294 Gregory Spragg
295 Gertrud Lesbirel
296 Name unclear

297 Mrs J C Hawkins
298 Name unclear

299 Cilian Bhuta Mahdi
300 Pam Fowler

301 Clio Peake

302 Juliet Eaglesfield
303 Name unclear

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
304 Nina Jasavala

305 Tom Aldwinckle

306 Monika Kennedy
307 Judith Rogers

308 C Bourgeois

309 Name unclear

310 Jean-Marc Aluernhe
311 Viv Webb

312 Teresa Seall

313 Carol and Martin Sands
314 lan and Kat Brockman
315 Robin Andrew

316 John Meredith-Smith
317 Jonathan Dodd

318 John Egan

319 Ruth Featherstone
320 Ben Tomlinson

321 Name unclear

322 Name unclear

323 S Lalenia

324 Name unclear

325 Max Hogben

326 Mike Bate

327 Jack Kidd

328 Marshall Christie
329 Carolyn Pemberton
330 Sue Conder

331 Stewart Colley

332 Jenny Gilbert

333 Marie-Louise and Stephen Drake
334 Sue McNuff

335 Paul Hansell

336 Nadia Day

337 Jackie Pearson

338 Penny Ward

339 Patricia Hyde




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
340 Jane Hansell

341 Jane Harnden

342 Diana Bucknall

343 Adrien Farrabee

344 Richard Hughes

345 Chris Deavin

346 Neal Hostettler-Smith
347 Gillian Hughes

348 Richard Jell

349 Simon Tolson

350 Julie Hostettler-Smith
351 Matthieu Comard

352 Caroline Hostettler-Smith
353 Derek Devine

354 Susan Kohl/Mrs. S. Roberts
355 Name unclear

356 Name unclear

357 Isabel Huet

358 | Taylorson

359 Sarah Clark

360 Jamie Foggon

361 Renuka Rai

362 Caroline E. Taylerson
363 Richard Musson

364 Shirley Prince

365 Veronica Flynn

366 John Cullen

367 Pam Hodgson

368 Lucie Maxwell

369 John Charalmabous
370 Amelia Burman

371 U Midgley

372 Name unclear

373 H Gardner

374 Astrid Cooper

375 James Burton

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
376 Sally Heyhoe

377 Elizabeth Bickford-Sawkings
378 David Bertram

379 Vici and Leo King
380 Becky Unsworth
381 Phillip White

382 Roger Goodier

383 Sabina Bennett
384 Emma Poskitt

385 Joanne Baines
386 Marcus Hamilton
387 Paul Sinton-Hewitt CBE
388 Rhian McHardy
389 Terence Farley
390 Georgina Brown
391 Karen Hindle

392 Dr Jeremy Bryan
393 Duncan Faircloth
394 Rachel Bide

395 Steve Nolan

396 Jessica Kemp

397 Hilary Gooch

398 Grant Kunneke
399 Nicola Hanley

400 Philip Cox

401 Rebekah Morgan
402 Bryan Gordon-Smith
403 C Nunn

404 Name unclear

405 Pete Doyle

406 Name unclear

407 Name unclear

408 R Lawrence

409 V Bridges

410 F J Pulford

411 N Sykes




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
412 Helen Bridge

413 C Walsh

414 M Handor

415 Nicola Anderson-Gibbs
416 Deborah Whiston
417 Anna Cheggins
418 Name unclear

419 Paul Young

420 B Evans

421 Name unclear

422 Cheryl Gaskin

423 Danni Waterman
424 Georgina Lynn

425 Amelia Perkins
426 Mary Russell

427 Alessia Mazzoni
428 Hannah Collard Gray
429 Sara Miller

430 Carmen Parfenie
431 Lynne Buchanan
432 Silvano Rispoli
433 D Vickers

434 B Vickers

435 Pauline Gardner
436 Dennis Gilbert

437 Emma Murray

438 lan Blackwood
439 L Mulberry

440 Chris Gooch

441 Celia Till

442 Joanne McGuiggan
443 Colin Clode

444 Rachel Webster
445 Janny van Minnen
446 Dean Oliver

447 Ruth Ursell

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

448 Lisa Whiteman

449 Paul North

450 Barry Rideout

451 Open Spaces Society (Nicola Hodgson)

452 South West London Environment Network (Colin
Cooper / Vicky Phillips)

453 Name unclear

454 Name unclear

455 Name unclear

456 Peter Cowley

457 Michelle Curle

458 George Burns

459 Name unclear

460 Name unclear

461 A Hollaway

462 Name unclear

463 Name unclear

464 John C Van Den Bosch

465 Leslie Welch

466 Colin Annette

467 Andrew Nursaw

468 Sarah Kelso

469 Name unclear

470 D M Dodd

471 Peter Tomlin

472 Name unclear

473 D Y Hooker

474 J P Lynch

475 Margaret Karanja

476 Name unclear

477 Name unclear

478 J Webber

479 Patricia Pepper

480 Charlotte Ennis

481 Name unclear

482 Delia Cooper




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
483 J Winfield

484 P B Hills

485 Mehdi Ibrihmi

486 Sarah Hoskins
487 Debbie Wagner
488 Gillian Carrick-Cowlin
489 Alex and Gabrielle Stevenson
490 Helen George

491 Ashley Nichols
492 Giovanni Pezzino
493 Richard Hooker
494 D Awbery-Maskell
495 Name unclear

496 P A Lawes

497 Rick Galdstein

498 W Bitiney

499 Rowena Dorcing
500 M J L Kenny

501 S H Wild

502 Elizabeth Gill

503 Bobby Frost

504 Name unclear

505 M A M Congleton
506 Name unclear

507 Mrs Anne Mills

508 E Burns

509 A. Awbery-Maskell
510 Janet M Warrior
511 S F Garrett

512 Nicole Olbe

513 M Warner

514 Pat Yeates

515 Name unclear

516 Ayse Celiic

517 B May

518 C Willington

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

519 Kate Allan

520 A A Holt

521 Dr Graeme Robertson

522 Nicola Colley

523 Bill and Gloria Savage

524 Anne Wingrove

525 Nick Dendy

526 Judith North

527 Trevor Chamberlain

528 Mr C J Loughton

529 Lian Spencer

530 Barbara Lynn

531 Mike Ruddick, NPL Youth Football Club

532 Jatish Mistry & Roger Chidwick, Hearts of
Teddlothian FC

533 Jaya Louvre

534 Linda Ziegler

535 M L Strange (Mrs)

536 M J Richards

537 Caitlin Rochester

538 Name unclear

539 Name unclear

540 Lizette Villverde

541 Joseph Stanley

542 Marius Toader

543 James Hutchinson on behalf of Teddington Town
Sports Club

544 Sue Craig

545 lan McNuff

546 D McLaughlin

547 Andy Lord

548 Kate Hostettler-Smith

549 M Jand J R Perry

550 Chris Lodge

551 Diane Davies

552 Neville Orton




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

553 Helga Foss

554 Tina Cooke

555 Susan Sutton

556 Theodore Dimaras

557 Patricia Winter

558 Tony Arbour, Chairman of the London Assembly,
Member for South West

559 Avril and Alan Tyrrell

560 Alex Welsh, London Playing Fields Foundation

561 J E Stableforth

562 Name unclear

563 Barbara Atherton

564 Name unclear

565 Name unclear

566 Mrs C. Leonard

567 Joan E Stick

568 G KrajewskKi

569 Name unclear

570 Claudia Heather

571 Bethan Cartmell

572 Rob Howe

573 Nick Sellick

574 Andrew Scott

575 Rosie Newton

576 Sally Davis

577 Natalie Haidari

578 Ashley Juett

579 Barry Horrell

580 Janie Petersen

581 Brian Davison

582 Rachel & Steven Elkington

583 Hudson Pace

584 C Anderson-Davies

585 Steve Jones

586 Christine Thorne

587 Victoria Andrews

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
588 Roy Norwood

589 Alison Crabtree
590 David Jones

591 A Mirjany

592 Emma Davis

593 Name unclear

594 Damian Thornton
595 Lisa Fullicks

596 Mark Humphreys
597 Name unclear

598 Name unclear

599 Oliver Upton

600 Jonathan Guest
601 Name unclear

602 Dave Mackinney
603 David & Jane Evans
604 Michael Pemberton
605 Robyn Ross

606 Simon Roberts
607 Sarah Dunn

608 Name unclear

609 Anthony Anderson
610 Name unclear

611 C Pearce

612 Name unclear

613 Sharon Johal

614 Steve Munday
615 Rowena Jopling
616 Denise Roberts
617 David Love

618 Anne Greany

619 Gabriel Auty

620 Anna Jones

621 Michelle Forth

622 Ding Kiuu

623

Olivia Marshall




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
624 Name unclear

625 Name unclear

626 Harry Wilkinson
627 Leonard & Sue Garrett
628 Name unclear

629 Name unclear

630 Jacqueline Boga
631 Matthew Joyce
632 Amanda Sell

633 Simon Cartmell
634 Thomas Cartmell
635 Laura Templeman
636 Carol Ager

637 Andrew Wilkie
638 Robert Fullicks
639 Bryony, Emily & Connor Roberts
640 Henry Lodge

641 Nicola Evered

642 Lesley Norris

643 Mike Ridding

644 B T Herdman

645 Joanne Mair

646 C Walsh

647 Ann Skegg

648 K Mercer

649 Philomina Arshed
650 R Rumsey

651 P D Hue

652 Kathryn Harrison
653 S Foster

654 B Stevens

655 Jimmy Collins
656 W Nielsen

657 A R Larijani

658 Benis Luwawu
659 M L Panton

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
660 Blinthall

661 Juana Lubian-Taracido
662 A Miller

663 Name unclear

664 Name unclear

665 Name unclear

666 Will Woodhouse
667 Clair lvison

668 Name unclear

669 Name unclear

670 Sharon Moodie
671 Name unclear

672 Richard Welton
673 Phillip Barnes

674 John Perry

675 Peter Molloy

676 P Parthieban

677 Raul lvanescu

678 Mark Chamberlain
679 Name unclear

680 Charlotte Oldfield
681 A M Cooper

682 K J Nicholls

683 David Isaac (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
684 Alfie Johnson

685 B Goodship

686 Marc Wilson

687 J Smith

688 Pat Mays

689 John Stanley

690 S Wood

691 Name unclear

692 Mrs Harman

693 Andrew Royle

694 Stephen Miles (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
695 B Daniel




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

696 D Panton

697 Pia von Wuntsch

698 Keith Wincott (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
699 Thomas Bedford

700 Mark Jones

701 John and Maria Norris

702 David Power

703 E Mann

704 Charlotte Byford

705 Jackie Allen

706 Andrew Pepperell

707 Sarah Kershaw

708 Simon Woodall

709 Connor Ladd

710 Dan Wheeler

711 Michelle Rumbol

712 Johnny Humphreys

713 Robin Bell

714 Dan Aust

715 P M Fursdon

716 Nicky Porter

717 Charles Grantham (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
718 Maggie Korczynske

719 Phil Hunt (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
720 E Donohoe

721 Name unclear

722 Name unclear

723 Robert Metenard

724 Dawn Murphy

725 Timothy Gredot (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
726 P Mason

727 Adam Brake

728 Roberta Harrill

729 Robert Marsh

730 Dorothy Bush

731

Peter Jones

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

732 Jamie Capon

733 M.R. Sykes

734 A Bush

735 Sarah Bwandondo

736 Jennifer Hyder

737 Christina Edge

738 Richard Harrison

739 Bernard GreenWalker

740 David Moynihan on behalf of Locality
741 Lesley Forster

742 Alice Roberts on behalf of CPRE London
743 Mel Shantonas

744 Jeremy Fisher

745 Matthew Evans

746 Tony Kavanagh

747 Laura Marsh (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
748 Rob Whiteford

749 Finn Collins

750 Ruth Scott

751 M Mills

752 Tom Fisk

753 Emily Walsh

754 Ruped Wallacdy

755 Paul Lish

756 Sanela Lopez

757 Paul Short

758 Holly King

759 Mona Daher

760 Dan Pearson

761 Attila Cseko

762 Donna Wilson (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
763 Nigel Caddock

764 Peter Atkinson

765 P Altmann

766 B Drury

767 Simon Macson




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
768 Kate Anstey (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
769 Nadine Wunderlich
770 Kalpana Bhalla

771 David Sink

772 Angela Riches

773 Sophia Athanasi

774 Michael Blair (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
775 Name unclear

776 Chris Rice

777 John Barrett

778 John McGregor

779 D M Green

780 Kris Whelan

781 Mary Burtenshaw
782 Andrew Law

783 C O’Neill

784 Jason Keever

785 S Rust

786 Kate Proudman

787 Lorraine Parker

788 Jouan Rajapakse

789 Name unclear

790 Rita De Cassia Reche
791 Francis McCormack (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
792 Max Wright

793 Nick Mellor

794 Clare Mann

795 Cristina Dragne

796 Carlos A F de Freitas
797 Name unclear

798 Corrina Lane

799 Sam Atkinson

800 Jennifer McCarthy
801 Ertan Tas

802 Kiza Florence

803 T. Thomas

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

804 Name unclear

805 K. Denbury

806 George Hook

807 John Parker

808 Laura Garnham

809 Name unclear

810 Mr. Inderjit Singh Grewal

811 Ben Cusack

812 Paul Hook

813 Tara Kerr-Elliott

814 Paldo Pullen

815 Ms Carol A Edwards

816 Name unclear

817 Efosa ldguen

818 John Farrell

819 Steven Unlug-Harris

820 Sascha Burnham

821 Jane Stewart

822 M Perkins

823 C Britton

824 Shirley Byrne

825 Eliot Roberts

826 Annabel Burrows

827 Anne and Bruce Dawson-Moray

828 Bruce Dawson-Moray

829 Elizabeth Joy Power

830 Gareth Bullock

831 Philip Whittam

832 Angus Smith

833 Danny Agarwal

834 John and Sarah Clapton

835 Ralph Meyer on behalf of Teddington Town Cricket
Club

836 Stuart Ridler

837 Peter Church

838 Doreen Nagitsa




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
839 J Madden

840 Jane Whitworth
841 David Whitworth
842 Sarah Strong

843 Russel John Mirams (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
844 Nigel Yeates

845 Jane Macfarlane
846 Alan Hodson

847 Samuel Sen

848 Stephen Brown
849 Laura Mackay

850 Sallie Crook

851 Chris Richards
852 David Morgan

853 Harry Crespin

854 Name unclear

855 J A Porter

856 Claire McCarthy (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
857 Gerry O’'Connor
858 Davinder Puvar
859 Helen O'Brien

860 Name unclear

861 Ana Bostan

862 A Patel

863 Name unclear

864 Sue E Stevens

865 David Clark

866 Sally Maxwell

867 E Oliva-Hauxwell
868 Luke Penney

869 Rupert Daniels

870 Shaun Perry

871 Mrs Chegwin

872 Joanna Adams

873 Natalie Nesbitt (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
874 Emerson Allen

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

875 James Etheridge

876 Cartmell Daniel

877 Glen Washington

878 Julian Goodman

879 Joshua Stevens

880 Philippa Donn

881 Jennifer Neal

882 Haley Currie

883 Sue Haran (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

884 Andrew Sims (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

885 Karin Noble (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

886 Richard Moody (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

887 Richard Padginton

888 John Swan

889 Aileen Kilshaw

890 Marta Alonso Puente

891 Stuart Flynn

892 Dominique Pascale Mouzlah (3rd Teddington Scout
Group)

893 Madeline Thomas

894 Catherine Murphy

895 Tim Hagon

896 Simon Hobson

897 Debbie Walker

898 Dave Stewart

899 Daniel Thomas

900 Matt Poole

901 Hugh Brasher

902 Darran Lucas

903 Jonathan Gill

904 Stephane England

905 Andres Etchebarne

906 Cécile Arbus

907 Jonathon O'Neill (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

908 Neil Scammell (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

909 Name unclear (3rd Teddington Scout Group)




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

910 Julia Penney

911 Stewart Penney

912 Oliver Penney

913 Simon Buss (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
914 Martin Carr and Tracy Munro-Carr
915 Rosemary Perry

916 Mikko Hietanen

917 Carole Tupper

918 Jacqueline Mina

919 Susan Blake

920 Caroline Sayer

921 Kate Wells

922 Steve Clark

923 S C Parker

924 Tom Parker

925 Kevin McMahon

926 Simon Davis on behalf of Teddington RFC Ltd
927 Rebecca Rock

928 Janet Dilly

929 Richard Gough

930 Matthew Sims

931 Calum Roberts

932 O CJones

933 Cathy Colnaghi

934 Kerry Chauhan

935 Amy Eungblut

936 Mark Turnbull

937 Heather Naylor & Ann Maloy
938 Nick Dexter

939 Laure Marlio-Marette

940 Martin Nicholds

941 Jane Shillaker

942 Peter Maple

943 Alison Kennealy

944 Lewis Ward

945 Dan Collins

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
946 Kevin Day

947 David Richardson
948 Keith Norman

949 Rhys Williams

950 Christopher Clarke
951 Michelle Williams
952 Ben Fuller

953 Lewis Ward

954 Jonathan King

955 Sarah Taylor

956 Luke Frankenberger
957 Lewis White

958 Paul Roach

959 Christopher Dickson
960 Oliver George

961 Kate Burgess

962 Jason Frost

963 Olly Holland

964 Hannah Roberts
965 Graeme Harper

966 P Van de Wiel (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
967 David Stewart

968 Nancy Moss

969 Mansi Melita

970 Sara Burn Edwards
971 D R Coppen

972 Nadir Abdulla (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
973 Lester Hewett (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
974 Ben Moxon

975 Joe Appleby

976 Norma Dyson

977 Gary Welch

978 Demetrios Pieros
979 Name unclear

980 Name unclear

981 Michael Robson




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
982 Nicholas Troke

983 Roger Albert Stanley (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
984 Name unclear

985 Charlie Walker

986 Catriona McNabb

987 David Brooke

988 Margaret Turk

989 David O'Shea

990 Margaret O’'Connor
991 Alison Newman

992 Chloe Butler

993 Fiona Weber

994 Julia Schumacher-Anderson
995 Mike Lightfoot

996 Nick Hollaway

997 Mike Morris

998 Louise Peacock

999 Helen M Davison

1000 Name unclear

1001 Lisa Novell (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
1002 Christina Rueth

1003 Name unclear

1004 Elspeth Rendall

1005 Josh Penberthy

1006 Karen Scott

1007 M. Jayaweera

1008 Name unclear

1009 Stuart Burnett

1010 Nicola Lupton

1011 Debbie Cross

1012 Alije Dervisholli

1013 Ryan Copeland

1014 Simon Davis

1015 Tara Maysey

1016 Name unclear

1017 Upo Reicheit Schaurer

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1018 Siobhan Flude
1019 Sara Edison

1020 Name unclear

1021 Name unclear

1022 Henry Paul

1023 Linsey van Niekerk
1024 Elaine Cross

1025 Victoria Heverin
1026 John Gage and Briony Martin
1027 lle Islamaj

1028 Zoe Bryans

1029 Keith Falcon

1030 Helen de Gruchy
1031 Na-Young Webb
1032 Nick Bishop

1033 Bradley Shedden
1034 Richard Chalmers
1035 Abbie Lumley
1036 Richard Keogh
1037 Kevin McKiernan
1038 Bob Smith, Teddington Athletic Football Club
1039 Name unclear

1040 Chris Wright

1041 Lilian Highmore
1042 Holly Gittens

1043 Sarunas Zujus
1044 Briony Martin

1045 Kathryn Ksiazek (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
1046 Danny Daley

1047 Sarah Edwards
1048 Sam Evans

1049 David Box

1050 Jack Miller

1051 Rob Padmore
1052 Name unclear

1053 N S Bulmer




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1054 Michael Box

1055 Susan Wright

1056 K A Smith

1057 Jonathan Hughes

1058 Name unclear

1059 Isabel Luckett (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
1060 Liam Spragg

1061 John Miller

1062 Victoria Phillips

1063 Winston Taylor

1064 Daniel Spencer

1065 Caroline & Tom Miskin

1066 John Connolly

1067 D Aitchison

1068 Lynn Chakraborti

1069 Fraser Truscott

1070 Akison Donnelly

1071 John Richards

1072 Fiona Camino

1073 W Addis

1074 Liz Sweeney

1075 Melissa Moriarty

1076 Emma Arnold (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
1077 Dan Ward

1078 Jeremy Goodall

1079 Niamh Sims (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
1080 Andrew Care

1081 Fraser Simpson (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
1082 Name unclear

1083 Jenny Edwards

1084 Simon Bisset

1085 Jack Jeffery

1086 David Gentle

1087 Mary Ann and James Ellery

1088 Joanna Lewis

1089 Christopher French

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1090 Chris Ryalls

1091 Martin Atherton

1092 Gina George

1093 Nigel Dark

1094 Mark Cochrane

1095 Nicola Kerr Elliot

1096 Amrit Chakraborti

1097 Nikki Harrison

1098 Phil Richens

1099 Name unclear

1100 Chris Richards

1101 Bob Smith

1102 D Curry

1103 N L Grigg

1104 D Ritan

1105 Name unclear

1106 Name unclear (Medco Pharmacy)

1107 Keith Atkinson for and on behalf of the Teddington
Society

1108 N Maugham

1109 Tom Tiwers

1110 T R Burrows

1111 Nick Gittins

1112 Agnieszka Majda

1113 James Callard

1114 Jennie Green Walker (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

1115 Amanda-May Watson (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

1116 Karsten Hill (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

1117 John Shanks (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

1118 Janet Shanks (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

1119 Kate Archer (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

1120 Amy Sampson (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

1121 Charlotte Simpson (3rd Teddington Scout Group)

1122 Stuart Mills

1123 Anna Zientala

1124 Stephanie Law




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1125 Christian Gapor
1126 Name unclear

1127 Joanna Moss

1128 Name unclear

1129 Cathy Maker

1130 Lucia Prentice
1131 David Clay

1132 Claire and Tim Jones
1133 Charles Worth
1134 Gabriella Wilkins
1135 Sally Hinkley CBE
1136 Matt Bernard

1137 Claire Maden

1138 Stuart Muncer
1139 Robin Crees

1140 lan Smith

1141 David Harnden
1142 Kaari Crees

1143 Karen Askew Sparkes
1144 Odile Kasolowsky
1145 Angela Smith

1146 Jon Owen

1147 Jean Strachan
1148 Sue White

1149 David Morley

1150 Alan and Brenda Plumb
1151 Simon Pinnell
1152 Amy Bernard

1153 Mr & Mrs Metcalf
1154 Martin Dawson
1155 Paul Devenport
1156 Jonathan Mayne
1157 Toby Everett

1158 Sarah Gigg

1159 Philip D Tope

1160 Chris Gearey

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1161 Shweia Chauhan
1162 John Andrews
1163 Jim Sykes

1164 Charlie Firebrace
1165 Matthew Morey
1166 Simon Fitch

1167 Ami Patel

1168 Jeff Magris

1169 Colin Smith

1170 A Leen

1171 S Sidaway

1172 Beatrice Brennan
1173 Luke Malcher

1174 Caitlyn Miller

1175 Helen Lane

1176 Christina Evans
1177 Geoff Lane

1178 John Day

1179 Lisa Stafford

1180 Richard Wilding
1181 Martine Gowie
1182 Colin Massie

1183 Sebastian Kaiser
1184 Ann Ryalls

1185 Angelica Crudi Torrente
1186 Teresa Gibson
1187 Mark Elgar (3rd Teddington Scout Group)
1188 David Gooch

1189 Colin Page

1190 Dr Jane Maloney
1191 Dylan Kelly

1192 Geoff Cooper

1193 David Lawton
1194 John Jenkins & Norma Clarke
1195 Philip Dowgierd
1196 Alfie Evans




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1197 Jayne Chace

1198 Katie Parsons, Historic England
1199 Jamie Brewin

1200 Christopher Bubb

1201 Andy Millbank

1202 Margareta de la Touche
1203 Julia Taylor

1204 David Tregear

1205 Susan Cramond

1206 Claire Price

1207 Harpreet Robertson
1208 Neil Morgan

1209 Lucy Cartmell

1210 Tim Davies

1211 Jane Boydell

1212 Shaun Alpine-Crabtree
1213 Nicholas Worsley

1214 Mark Jessett

1215 Jo Gerloch

1216 Jennie Bartholomew
1217 Christine Berrocal
1218 Sally Owen

1219 Moira Griffiths-Camino
1220 Karina Sax

1221 Dr Christine Wright
1222 Stephen Pearce

1223 Nick Farnsworth

1224 David Brewin

1225 Mike Hibbard

1226 lan Lilley

1227 Becky Paton

1228 Luke Arthur

1229 Rachel Derrick

1230 Matt Wilkinson

1231 Lucy Goy

1232 Liz Brewin

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1233 Nicky Barlow

1234 Gary Neville

1235 Mr & Mrs Yeo

1236 Tom Mtandabari
1237 Diana Rice

1238 Neil Harrison

1239 Anders Henriksson
1240 Anilkumar Patel
1241 Pablo Basombrio
1242 David Urban

1243 Name Unclear
1244 Name unclear

1245 Val Klyn

1246 S Thomson

1247 Name unclear

1248 H Whitaker

1249 Innes Buchanan
1250 Kate Mtandabari
1251 Harvey Woolfe
1252 David Tyas

1253 Catherine & Simon Steele
1254 Lynette Williams
1255 Mrs Tamila Robinson / Davoudzadeh
1256 Neil Syers

1257 Alun German

1258 Alexey Karpovich
1259 Diego & Dillaro Prina
1260 Emer Kennedy
1261 Julie Stoker

1262 Jo Massie

1263 Richard Dermott
1264 Finlay James

1265 Phil Thompson
1266 Nick Sellick

1267 Samantha Olsen
1268 Sandra Succar




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1269 Wendy Balch

1270 Caroline Mclintosh
1271 Justin Ryan

1272 Laura Bowers
1273 Gemma Johnson
1274 Paolo Frasson
1275 Sarah Tomlinson
1276 Jack Harrison
1277 Ross Goodall

1278 Neil Marcus

1279 Thibault Law

1280 Donald Maxwell Macdonald
1281 Janet Wildgoose
1282 Jasper Gibb

1283 S Wild

1284 Tom Collett

1285 David Walch

1286 Michael Loakman
1287 Dean Sullivan
1288 Mike Hiscox

1289 Thomas Pye

1290 Julie Dawson

1291 Mark Evans

1292 Keith Bush

1293 Christopher Rankin
1294 Lindsey Ellis

1295 L Adams

1296 Tushar Shegaonkar
1297 Keith Tomlinson
1298 Gareth Cross

1299 Harriet Jarvis

1300 Christopher Malbon
1301 Matthew Ellis

1302 Alice Maguire

1303 Darren Johnson

1304

John Plastow

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1305 Clive Mosey
1306 Rob Wood

1307 Niaz Samadizadeh
1308 Neil Thomas
1309 Adam Crossley
1310 Katie Bevan
1311 Geoff Boyes
1312 Hatty Bates
1313 Nick Witney
1314 Melanie Spencer
1315 Alistair Ramsay
1316 Eve Nay

1317 Mark Worrall
1318 Ruth Blacksell-Russell
1319 Jason Martin
1320 Francis Sirl

1321 P A Satchwell
1322 Sandra Forrest
1323 George Walker
1324 S Dawson

1325 Paul Morley
1326 Dr L da Costa
1327 Mrs Edwards
1328 Pru Pavendale
1329 John Anderson
1330 lan Glover

1331 Oliver Round
1332 Dom Hawkings
1333 Robert Mos

1334 Deanne Afflick
1335 Angela Bairstow
1336 Michael Bayon
1337 Dr A Hegab
1338 John Kelly

1339 Isabelle Withey
1340 Adrian Roscoe




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1341 Mark Horlock

1342 Richard Barlow
1343 S Dicks

1344 Juliette O’Carroll
1345 Gordon Edwards
1346 Jessica Fisher

1347 Paul Hurst

1348 David Poole

1349 Christine Thorpe
1350 Dan Bates

1351 Belinda Finlay-Laanen
1352 Malipande Kasonso
1353 Scott Hinchcliffe
1354 Christopher McTear
1355 R. Cord

1356 Posen Wang

1357 Name unclear

1358 Harold Ivie

1359 David Tarrant

1360 Gillie Abid

1361 Christine Hill

1362 Ryan Allen

1363 Leonie Groves
1364 Name unclear

1365 Dion Steward

1366 Lee-Anne Eastwood
1367 Hilary Caminer
1368 Augusta Annesley
1369 Juliette Froud

1370 Matthew Bond

1371 Tom Hadcroft

1372 Jack Cullen

1373 Rebecca King

1374 Jennifer Hutton
1375 Kerry Prescott Brann

1376

Name unclear

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1377 Jamie Kerr Elliott

1378 Alan Jones

1379 Viktoria Bohta

1380 Martin Nurse

1381 Dean Smith

1382 Tasneem Asaad

1383 Mrs Jean Wright

1384 Camilla Danson

1385 Jonathan Burson

1386 H Raymond

1387 Vimal Patel

1388 Sunil Rana

1389 Katie Shedden

1390 Sally Jackson

1391 C Triantafillou

1392 Martin Pretty

1393 Joanna Walker

1394 Thierry Busset

1395 Julian and Jane Plant

1396 Eileen Folan

1397 David and Beth Summerson

1398 James Lynch

1399 Nicola Archidiacono

1400 Andy Brampton (Club Secretary, Harlequins
Amateurs RFC)

1401 Luke Povey

1402 Will O’'Donnell

1403 Jennifer Stoker

1404 Luke Nugent

1405 Sandra James

1406 Adam Blackwell

1407 Karen Hiscox

1408 M R Hatherall

1409 Lynda Daroga

1410 R Keiss

1411 Tamsin Burland




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1412 James Corbishley
1413 Name unclear

1414 Rupert Postlethwaite
1415 Zac Kirkwood

1416 Shaukat Razzaqg
1417 Gillian Booth

1418 Alistair Mackechnie
1419 Steven Hill

1420 Robert Harte

1421 Jono Venter

1422 Aaron Donnell
1423 Sandra Rustomiji
1424 Jamie Adam

1425 William Day

1426 Stephen Cook
1427 Adrian Luckins
1428 A A Langridge
1429 Rory Mercer

1430 Susan Harper-Clarke
1431 Name unclear (Playball)
1432 Jenny Box

1433 R Wilson (Playball)
1434 Name unclear

1435 John Forrest

1436 SA Colver

1437 Michael Manlienne
1438 Mo Savey

1439 Sian Isaac

1440 Matthew Connelley
1441 J Pond

1442 N Read

1443 Name unclear

1444 Dr Sara Hunton
1445 Chris Hunton

1446 Claire Wilmot

1447

Michael & Gillian Baldwin

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1448 William John Bourne
1449 H Thames

1450 Mengelberg Edgar
1451 Jonathan Short
1452 Name unclear

1453 Bob Beevers

1454 Name unclear

1455 Linda Birkett

1456 Mathew Frith, London Wildlife Trust
1457 John Blower

1458 Shane Barber
1459 R Hamerton

1460 Gavin McQuater
1461 Mrs A P Godwin
1462 Nick Godwin

1463 Angela Kidner
1464 Penny McQuater
1465 Dominic Caffery
1466 Paula Goodman
1467 Wendy Norman
1468 Gianna Bicknell
1469 Tim George

1470 Hugo Studholme
1471 Name unclear

1472 E.L. Vine

1473 Oliver Haine

1474 Christina Robertson
1475 Mark Sutton

1476 Warren May

1477 E. Lamar

1478 Kyle Parsons

1479 JJ Wicks

1480 K. O'Neil

1481 Tara Kaufman
1482 Oliver Shore

1483 Jason Imber




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1484 D Smith

1485 James Cornewall-Walker

1486 Mr M.F. D’'Netto

1487 Gero White

1488 Name unclear

1489 Helen Gibson

1490 Eleanor Packham

1491 Neil Lacey

1492 Dr. Nicholas Grundy on behalf of Park Road
Surgery, Teddington

1493 Cath Goold

1494 James Olsen

1495 Paul Shiels

1496 S Gibbons

1497 Stephen Boynton

1498 Audrey Sinnott

1499 Margaret Ruygrok

1500 Nick Dexter, Twickenham Labour Party

1501 Konstanze Scharring

1502 Jean Scott

1503 Jonathan Williams

1504 Guy Robinson

1505 Jon Rowles

1506 Andrew Norman

1507 Adrian de la Touche

1508 Edward Delaney

1509 Sandra Horsfield

1510 Colin Hicks

1511 Sarah Rowe

1512 Karine Even Mendoza

1513 Jennifer Hyder

1514 R Cassell

1515 Martin Ephson

1516 Salwa Abu-Wardeh

1517 Nicola Case

1518 Marilyn Inglis

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1519 Francis Lawrence
1520 Joe Garner

1521 Caroline Hughes
1522 Dan O’'Leary

1523 Barbara & lan Haynes
1524 Brandon van der Westhuizen
1525 Nick O'Kelly

1526 Brant Palin

1527 Derek Grant

1528 James Martin

1529 Ryan Cornell

1530 Graeme Kirkwood
1531 Charles Titcombe
1532 Robyn Titcombe
1533 Richard Sharples
1534 Anna McCarthy
1535 Trevor Huggins
1536 Alistair Brewin

1537 Elodie Teyletche - Gillham
1538 Mark Gee

1539 Mara Yamauchi
1540 Linda Redding

1541 Anna Rudenko
1542 Sebastian Turner
1543 Steven Ewington
1544 Emily Eccles

1545 Valentina Sadat
1546 Paul Cattermole
1547 J R Flower

1548 Rosemarie Campin
1549 Name unclear

1550 Heather Smith

1551 Michael David Short
1552 Hima Bindu

1553 Jordan Williams
1554 C Lewis




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1555 Name unclear
1556 Julie Rennie
1557 Rosie Nieper
1558 Rhiannon Levey
1559 Rita Janoshazi
1560 llona Kunneke
1561 Mrs M A M Loughton
1562 D Fazakerley
1563 Name unclear
1564 Name unclear
1565 Michaela Barton
1566 Name unclear
1567 Luana Forrest
1568 Alex Lyons

1569 D Betts

1570 David Merkel
1571 Jane Taylor
1572 Alison Dunn
1573 Margaret Docker
1574 T Delaney

1575 Name unclear
1576 Name unclear
1577 Mrs M Hook
1578 Kathryn Santos
1579 Name unclear
1580 C Baker

1581 B Grant

1582 Name unclear
1583 Margaret Young
1584 Name unclear
1585 Amanda Chesney
1586 S M Leatherdale
1587 J Whitehead
1588 J Moir

1589 Gerald McMahon
1590 R D Moir

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1591 P Bolton

1592 Name unclear

1593 Christine Craik

1594 M F Nolan

1595 Joanna McKinson

1596 Diana MacDonald

1597 C Fleetwood

1598 D Hall

1599 William Elkins

1600 C Goodman

1601 Fran Canals

1602 Emma Goodwin

1603 Nadine Goodall

1604 Mr KJ & K Edge

1605 Julie Holmes

1606 Mrs Anne Bogod

1607 Carole Andrews

1608 Lynda Norman

1609 Laura Carew Gibbs

1610 Brent Lawson

1611 Samantha Burrough

1612 Craig Upshall

1613 Alice Thatcher

1614 Gayle Byford

1615 Darren McCormick

1616 Heather Worsley

1617 Andy Jones on behalf of Lions Sports Academy

1618 Matthew Battle (Newland House School)

1619 Shirley Gibbs

1620 K Cooper

1621 Terence Worster

1622 Louise Davies, Historic England - Archaeology
Advisory Services

1623 Richard Annetts

1624 Deepa Reddy

1625 S A Allison




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1626 Mari Day

1627 Gavin Miller

1628 John Woolley

1629 Amy Parker

1630 Melanie Spencer, on behalf of 3rd Teddington
Scout Group

1631 David Cull

1632 Clive Jenkins

1633 Brian Cornick

1634 Carolyn O'Leary

1635 Ken Thatcher

1636 Joan Gibson

1637 John Cole

1638 Nicola Lawrie

1639 Winston Taylor, for and on behalf of Richmond and
Twickenham Green Party

1640 Kel Razza

1641 Enda Hendron

1642 David Blaikley

1643 Kate Rashkes

1644 Gavin Clarke

1645 Kate Brookes

1646 M Tomlinsen

1647 R A Carr

1648 L Miles

1649 D Hunter

1650 Name unclear

1651 Mr P Hales

1652 Bradley Schofiels

1653 Kathryn Parkin

1654 Tim Parkin

1655 Jacques Frankenberger

1656 Michaela Millard

1657 Ann & Bernard King

1658 Robert Williams

1659 Olivia Kerigan

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1660 Alison Campbell
1661 Harry Stafford
1662 Stephen Paul Kerigan
1663 Linda Cartwright
1664 Sophie Ramsay
1665 Katy Watson

1666 Dean Potter on behalf of the Football Foundation
1667 Jo Casley

1668 Charlie Greenwood
1669 Corrina Turner
1670 Tom Kemp-Potter
1671 Philippa Smith
1672 Name unclear

1673 Vincent Harte

1674 Name unclear

1675 Name unclear

1676 Name unclear

1677 Michelle Lyons
1678 Susan Reeves
1679 P Mills

1680 A Hunt

1681 L Alexander

1682 Mrs P James

1683 Joanna Freeman
1684 Name unclear

1685 V Ritchie

1686 Name unclear

1687 Name unclear

1688 Tom Doran Tom Doran
1689 Laura Howarth
1690 Kate Finch

1691 Rui Ma

1692 Alasdair Turner
1693 Sian Gaughan
1694 P Syverson

1695 J Gosschalk




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name
1696 Dr AR Greenway
1697 Mark Gaughan
1698 Alan Roe

1699 Jane Gear

1700 Ivan Parks

1701 Paul Brown
1702 Allan Fraser
1703 Carl Jansen
1704 A Fitzgerald
1705 M Clayden

1706 Michelle Kent
1707 Name unclear
1708 Fergus Farrell
1709 Martin Hodges
1710 C Lovegrove
1711 Robert Allen
1712 S C Lovegrove
1713 M E Oton

1714 Caryn Jenner
1715 Rebecca Saunders
1716 Mrs Mackenzie
1717 Edward Davies
1718 Jonathan Harte
1719 K Hussein

1720 Marcus Sweeney
1721 George Reid
1722 Hugh Hartley
1723 Byron Madden
1724 Huw Davies
1725 Giane Telles
1726 Stuart Flynn
1727 G M Caffey

1728 X Shomalia
1729 G AJehu

1730 Susan Cooper
1731 Frank Offer

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1732 M Baldwin

1733 Mrs S Perrier

1734 Name unclear

1735 Michele Hall

1736 Sarah Shovlin

1737 A M Rigge

1738 Helen Morgan

1739 Elizabeth Banigan

1740 Eoin O'Neill

1741 Gareth Jones

1742 Kevin Rudd

1743 John Veichmanis

1744 Jessica Petelin

1745 John McCarthy

1746 Alan Gardner

1747 Warwick Shillaker

1748 Gabbie Filmer-Pasco

1749 Nicola Spencer

1750 Martin Bridge

1751 Stewart Horne

1752 Liz Tidhar

1753 Simon Cartmell for and on behalf of the Teddington
Community Sports Ground CIC

1754 Oxana Dorrington

1755 Emma Baker

1756 Paul Caldwell

1757 Phil Bailes

1758 Mike Allsop

1759 Joanna Oliffe

1760 Rt Hon Sir Vince Cable MP for Twickenham,
Teddington, The Hamptons and Whitton

1761 Mary Bennett

1762 Sarah-Jane Middleton

1763 James Tullo

1764 Nigel Dodds

1765 P G & E Rigge




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1766 Stefania Cerasale

1767 Duncan Jenkinson (England & Wales Cricket
Board)

1768 Harry Mann

1769 William Langbridge

1770 David & Sheila Browning

1771 Jane & Jerry Parle

1772 John Simpson

1773 Linda McMahon

1774 Barry Rideout on behalf of the Udney Park Playing
Fields Trust (background report from Greenspace
Information for Greater London (GiGL) CIC)

1775 Max Elston

1776 Helen Thresh

1777 Michael Vass

1778 Simon Passmore

1779 Sarah Gough

1780 Joyce Painton

1781 Anthony Irwin

1782 Hayley-Joanne Keatley

1783 Joe Napper

1784 Name unclear

1785 Nicholas Collett

1786 Mr S Ghuman

1787 Alan Perrien

1788 Name unclear

1789 Fiona Auty

1790 Christine Mayhew-Smith

1791 J.B. Whiting

1792 C Kearns

1793 Trixie Youngs

1794 Juliet Touw

1795 R Cook

1796 Paul Gatehouse

1797 S Rigge

1798 Name unclear

MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1799 Steve and Emma Nicholls

1800 Jack Peachey

1801 Professor Judith Harwin

1802 Ann Curtis

1803 Emma Callaway

1804 John Turner

1805 Mrs N Hawke

1806 Mr B A Holder

1807 Dr Judith Lawton

1808 Richard Hill

1809 Charlotte Ruddick

1810 Philip Briggs on behalf of the Richmond Bat
Species Action Plan Steering Group

1811 HTK Leong

1812 Douglas Craik

1813 Calum Tavender-Tait

1814 Name unclear

1815 Dylan Patel

1816 Tim Christian

1817 David Ford

1818 Frances Konden

1819 Suzanne Janis

1820 David Cloke

1821 Ann Flood

1822 B Hainey

1823 Elspeth Lee

1824 Malcolm Slater

1825 Kimm Stevens

1826 Tim Godfray

1827 Michael and Kirsten Darowski

1828 Stuart Withycombe

1829 Sarah Page

1830 Judith Wilks

1831 Craig Nicholson on behalf of the Middlesex Football

Association

1832

lan Moore on behalf of Middlesex Cricket




MM Rep No. | Respondent Name

1833 Vicky Aston, Sport England

1834 Katarina Hagstrom

1835 Ken Howe

1836 Daniel Osborne, Barton Willmore on behalf of the
Quantum Group

1837 Adam Wallace, Natural England — Thames Team

1838 Chris Whitaker, England and Wales Cricket Board

1839 Mark Jopling on behalf of the Friends of Udney
Park Playing Fields, the Teddington Society and
the Udney Park Playing Fields Trust

1840 Sam Hobson, AHH (Affordable Housing &
Healthcare Group — formerly Quantum)

1841 David Gillingham

1842 Michael Walker

1843 Stephen Drudge

1844 Mr J. Burns

1845 Name unclear

1846 Name unclear

1847 Jenevieve Burns

1848 Anjela Kilenyi

1849 A Drudge

1850 Dave Smith

1851 Mr M.J. Sloggett

1852 A Warrior

1853 M Warrior

1854 J Warrior

1855 Roseanna Moore

1856 Peter R Smith

1857 Nevmide Smith

1858 Mary C Barnes

1859 Rosemary McGlashon




Official

Schedule of Responses Explanatory Notes
All responses have been provided to the Inspector, in a schedule format and in full (confidentially as the full responses contain personal details).

Each response has been entered and given a MM Representation number. Duplicates where identified have been removed/collated into one response (e.g.
comment (a) and comment (b)). Some households may have submitted more than one response, from different individuals, or on behalf of other groups etc.
and are recorded as such.

The schedule shows where any personal information within responses relating to contact details, particularly full address data, has been removed stating e.g.
[personal details removed for data protection].

Some hand written names could not be read. There are approximately 150 responses recorded in the schedule shown as “Name Unclear” which were mainly
postal responses with signatures or writing that could not be distinguished, however these have been cross checked against the postal details (although
removed from the published schedule for confidentiality) to ensure there is no duplication. Any errors in spelling of names can be notified to
LocalPlan@richmond.gov.uk

A small number of 19 responses received have not been entered into the schedule as they were not considered duly made — as asked not to be published,
anonymous responses, or those missing or with unclear contact details. However, it should be noted these all contain comments that have been made by
others. Responses received after the deadline of 5™ April are shown in grey highlighted cells.

Appendices have been made available separately where due to the length or nature of responses they could not be captured within the main Schedule. The
officer references added are shown in the Schedule as [See Appendix....] or [See Comment MM Rep No. ...] for any cross references.
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Schedule of Responses to Consultation on Proposed Main Modification in respect of the Local Green Space (LGS)

designation at Udney Park Playing Fields, Teddington

MM
Rep
No.

Respondent Name

Comment

Rev Dominic Stockford

Can | register my pleasure at the Inspector making clear in his final report (April 2018) that he did not
consider the Local Green Space designation of Udney Park Playing Fields adequately justified. | personally
would oppose the spending of more residents money by the Borough in pursuing this matter further.
Instead, | would encourage the Council (and Individuals) to seek to work with anyone making any proposals
regarding that space — for the purpose of ensuring that the future of the grounds has some reasonable form
of balance between developers desires and residents wishes. If LBRuUT fights this too much we may well
find that what we end up with is something no-one foresaw, and no-one locally is happy with. Beware of
unforeseen consequences.

Sarah Fawcett

I do not agree with the site being designated as Local Green space and | do not believe the Council has
demonstrated why the site fits with their Local Green space criteria. The Inspector’s recent decision to
remove several of the criteria from the list of criteria for LGS demonstrates the LGS designation was based
on inadequate evidence and was not consistent with national policy. In addition, The Council’s views do
not represent the views of the local community as required for LGS status as the 2 minority groups, (the
FUPPF'’s and the Teddington Society) did not actively consult members of the community. As a local
resident | had no opportunity to share my views with these groups. | support the planning Inspector’s
original decision to keep the site as OOLTI.

CJ Roberts

I understand that the planning inspector has already made his decision once and | agree with him — this
land needs to remain as OOLTI. It's not special enough to me in its current configuration. I've seen the
current planning application for the site and think it has great potential. Ultimately, we have a responsibility
to consider the wider needs of the community and | don’t think as LGS all these benefits could be delivered.
Thousands of people supported the planning application which was submitted by Quantum for extra care
housing, the new surgery and sports facilities. Why is the Council not taking their views into account?

E.H. O'Donnell

I am a local resident and know how desperate the local GP surgery needs a new facility that is fit for
purpose. This will benefit everyone in the local community, and it would be a real shame if it could not
happen because of this designation. This land is private land, hardly ever used, certainly never by me, and
run down, hardly meeting the NPPF criteria for Local Green space. How can making this land local green
space benefit the local community and the constituents this Council represents? We MUST take this
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MM
Rep
No.

Respondent Name

Comment

opportunity to ensure the status of this land remains as OOLTI to ensure we do not restrict the potential
opportunities this site can generate for our local community.

J.A. Schomberg

I am writing regarding your proposed modification in the Local Plan relating to designation of land at Udney
Park Road. Mr Jopling and his friends have already unsuccessfully tried to change this site to a place of
local Greenspace. Despite the Planning Inspectorate over-ruling this, we are back to square one again for
the sake of a few greedy residents. | can see no valid reason for the greenspace designation. Based on
the NPPF criteria outlined in paragraph 100(b) below | am convinced that your Local Plan will become
unsound if you allow this to go ahead: “The local Greenspace is demonstrably special to a local community
and holds a patrticular local significance, recreational value (including a playing field), tranquillity or richness
of its wildlife.” Does Mr Jopling think the current site is any of the above? It’'s a rundown private sports field
with a few trees round the outside and a scruffy clubhouse that has seen better days. We have plenty of
places of historic significance, beauty and tranquillity in our borough which are not Local Green Space. The
current designation of OOLTI carries perfectly the right amount of protection from inappropriate use. What
we are lacking is more space for our GP surgeries to cope with the increasing population in Teddington and
beyond.

R Knight

I understand there is a possibility that the land at Udney Park Road will have its status changed from
OOLTI to LGS. I am at a loss to understand why this decision is being revised and how this will benefit
local residents. My understanding is that Local Green Space has a special value to the local community.
The only people who have ever benefitted from using this piece of land are people who were involved with
Imperial College or Newlands House school. How can that be of value to the whole community? Why does
the Council think this site is so special? | don’t know of anyone who has accessed this site and it looks
pretty rundown from what can be seen when walking past it although most of the land is obscured by
damaged fencing, unmaintained hedges and a few unkept trees. If this land is made LGS it will make it
harder for the community to benefit it from it. The status should stay as it is — to enable something positive
to happen in the future for all of us.

Name unclear

| oppose the council’'s decision to allocate the site as local green space. The decision to allocate the site as
Local Green space prevents adequate consideration of any development which would see the site better
utilised for health and community use and provide Teddington and the wider Borough with publically owned,
accessible sports pitches and open space which has never been available before. The group supporting
designation as LGS state has come up with all sorts of tenuous reasons as to why the site is special to
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MM
Rep
No.

Respondent Name

Comment

them in an attempt block useful proposals for the community. I've seen the current planning application for
the site, which | support, and even if these are not approved, | believe it makes sense for the land to remain
as OOLTI which provides adequate protection from the wrong type of development and ensures the
possibility that some use of land could be put to better use going forwards. In its current state the facilities
are basic and do not contribute meaningfully to the character of the area because most of the site is
screened from view. To be honest, | don’t see how anyone could say it is demonstrably special to the
community.

Jenna Herman

I am emailing to STRONGLY object to the removal of London Green Space status from the Udney Park
playing fields. Udney Park is extremely special to our community - we are very short of playing pitches, we
must not lose more.

Udney Park is also a vital part of the local ecology network, home to 8 protected species.

Quantum only want to remove the LGS status because they stand to make huge profit by building on it.
Destruction of any playing fields is socially unacceptable.

We need more playing space not more building plots. Once this green space is built on, it's gone forever.

Bertie Heath

| object to the proposed removal of Local Green Space (LGS) protection of Udney Park.

Udney Park is special to our community - we are very short of playing pitches, we must not lose more.
Udney Park is also a vital part of the local ecology network, home to 8 protected species.

Sport England, Richmond Council and the GLA all want to keep Udney Park free from development. LGS
protection is only at risk because of the developers expensive and extensive lobbying. We must see
through Quantum's "camouflage for a grubby land deal". Investing in the destruction of playing fields
socially unacceptable.

Keeping LGS is critical to defeating the Planning Application for luxury flats and keeping all of Udney Park
for the community. Teddington already has 300 luxury flats under construction on brown-fields - we need
more playing space not more building plots.

10a

Thomas Herman

| am emailing to STRONGLY object to the removal of London Green Space status from the Udney Park
playing fields.

Quantum only want to remove the LGS status because they stand to make huge profit by building on it.
Destruction of any playing fields is socially unacceptable.
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We need more playing space, not more building plots. Teddington already has 300 flats under construction
on local brownfield sites and does not need more. Teddington doesn’t need more flats, especially at the
cost of our remaining green space.

Furthermore, the construction of more flats within this residential area will create more traffic, parking, and
safety issues very near to the Collis primary school, and on the Collis school run.

Udney Park is extremely special to our community - we are very short of playing pitches, we must not lose
more. Udney Park is also a vital part of the local ecology network, home to 8 protected species.

Once this green space is built on, it's gone from our community forever.

10b

Thomas Herman

Please note my desire for Udney Park to have LGS status and my objection to any other plan.
It is green space used by local children to exercise and stay healthy. Developers are trying to manipulate
the regulations to allow them to profit at the community’s expense. Please don’t allow this to happen!

11

Juliet Bullock

| wish to object to the proposed building works by the property development company Quantum, on the
existing Udney Park sports fields, Teddington.

This valuable green space was donated originally for the use of sports and outdoor activities. The use of
green space within a conurbation for anything other than it's current use is unacceptable, in an era of
obesity and poor health. Developments driven entirely by financial reward are not a good enough reason to
forgo this green space, in favour of luxury retirement homes.

The borough needs nd uses all available green space for sports , and this should be the continued aim of
the local council.

If we start nibbling away at the green spaces we will never again be able to recover them, when built over .
Udney Park provides a necessary green lung to the community and also provides an environment for some
wild animals.

| trust the Richmond Planning Department have the interests of their community in mind and share the
desire to preserve our special and beautiful area and its valuable green spaces and parks, and will do ‘the
right thing’ in designating Udney Park as a ‘local green space’.

12

Alastair Procter

| am writing to express my strongest objection to the potential removal of ‘Local Green Space’ designation
for Udney Park Playing Fields which | believe is under consideration currently. There are a number of
reasons why | believe that removal of LGS designation would be wrong, those being:
e Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, enjoyed and used by the local community for a
variety of recreational purposes: there is a severe shortfall of playing fields locally, and several local
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sports clubs have no permanent home. There are many live examples of playing fields being
optimised and used without the need for a developer to effectively destroy a part of them and limit
usage in return for some ‘improvements’ that are modest in comparison to what might otherwise be
possible; it is a matter of public knowledge that Quantum’s proposed plans for the site would
materially reduce and limit the amount of available space for recreational purposes.

¢ Udney Park is home to up to 8 protected species of bat, and is one critical part of a connected
ecological network of local parks and river embankments, and should be cherished and protected.

o Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

e Udney Park is a central green space for the entire local community which is at risk from being lost
for ever in order to allow a commercial enterprise with no links or ties to the local neighbourhood, to
construct approximately 300 luxury apartments to fill its own coffers; Quantum has no interest
whatsoever in the local community (other than profiteering from it), and its proposed development is
unnecessary, considering there are currently several other brown-field developments of a similar
nature in construction within a small radius of the Udney Park site.

e adecision to remove LGS status (and ultimately make it easier for predatory, opportunistic
developers to have their way and destroy local green space) is one that can never be reversed,
once events have taken their course.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

13 Gillian Bowman | object to the removal of LGS from Udney Park Playing Fields for the following reasons:
Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields locally
and several local clubs have no permanent home.
The community has many examples of viable playing fields without a developer carve up.
Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology network of
local parks and river embankments.
Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.
Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury apartments for
which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under construction within half a mile
of the Park on brown-field sites.

14 Baroness J Hilton | object strongly to the possible removal of Local Green Space status from Upney Park. It is very important

to retain open green spaces to retain biodiversity at a time of serious extinction of species. The epidemic of
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obesity and diabetes in our children also make it essential to retain playing fields and spaces for outdoor
exercise. | have been a resident of Teddington for more than 40 years and hope the Borough will set a fine
example of concern for the environment and well-being rather than the profits of developers.

15

Colin Keam-George

| write to object to the removal of Local Green Space status from these playing fields.

These playing fields, in use for 100 years, were donated under covenant for amateur sport — all of the
playing fields!

Several local clubs have no permanent home and this facility could and should be used entirely for sport
and to facilitate and encourage community involvement in sport with the attendant health and well-being
that sport brings to people, especially children.

This open space is a valuable and irreplaceable asset forming part of a connected ecological network of
local parks and riverside. | understand that it is home to 8 protected species of bat, and of course, of
considerable benefit to our wildlife generally.

There is no requirement for luxury apartments in this locality since 300 luxury flats are currently being built
on brown field sites within half a mile. Keeping Udney Park Playing Fields designated as Local Green
Space will help to protect it from developers and ensure that all of it is available to the community and
especially the young who will ultimately judge us on our values and the legacy we pass on.

16

Andrew Hall

| object to the proposed removal of Local Green Space (LGS) protection of Udney Park.

Udney Park is special - we are very short of playing pitches, we must not lose more. Under the proposed
changes cricket would be rendered impossible here.

Udney Park is also a vital part of the local ecology network.

17

Gillian Mulcahy

| object to the removal of the LGS because it is important to the the local society to have places where
children can plays sports and interact with each other. This is vital in these days of young people spending
less and less time outdoors and hours looking at a screen. There are few enough playing areas in the
borough without removing more.

18

Rupa Tamsitt

I would like to raise a strong objection to the removal of the LGS status of the above fields. This area has
been an area of significant beauty and recreational amenity for local residents, community and schools for
many many years, and it would be devastating to see that change.

19

Nadine Born

| object to the removal of LGS at Udney Park Playing Fields in Teddington for the following reasons:
e Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields
locally and several local clubs have no permanent home.
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e Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from plans for luxury apartments for
which there is no local need. There are already 300 luxury flats under construction within half a mile
of the Park.

20 Julian Mancell Smith | object to the removal of LGS status for Udney Park Playing fields because:

e Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields
locally and several local clubs have no permanent home. The community has many examples of
viable playing fields without a developer carve up.

e Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology
network of local parks and river embankments.

Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

¢ Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury
apartments for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under
construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-field sites.

21 Julia Mancell Smith | object to the removal of LGS status for Udney Park Playing fields because:

¢ Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields
locally and several local clubs have no permanent home. The community has many examples of
viable playing fields without a developer carve up.

¢ Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology
network of local parks and river embankments.

e Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

e Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory plans for luxury
apartments for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under
construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-field sites.

22 Owen Mancell Smith | object to the removal of LGS status for Udney Park Playing fields because:

e Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields
locally and several local clubs have no permanent home. The community has many examples of
viable playing fields without a developer carve up.

e Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology
network of local parks and river embankments.
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o Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

e Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory plans for luxury
apartments for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under
construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-field sites.

23 Philip Downer | am writing to object in the strongest possible terms to the proposed removal of LGS status at Udney Park

in Teddington.

Udney Park is long established as green space at the heart of Teddington, acting as a "green lung" for the

surrounding built up area, offering valuable wildlife habitat around its perimeter, and functioning as valuable

playing field space, keeping children and adults active and healthy.

It has functioned as a playing field for 100 years, created as a memorial to the fallen of World War One, and

donated in perpetuity by Lord Beaverbook over 80 years ago. Large enough for a cricket pitch and several

rugby/football pitches, it is an invaluable asset for the town and its population.

Removal of LGS may open the way for the development of apartments on a large part of the grounds

(sufficient at least to eliminate its use for cricket, and leaving space for at most one football/rugby pitch) -

commercial development which should be restricted to existing brownfield sites (as has been the case at

Teddington Studios and earlier on Somerset Road). This would be an appalling legacy for future

generations.

Udney Park is lined by trees and hedgerows on all four sides, and this provides valuable habitat for urban

fauna. Removing the uncertainty surrounding the site at the moment would provide impetus to improve

these habitats.

In summary, this is a long-established Green Space, and there is no justifiable reason to remove its LGS

status.

24 Jean Wong | write to strongly object to the potential removal of LGS at Udney Park Playing Fields.

Udney Park Playing Fields must retain it's Local Green Space status.

This green space has been here for about a century. It gives Teddington it's identity.

It serves many local clubs* who have no green space facilities.

* local clubs = many many individuals

The playing field is a 'lung’ for the area and it is home to wildlife, including protected bats.

There is ample supply of luxury apartments in the vicinity, which to date are not selling well, which indicates

the market for this type of development is saturated.
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Park Road Surgery patients were polled and they indicate they do not wish to have their surgery in Udney
Park Road.
Roads surrounding Udney Park Playing Fields are narrow and congested, further dense occupation with
compound the problem and could potentially affect traffic to Kingston-upon-Thames, Twickenham,
Hampton Hill and Hampton Court.
Safety for children and parents accessing Collis Primary also comes into question.

25 Elizabeth (Pippa) Hyde | am writing to object to the removal of Local Green Space designation for the Udney Park playing fields.

The field has been a playing field for 100 years; locally, school playing fields have been eaten away for
development both for school buildings, and some for other development. There is a severe shortfall of
playing fields locally; some local sports clubs have no permanent home.

I was shocked when the fields were sold for a derisory amount of money - for that quantity of land - to an
investment company. | am sure the original owner Lord Beaverbrook would be turning in his grave thinking
that the fields were sold for so little, for such a cynical property company, when he covenanted it for
amateur sport. As far as | understand it Quantum do not even intend to develop the site themselves, just to
sell on at a huge profit, with planning permission.

The ecology of the site is special, with (amongst other wildlife) protected species of bats, who fly around in
spring and autumn; this is a special thing, and should be kept unspoilt. Udney Park Road has suffered from
considerable 'infill' building and densification in the last two decades, as have many green spaces, even
down to bits of people's gardens, locally. The infrastructure round here is not suitable for continued
densification, especially with the huge development around the old TV studios. We need this Local Green
Space.

It would be a crying shame if this site was developed, especially for the luxury apartments proposed. The
use of some for facilities for older people sounds more plausible, but it is highly unlikely that this would be
intended for the needier elderly, far more likely that it would be for affluent older people - and there is
already a substantial facility like this, built within the last 20 years, in Udney Park Road; the proposed
development is for profit only, not for social benefit. We desperately need to retain is as a Local Green
Space.

If there is any change of ownership, this should be to a not-for-profit community group like the UPPF Trust
who genuinely want to improve our community, by retaining this very special place both as a beautiful
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natural facility for local wildlife, and for the use of local sports clubs that are crying out for spaces like this. |
strongly object to the potential loss of the Local Green Space designation.

26

Helena Milner-Smith

| write to object to the potential removal of Local Green Space protection for Udney Park Playing Fields in
Teddington.

The playing fields are one of the very few in the area for local sports clubs to enjoy as there is a severe
shortfall in the area. Given that the fields were donated under a covenant for amateur sport, it would be
shocking if they were allowed to be sold for development into luxury flats - for which there is no need in the
area given other massive developments nearby (including Teddington riverside).

It also provides an increasingly rare green space sanctuary for local wildlife including bat species.

27

Felicity Chadwick-
Histed

I am a resident of Teddington, living just of Udney Park Road.

I am writing to object to the proposed removal of local green space status for Udney Park Playing Fields,
under the criteria of how the space is “Special to a local community, (eg) because of its beauty, historic
significance, recreational value (including as a playing field), tranquillity or richness of its wildlife”

| object because of the key following points:

e Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields
locally and several local clubs have no permanent home. There are in existence in this community
many examples of viable playing fields which have not been broken up by a developer’s commercial
plans.

e Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology
network of local parks and river embankments.

Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

e Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury
apartments for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under
construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-field sites.

e The loss of Local Green Status would be detrimental to local health and well-being through loss of
active sport activities and access to green space.

Thank you for noting my objection.

28

David Hogben

| object to the Public Inspectorate removing LGS status on Udney Park, | cannot see how this decision was
even considered? If Udney Park does not fulfil the criteria of Local Green Space no other green space in
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the country could qualify. Please see the following points which prove without doubt Udney Park should be
given LGS status in the local plan as set out by the criteria of LGS by the Government.

1. Its historic as it's a WORLD War One memoarial ground donated by Lord Beaverbrook who served in
Churchill’'s war cabinet who donated the land for Sports Use Only in perpetuity.

2. There are at least three football clubs and two rugby clubs in the area who do not have a home
ground to use. Hampton and Richmond football club have lost their training facilities recently and
have 800 members who have nowhere to train at present following Harlequins taking over their
training facility in Bushy Park.

3. The site is a natural habitat for rare bats and any development on the site would disrupt or even
push them away from the area.

4. The ground has two beautiful cricket pitches that the proposed development would be remove
forever, should planning be approved on the site , it is essential therefore that the LGS status is
reinstated to protect this land. “Playing Fields are for People not Profit.

5. There are 250 unsold flats 250 metres away at Teddington Lock there is no requirement for more
flats to be built for rich people on a centrally located Playing Field which is a beautiful sight in the
heart of our local town.

6. With the epidemic of obesity and mental health issues affecting so many people, playing fields will
prevent young people from a sedentary life style which causes these issues in the first place.

7. Udney Park will serve the community when its restored to 100% community use, as is the goal of
those objecting to this site becoming a block of 107 flats, with a much reduced artificial playing field
being left as a sop to a community, so a developer can walk off with circa £30 million profit.

8. It will be a national scandal if this land is not granted LGS status.

29 Roger Richardson | wish to register my objection to the removal of Local Green Space status for Udney Park Playing

Fields.

This site is very special from the point of view of the local community of which I, living only a few hundred
yards away, am very much part. It is beautiful, it is tranquil, but, above all, it has enormous value as a much
needed recreational space including, as it does its playing fields — hence its name. Just look!
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The following additional points are relevant to my objection:

Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years

There is a severe shortfall of playing fields in and around Teddington - several local clubs have no
permanent home

Udney Park is home to protected species of bat

Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from becoming a development of luxury flats
three hundred of which are under construction within half a mile of this Park

Above all, Udney Park was gifted by its donor after the first world war by its then owner under covenant as
a space for amateur sport and a war memorial

Itis our, and your, duty to respect that intention and its status

30

Gillian Sandy

The removal of the LGS status on Udney Park Playing Field would be a tragedy. We must robustly protect
our dwindling green spaces.
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There are too many flats being built in this area - especially the monstrous amount of building by the river
near Teddington Lock. This in turn brings more cars and pollution already way off legal limits here.
We need to keep green spaces for generations to come and that was the idea when the Udney Park
playing field was originally donated under a covenant for amateur sport. The field is a home to protected
species and trees.

31 Orsi Cowell-Lehoczky I am writing regarding the consultation on the Main Modification in respect of the former Imperial College

and family (Andrew and
Anna Cowell)

Private Ground, Udney Park Road, Teddington TW11 9BB.

We strongly oppose the notion of excluding UPPF as Local Green Space.

The LGS status was important some years ago, as we had treasuring this sport facility, the open green
space within the built up Teddington village area, and its importance for local wildlife, even the story of its
existence, that unique local historical curiosity: we wanted to preserve it for the next generations of school
kids to enjoy.

But now, in 2019, we feel even stronger about the need to protect the space, in every possible way we can,
from possible re-development as housing or other non green space based ventures (we are opposing
artificial surfaced playing fields also, as they are no good for any kind of wildlife!).

Teddington / Twickenham doesn’t need more housing, there are 4 major building sites in the area that are
already providing enough new housing. And there will be more kids in need of a big green space to run
around.

We are convinced, that the protection of endangered species: bats who need the full area WITHOUT night-
time light pollution in its centre, the protection of the remaining mature trees and open grass-land, that
would soak up rainwater and provide for hedgehogs, are much more important, than more flats, or another
GP's office that can be installed in any of the above mentioned new developments.

We think of the site as essential to our children’s healthy activities, we miss it as a hub for parents to meet
and socialise, a place to keep up traditional sports, like playing cricket... without the constant worry of it
disappearing, or being so expensive, that local schools or clubs won't be able to afford the fees (St Mary’s,
or NPL have limited space and are expensive).

My understanding is that there are plenty of local clubs, businesses and private people who would be more
than happy to run the place without the need to sell off part of it for housing, so | am not worried about its'
sustainability. | see it as a space that could generate income by organising fairs, having a cafe run from it's
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premises (as was done before all this)... Maybe not so generous, but still some employment opportunities -

and that is without mentioning the sporting activities that can create enough to pay for up-keep.

Its central location ensures that kids can walk or use the bus to get to the fields. Any location away from
Teddington centre may need parents to drive their kids there. | take this as a positive in tackling air -
pollution issues.

UPPF would help sustain the good health-rate the neighbourhood can be proud of - take LGS as an
insurance policy for keeping the pressure lower on local NHS institutions for generations to come. (Even
more so it will be needed as the “lung of Teddington village” with a possible Heathrow expansion: another
blow to air quality.)

I heard that the immediate neighbourhood is suffering from the place being abandoned: the area has
become a gathering point for non desirable activities.

We urge the Council to try and solve this issue as soon as possible by including the area as LGS without
further delay, so the case can be moved on to the next level, and UPPF can be utilised again, as it was
given to the local community a hundred years ago.

Developing / building projects now seem to be more like court case fights and less like the considerate
‘bettering of neighbourhoods' building operations we hope planning regulations are there to protect. We
need law to protect against those who would do anything, twist any paragraph of any planning regulation to
get more profit, regardless of the needs / best interests of local communities and a liveable neighbourhood.
There would be no one who would actually want to and can lead a meaningful, healthy life in rows of
soulless housing developments - as we have ample examples of that.

My husband is a member of the Lensbury leisure and sport centre, and we have just received a note that it
is being sold. We are concerned it eventually will also be ‘further developed', another possible blow for
another sports related facility in the neighbourhood. So we feel even more urgently the need to protect any
green space designated for sport and leisure that is left, in any possible way, BEFORE they disappear and
make the area another dusty, urbanised concrete jungle on the outskirts of London.

So please, please let Udney Park Playing Fields be protected by the LGS.

32

Steve Bateman

I would like to object to the removal of Local Green Space status at Udney Park Playing fields.

These playing fields are an important asset to the local community and should remain accessible to all.
Increasing amounts of open space are being consumed by housing development and we cannot afford to
lose even one square metre of Udney Park. They are also an immensely valuable asset for teenagers and
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young people to play sports, helping to keep them off the streets and away from knife & other nefarious
crime. Removing any of these playing fields is counter to a key national government policy to provide
sporting facilities to improve the nation's health. How can central government targets and policies be so
easily ignored locally?

There are several other tangible reasons for also keeping LGS status of the playing fields. Building on
these playing fields will only increase pollution in both the short and long term, which is contrary to both the
Mayor of London's aims and those of Central Government. There are several protected species of bat on
the site and Udney Park is a war memorial, protected by covenant.

The sports fields have been here for a long time and building on them is a breach of National Planning
Policy. If Richmond Council considers that they are on the side of their residents then there is only one
outcome and the fields should remain protected as Local Green Space, so allowing them to be used by the
whole community.

33

B J Harris

Having had a caller & discussing the new proposals- it was suggested that | contact you.

The new proposals are far better than before & | should be happy for them to be accepted BUT with
reservations as | don't trust the Council or the builders to adhere to these plans.

| should like to propose a penalty clause for BOTH the Council & the Builders for any deviation from the
proposed plans. Then & ONLY then would | support the new proposals.

34

Steve Wilsher

The attempted removal of Local Green Space status from the Local Plan is beyond belief in the present
climate where environment is key to the mental and physical health of all communities across the country.
The logic of the inspector responsible for such a move brings into question the ethical and moral values by
which that person (whoever they may be) operates.

How, when there is a public groundswell of objection to the removal of LGS status, can this be considered
fair, decent and unbiased?

Local Green Space is designhated to ensure that the lungs of the community are maintained by providing
facilities for local sporting activity, social gatherings and the protection of wildlife within these boundaries.
The removal of LGS status destroys this objective in one fatal blow contravening the terms of the original
covenant when the site was gifted to the community.

This cannot be allowed to happen. The LGS status must be instated in the Local Plan. | vehemently object
to the proposed removal.

35

Saoirse and Paul Davis

| wish to post my objection to the potential removal of LGS from Udney Playing Fields in Teddington.
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There are so few wide open green spaces available for sports or generally enjoying, it would be awful to
lose yet more to unnecessary developments.

Already we have well over 100 units by the riverside as new developments- with further being built, our
need locally is for recreational space. | have 3 children all at local schools that struggle for the space to

offer sports or just to explore and enjoy.

36

Chris Histed

| wish to submit an objection to the removal of Local Green Space (LGS) status from Udney Park Playing
Fields — ie | object to the Proposed Main Maodification in respect of the Local Green Space (LGS)
designation at Udney Park Playing Fields, Teddington . | believe Udney Park Playing Fields SHOULD BE
designated Local Green Space.

My family lives immediately adjacent to Udney Park Playing Fields, in Davenport Close. It is special to our
family, our neighbours, and our community of local friends.

The green and open tree-bounded area of Udney Park Playing Fields is truly beautiful, and walking past its
boundary at least twice per day confirms this in my mind each day. Beauty is subjective, but | testify to
Udney Park Playing Fields being beautiful to me. Its wildlife, especially the high volumes of birds which nest
in its bounding tress provides a natural habitat for wildlife which is a benefit to our locality. When sitting in
our garden at dusk we have bats flying overhead, and we know that these live in the trees bounding Udney
Park Playing Fields.

In recreational terms, Udney Park Playing Fields offers a good place to take a walk — it’s not just a playing
field, but to our family acts as a local park to take good walking exercise, and sporting exercise in a variety
of sports.

Udney Park is a crucial local green space that must be protected from development for which there is no
local need. There are significant volumes of other new residential flats being developed locally within half a
mile on brown-field site where Thames TV Studios used to be.

37

Bruce Walder

I wish to express my objection to the removal of Local Green Space status for Udney Park Playing field in
the strongest possible terms.

The field complies with the criteria laid out in paragraph 77 of the NPPF in that it holds particular
significance for the local community through

. Having considerable historical significance — it was originally donated in perpetuity as part of a war
memorial
. Providing extensive recreational value - it has been a local playing field for over a hundred years
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. Being rich in wildlife — it provides a habitat for a variety of protected species of bat and is an
important location in local ecological framework

In an age when, on a worldwide scale, natural habitats are disappearing at an alarming rate and obesity
continues to take its toll on the population, especially amongst the young, it is abhorrent that we should
even be considering allowing this vital, local resource to be turned into yet more luxury flats.

38

Peter Bide

| am emailing to register my objection to the Planning Inspector's proposed removal of Local Green Space
status on Udney Park Playing Fields from the Council's draft Local Plan.

My reasons for objection are:

Udney Park Playing Fields is special to the community because it is an important and sizeable green space
in a dense urban area. It is home to eight protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected
ecology network of local parks and river embankments. It is also special to the community because it is a
war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

Udney Park Playing Fields serves the community by providing open greenspace and playing fields. It has
been a playing field for over 100 years, in an area with an acute shortage of playing fields. It would serve
several local sports clubs with no permanent home.

For these reasons Udney Park Playing Fields must be protected from development and retained as playing
fields in perpetuity.

39

Martyn Sandy

These fields have played a key role in the health and well-being of Teddington residents since they were
donated under a covenant for amateur sport over 100 years ago.

By arrangement with Imperial college they were, until their acquisition by Quantum, available to, and widely
used by, numerous schools and local sports clubs.

The damaging effects of loss of playing fields is widely recognised and accepted by both local and national
government who have developed policies to protect them.

Whilst change is to expected authorities have a primary responsibility to protect the health of the local
population. Pollution, as a direct result of the massive rise in housing development in Teddington over the
last decade, now stands at unacceptably dangerous levels and the loss of precious green space will not
only exacerbate this but also deprive residents of one of the few remaining areas where organised sport, an
essential contributor to combatting the effects of pollution, can be undertaken. Local schools and clubs
already struggle to find playing fields that they can use, and this restricted capacity results in there being
forced restrictions .upon those who are able to participate.
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The demand for such green spaces is therefore clear and unsatisfied, and must be protected, for once any
area, however small, is lost it will never be regained. By contrast the need for extra housing in Teddington
is questionable with many recent developments currently struggling to sell the properties they have built.
Any threat to remove LGS from Udney Park must therefore be strenuously resisted, with the health and well
being of current and future residents of Teddington being ,rightly, put ahead of enhancing the wealth of the
already rich investors in Quantum.

If further reasons should be required it should be noted that Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of
bat and is a critical part of the connected ecological network of local parks and river embankments.

40

Jennifer Opie

| wish to register my objection to the Planning Inspector's proposed removal of Local Green Space (LGS)
status on Udney Park Playing Fields from the Council's draft Local Plan.

Udney Park Playing Fields are very special to our community as a much-valued open green space used by
local schools and sports clubs. It has been a playing field for 100 years and there are now local and safe
plans to improve facilities there without endangering or, worse, actually losing its environmental
credentials. With these discreet improvements, it will serve several local sports clubs which at present have
no permanent home.

It is home to 8 species of protected bats and it is a critical part of a connected ecology network of local
parks and river embankments. You only have to walk in either of these areas and also past the playing
fields at dusk or early morning to see these and other wildlife. The Fields are a peaceful space.

It is particularly special to our community as a war memorial, donated under covenant, specifically for
amateur sport. This is a precious, historic gift and should be respected and preserved. It should not be
sacrificed for yet another luxury homes project, of which there are several very locally.

41

Dilys Walker

| wish to register my objection to the recent removal of LGS on Udney Park Playing Fields (UPPF). | am
pleased to have an opportunity to lodge my reasons.

The reasons are as follows:

- London’s green spaces should be protected wherever possible and the UPPF particular space is a proven
home to a number of bat species and other wildlife. As such it forms part of the network of local parks and
river embankments which are essential for protecting wildlife from habitat loss.

- There is a shortage of playing fields for local clubs and the fields will provide several pitches for the
enjoyment and health of the local population and visitors provided they are not built on in any way.
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- The Fields were once a War Memorial (in 1922) and were bequeathed in 1937 as amateur sporting
grounds by Lord Beaverbrook for ALL time. A covenant which should be respected and upheld as intended.
- The UPPF are a gem and landmark for visiting migrating wildlife and for people of all ages to enjoy as a
sports field or just a calm green space in town. It is a joy to witness the seasons of the surrounding trees
and hedges and the sports being played for the good of community health and fitness in an age of
increasing obesity and sedentary lives.

- UPPF is a green space that offers calm breathing space and important pollution and rainfall absorption. A
local space which deserves full protection against development for profit from outsiders with no interest in
our local environment.

Please do reinstate the Local Green Space Award.

42

Andrew Walker

Please log my objections to removal of LGS on UPPF as follows:

e Udney Park has been a playing field for a century or more.

e There is a severe shortfall of playing fields locally and several local clubs have no permanent home.

¢ Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology
network of local parks and river embankments.

e Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

e Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from Plans for luxury apartments for
which there is no local need.

e Furthermore:

e Udney Park provides green space for absorbing pollution and rainfall and provides some of the best
drained pitches to play on.

e Udney Park provides pleasure as a green landmark breathing space in town for wildlife, locals and
visitors.

o Udney Park can play its part in combating the current obesity crisis and sedentary living by
remaining as Fields for Play.

43

Eleni Bide

I am writing in response to a public consultation on LGS status to Udney Park Playing Fields.

My reasons for objection are as follows:

Udney Park Playing Fields are an important community resource, providing a significant green space in
what is a built-up urban environment. Being such a space confers a number of benefits on the local

a7

Schedule of Responses to Consultation on Proposed Main Modification in respect of the Local Green Space (LGS) designation at Udney Park Playing Fields, Teddington




Official

MM
Rep
No.

Respondent Name

Comment

community. One is ecological: Udney Park is home to eight protected species of bat and is a critical part of
a connected ecology network of local parks and river embankments.

Another links to memory and identity, in its role as a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur
sport. The spirit of this donation, celebrating movement, freedom, friendship and play, is highly significant
and cannot be adequately replaced by a static plaque or similar.

Finally, Udney Park Playing Fields serves the local community by providing open greenspace and playing
fields in an area where such things are in short supply. It has been a playing field for over 100 years, and
without it a number of local sports clubs would have with no permanent home.

For these reasons Udney Park Playing Fields must be protected from development and retained as playing
fields in perpetuity.

44

Geoffrey Opie

| would like to register my protest at the Planning Inspector's proposal to remove Local Green Space status
on Udney Park Playing Fields from the Council's draft Local Plan.

The proposal is contrary to the needs and wishes of the local community. It is space that has been valued
and used by local schools and sports clubs for over 100 years. Furthermore it is an important part of the
areas local ecology, a green space for local wild life, home to eight protected species of bat, and together
with our other parks and river banks, provides a critical link in the connected environment which should not
be endangered by a project that includes more flats and houses, when there is aleady a large increase in
residential building in the immediate vicinity, such as that at the former Teddington Studios.

It should be remembered that this area was donated to the community as a war memorial under covenant
to be used for amateur sport. For all these reasons Udney Park Playing fields must be retained as such
and protected from development for the forseeable future.

45

Alice Amissah

I herby write to voice my objection to the removal of LGS at Udney Park Playing Fields in Teddington. The
Playing Fileds is a special place to the local community for many reasons including it's beauty, historic
significance, recreational value , tranquility and richness of wildlife.

I have listed some of the main reasons for my objection below:

o Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields
locally and several local clubs have no permanent home. The community has many examples of
viable playing fields without a developer carve up.

e Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology
network of local parks and river embankments.
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o Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

e Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury
apartments for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under
construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-field sites.

e Just the removal of a precious and much needed Local Green Space status.

46

Cécile Delattre

| strongly oppose the removal of local green space status for Udney Park playing fields as it's very special
to my local community.

It's the green heart of Teddington, it has a strong historic significance (Udney Park is a war memorial,
donated under covenant for amateur sport) and has an invaluable recreational value (as a playing field),
and obviously its richness of its wildlife. As you may know Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat
and is a critical part of a connected ecology network of local parks and river embankments.

It's very sad to see that developers are trying to challenge this status for their own profit. | think the
community, we represent, is wiser than short terms investors, we know how priceless it is to keep green
spaces within London for the future generations. Let me remind you that there are plans for Udney Park for
a construction of luxury apartments for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury
flats under construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-field sites!

We don’t need luxury flats; green space will be our luxury!

Let's be wise and clever!

a7

Veronica Barnes

I, Veronica Barnes, of [Hampton address details removed for data protection] object to the Inspector’s
proposed removal of Local Green Space status on Udney Park Playing Fields from the Council’s draft Local
Plan.

Udney Park Playing Fields (UPPF) is a special green space in many ways. In the centre of Teddington
UPPF provide the local community with a large, open, green space, large enough for several football
pitches and also a full-sized cricket pitch in the Summer months. There is a shortage of local Playing Fields
for community use. UPPF would provide several local sports clubs, which at present have no permanent
home, with such a wonderful facility.

Historically, Udney Park is extra-special as it has been an open green space and playing field area for 100
years. lItis special to the local people, as it is a War Memorial, donated, under covenant, to the community
of Teddington for amateur sport. Last year, 2018, saw the commemoration of the 100th. Anniversary of the
Armistice - the end of the 1st. World War. Udney Park was given to the community in memory of those who
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gave their lives in WWI, so that the people of this country could live democratically and in safety, under the
rule of good Laws. LGS status for UPPF is an excellent way of preserving such a special War Memorial
space for local community use. UPPF could provide football and cricket pitches for all local clubs to use. It
would be a truly democratic community space.

In this decade there is an alarming rise in obesity in children and adults and a great need for accessible
open air sports facilities for all; removing LGS status from UPPF would deny the local community the
benefit of a large, green open space. This would be an appalling legacy of the London 2012 Olympics.

| object to the Inspector’s potential removal of LGS status on UPPF from the draft local plan as the Fields at
Udney Park are part of the “lungs” of the Greater London area. Locally, Udney Park is a special part of a
green corridor, connecting wildlife habitats from the banks of the Thames to local parks and other green
spaces. Udney Park is a large green space which is presently home to 8 protected species of bat, an
important living zoological find for any local area in a London Borough.

Udney Park Playing Fields are a precious resource for human and ecological life.

| object strongly to the potential removal of LGS status on Udney Park from the Council’s draft Local Plan.

48

Emmanuel Delattre

Objections to the Removal of LGS at Udney Park Playing Field
The National Planning Policy criteria for LGS: Special to alocal community, (eg) because of its
beauty, historic significance, recreational value (including as a playing field), tranquillity or richness
of its wildlife.
Having the policy criteria in mind, | object to the removal of LGS at Udney Park Playing Filed because:
¢ Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields
locally and several local clubs have no permanent home. The community has many examples of
viable playing fields without a developer carve up.
¢ Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology
network of local parks and river embankments.
¢ Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.
e Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury
apartments for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under
construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-field sites.

49

Barry and Patricia Jones

We strongly object to the potential removal of Local Green Space status from Udney Park.
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We have lived in Teddington for nearly 30 years and raised our family here. Whilst it remains a very
desirable place to live we have seen a steady deterioration of the local environment as a result of housing
development and increasing road and air traffic. Apart from the fact that it is wrong in principle to build on
open land which was donated to be used for sport and recreation, we believe that it is essential to protect
these scarce playing fields and the wildlife which lives there for the health and future benefit of the local
community.

We believe that Richmond Council was right to grant LGS status to Udney Park in the draft local plan and
that the Planning Inspector was not acting in the best interest of the community by removing it. The attempt
by Quantum Group to have LGS status removed again is motivated solely by their wish to profit from
developing the land for luxury housing with no regard for what is best for Teddington and its residents.

50

David Mayne

| wish to register my objection to the potential removal of LGS status for Udney Park playing field. This is an
important recreational facility for the community which has been a playing filed for 100 years. It was
donated t under a covenant for amateur sport use and such a requirement should not now be broken when
sporting facilities are in such short supply.

51

Michael Haworth

I wish to lodge my objection to any removal of Local Green Space status of the Udney Park Playing Fields.
I have lived next to these playing fields since 2003 and have seen my children - and thousands of other
local children - playing rugby, football and cricket on it. These grounds belong to the community and its
children and were donated for this specific purpose.

There is such a shortfall of local playing fields that no developer should be allowed to build unwanted luxury
flats on this precious ground, making a short term financial profit out of permanently destroying these
precious playing fields.

Preserving LGS for Udney Park Playing Fields is the minimum we can do to protect these increasingly rare
green fields.

52

Collis Primary School
and Sacred Heart
Catholic Primary
School (Kevin Hogston
and Bernadette Smith on
behalf of)

As Headteachers of Primary Schools in Teddington, we feel we are significant community stakeholders in
the future of Udney Park. We strongly object to the potential removal of Local Green Space status at Udney
Park. Our schools have used Udney Park for various sporting events for at least 30 years and we would like
to see this community use increased. We take sport seriously for our boys and girls and we would like to
see an increase in the local green spaces available for our pupils to use — not a reduction. Sport within the
school day is critical, as we know that several local clubs are short of space and many children are on
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waiting lists for places. Hence, Udney Park is clearly critical to the local community for its recreational value
when we have such a well-quantified shortfall in playing fields in our neighbourhood.

As school leaders, we have an obligation to deliver physical education for our pupils. The connection
between physical activity, academic performance and children's overall mental well-being gets stronger with
every new piece of academic research and is further enforced by new government policy. There are several
initiatives that encourage physical activity such as The Daily Mile and Healthy Schools London, and
evidence shows that the foundations for an active adult lifestyle begin at an early age.

The issues for Sacred Heart are the loss of a green space for local residents who attend the school, there is
a severe shortfall of playing fields locally. This space is a potential home for many local sports
organisations - organisations that can and do offer provision for our pupils. The loss of such a space would
negatively impact our pupils through the loss of local sports club provision. This in turn would have a
negative impact on the health and well-being of local pupils, as the opportunities to access such provisions
locally is reduced. Additionally, a number of our pupils live locally and they walk/scoot/cycle to school. The
building of 100 luxury flats in an area enclosed by residential housing and crowded residential roads will
have an impact on the traffic volumes in the area. The increase in traffic volume, in an already congested
area, is a potential danger to pupils walking/scooting/cycling to school from the area surrounding Udney
Park. Moreover, the increase in traffic volume will have a negative impact on air quality locally; this will
subsequently impact the health and wellbeing of our pupils, especially those who live locally and
walk/scoot/cycle to school.

The additional issues for Collis are the proposed motor vehicle entrance into the Udney Park site is
immediately opposite the pedestrian entrance to Collis School that opens onto narrow residential streets.
We have strongly opposed the Planning Application on the grounds of road safety as well the loss of
recreation space.

In summary, we must protect our playing fields for our children as obesity and inactivity are major public
health issues. Local Green Space status helps to protect Udney Park from development and must be
maintained.

53

Andrew Alexander

I wish to make you aware | object to this modification on the simple basis that the proposal to designate the
land as 'Local Green Space' is merely to serve the self-interests (principally material interests) of the
community members with interests immediately adjacent to this ground rather than the needs of the
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broader community in the Teddington area. | believe the OOLTI designation is complete appropriate and
that the proposed development should go ahead.

54

Judy Morrall

| feel very strongly about the threat to Udney Park Playing Fields.

These must not be lost to the inhabitants of Teddington , they provide an important wild life habitat and the
vegetation helps to moderate the high temperatures we experience in the summer. This will become
increasingly important as climate change makes extreme weather more likely.

55

A HandJC Ellis

We feel that the proposals to redevelop the Udney Park site would enhance its use for the local community.
Because of this we oppose the redesignation as LGS and support the current designation as OOLTI.

56

Angus Prentice

I am writing to submit my objection to the removal of LGS at Udney Park Playing Fields in Teddington. My
principal reasons are as follows:

¢ Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields
locally and several local clubs have no permanent home. The community has many examples of
viable playing fields without a developer carve up.

¢ Udney Park is home to eight protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology
network of local parks and river embankments.

e Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

e Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury
apartments for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under
construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-field sites.

o \We need to preserve greenfield sites in Teddington for the use of our community - particularly
children - now and for the future.

57

David Mills

Please find below my personal objections to the removal of LGS at Udney Park playing fields.

Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields locally
and several local clubs have no permanent home. The community has many examples of viable playing
fields without a developer carve up.

Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology network of
local parks and river embankments.

Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.
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Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury apartments for
which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under construction within half a mile
of the Park on brown-field sites.

58

Hayley McDonald

| am emailing to STRONGLY object to the removal of London Green Space status from the Udney Park
playing fields.

Quantum only want to remove the LGS status because they stand to make huge profit by building on it.
Destruction of any playing fields is socially unacceptable.

We need more playing space, not more building plots. Teddington already has 300 flats under construction
on local brownfield sites and does not need more. Teddington doesn’t need more flats, especially at the
cost of our remaining green space.

Furthermore, the construction of more flats within this residential area will create more traffic, parking, and
safety issues very near to the Collis primary school, and on the Collis school run.

Udney Park is extremely special to our community - we are very short of playing pitches, we must not lose
more. Udney Park is also a vital part of the local ecology network, home to 8 protected species.

Once this green space is built on, it's gone from our community forever.

59

Liz Waters

I would like to register my objection to the proposal to remove Local Green Space designation from Udney
Park Playing Fields in the Richmond Council Local Plan.

Udney Park Playing Fields holds a particular local significance to Teddington as a war memorial, donated
under covenant for amateur sport. Sport has been played on the site for nearly 100 years. It is important to
the community to protect this area as playing fields in perpetuity to allow sport to continue to be played on
the site by schools and clubs in the area. There is already a severe shortfall of playing fields locally and
several local clubs have no permanent home.

If we build on our playing-fields where will children and adults find the space to play organised field sports
in the future? National policy on sport and healthy living overwhelmingly supports the retention of playing
fields. At a time when a significant number of additional homes are being added to the area (eg Teddington
Riverside) we should be looking to increase playing field capacity not build on existing open spaces. Once
lost, they will be gone forever.

Building on long established playing fields is just wrong and | urge the Planning Department to reject this
proposed change to the Local Plan.
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60

Tom Bide

| am emailing to register my objection to the Planning Inspector's proposed removal of Local Green Space
status on Udney Park Playing Fields from the Council's draft Local Plan.

Udney Park Playing Fields serves the community by providing open greenspace and playing fields. It has
been a playing field for over 100 years, in an area with an acute shortage of playing fields. It would serve
several local sports clubs with no permanent home.

Udney Park Playing Fields is special to the community because it is an important and sizeable green space
in a dense urban area. It is home to eight protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected
ecology network of local parks and river embankments. It is also special to the community because it is a
war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

For these reasons Udney Park Playing Fields must be protected from development and retained as playing
fields in perpetuity.

61

Jonathan Dunn and on
behalf of Thamesians
RFC

| am writing to confirm again that Thamesians RFC wholly object to the proposal to remove the Local Green
Space classification for Udney Park Playing Fields. It would be a travesty if after 100 years as a sports
fields, this facility was lost. Sports fields are continually being built on to accommodate school and
university buildings, or being sold off to speculative developers like Quantum, and as a result the lack of
playing fields is now acute. Should St Mary’s proceed to build the proposed new student blocks on their
campus then no doubt the fields at Lockside will be less able to accommodate local teams and the problem
will become more acute. The tide needs to be turned or the opportunity to play amateur sport within
Richmond Borough will be lost to future generations.

Aside from the issue of the erosion of the playing field space within the borough -

- Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur rugby

- Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury apartments
for which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under construction within half a
mile of the Park on brown-field sites.

Thamesians RFC have a particular interest in this as we are local club regularly facing the immediate
problems of providing the pitches and facilities to match what we are achieving on the pitch. At present we
play our home games at both Marble Hill and Waldegrave School. Our training is spread over three further
venues at Hampton Sports Centre, Whitton Fields and St Mary’s College. None of the playing or training
facilities are located proximate to our clubhouse which is the cricket pavilion on Twickenham Green.
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At the pavilion we have taken a lead in refurbishing the building — including making substantial financial
input over the years. Although we have now been sub-tenants to the cricket club since 1993 in truth we
have out grown the space that this building provides. This year the club fielded 3 men’s teams, a ladies
team (that won their league) and a Vets team. The men’s sides play on Saturdays; the ladies on Sundays;
and the Vets play monthly on Friday evenings. We are now at a crunch point where our growth and
ambition are being curtailed by our nomadic status. In particular we are unable to develop a minis and
youth section, and maintain the momentum achieved with our ladies section.

Thamesians RFC was originally formed by school leavers from Thames Valley Grammar School (now
Waldegrave School). In part due to this backdrop we are keen to develop our relationship with Waldegrave
School — albeit this is in its infancy. We are stymied in this through not having the facilities to offer mini
rugby — although we are linked to Half Backs (https://www.halfbacks.co.uk/) who provide training to infants
and use the cricket pavilion on Sunday mornings.

With its roots firmly based in the local community Thamesians would very much like to see ourselves as
anchor tenants should Udney Gardens be retained as playing fields. We have an extremely strong balance
sheet and a local main sponsor in J P Dunn Construction Ltd (http://www.jpdunnconstruction.co.uk/). Our
records of fund raising, and subscriptions/membership collection is strong. With a long term tenancy in
place we could readily attract the sort of grants that have seen the development of Teddington RFC within
Bushey park. The lack of proper tenancy agreements for our pitches and clubhouse have always curtailed
this opportunity in the past.

Previous attempts to find a permanent home have failed including an application to use the fields at Kneller
Gardens in the 2000’s. We have construction expertise within our ranks who could readily manage the
refurbishment of the existing Udney Gardens pavilion — thus removing the cost of expensive professionals.
My own position on this very much mirrors the club position set out above. | object as a local resident of
Hampton Wick, as a local employer based in Thames Ditton - employing 250 people (many living within the
borough), and as a community sports volunteer

Hopefully all of this will be considered and the LGS protection will be retained rather than succumbing to
the overtures of a private developer who's plans pay scant regard for the community needs.

62

N De Silva

I understand that the planning inspector has already made his decision once and | agree with him — this
land needs to remain as OOLTI.
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It's not special enough to me in its current configuration. It is private land which is not accessible by the
local community and is expensive to maintain and run. The land is currently just a few football pitches with
some run-down tennis courts. Nearly all 4 sides of the land are surrounded by housing. With all this in
mind, | do not believe the land meets the required criteria for Local Green Space.

63

Jake Oram

I would like to reject the proposals of LGS designation for Udney Park Playing Fields on the basis that
these playing fields have so far only been accessible by a small elite group.

| support the Community Interest Group (CIC) who has plans for new and improved publicly accessible
sports pitches, playing equipment and a landscape park. | fear that putting further restrictions on land that
is already protected by OOLTI designation, will hinder these wonderful ideas.

64

Yarianne Kirby

I understand there is a possibility that the land at Udney Park Road will have its status changed from
OOLTI to LGS.

Local Green Space has to present itself as being of special value to the local community. The site is
obscured by damaged fencing and seems relatively unmaintained.

The designation should stay as OOLTI to enable something positive to happen.

65

Ajay Patel

I cannot support the application to change the site at Udney Park Road from (OOLTI) Other Open Land of
Townscape Importance to (LGS) Local Green Space.

The land is not demonstrably special as it has no particular local significance, nor is it special to the local
community. The land is not beautiful, it has a derelict clubhouse to one side and is surrounded by trees (a
large number of which are unkempt) and it is not open in character. There is an apparent lack of wildlife
present.

If the current designation were to remain, there is an opportunity to beautify the land through appropriate
development and careful reintroduction of indigenous wildlife species.

66

M Archard

The local plan was not positively prepared in respect of the LGS designation which | oppose.
It did not adequately engage with local healthcare providers despite the plan acknowledging the need for
improved primary care provision in the Borough. Park Road surgery has been seeking new premises for

over 8 years and their need is recognized by Richmond Clinical commissioning group and the local council.

The proposed new surgery would dramatically improve healthcare for local residents. 65% of patients in
Park Road surgery who were surveyed were supportive of the practice relocating to this site who why are
the views of a GP practice which has the second largest list in the Borough and their patients not being
considered as part of the public consultation? This is against Policy LP30 and shows a complete lack of
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duty to cooperate. At the moment the site simply does not have the qualities required to call itself a local
green space.

67

Name unclear

I don't agree with making the land at Udney Park Local Green space.

If the designation of this land is changed, we are in danger of the private land being hoarded up until
Quantum decide what to do with it and that will not benefit anyone.

How does making this area Local Green Space benefit the community more than the developer’s plans? In
my view the site has no significance to the local community — how can it when no one is allowed to use it.

68

Lloyd King

I understand there is a possibility that the land at Udney Park Road will have its status changed from
OOLTI to LGS. | am at a loss to understand why this decision is being revised and how this will benefit
local residents.

My understanding is that Local Green Space has a special value to the local community. The only people
who have ever benefitted from using this piece of land are people who were involved with Imperial College
or Newlands House school. How can that be of value to the whole community? Why does the Council
think this site is so special? | don’t know of anyone who has accessed this site and it looks pretty rundown
from what can be seen when walking past it although most of the land is obscured by damaged fencing,
unmaintained hedges and a few unkempt trees.

If this land is made LGS it will make it harder for the community to benefit it from it. The status should stay
as it is — to enable something positive to happen in the future for all of us.

69

M J Blennerhasset

I do not understand why the Council are proposing to change the designation for the land at Udney Park
Road from OOLTI to LGS. With no other LGS designations in the Borough of Richmond how will you be
able to compare? The site is private land so | do not understand how it has been demonstrated to have”
special qualities and hold particular significance and value to the local community which it serves” — as
specified in the revised wording of the Local Plan policy 5.2.8. | do not believe the Council have
demonstrated adequately why this site should be LGS and have merely been influenced by a handful of
local residents who state they represent the local community but who failed to consult or engage with the
community on any level.

The believe the criteria is unsound and should not be applied to the former ICL private grounds in Udney
Park Road.

70

Felicity Aitchison

I understand there is a possibility that the land at Udney Park Road will have its status changed from
OOLTI to LGS.
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Local Green Space has to present itself as being of special value to the local community. The site is
obscured by damaged fencing and seems relatively unmaintained.
The designation should stay as OOLTI to enable something positive to happen.

71

N C Hopper

I am writing to let you know that | disagree with any adjustments you might make as part of your main
modification relating to Udney Park Road. My main reason for this is that it clearly does not meet any of the
Government’s criteria for this status. It is not a place of beauty or tranquility; it is a private sports field that
was owned and used exclusively by Imperial College London who have since moved on.

The designation of Local Green Space for this ground will mean that hundreds of clubs could be denied
some much needed facilities in favour of a keeping half a dozen people happy that the view from their
homes won’t change.

Unfortunately, not everyone in your borough is aware of what the Local Plan is; nor about the input they can
have to it. The handful of people who have shown any passion for the future of their borough are driven
only by selfish needs, and nobody has questioned the fact that these are not a true and fair representation
of the whole community.

These people are the reason why, 2 years after a public hearing which did not uphold the Local Green
Space designation, we find ourselves back to square one.

It is a shameful waste of resources and | would like to see this resolved in the interest of your residents.

72

Martin Mathew

The designation of Local Green Space (Map proposal changes) will fail to support the needs of our
community under Local Plan policies LP28; LP30 and LP31; making it unsound.

Quantum’s recommendations are more in line with what local people need — a safe place for elderly people
to live, as well as the means for people to have access to sport and other community facilities including a
much needed GP surgery.

This land is private land and so is of no benefit to the general community. Most people in Teddington have
never accessed the site so it does not fit in with the LGS criteria of being of value to the community. In
addition, it looks rather empty and run down so | do not agree it has special qualities. With all these points
above | do not agree it is sound to make this land Local Green Space.

73

Daren Phelan

| write to object to the planning to remove the open space at Udney park. It should be used as a local
school.

74

W Boots

The site makes very little contribution to the character of the area because the majority of the site is
screened from view and all of it is inaccessible. Without public access to the site and without a visual
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benefit through lack of visual openness, the site provides very little benefit to anyone! For those few that
are allowed onto the site, there are currently very limited recreational facilities, yet | know there is an unmet
demand for outdoor recreational space in the Borough as identified in the Local Plan. | support the current
planning application for the site and consider that a Local Green Space designation is both unjustified and
detrimental to the chances of creative solutions being found for the site.

75 Alan Brocklehurst | object to the potential removal of Local Green Space (LGS) status of the Udney Park Playing Fields.
Udney Park is a central green space: it should remain so and be protected from plans to develop it.
76 Clir Peter Buckwell I wish to register my strong objection to Udney Park being developed and particularly since it has been

granted Local Green Space Status. How dare a developer think that they can simply remove this at their
whim. They have gone too far.

Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years. There is a shortfall of playing fields locally and several
local clubs have no permanent home. LRUT is a borough with a large number of sports clubs of all sorts
and we need to keep all of our sports fields. They should not be built over.

Udney Park is a precious open space and its Local Green Space Status must be respected.

77 James Moirano | agree and support the new development.
78 Carole Woodfield | oppose the redesignation of LGS and support OOOLTI
79 Julia Hennessey | support Udney Park retaining it's OOLTI status and to allowing a new surgery here.

We are blessed by many amazing spaces in our area but we desperately need a new surgery and actually
priority for any of this land should go to new schools. Time to stop just pandering to the rich of Teddington
and look after the next generation.

80 Caleb Cheuk Yin Kwong | | am a resident of [address details removed for data protection], Teddington. | am also an employee at
the St Mary’s University.

| consider Udney Park as Local Green Space for the following reasons:

Udney Park is special to our community.

Udney Park is a vital part of the local ecology network, home to 8 protected species.This is of significant
value to the borough’s ecology.

It is very close to the heart of the community, Teddington town centre.

The pitch is significant for the town’s health and wellbeing. The town is expanding with many new builds.
The population will increase and we must keep all the playing pitch that we can. At the moment the town we
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are very short of playing pitches, we must not lose more. The pitch is sizable and can accommodation 2
cricket pitches and has been valued for its use for sports and recreation since 1919.

As mentioned in the report, the policy has a positive sustainability impact. Therefore, please consider
strongly to keep it as Local Green Space.

81

Hayley Leake

| support the current designation. The site is not demonstrably special nor should it have any other
designation.

82

Lynn Main

| strongly feel this area should be kept as a local green space and not a Gp surgery.
We need to keep our green spaces and playing fields for the health of the planet and our children.

83

Jennie Dettmer

As somebody who has walked past Udney Park Playing Fields every weekday for nearly 20 years, | would
like to express my firm opinion that the Udney Park playing fields, in their entirety, should be designated
Local Green Space.

Depending on the time of day, the area is either a tranquil space, with quiet calm and nothing but the
tweeting of birds, or lively, packed playing fields providing enjoyment, community and healthy exercise to
SO many.

The Local Green Space MUST be protected for our generations to come.

84

David Haigh

| oppose the redesignation of Upney Park Road playing fields as Local Green Space.

85

Carey Neil

As a long-term patient of The Park Road Surgery, | write to support the overall proposals for Udney Park as
benefit for the community, including a GP surgery.
| thus oppose the re-designation of Udney Park as LGS and support the current designation as OOLTI.

86

Anthony Stewart

| believe that Udney Park should continue with its designation as an OOLTI area.
| further believe that the development should be in line with the government planning inspectors original
report.

87

Cherry Haigh

| live in TW11 and | oppose the redesignation as LGS and support the current designation as OOLTI.

88

Peter Cousins

I have become aware of the challenge to the current designation of Udney Park as a “Other Open Land of
Townscape Importance”.

I have lived in the area since 1997, know the site and always considered it a pleasant open space but
nothing more. | am therefore content with the current designation and would not support a change.

89

Claire Lyons

| support the designation of Udney Park, Teddington as “Local Green Space” (LGS)".
It is demonstrably special to my local community and in particular - It is an important part of my mental
health: | lived in neighbouring Kingston Close, Teddington for over 10 years and walked to and from the
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station every day. | looked forward to my walk because of the trees and birds along the walk and because
of the far reaching view across the playing fields. It was a great anti-dote to the stresses of the day. | loved
to see the teams playing on a Saturday and was always proud that | lived in a Borough that had such
facilities. | now live at the Broad Street end of Teddington and even now | prefer to walk or drive from
Kingston Road to Teddington High Street along Cromwell Road rather than along the High Street because |
can see the fields and take pleasure from the view. | often park my car on the edge of the park, especially
when | am taking care of my mental health. It gives me an opportunity to breathe and take in the view
during an otherwise busy day. Please don't take it away.

90

K A Maclean

NO , this area is not of significant local interest or beauty or wildlife , and should not have its OOLTI status
altered under any circumstances .

91

Jo Byrne

I write to confirm that I thoroughly support the plan to develop the above site as an OOLTI, as | believe that
this will be of great benefit to the local community, both now and in the future.

I do not believe that the land and surrounding area merits allocation as an LGS as few have access to the
area and it is not well maintained nor special (in terms of green space or wildlife habitat ).

92

Ellen Purton

As a local resident who is an active volunteer in delivering youth sport in Twickenham (founder and still club
secretary of of Twickenham Sharks football club, executive committee member of Hearts of Teddlothian, |
have spent a considerable part of my time over the past ten years looking for and booking space to play
football. | can vouchsafe to you that green space in which to play the national sport is precious and hard to
find in this area, especially with the demand for leisure sports growing. This growth is positive and to be
encouraged, and we cannot do that if there is nowhere to play.

In addition to Teddington Athletic, who are involved in this process, Hearts of Teddlothian is another local
club without a home base. Like TAFC, Hearts offers top quality, inclusive football to hundreds of boys and
girls in the western side of the Borough. | strongly support keeping Udney Park as a sports facility for the
community.

I know there are many other local sports that would also benefit from additional facilities. This is chance to
improve what the space can offer, rather than lose it. Please preserve this space and ensure that it is put
to good use for the community.

93

Sarah Veichmanis

The purpose of this letter is to strongly object to the potential removal of Local Green Space
designation at Udney Park Playing Fields and outline why the playing fields are not only special to our
community, but also essential to the well-being of our community:
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The playing fields have huge recreational value to our community. | have three young boys who are
football mad and the lack of playing field space in our local community, coupled with the huge demands
placed on the small amount of existing playing field space, results in limited access to sports playing fields
in our community. This problem is compounded by the Developer sectioning off a large part of Udney Park
Playing Fields in anticipation of part of their building project. The boys’ football team (Hearts of Teddlothian)
have been unable to access local playing fields and therefore every Tuesday night they travel for 20
minutes by car to the nearest available playing fields (in Whitton). Some local children are not able to make
this journey and therefore are unable to participate in the football training. Space for home fixtures is also
scarce. This is our personal example of how special and precious this land is to our community and how
any reduction in this very special playing field space will damage the community.

The historical significance of the playing fields also makes them special to our community. Lord
Beaverbrook, who was a wartime cabinet minister instrumental in two World Wars, specifically gifting the
playing fields to the community for amateur sport. The playing fields are a War Memorial, opened in 1922
by the WW1 Home Secretary, and are clearly special, worthy of the additional protection afforded by LGS
from predatory developers.

Finally, independent ecology reports have identified that the playing fields are home to eight protected
species. This clearly demonstrates how special the playing fields are in terms of the richness of wildlife
which has made Udney Park Playing Fields their home.

One final point, | am very concerned about the local doctors’ surgery e-mailing their 13,000 patients
encouraging them not to support the designation of LGS, instead support it remaining as OOLTI, without a
clear outline of the implications of this dilution of protection. The Park Road Surgery email doesn’t even
mention Quantum though pleads for opposition to LGS to support their joint Planning Application, surely a
misuse of power in the doctor/patient relationship and personal patient data? What is more, local people
are being given the view that patient healthcare in the Teddington community will be compromised unless
there is support for the development on UPPF. This is untrue fear-mongering, and could result in a distorted
picture of how the community feels about the loss of this special green space.

94

Teresa Ford

I wish to add my voice to the demand to re install the status of Local Green Space to the above. It was
outrageous to have it overturned and needs to be re-instated.
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The obvious reasons for this are the real need for preservation of our few remaining local spaces and |
believe that this land was donated originally for the benefit of the local people IN MEMORIAM - which must
be honoured.
Please register this, thank you.

95 lan Lupson 1) I write to object to the potential removal of Udney Park Playing Fields’ Local Green Space (“‘LGS”)

designation.

2) | understand this is being proposed by the Property Development Company which presently owns the
Playing Fields.

3) | believe that Udney Park Playing Fields comprise a vital facility for local sports teams, and have done so
- as | understand it - for over a hundred years.

4) As | type this in my study overlooking the Playing Fields | can see and hear various games in progress,
as they have been since around 9 am ( It's a Saturday morning ).

5) That is just as it should be - and as it should remain.

6) Such is the demand for facilities there are even floodlit training sessions on winter evenings.

7) The lights are doused around 9pm, and good neighbourliness abounds.

8) Again, this is all just as it should be.

9) The Property Development Company which presently owns the Playing Fields seems to have fenced half
the grounds off.

10) | don’'t know why they have done this, but | hope this is not going to prevent cricket being played in the
summer.

11) There used to be quite a decent wicket.

12) In my view all of this space needs to be preserved for its intended purpose - ie, sport.

13) | regard Udney Park Playing Fields as a special place, originally a War Memorial | believe, and gifted to
one of the London teaching hospitals ( subsequently part of Imperial College ) under covenant for amateur
sport.

14) As well as its community and sporting use it is a haven for wildlife, part of London’s “ green lung “ and a
refuge - so I'm told - for numerous protected species of bat.

15) At this time of increasing realisation of the need to protect and support our ecological balance | am
mystified frankly why anybody should be proposing replacing Local Green Space with however many tons
of poured concrete !
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16) | do not personally see the need for another luxury apartment development in Teddington in any event.
17) A very large such development ( 200 + flats | gather ) is already in the course of construction on a
brownfield site (the old TV Studios ) only three quarters of a mile or so from the Playing Fields.

18) In short | believe any decision to remove Local Green Space designation from Udney Park Playing
Fields would be misconceived

96

Emily Button

The purpose of this letter is to strongly object to the potential removal of Local Green Space
designation at Udney Park Playing Fields.

The playing fields have huge recreational value to our community and there is already a lack of playing field
space available to local kids and sports teams meaning many people have to travel out of teddington (if
they can) to play sports.

The playing fields also mark one of the very few remaining green spaces locally in teddington, building
anything on them would be ludicrous.

I am also concerned about the local doctors’ surgery e-mailing their 13,000 patients encouraging them to
support the removal of the LGS designation. This site is actually next to thameside medical practice- a very
good surgery which is currently under subscribed so we certainly don’t need another one here. Regardless
of this fact, the use of the database for this purpose is, in my opinion, immoral.

97

Pauline and Stephen
Cox

I am writing in support of retaining the current designation of Udney Park as OOLTI (Other Open Land of
Townscape Importance).

We have lived in the Teddington area for 49 years now and frequently pass the Udney Park playing fields.
We have rarely and infrequently seen any use of the playing fields for sport by the university, or other
users.

The prospect of community use of this area for sport as well as a GP surgery and sheltered
accommodation is a very welcome and helpful development. Our GP surgery has 13,000 patients and
Teddington has an ageing population with very little in the way of sheltered accommodation. The
development of Udney Park for these and other benefits would be very positive.

We do not consider that Udney Park fits the definition of Local Green Space (LGS) as it is demonstrably
NOT special to a local community as there has been no community use of it as a recreational space (note
the high fences to maintain its present exclusivity). It is not significantly beautiful, nor of historic
significance in an area which boasts Bushy Park and Hampton Court Palace and Park. It has no special
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tranquillity or rich wildlife as is found close by in the Wilderness Woodland in Bushy Park and extensively
along the River Thames.

We therefore strongly support retaining its present designation as an OOLTI and its future development to
the benefit of the local community.

98

Michael Mahoney

Hi, | support the Other Open Land and Townscape ( OOLTI) view rather than the local green space
designation.

99

John Stillman

Having considered the arguments as presented thus far, | am of the decided opinion that the land in
guestion adjacent to Udney Park Road and the subject of possible development for community use is a
legitimate development. The subject land’s designation as ‘Other Open Land of Townscape Importance’
has more relevance than does the designation of ‘Local Green Space’.

Local green space is not applicable here; but is more correctly applied to those spaces that give access to
the general public and whose facility is of a general benefit and is of merit in an aesthetic consideration.
Therefore | am firmly in favour of this space being classified as ‘Other Open Land of Townscape
Importance’.

100

Maurice Parry-Wingfield

I cannot understand why the Planning Inspector should have removed LGS status from Richmond Council's
draft Local Plan, and | formally object to the action.

I understand the Park was given to the neighbourhood as a war memorial, subject to a covenant for use in
amateur sport. | cannot believe there’s any overwhelming need to over-ride the terms on which the gift was
made. There’s a shortage of playing fields in the area, and it has been well documented that participating in
sport and walking in the fresh air are probably the best way of counteracting the increasing epidemic of
unfitness and obesity, especially among the young. If there’s a need for luxury apartments, the developers
should go for brown-field or other sites that don’t steal from a valuable local amenity.

Udney Park is also an important green space, part of a corridor of local parks and riversides. As green land
is cumulatively removed for building, wildlife struggles to survive and biodiversity is reduced. Harmony with
nature is an important contributor to our wellbeing at a time when life in built-up areas becomes subject to
increasing stress from noise, pollution and transport frustration.

101

Gerald Walker-Smith

This is to advise you that | oppose the redesignation of Udney Park as LGS and support the current
designation as OOLTI as | believe that the overall proposals for Udney Park, including the provision of a
new GP Surgery, will be of significant benefit to the community.

102

Ann Cornick

| wish t object to the removal of Local Green Space at Udney Park Playing Fields
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Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years giving space for many sports including rugby, cricket and
football. It was given in perpetuity as a sports field. There is a severe shortfall in the area for these
sports facilities.

It is a war memorial given under covenant for amateur sport.

Udney Park is home to protected species of bat and other wildlife.

It is a central green space in an area which has become heavily developed especially since the creation of
300 flats on a brown field site nearby.

It abuts on to roads which are heavily used by motor vehicles especially those leading to the High Street
and Cromwell Road which is much used by school children attending Collis School and as such is
important in balancing air quality.

103

Emily Bussell

| oppose the redesignation as LGS and support the current designation as OOLTI.

104

Peter Heighes

| support the current designation of Udney Park and think it should be designated in planning terms as
“Other Open Land of Townscape Importance” (OOLTI).

105

Michael Harold and
Gillian Hill

Regarding the designation of Udney Park as a Local Green Space, we support this judgment. The land was
originally given to Imperial College to be used as a sports field, and to alter its use would be a betrayal of
the donor’s wishes. Its designation as Other Open Land of Townscape Importance is, to the layman, quite
inexplicable. We therefore object to the removal of the designation of Udney Park as Local Green Space.
There are other sites local to the area which can be used for building a new surgery.

106

Clare Wardrop

| oppose the redesignation of Udney Park as LGS and | support the space being an OOTLI.

107

Rosamund Thelu

I would like to add my support to the current designation of Udney Park in planning terms as OOLTI. | have
never actually used the field at Udney Park and certainly do not view it as a green space which is
demonstrably special to Teddington and its community. However, | do have health needs for myself and my
family and feel strongly that the provision of a more fit for purpose GP surgery and its 13,000 patients is a
far more appropriate community use for this space. It would actually serve the whole community in a
practical way and is a highly needed.

108

Olivia Shannon

| am writing to register my support for Local Green Space status for the Udney Park playing fields.

I have lived in Teddington for six years. As a woman in her thirties, | do not use the playing fields myself,
but I often go running, and my route sometimes takes me past the playing fields.

As an allergy sufferer, | enjoy the reduced air pollution when | run past the playing fields. | also enjoy the
natural beauty and tranquility of the area, which is currently quiet and peaceful compared with busy roads
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nearby (e.g. Twickenham Road). The Udney Park Playing Fields add character, peace and beauty to this
part of Teddington.

Quantum's proposed development would destroy that peace and tranquility and diminish much of the local
character.

If Quantum develops on that land, the area will become much busier. There will be significantly more air
pollution from vehicles, as well as increased pedestrian traffic.

I will no longer be able to go running on that route. Children from nearby Collis Primary School will be less
safe walking home with the increased traffic. There will be less natural beauty and more noise,
crowdedness and air pollution.

In a very real way, Quantum's development will detract from the natural tranquility and beauty of the area.
The playing fields therefore deserve LGS status even before considering the impact this development
would have on amateur athletes, for whom the playing fields were originally dedicated.

Playing fields are not just vital for athletes, but also for health and environment. It is important to preserve
what green spaces we have, not only for the athletes, but also for the community.

It is misleading to argue that Quantum's development would still 'preserve’ the playing fields because it is
reducing the fields only by half. A fifty percent reduction in green space is enormous, especially when you
consider the added traffic and air pollution to this area.

The playing fields were gifted to the public for amateur sport in perpetuity. Developing on a vast swathe of
this green space does not honour the original intent of that gift. It will also diminish the local character.
Please do not relegate the Udney Park Playing Fields to cordoned-off squares crowded in by luxury flats,
businesses and restaurants.

Please do not destroy my running route and increase the traffic and air pollution in this fairly leafy and quiet
part of Teddington.

Please grant the Udney Park Playing Fields Local Green Space Status.

109

Liz Heaton

| write to oppose the designation of the Udney Park Playing fields as a Local Green Space, and support the
retention of it's current designation as Other Open Land of Townscape Importance.

The reason | support the retention is that whilst | see the value to Teddington of having some green spaces
in addition to the numerous parks and riverside areas, Udney Park Playing fields does not, in my opinion as
a VERY local resident, meet the criteria of being 'demonstrably special to a local community and holds a
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particular local significance, for example because of its beauty, historic significance, recreational value
(including as a playing field), tranquillity or richness of its wildlife".
I have lived within 50 metres of the playing fields for 25 years and they have never been available to the
local community, only to members of private institutions, and therefore cannot possible be described as
being demonstrably special to a local community. The only local significance they have for me is as a
cause of great irritation that they are inaccessible

110 Wendy Dorgan I would like to register my objection to the removal of Local Green Space status for the playing fields in

Udney Park Road.

I have lived in Teddington since 1994, and my 4 children have all taken part in various sports activities. My
older children, who are now grown up, were not able to make much use of the Udney Park sports fields as
public use was much more restricted then. The sports clubs they belonged to regularly struggled to find
local sports fields to use. We often had to drive quite a distance to weekly training. My youngest son has
benefitted from having activities in Udney Park within walking distance, and | would like to see this continue
and extend to more opportunities. There are still several Teddington-based sports clubs which do not have
a permanent home in Teddington.

It is a wonderful park in which to relax. When my son was attending his training sessions, the park was big
enough to find a quiet spot to have a moment to myself and enjoy nature, a bit of respite from my busy life.
The park is a vital part of the the local ecology network.

Udney Park was given to the community for the express purpose of fostering amateur sport. As a swimming
teacher at Teddington Pool since 1996, | am part of the network of sports coaches with a concern for the
health and wellbeing of our children. | see children every week who are unfit, lack co-ordination skills, have
poor social skills, etc, all due to a more sedentary, isolated lifestyle. Removing LGS status from the playing
fields, thereby reducing access to sport and time spent outdoors, can only have a detrimental effect on our
community's children, in my view.

Teddington was a very different place when we moved here in 1994. It was a much more quiet village
where it was easy to get access to public services. In the last 10-15 years every available space has been
built on, the population has grown enormously, and now it is much more difficult to find parking, get a
doctor's appointment, get a school place, etc. With 300 apartments being built on Teddington Riverside, |
fail to understand why Teddington needs the Quantum scheme. One could say that as a result of the new
flats being built at this moment, the need for public outdoor space is even greater.
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| look forward to Local Green Space status being reinstated for Udney Park playing fields.

111

Katie Hammond

| support the petition to make udney park:

Local Green Space is “demonstrably special to a local community and holds a particular local significance,
for example, because of its beauty, historic significance, recreational value (including as a playing field),
tranquillity or richness of its wildlife."

112

Richard Beasley

| wish to oppose the designation of Udney Park, Teddington as a Local Green Space (LGS), and wish it to
be kept as Other Open Land of Townscape Importance (OOLTI). This is in line with the government
planning inspector’s original report.

It is not special to the local community as a whole. We have lived here over 40 years and, as a family keen
on sport and nature, we have never had any opportunity to use it or benefit from it. The Quantum
development seems of great benefit all round.

113

Carmen Fraser

| wanted to submit my view to council consultation that Udney Park should remain it's current ‘Other Open
Landon Townscape Importance’ in planning terms.

114

Honor & Alan Brown

| support the OOLTI Proposal strongly. The surgery is in urgent need of extra space to be able to work
efficiently and satisfy the demands of its many patients.

115

lain Sutherland

Udney Park, Teddington, should be designated at Local Green Space to preserve its use as playing fields.

116

John and Moya
Meredith Smith

WE both support the use of Udney Park Playing fields as in the current designation OOLTI. It would seem
that mixed and open access use of this area will benefit the local community of Teddington in a most
practical way with a new Health Centre. Also the provision of retirement homes for the elderly, in warden
supplied independent living.

117

Annie Walder

| object to the removal of local green space Status for Udney Park for several reasons.

There are 8 protected species of Bats known to inhabit the area as well as a general richness of other wild
life in this space. The existence of this green space is of historical significance and dates back over one
hundred years.

The green space was bequeathed in perpetuity as a Sports facility and therefore should remain as thus.

118a

Rachel Blackman

I'd like to make my strong objections known about the plan to build on Undney Park Playing Fields.

| received an email from my GP surgery encouraging me to support Quantum’s plans. Please include my
objections to any building on that land. It is important green space which should be protected from
development. There are other, brown field sites more suitable for a GP surgery.
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Please do not allow Quantum to buy their way past the planning laws and covenants designed to protect
and preserve.

118b Rachel Blackman I'd like to register my objection to the removal of LGS status of Udney Park Playing Fields.
| support the council and planning department’s decision to protect the land from development. It is home to
a number of protected species of wildlife. It should be used, in its entirety for amateur sport, as intended
when it was given to the community as a war memorial playing field and pavilion.

There are other, brownfield sites more suited to the plan for a new doctors surgery AND several hundred
flats have already been built on the former Teddington Studios site. More luxury flats are not needed so
near.

| strongly object to the removal of Local Green Space status from Udney Park Playing Fields.

119 Margaret Beasley | support the OOLTI on this land

120 Juliet Hartridge | object to the proposed removal of Local Green Space protection of Udney Park

121 Andrew Law | am writing to oppose the redesignation of Udney Park as LGS and support the current designation as
OOLTI as | feel that the land is of no particular local significance

122 Michell Redmond | write to oppose the redesignation as LGS and support the current designation as OOLTI.

The need for improved community services in my opinion would support the loss of this green space in
favour of better provided services, particularly healthcare needs, to meet the growing population of the
area.

123 Mike Kelly As a local resident | oppose the proposal to modify teh playing fields to one of Local Green Space
designation as | don't believe is adequately covers the elements to merit its inclusion and view the
designation as Other Open Land of Townscape Importance” (OOLTI) as more relevant and benefiting to
the broader community

124 Carol Stokes | support the playing fields remaining as OOLTI for planning purposes.

125 Jennifer Todd e | would like to lodge my objections to removal of LGS at Udney Park playing fields

Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields locally
and several local clubs have no permanent home. We need to make outdoor space available and easily
accessible for children and young people to counteract the rapidly growing problem of obesityUdney Park is
a critical part of a connected ecology network of local parks and river embankments.Udney Park is a central
green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury apartments for which there is no local
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need because there are already 300 luxury flats under construction within half a mile of the Park on brown-
field sites.

126 Simon Tompsett on I am writing on behalf of Richmond and Twickenham Friends of the Earth to request that Udney Park
behalf of Richmond and | retains in LGS status. This is important because of its role as home to 8 protected species of bat. It is
Twickenham Friends of | critical part of a connected ecology network of local parks and river embankments and we believe that any
the Earth development on this site will endanger this.

We also understand that Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport. This
must be respected and the shrinking of the playing fields associated with the proposed development would
undermine the covenant.

127 Carol Horne I am horrified to learn that you are considering allowing developers to build on the green space at Udney

Park Playing Fields.

With London experiencing such high levels of pollution,
(https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/mar/17/air-pollution-london-low-emission-zone-deadly-
toxic-fumes) every inch of green space is precious and should be protected. Pollution related ilinesses are
going to cost the NHS and the council money in the future. It is madness to destroy green spaces. My
children go to Collis school very near this beautiful site and they are avid wild life spotters. There will be
fewer birds, bees, ladybirds and butterflies in our neighbourhood if this area is developed and the air quality
will be worse for all of us. One of the reasons our family moved from zone two to the borough of Richmond
was for the green spaces. If this area is built upon there will be more cars, more people, yet more buildings
and the tranquillity of the neighbourhood will be ruined. You must see that once a green space is built upon
it is gone forever — buildings are never demolished to make way for nature so this decision is irreversible
and would destroy something so valuable to us all.

Not only does pollution damage our health but obesity does too. Local children need places to play sport.
Healthier people means massive savings to the council and the NHS in the longer term. Think of the impact
on the population on health when school sports grounds were sold off under Thatcher.
(https://www.telegraph.co.uk/sport/othersports/schoolsports/11092344/Is-it-game-over-for-school-playing-
fields.html) This a short term financial gain with with long term repercussions on our health (both human
term and financial terms). Kids need places of recreation and time playing outdoors which has all kinds of
benefits for mental and physical health. (https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2016/mar/25/three-
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guarters-of-uk-children-spend-less-time-outdoors-than-prison-inmates-survey). To deliberately remove a
venue for this vital outdoor play is madness.

Finally, the historical significance of the playing fields also makes them worthy of your protection. Lord
Beaverbrook, who was a wartime cabinet minister, specifically gifting the playing fields to the community for
amateur sport. The playing fields are a War Memorial, opened in 1922 by the WW1 Home Secretary and
deserve to be looked after for the next generation.

Please do the right thing and keep the playing fields as a green tranquil space where children can enjoy
sports. Thank you for listening.

128

P Reid

| can't even believe Richmond Council are considering selling more of our green areas to greedy
developers. Please don't. Please make the people you work for in Richmond, proud.

129

MrD P and Mrs E A
England

| wish to register my opposition to the LGS and to agree to OOLTI
This to agree to whatever is involved in the building of a new Doctors Surgery to be transferred from its
existing site in Park Road Teddington.

130a

Aileen Jordan

I am writing to confirm that | consider the overall proposals for Udney Park are a benefit and oppose the
redesignation as LGS and support the current designation at OOLTI. Both my children play football at
Teddington Athletic there and | fear that the change to LGS means it will not be possible for clubs like
Teddington Athletic to make use of this site.

130b

Aileen Jordan

I am writing to let you know that | do not agree with any recommendations in your modified Local plan to
give the former Imperial Ground at Udney Park Road a Local Green Space designation. The Local Green
Space designation has a set criteria which states, amongst other things, that the land must be of local or
historical significance. The ground at Udney Park Road does not fit into this description, so therefore is not
eligible for this designation. If it is designated as Local Green Space, then | fear that the old sports ground
will be retained for private use and the wider community will be unable to enjoy some excellent facilities. |
understand Quantum has plans to provide a variety of sports facilities which will far enhance the facilities
that we have currently in Teddington on the sports ground. If this land was developed, then the potential for
modern multi-use facilities would meet the needs of all the local clubs and associations far better than its
current state. The land in its current form is basic; with sound planning and open access far more people
could access high quality facilities. Therefore, | conclude it would fail to meet the needs of our community
and consequently in my opinion your Local Plan will be unsound if the council allows this site to become
Local Green Space.
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131a

Philip Mundy

| object to the removal of LGS status at Udney Park playing fields.

I consider that Udney Park is a special place to the community, as it provides a recreational value as a
playing field which it has been for over 100 years since it was donated to the community to be used
exclusively for sporting purposes. The area has a growing population and needs more open space.
Removing the LGS status would lead to less space available. The Udney Park site is also a War Memorial
S0 is unigue and should not be lost

131b

Philip Mundy

I think you should be aware of some tactics being used by supporters of the developers Quantum to try and
distort / hijack this consultation.

If you google "save Udney Park" the top listing is a paid for google advert for a website named
Teddingtonactnow.com. This website is linked to Teddington CIC and Park Road Surgery. The website
produces automated letters opposing the LGS to help the developer, and could easily be abused as you
have no trace of authenticity. The wording on the website is clearly aimed to mislead people who do not
want to see this site developed.

| believe that the council should reject all automated letters and only accept representations that are truly
submitted by traceable consultees.

132

Peter and Elizabeth
Henderson

Please include this with any other objections to the loss of this valuable community asset when the new
public consultation on the removal of Local Green Space (LGS) status from the playing fields etc at Udney
Park is considered.

Having only recently having been granted LGS status it would seem perverse to now remove it to provide
short term benefit to a property developer who made an opportunistic investment at the expense of current
and future members of the community at large.

It is my understanding that the land was originally granted by the Beaverbrook family to ensure it provided
open space and playing fields. Since then it has benefitted not just the borough but a wider sporting group.
To consider removing this green lung at this time when the need is even greater than it was seems
extraordinary.

School playing fields are being built upon, providing additional classrooms to meet the needs of the
borough's increasing population, particularly the growing number of school age children. If for only this
reason retaining scarce land for shared sports facilities is even more important.

Over the years the land was not just a barren green space, but has also provided an area of mixed
vegetation including mature trees which has been, and has the potential to be significantly more attractive,
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whilst being a rich habitat for wildlife. The chance for greater availability to a wider group of users and the
provision of an even greater diversity of leisure uses is not to be ignored or destroyed.

| believe Udney Park in its entirety deserves to retain its status as a LGS not just because it is a potentially
an irreplaceable sporting facility, but because it also has the potential to provide even greater benefit to all.

133

Elizabeth McClean

| strongly object to the potential removal of LGS status at Udney Park Playing Fields on a number of
counts.

* Firstly Udney Park Playing Fields (UPPF) was donated under covenant as a War Memorial 100 years ago
for amateur sport and should not be considered as a suitable site for property development, especially the
luxury development proposed by Quantum. Nearby schools will be affected adversely by increased levels
of pollution from resulting traffic congestion.

* Secondly UPPF is one of only a few playing fields in the local area dedicated to amateur sports. It is vital
for the healthy development of our young people that they continue to have access to local playing fields.
The location of UPPF is central to the Teddington Ward. There are at least 3 Primary Schools and 2
Secondary Schools which are nearby and which could access these fields as well as a number of local
sports clubs who currently have no permanent home.

*, Thirdly there are national concerns about children and young people being overweight because of lack of
opportunities to take part in sporting activities, more passive pursuits (screen time) being more readily
available.

* Fourthly the open and protected UPPF has enabled several species of bats to thrive in the locality which
is part of a connected ecology network of local parks and river embankments.

134

Grant Irwin

| object to the removal of the LGS status at Udney Park Playing Fields. This is a small Green space which
is lacking in Teddington and provides the community with a local area for use by families and clubs. In
addition the area provides a home to much wildlife and is a war memorial. Furthermore, with the
development of 300 flats within 300m there is no need for residential development on this area. Should you
require further details please don't hesitate to contact me by email.

135

Jon Parker

I'm writing to strongly object to the removal of Local Green Space designation from Udney Park Playing
Fields.

They provide invaluable green space:

- in terms of natural habitat. Living opposite the fields our garden is are often visited by bats which live in
the fields. Developing the fields would represent a major risk to their prospects
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- in terms of amenity and recreational value. My children currently have to travel by car for their sports given
the lack of playing fields nearby. Quantum have made a big deal of how they have opened the fields to
sports clubs but there is currently substantial spare playing field space that is being underutilised as

they have fenced it off. Additionally, their proposals would not leave enough space for cricket to be played
there in the summer.

- in terms of ensuring there isn't excessive building density with the associated traffic which would bring with
it air quality concerns and increased risk to the high number of pedestrians (including many children) using
the narrow roads which are difficult to cross safely.

| trust these factors will be taken into account and sincerely hope that a sensible, sustainable approach is
taken and local green status is retained.

136

Stuart Bourne

I am writing to object to the proposed removal of Local Green Space protection of Udney Park.

I love community sport, we desperately need all of Udney Park as the Borough is short of pitches.

| love green space, we need Udney Park as it is home to many protected species and an important part of
the local ecology “connected” network.

Please protect this Local Green Space as it is an essential asset to the local community of Teddington.

137

Roy S Conway-Smith

| OBJECT to the removal of LGS status for Udney Park Playing fields because:

. Udney Park has been a playing field for 100 years, and there is a severe shortfall of playing fields locally
and several local clubs have no permanent home. The community has many examples of viable playing
fields without a developer carve up.

. Udney Park is home to 8 protected species of bat and is a critical part of a connected ecology network of
local parks and river embankments.

. Udney Park is a war memorial, donated under covenant for amateur sport.

. Udney Park is a central green space that must be protected from predatory Plans for luxury apartments for
which there is no local need because there are already 300 luxury flats under construction within half a mile
of the Park on brown field sites.

138

Geraldine and Dave
Hobday

We object to the removal of LGS designation from Udney park playing fields.

We live opposite the fields and see how much the whole playing field area is used currently by many local
sports clubs. The full space being retained and managed appropriately is vital for the community as it
would allow many more clubs and even schools to use the fields. Any development would leave only a
small amount of useable pitch space for clubs.
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All' local junior football and rugby clubs are booming with a growing number of children in the area. We
need to protect all the playing fields we have in the Teddington area to guarantee the offer of sport for all for
our children. The growing obesity issue in the UK supports further the need to get our children playing sport
and as such the protection of the field is critical for the community.

There is no need for more luxury flats in the area, with the current Teddington Riverside development
overpriced and significantly unsold.

Every year we enjoy seeing the early evening display of bats flying in this area from mid-May. The bats
roost in houses bordering the field and within the field itself. These rare and endangered species must be
protected, and this green space needs to be retained for them.

It seems incredible we even have to put forward reasons to protect the Udney Park playing fields when a
covenant was put in place to protect this valuable green space from just this sort of challenge.

139 Helen Pryce I'm writing in relation the challenge to the current designation of Udney Park as a “Other Open Land of
Townscape Importance”.

I do not support a change in the designation. | have been an active team sports player for 50 years, so am
naturally sensitive to the potential loss of playing fields and green space. However, Udney Park is not
extensively used and as such cannot be said to be ‘special’. We are blessed in this area with a number of
active sports clubs who all have community schemes, keen to attract youngsters and all ages into team
sports. We also have the truly ‘special’ green space of Bushey Park 10 minutes walk away.

The proposed development includes a multi use games area, which, by its nature (all weather/multi use,
maybe lighting) is more likely to be used by a wider section of the community. Logically so would the
proposed green space in the plans - the medical centre would naturally bring people into the space.

| am therefore content with the current designation and would not support a change.

140 Morag Turton I would like to object to the removal of the Green Space status on the Udney Park playing fields for a
number of reasons.

Primarily and most importantly because the land was gifted with the covenant that it was used as a space
for sport. To develop on the land would take this away and contravene the requests of the original owner
and his wishes. A covenant should be as good as law.

The area is short of playing fields and as local clubs are becoming more popular more pitches are required
to stop clubs from having to turn adults and children away from playing sport.
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| also understand that there is a lot of wildlife, particularly bats which reside on the fields and would no
doubt disappear with development.
This is an important community space and greedy developers are wanting this status removed in order to
provide an unwanted and unnecessary development. Please don't let this happen.

141 David Harris As a patient with the Park Road Surgery, | support Udney Park remaining as an OOLTI

142 Rob Sanders | support the current designation as OOLTI and oppose the proposed redesignation to “Local Green Space”

143 Emma Gilthorpe | am writing in connection with your consultation regarding Udney Park and whether it should be designated
in planning terms as “Other Open Land of Townscape Importance” (OOLTI) or “Local Green Space” (LGS).
I consider the overall proposals for the development of Udney Park and the introduction of a new GP
surgery for our 13,000 patients to bring material benefits to the local area and surrounding community and
so | oppose the redesignation of Udney Park as LGS and support the current designation as OOLTI
enabling the development to go ahead

144 Patricia Allan | support the retention of the current designation as OOLTI of Undey Park and oppose any change

145 June Harrison | am registering my support for this space to come under " Other Open land of Townscape Importance".
In every report that | read about this area suggests that this space is open to the community. It certainly
isn't and is only used by schools and sports clubs. No one else is allowed
into the area and is therefore empty much of the time. There are no trees or landscaping which would
benefit the area considerably so the only wildlife one might see would be the odd fox!

146 Hélene Blackwell | am writing to object to the proposed removal of LGS status of the Udney Park Playing Fields.

As a close neighbour of the area, | am aware how much this green space is used for football practice by
boys and girls, and as a rugby pitch for local teams. At weekends and in the evenings there are many
young people out there playing sport. It is a huge asset for our local community at a time when the
Government is keen to promote exercise and a healthy lifestyle to our schools.

Udney Park was originally given as a war memorial for Teddington, and never intended to be used for
expensive luxury apartments - of which we have an abundance in the area.

Another consideration is that the Park is home to a large variety of bats and bird life, and a “staging post”
for geese, ducks and gulls.

If we lose our LGS designation then we have no defence against property developers
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147

John Blackwell

As Chairman of Fullerton Court Ltd. | am writing on behalf of the 38 Owners of Apartments at Fullerton
Court, to express our views regarding the essential retention of the designation of Udney Park Playing
Fields as a Local Green Space.

The Playing Fields are both visually and mentally demonstrably special to the local Community, and have
undisputed Historical, Sporting and Environmental significance.

The Playing Fields offer the only significant Open Green Space, suitable for Community Sport and
Recreation in the centre of a well populated area and are of essential Community Value.

The historical sporting significance of the Playing Fields is well documented, but we think it is well worth
mentioning that, prior to the recent acquisition by a development company, we were able to withess a wide
range of summer and winter sporting activities of varying abilities, undertaken by groups of preschool
children, through the ages to appropriate mature group competitive sports.

We are assured that the Playing Fields could well, at minimum cost, be incorporated into the Council’s
Programme of Friendly Parks, incorporating pathways for wheelchair and walking members of the local
community.

The Playing Fields are surrounded by a well-established, visually attractive, hedgerows with mature trees,
again with well documented benefits to and for wildlife.

We urge you to retain the Playing Fields as a Local Green Space, for the benefit of future generations.

148

Lesley Ralph

| object to the removal of LGS status at Udney Park Playing Fields.

This land was donated to the community to be used exclusively for sporting purposes, and | do not agree to
a change of use.

We all need recreational activity space, and need to protect our Local Green Space from the slow and
steady encroachment of business and the replacement of the playing fields with buildings and carparks.
Udney Park is important to Teddington and has provided recreational facilities for more than a century and
should continue to do so. Once lost this space cannot be reclaimed.

149

Judith Rutherford

As part of the public consultation on the status of Udney Park Playing Fields (UPPF) | wish to lodge my
objection to the Inspector's ruling that Local Green Space designation was not adequately justified. My
reasons for supporting the LGS status are:

- UPPF is one of the rare number of playing fields within Teddington and it has been so for over a century;
- It was donated under covenant for amateur sport as part of the memorial to the Great War which we have
just commemorated and this should continue to be respected,;
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- There have been around 300 new luxury flats created within half a mile of UPPF on the riverside and
there is therefore all the more reason for UPPF to be reta