
Key points of OWGRA (Osterley & Wyke Green Residents’ Association) presentation  

on Bolder Academy application to Planning Committee, Thursday 3 August 2017 

 

1. We are not opposed to the school but we think the application is seriously defective on 
some major issues and should not be approved in its current state. 

2. The school is needed. We know that. But that is not what the Planning Committee has to 
decide. The Planning Committee is legally bound to determine the application on the basis 
of planning guidelines and on those alone. 

3. Key facts are that the school (a) is in an area of public transport rating of 0, (b) is close to 
Gillette Corner which is highly congested and operating “at capacity” and (c) has vehicular 
access only via one heavily congested road, Syon Lane. 

4. We have raised these issues since last year. No solutions have been offered and our 
constructive proposals have been ignored without any reason given. 

5. The transport in this congested location exacerbates the known air quality problems of 
Hounslow. Transport overload also generates safety problems. Given the large numbers of 
children involved these issues are too important to be left to sort out after approval. 

6. The discussion of park and stride arrangements in the Officer’s report is inaccurate and 
misleading. Tesco has not agreed to these arrangements and it has not agreed to keep the 
gates from the car park open. Also, TfL is opposed to park and stride arrangements. 

7. A second route to the school, avoiding Syon Lane, must be opened up. We said Harlequin 
Avenue should be considered. This was rejected on no good grounds and now it seems TfL 
is considering it for a bus route! This, like so many other transport and access issues, has 
not been properly researched. 

8. The Officer’s report talks of using Grant Way but this is not in the application, which clearly 
rejects its use. You would not be able to tell this from the Officer’s report. 

9. Given that these problems have been raised since last year without being resolved it would 
not be responsible to assume that they can be resolved in the short time between approval 
and construction. They should be resolved before approval. 

10. Nishkam and Bolder together will have almost 3000 staff and pupils arriving and leaving 
the schools every term-time weekday. In both cases this will be through Syon Lane. It is 
now admitted that the figures given for Nishkam car traffic were inaccurate. TfL describes 
them as “optimistic”. Decisions require realistic figures not optimistic ones. 

11. Our strong plea to you is not to allow transport, environment and safety issues to be 
brushed away to be dealt with after approval. The Officer’s report provides inadequate, 
inaccurate and even misleading information. We have listed some examples for you 
overleaf. Your decision should not be based on an application with such serious 
shortcomings. 

12. Using Syon Lane station, 0.5 miles away, as the focal point for admissions is illogical. This 
will discriminate children living very close to the school e.g. the Wyke Estate, Oaklands Ave. 

13. To prevent illegal drop-off parking Automatic Number Plate Recognition (ANPR) cameras 
should be installed in the area as currently being used in Croydon and Havering. 
Uncooperative parents could otherwise cause chaos in a highly congested area. 

14. For all the above reasons, concerning problems of transport, the environment, safety and 
the lack of necessary information in the Officer’s report we hope that you will agree that it 
would not be reasonable to approve the application as it stands. 



Tesco Gates 

 

The Officer’s 
report says 
that the gates 
from the Tesco 
car park are 
“open and in 
use”. We took 
these pictures 
recently which 
show a rather 
different view. 

 

This map shows the location of the 
schools along Syon Lane and their 

proximity to Gillette Corner. 

 

The Officer’s report. Some examples of 
incorrect and inadequate information 

1.5 It has not been demonstrated that the 
cumulative effect of Nishkam + Bolder would not 
have a severe impact on the local network. TfL is 
still unhappy with the arrangements. The local 
networks are already working at capacity and, it is 
admitted the school will significantly add to that. 

4.5 The application talks of 57 car parking 
spaces. TfL says it should be no more than 45. 

5.3 It is not true that there has been a “thorough 
strategy of notification of local residents”. The only 
meetings were organised by OWGRA or at its 
prompting. There has been no considered response 
to our detailed points. 

5.8 TfL’s decision not to drop its opposition to the 
application despite serious reservations is based on 
the hope that the problems will be sorted out. We can 
see no basis for TfL’s change of view. All the problems 
which were the basis for its objection still remain. 

5.8 The GLA requires several changes to the 
heating/cooling system. No evidence is provided that 
they have been addressed. 

7.96 Paragraph 34 of the NPPF is referred to on locating 
developments where use of public transport can be 
maximised. This is clearly not the case with Bolder. 

7.99 London Plan policy 6.3 requires that 

developments generating “high levels of trips” to be in 

areas with high levels of public transport accessibility. 

This location has a PTAL of 0. The rest of this section 

lists many requirements of the London Plan that have 

not been met. 

7.109 There is no evidence of an agreement, even in principle, 

with Tesco. 

7.115 The Officer says Grant Way can be used but this is rejected 

in the applicant’s Travel Plan. Where is the proposal mentioned? 

7.121 “Tesco has informally agreed” to park and stride. In fact, 

Tesco denies this and has declined to agree this with Nishkam. The 

information about using the gates is also incorrect according to 

Tesco. Has Tesco agreed to remove three car parking spaces? 

Where is the evidence? 

7.124 A “commitment to working with adjoining landowners” is 

not the same as getting an agreement with them. Where is the 

evidence that this has been done? 

7.142 Where is the evidence for anything clear and positive for 

this section which is largely waffle? 

7.148 Where is the “further review” mentioned. Time and time 

again there are claims about such documents for which there is no 

information on no reference. 

We have sent the Officer notes on these and many other points 

arising from the report. 

 

 

 


