Application No. 2015/0949 - Elmbridge Sports Hub Waterside Drive Walton-On-Thames Surrey KT12 2JP

Response by Paul Thompson, Hon. Chairman Lower Sunbury Residents’ Association (LOSRA)

Your records will reveal that this Association did not oppose the original outline application for this site but, rather, objected to the absence of measures designed to minimize the environmental impact upon residents on the north side of the river, (including those on Wheatley’s Ait which is within Elmbridge Borough). These concerns remain undiminished. 

 Although the application is supported by an impressive number of technical reports, there are a number of important technical assessments that have not been included in support of the application . These include :

· Visual Impact Assessment, including photomontages of how the stadium will be seen from the river and its north bank.
· Noise assessment – an especially worrying omission given the amplification properties of water. (The reason for this, apparently, is that the water cools the air above its surface, which then slows down the sound waves near the surface. This cooling causes refraction or bending of the sound wave, such that more sound reaches further than over comparable land distances . Sound waves skimming the surface of the water can add to the amplification effect  if the water is calm – which is most frequently the case with the Thames).
· Lighting assessment. The Exterior Sports Lighting document is in fact no more than a ‘Performance Results’ report which deals with the impressive illumination within the proposed sports complex itself. The Planning Statement (para. 6.18) states: ‘The lighting assessment concludes that the floodlighting will have no adverse implications for residential amenity’. The assessment cannot draw this conclusion without providing the evidence upon which the conclusion is based.
Whilst not covered in our original representation, it is noted that no Land Contamination Assessment is included.  The absence of this assessment is surprising given that the plot was previously a landfill site. A ‘Gas Risk Assessment’ and various ground condition surveys together with desk top studies represent only limited biomonitoring of the site.
Finally, it is believed that the application should be supported by a full Environmental Impact Assessment which would trigger the need for more rigorous supporting technical studies most especially as the proposed development is adjacent to a RAMSAR
 site. 
The Planning Statement ( para 1.4 ) states that a Screening Opinion has been submitted to the LPA and concludes that the proposal does not trigger the need for an EIA . What is not clear is whether this is the LPA’s conclusion or one suggested by the applicant. The decision on whether an application requires an EIA must be made  the Authority. 
For the reasons described above, you are urged to refuse this application as it currently stands.
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� The Ramsar Convention (formerly, the Convention on Wetlands of International Importance, especially as Waterfowl Habitat)





