
Consultation & Engagement (W4.1.1)
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o Consultations, planning application comments and petitions show strong support for the removal of car parking and strong disapproval of the 

Wharf Lane Building

o There is a positive, constructive way forward for Twickenham Riverside. People are telling the Authority what it is

o The Public is being absolutely consistent: They want a Park. Not a Car Park. They want a Park. Not a Wharf Lane Building



Negotiation (W4.1.3)
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o The Authority has never been truly open to, or encouraged, genuine negotiation on the re-provision plan nor to genuine dialogue about maximising 

the practical possibilities regarding the Public Open Space on the site

o The sense is that the Authority has been determined to press through its Scheme without adjustment, other than essentially cosmetic changes or 

as a result of external factors imposed on it



CPO Justification – Wellbeing & Financial Viability (W4.1.2)
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o The wellbeings listed in the Statement of Case under all three headings – Economic, Social and Environmental – are often general and misleading
o Some are either wrong or not backed up by evidence which encourages confidence that they would be delivered
o They do not “contribute to the achievement of the promotion or improvement of the economic, social or environmental wellbeing of the area” or 

therefore satisfy the requirement under Para 106 of the CPO Guidance
o No alternative schemes that would provide comparable wellbeings have been considered
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