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General Comments received from the new secondary school consultation 

 

Go for it - a no brainer.  There is no room at existing schools and the school is needed. I n my day this 

could have been built in 3 years - why so long? 

Letôs not forget this used to be a school site so the principle of educational use is established and the 
reasons for any refusal should be extremely limited.  I am a resident and live nearby with no school 

age children and accept this will mean more people, children and activity but f or the good of the 
neighbourhood and to keep the Borough alive with a good demographic mix of residents we need this 

school and as quickly as possible.  The Council has to take the long view and deal with the strategic 
picture rather than give in to local nimbyism from people who want a quiet life.  This is about  creating 

communities and planning for the future - be bold and go for it !  if not the mistakes will be felt for 

many years. 

Agree - get on with it ASAP. 

The school is essential to deal with exi sting demand - Sep 2015 is too late and consideration should be 
given to phased opening to enable current year 2 children to attend.    There will be opposition to the 

development from some local people because of fears around traffic.  The council should set out a 

clear strategy for addressing this and incorporate appropriate mitigation within the overall plans.  
Staggered opening times but also wider pavements on the Richmond Road southwards would be good 

- there is space to create a wider combined footway/cycleway if the current road width is reduced to 
take out the cycle lanes - a dedicated route on a wider pavement would be better  

I am worried that the proposal may result in removal of existing sports facilities at Tiffin's school.  I am 

a member of a hockey club that uses the astroturf and worry that our training grounds will be removed 
if the pitch is built on.  

Why not offer guaranteed percentage of places at Tiffin schools to local children?  Our secondary 

schools are ALREADY oversubscribed, so it would help ease the existing problems faced by Kingston 
residents. 

Why not offer guaranteed percentage of places at Tiffin schools to local children?  Our secondary 

schools are ALREADY oversubscribed, so it would help ease the existing problems faced by Kingston 
residents. 

I object strongly to any use being made of sports ground sited opposite to proposed new school.  

The NK site is a valuable resource for all adult learners.  It is accessible to all and importantly it is in 

the heart of the community. I  believe that it should continue to be used in its current form.  

Whilst accepting that a new school may be needed, it will be a great loss to lose the NKC as there are 
very few facilities for older people in NK. However, this proposal is better than losing both the HC and 

the NKC. As a daily car user of the Richmond Road, I am very concerned about the increase in traffic 
this will cause.  During this winter there have been numerous days when traffic has been almost 

stationary during rush hours in the Richmond Road.  This is obviously going to get worse.    As an 

employee of Richmond and Kingston Accessible Transport housed on the NKC site, our relocation is 
also a great concern.  We need to be easily accessible to our users in Barnes, Richmond and East 

Sheen.  Even without moving site, additional traffic will make it more difficult for them to reach us as 
many of them come to collect vehicles during the morning rush hour.  If we are relocated in central or 

South Kingston, it would be extremely difficult for them to continue to use us in some cases. 

The population explosion in the borough due to massive building projects should have informed council 
planning at the time, i.e. years ago.  NK is densely populated and therefore a good location for the 

school.  The NKC seems to be an obvious option but what about Adult Education, Local History Room, 
Kingston College, RAKAT and all the other community projects based there?  Is there room at the HC 

for them?  Please find a good location for AE classes close to the centre of Kingston WITH free parking.  

Please carefully consider parking for the new school and buses - there will need to be plenty of them.  
Please give priority to Kingston residents when working on admissions policies. 

My main concern is the size of the proposed school is too large given the limited size of the site. The 
combined population of children arriving and leaving in a limited time window each day will lead to 

traffic problems on what is a relatively minor road.    Whilst I agree that North Kin gston needs a 

secondary school my fear is that the current plan is too ambitious and will ultimately cause more 
problems than it solves. 

A new secondary school in NK would be very beneficial to the local residents and nearby town alike, 

since there are numbers of families who are moving to the area of Kingston.  We are just hoping that 
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the school would take into account the quality of educa tion that they would give to the students by 

hiring good and qualified teachers.  It would mean a lot of standards set initially high and the students 
created by the school would be the pride of our nation.  

This is absolutely absurd!! Have you thought about the local residents and the environment what so 

ever...?  Traffic: - This can only cause an increase of traffic ï not only during construction but also the 
children being dropped off ï staff and deliveries etc.  When Richmond Park is closed early in the winter 

the traffic is already at full capacity and thatôs without another secondary school.    Noise pollution: - 
Will also increase the e.g. from construction, children/teenagers and traffic.    Environment: - More 

building equals less drainage for rain water an increase chance of flooding. Increase in litter / landfills/ 

noise pollution.    This will also have an effect on the local wildlife.      Crime: - Of course this will 
create a rise in crimes ï gangs, littering, pilfering, and an increase in gr affiti.    This then will all fall 

back onto the residents who will have to pay out more money to government /council due to removal 
of graffiti, parking problems and increased policing in the area?     The teenagers are out of control 

now and make us feel intimidated ï how will this make us feel especially with the elderly around, 

teenagers hanging around on street corners.    Stop - think about this observed idea.   THE RESIDENTS 
SAY NO TO ANOTHER SECONDARY SCHOOL! 

My main concerns are (as outlined in detail above)    Existing selective schools in the borough (i.e. 
Tiffin Girls and Tiffin Boys) should make a greater contribution towards meeting the LOCAL demand for 

secondary school places, while remaining selective schools for high achieving, high calibre pupils.  i.e. 

the local cream should get into Tiffin.    Retain high quality and CHOICE in adult education provision in 
NORTH Kingston. 

While it's important to expand the school its equally important to retain the sporting facilities 

particularly given t he existing grounds support so many teams, across a number of disciplines. In the 
current environment with obesity on the rise it is important to retain these amenities not only for health 

but also the social benefits of being involved with a team.  

I thin k I have made my views very clear and I am not alone in these.  We have had umpteen new flats 

and dangerous parking and traffic jams stretching from Richmond Park to Kingston, and I think we 

have now reached saturation point.  Another problem would be not having an adult education centre 
which is such a wonderful point of contact for so many people of all ages and being able to walk there 

is such a huge bonus.  I think most students t here will just quit further education rather than have to 
travel miles to another centre where the courses they desire will not even be available.  There are very 

good teachers there who really enjoy their work and the daily interaction with their classes.  PLEASE 

don't take this wonderful sociability away from us!  It is a lif eline.  Surely extending Fernhill school is 
enough in this area. 

I feel very strongly that, whilst the NK site should house a school as it has done in the past, the HC site 

should not be used as it is a community centre which provides numerous activities for a very wide 
range of ages, and is an invaluable resource for NK residents. 

There is very little free parking in the Kingston area at present.  All roads around Tiffin Girls and NKC 
site are already full of parking.  Life is going to be very difficult for people living in the area if an 

additional 240 x 8 = 1920 pull/teachers and support workers descend into this area and parents 

wanting to drop their children right at the doorstep, driving in.    Please also note Tiffin Girls school 
needs its sports ground and the open space as it is important the pupils have a rounded education and 

other facilities.     Can you rule out that you will not apply to acquire these areas/grounds to build this 
massive school?  It is not very good for you to cram 1920 pupils and so many others into a small place 

and turn them against/create bad feeling amongst the students.  

If the Tiffin schools were open to more children from within the borough the new school would not 
have to be so large.  Approximately one third of the Tif fin pupils travel from out of borough, some quite 

substantial distances.  If at least some of these places went to local children a new school would not 
have to be 8 form entries.  Any reduction of Tiffin Girls astroturf/play pitches should NOT be 

considered. 

Kingston should be proud of having built up a school of outstanding performance on the Kingston North 
site and recognise that the promotion of academic excellence as well a rounded development of pupils 

is of far more importance than providing schools to the local population. Travelling across b orough 

boundaries is a fact of life in London which is of minor  inconvenience compared to the educational 
benefits obtained for the pupils concerned. The building of a large secondary school adjacent to Tiffin 

Girls School would compromise severely the safety of the pupils concerned given the resulting transport 
chaos at school times with c. 3500 pupils and staff accessing and leaving the various sites at similar 

times in morning and afternoon.   Given the limited green space and sporting areas available for the 
physical development of the pupils any further encroachment on these areas would compromise the 
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wellbeing of pupils, staff and residents alike.  

I feel that Greycourt should be extended to accommodate the extra pupils  

Please don't close the sports facilities!!!  Prefer to see an inbuilt 6th form centre for elder pupils.  

As a parent of a girl at Tiffin Girls school I am worried about the impact this will have on Tiffin Girls 

School.  It is unclear to what extent the proposals will impact on the schoo l but I am worried that 

grounds and land may be requisitioned away from Tiffin Girls school. 

It should have been built on the old gas site, further away from the other schools instead of lining 

pockets for people by building more flats, and hence more fam ilies.  But you did not listen to the public 

then - will you now?    What happened to the other site Kingsmeadow?  This seemed to be a much 
bigger area and AWAY FROM THE RIVER as this could be a potential problem for young people 

gathering down by the rive r in the afternoons and evenings.  Have you looked at this?  

It is a strange notion to be taking away sport facilities from a school to benefit another when the 

government is warning the country about obese children. Taking away the astro pitch and over ha lf of 

the netball courts at Tiffin Girls school is a concept that very few will understand. Due to the fire in the 
previous few years Tiffin has been under an enormous amount of strain to build up a community for 

their students without much income. By taki ng away sport facilities, you are decreasing the income of 
this school, which will inevitably decrease the fantastic grades achieved by the students. 

My 2 major concerns are;  1. Relocation of adult education from NK site. I have used NK for over 10 

years. The courses and facilities are excellent and very convenient. If these plans do go ahead please 
provide full information in a timely manner of how existing courses facilities will continue to be 

provided 2.Travel I  not the intent to promote sustainable t ravel but how realistic and achievable is this? 
I regularly travel to/from and through Kingston and also to ham to reach Thames yo ung mariners in 

riverside drive. There will inevitably be an increase in traffic on the whole of Kingston must not be 

under estimated  I am not sure what answers/solutions there might be to such a challenge but I 
strongly urge all possible measure to be taken to address this concern. 

New school if has to be build should not be based so close to Tiffin Girls  Should not disturb Tiffin girls 

I.E. taking sports areas or car park 

I would like the school to be affiliated with local churches I feel there is a severe shortage of secondary 

schools linked to the many local churches in the area.  

Kingston clearly needs a new secondary school and the number of available sites is obviously limited. 
However the geography of the proposed site so close to two existing school concerns me a lot and I  

have great reservation about the processed numbers given. How many of the Tiffin places go to 
children outside the borough  To have 2 secondary school next to one another one co -ed and the other 

selective risk leading to un healthy rivalry and possibly quite a lot of unpleasantries. Were the schools 

similar it might be ok, but I think putting the 2 schools together as currently envisaged seems to be 
asking for trouble. In conclusion the current proposed site seems a very bad idea indeed. 

This proposal is utterly stupid.  It will effectively destroy the facilit ies at Tiffin Girls school by taking part 

of its grounds.  A selective and non selective school next door to one another will lead to conflict.  If 
girls at Tiffin cannot get home at the moment and have to wait 30 minutes to an hour for a bus, how is 

the infrastructure meant to cope?  It is an underhanded way of destroying Tiffin Girls school.  No doubt 
in a couple of years it will need to merge with the low achieving rubbish school you want to create.    

How can you take the grounds of Tiffin Girls to crea te a new school if the intention is not to destroy 
Tiffin Girls?    The person who drafted these proposals obviously hates grammar schools as this 

proposal is designed to destroy them.  There must be other suitable sites.  Look harder!  

I have a son in a " bulge" year in a NK primary, due to start secondary school in 2016.  I am concerned 
about what provision will be available for him and strongly support the proposal for a new school.  He 

and his classmates face ongoing disruption through their primary years, due to school expansion, 

building work and temporary classrooms to accommodate the extra numbers in their year group.   
They deserve better provision once they reach secondary school.  I really hope this new school is up 

and running in time for them.  

Why humanities and music other than the ease of them?  Why not science and maths?  The country 

needs scientists, not more wannabe pop stars!    Arts are something children will pursue after school - 

science needs to be taught well to all.  

Need to find a different location.  The transport infrastructure in the area is not going to manage the 

transport problem.  There are several other places in North Kingston suitable for a new school  

I can see that there is a definite need for additional secondary school and secondary places in the 
Borough of Kingston and support the building of a new school. I also feel that the 2 Grammar schools 

should be expanded and in some way take in more 'local' children as they did historically . The distances 
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that some of the children attending these schools travel on a daily basis is a long way and in my 

opinion too far. I  believe that this has effects on the boy/girls at school as friendships are made on a 
long distance basis and obviously the environments impact on long journeys each day must be 

tremendous. I would like to point out that I  am not a bitter parent of a child who has not made it to 

grammar as I  have a child at one of the Grammar schools. 

I am concerned about proposals to take land from Tiffin Girls school RBKôs schools have a good 

reputation and long may it remain so!  

Any building on the HC land will destroy the precious landscape we have inherited and must be resisted 
at all costs.  Enough damage for our generation has already been committed by the massive bulk of 

the extension to the Teddington School opposite, directly across the river!    Once the proposed school 
is in operation, how will residents ever get on the no. 65 bus in either direction, which is already 

difficult whe n the TGS finish for the day.  I live close to the NK site and often have to walk all the way 

into the town centre because there are no 65s or they are full and wonôt let waiting passengers get on, 
even when letting 3 passengers get off!  More school pupil s and staff - just not possible!  

What a shame that this is always spoken about as if it has definitely been decided, yet it is supposed to 
be the last stage of a consultation!  It  is such an ill conceived fear, we all know this   1. The financial 

implication of moving all that happens at the NKC to an as yet undisclosed site, and the demolishing of 

a beautiful recently refurbished building  - which shouldnôt happen!!  2. the destroying of the locality 
with the congestion of this number of  school children in addition to those already in Fern Hill school 

and Tiffin Girls school.  3. The site is not large enough. The siting of sports facilities on the other side 
of the Richmond Road canôt even benefit from taking out the Hawker Centre from th e community, and 

would involve numbers of children crowding the main road all day 4. What a strange school it would be 

with just one form appearing every year for 5 to 6 years and it being a building site for all those years.   
5. There are better options.  Greycourt expansion as well as renovation would tick far many more 

boxes.  You have already said you work together.  Its reputation is so improved and this could only 
help to build on this hugely.  I t has the space and is a stoneôs throw from North Kingston Its  has to be 

the most economical option. Please donôt let politics bring about the wrong decision it is too important 
an issue for the children, for the area, and for the community.  Let common sense prevail and stop a 

few powerful people with their ow n agenda, and  not allow this folly . We have to live with the 

consequences in the future. 

We are desperate for a secondary school in North Kingston. The number of school age children is 

growing each year and there is no alternative but to build this school.    

Greycourt should be extended! 

Use of the NK site makes sense, though I am not convinced that other very attractive sites have been 

properly considered.  The proposal seems inadequately defined since it is clear that no proper planning 
has gone into the relocation of Adult Education classes - how can anyone properly be for/against this 

proposal without knowing its total impact on all users?  8 form entry seems too large.  The fact that 

"research" has found nothing wrong with large schools does not alter the fact that large schools are 
unpopular for good reasons.  In this case, one of those is the impact on the local infrastructure.  A 

"green" transport plan is meaningless.  It s only impact is likely to be the provision of fewer parking 
places on site, leading to even more congestion on local roads.  8 form entry seems a soft option for 

providers to t he detriment of the locality.  I strongly object to the use of the HC.  This land is for 
general use and is not appropriate either for sharing as a sports facility or for general education 

provision.   Nor could the transport infrastructure leading to the HC sustain this being used.    I'm 

keeping my options open on the future use of the HC.  This proposal appears to be smuggling this idea 
through in an effort to avoid proper consultation.  

Infr astructure shall be stretched beyond feasibility. Present school children and staff would face 

problems involving travel, space, resources and social interaction  Residents around the area are 
unconvinced enough with the present school in levels of parking, noise etc. 

Traffic congestion is very high at present with the increase d number of people attending the area .  I f 
the new school is built on this site it would definitely cause deaths.  Also there is no room - schools 

need land - playground, buildings - a secondary school needs more room - science buildings, drama 

and gym studios, music and art studios.  How can you possibly include all this on that small site 
without taking away facilities from the neighbouring school s - which is not fair on the students in those 

schools already.  Maybe some of the green land from the park should be used as it is for the public and 
local public need a new secondary school. 

Would be of benefit to have a faith secondary school in view o f all the C of E primary schools in the 

borough - there already being catholic secondary schools. 

I  think this is too big a school for this road. 2 schools are enough. Kids will be kids and when you put 
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this many together in one place there will be problems.   Bullying, drugs; what better place than where 

you have so many vulnerable clients. hanging around the road,  graffiti and other vandalism just to 
show off 

I am not happy that the use of the HC has not been completely ruled out  The HC is a valuable 

community service and I consider that its role could be further enhanced by expanding it to include AE 
at the centre  

The school should have all round excellent facilities that should appeal to pupils that do not go to Tiffin, 

Kingston Grammar etc.  We need a Kingston school for Kingston people - all abilities providing all round 
excellent education there is no choice of schools in Kingston this school is needed for all round 

education. It needs to cater for all children in all areas of Kingston - not just NK.  Surely the school 
should serve Kingston residents before out of borough residents. 

I think this is the wrong location for this school. The area cannot cope with another school let alone a 

school of this size.  Also, too many children of the same age altogether... Not good you may find rivalry 
develops especially as one is selective and one is not. I want my granddaughter to be safe. She had to 

work hard to get into Tiffinôs and she loves it there. She tells me you may take their pitches to make 
fern hill bigger/ I really hope she is wrong. Can you do this? That really would be so bad.   A lso the NK 

centre is very good for AE. You much not forget the older generations. It is so good to keep the mind 

and body active so don't take away their facilities either. There must be a better location for this 
school. 

This proposal is completely flawed from inception. The area is already saturated by schools and the 

transport system alone cannot take another.  A sit e capable of taking this number of students should 
be found elsewhere.  There is a reasonably elderly community in the area and the loss of  amenities at 

the North Kingston College will be heavily impacted. 

Very pro-secondary school and would like to see the plan go ahead. 

The quality of life has been seriously compromised on the North side of Kingston by increasing 
development, residents, traffic etc. On top of that, employment opportunities have continued to 

disappear, with no visible prospect that this situation will be reversed.  What is being done to create 

employment? (Apart from Teachers!). Where are all these young people going to fin d employment? 
There is nothing to show that any thought is being given to this.   Are the Council expecting all these 

future 'employees' to add to the already serious travel problems in the area (Kingston / London) and 
the Green issues that will arise as a consequence of more and more travel to find employment!  

Such a large school would have a major impact on transport/traffic congestion - especially with fernhill 

also expanding. Should not take land from existing schools there. 

There are too many schools already in and near to Kingston - the school run clogs up the traffic and 
make it a nightmare for those of us who live in the area.  After school hours Kingston town centre is 

full of school children, making it unpleasant for res idents.  Alternative locations should be found for 
new schools. 

TOTALLY INAPPROPRIATE LOCATION GIVEN PROXIMITY TO NEIGHBOURING SCHOOLS. 

UNREASONABLE TO EXPECT TIFFIN GIRLS TO RELINQUISH SPACE ALLOCATED FOR SPORTS 
PROVISION. TRANSPORT PROVISION IN AREA ALREADY INADEQUATE. SCEPTICAL OF PROPOSALS TO 

ENCOUARGE CHILDREN TO WALK TO SCHOOL. WOULD IT NOT BE MORE COST EFFECTIVE TO 
DEVELOP GREY COURT SCHOOL POSSIBLY THE SCHOOL COMING UNDER KINGSTON CONTROL? 

This whole proposal has been at least 10 years overdue.  Why the incompetence?  Also why was so 

much land given over to the development of seemingly endless apartments?  The obvious answer 
would appear to be to make someone money.  I have little faith in those in authority.    Don't get me 

started on the Tiffin a dmissions policy!  How much of our taxes are spent on a school in this area for 
the benefit of pupils who don't reside in the borough??  

USE TIFFIN! 

I am really concerned that there will be a lot of problems if a new school is opened on the NKC.    
FIRSTLY, traffic is going to be completely out of control on school journey hours, which is even now 

too much.  SECONDLY, within a 100 yards, having 3 schools with more than 3000 pupils combined is 
unthinkable.  This is not a huge university campus.  These are primary and secondary schools with only 

one way to come and go.  THIRDLY, as a parent of a girl in Tiffin Girls school I strongly disagree with 

the ideas of girls losing their open space and sporting ground, which I think is not currently big enough 
for them.    For these reasons I absolutely disagree with RBKs plans. 

The reference to the Office of the Schools Adjudicator implies that the local authority will take land 
from the Tiffin Girls school.  As a foundation school, Tiffin Girls and parents work tire lessly to raise 

funds to maintain and improve the facilities of the school for the use of the pupils but also for use by 

the local community.  It is undemocratic to take this land from those who have worked so hard - it is as 
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if the borough is not keen to have such a successful school and is keen to destroy the very special 

nature of this school and encourage mediocrity.    The prospect of over another 2000 pupils descending 
on the bus stops or of parents collecting in vehicles is another worry.  There are major problems with 

transport and this will worsen.    Most worrying is how you are not being honest in your consultation.  

You are deliberately hiding your intention to forcibly take land from Tiffin Girls by using jargon - how 
many people will know what "local negotiations" and applications to the "Schools Adjudicator" actually 

means?     This consultation is misleading and a sham. 

Alternative siting should be chosen i.e. Greycourt School or The Keep 

ADULT EDUCATION IMPACT There is considerable disquiet and scepticism regarding the relocation of 
activities currently carried on at the NKC.  With all the focus being on the new school project, the 

Council's eye (and Finance) will be diverted from the needs of the rest of the communi ty.  Adult 

education is a cohesive social activity with positive benefits extending beyond purely educational 
outcomes.  Generations from diverse backgrounds can interact in a positive way by coming together for 

a wide range of learning experiences.  Proper provision of adult education at affordable prices can be a 
highly effective investment in creating a vibrant balance community.  Please do not fail to replace the 

lost adult education service.  Do not miss the chance to inject new life into this service and the 

Kingston community.    LOCAL HISTORY ROOM There is an opportunity to reinforce a sense of place 
and of belonging by enhancing the local history service of the libraries and museum department.  This 

opportunity should not be missed.  A state of the art local and family history facility should be placed at 
the heart of the community and fully resourced, so that young and old from all ethnic backgrounds can 

appreciate and study a shared local heritage.  Kingston's museum and libraries are poor in comparison 
with other boroughs and comparable towns.  This project, displacing the local history and archives 

service, is the chance to remedy that and upgrade the facilities of the service.    The council should go 

further and investigate the case for integrat ing a public library on the site and thus integrating the 
school with the wider community.  

The numbers of people coming into the borough and leaving varies,  and their background.  Many 

short term, poor English speaking visitors.  i.e. Poles should not be allowed to make excessive 
expenditure demands which could run Kingston borough council into debt by expanding schools etc.    

Also poor speaking English pupils can be better regulated into this country and children stay at home 
with relatives; better  school results, rather than disrupting and reducing British school performance and 

standards.   British children are bad enough.  STOP junk food and drinks and casual clothes and style, 
lack of warm clothes for children, bad behaviour, also bring down standard s. 

Very concerned that the proposed 8 form school on the NK site will not result in the high quality 

education standards expected from LA.  Behavioural issues due to high pupil density and lack of social 
spaces for playtime etc. a major concern.  Impact o n local environment from significant vehicular and 

pedestrian traffic at key times of day a significant risk.  Reservations over who will ultimately run the 

school.  The competitive process could end up creating another "selective" school.   

The proposal to locate 6th form and sports facilities at the HC will deny the local community the use of 

a valuable resource. 

I do not agree to open a new school next to the Tiffin school.  Because it is a mixed school, Tiffin 
school's discipline may be affected. 

The need for more secondary school places within Kingston is undeniable but is it necessary to make 

the proposed school so big?  It is intimidating enough making the step from primary to secondary 
education, where the secondary school is bigger; surely making a school 8 form entry is too big.  

I hope the entire school can be located on the entire site.  

I am strongly opposed to the proposals to take away some of the area that is used by the Tiffin Girls 

school for sporting activities in order to facilitate the building of a new school.  Whilst I accept that 

there is a need for a new school it should not b e to the detriment of the Tiffin Girls school.  TGS 
regularly use this space for sporting activities.  Sport is being encouraged by the government in order 

to comeback health issues primarily obesity.  Apart from health benefits that sport fosters, what ab out 
the fact that Britain lacks in the number of sporting successes due to the lack of facilities?  

Furthermore, I strongly feel that an 8 form entry (240) pupils is far too large a school.  The congestion 
getting this number of children on and off the sit e safely will present a strain on the local travel 

services and increase the number of cars on the road. 

I believe that the school should have an open admissions policy and not be allowed to select pupils 
based on academic ability or religious background - i.e. should be a community school. 

I would hope that any large new school would due based on a secular foundation. Itôs important to 

learn about the religious and non-religious philosophies of the world in an open minded environment 
where sectarianism does not exist. 
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There is a huge gap in the borough of Kingston for good secondary schools.  However the North 

Kingston site is not the right place for reasons that I have stated already.  At the end of the day if Tiffin 
girls and boys served the local need then this gap would not be present.  

I am concerned about: the impact of increased school traffic and parking on local roads; the possible 

loss of community access to the Hawker Centre if it is used for school sports or any kind of school 
building; the fa ct that we don't know who the provider will be or how they will deal with 

oversubscription if it happens - will they for example discriminate on grounds of faith or church 
attendance? (A VA school would certainly be able to discriminate in its employment policies and ethos 

and many discriminate in their admissions policies.) I also think the idea of integrating the current NKC 

building into the new building is daft - visually it is of no architectural merit at all, and it cannot possibly 
meet current buildi ng and environmental standards.   I think we are being bounced into a hasty 

decision on the least worst site (certainly not the "right" site) that the Council has quick access to, i e, 
it owns - but it they took more time and were prepared to re -apply for funding later they could find a 

more appropriate site - bigger, more central, better served by public transport, already built on - and 

apply for funding that included the cost of purchasing it.  

Kingston is doing projections based on demographics - by the time the children are old enough to come 

to a secondary school the families will have moved elsewhere - I have seen this phenomenon take 
place in other boroughs. An eight form entry in North Kingston will b e a white elephant - Kingston's 

folly!  

I think it is unfair that you would even propose to take the TGS sports ground as it belongs to them ...  

I heard that there were proposals to build upon some of The Tiffin Girls' School's land. I think that this 

is unacceptable and unfair. 

I  personally think it would be a very bad idea to make the new school, if it is going to be next to Tiffin 
Girls School. I t would be very difficult to get into school, because as it is, Tiffin Girls find it quite hard. 

I t isnôt fair to take the vast majority of the Tiffin Girls School grounds.  

Yes - the best site, get on with it - very needed 

The opportunity should be explored for early opening - Sep 2014 possibly as a phased solution. 

Whilst I do not dispute the need for a new secondary school which caters for all children - rather than 

the Tiffin model, it is clear that little regard is being given to the excellent range of opportunities 
provided by the Adult Education facility at Nort h Kingston. In your pamphlet, it is dismissed as 'being 

relocated to other locations in the Borough'. That basically reads as scaled down, squeezed in and not 

thought through.  

The new school should not jeopardize the continuing function of the YMCA Hawker Centre which is a 

well used and appreciated facility with a crèche which enables mothers to take part in classes they 

would otherwise be unable to and importantly does not require one to pay membership fees.  

There is a dire shortage of school places for children in Kingston at both primary and secondary level, 

particularly inadequate provision for bright, well -behaved children and too many children have to travel 

too far to school which is bad for them and for the environment.  However I would also prefer Kingston 
schools to be more available for Kingston pupils - the Tiffin schools should be required to keep a 

percentage of places open to local pupils who pass a certain level in the test.  I strongly disagree with 
Richmond's policy of having separate sixth forms and as our second child was only offered a place in a 

Richmond school, we have had to pay for an independent school place.  I strongly feel that the 
education system in Kingston has failed my child in every way. 

I do believe that it is necessary to open a new school but I do not think it should be near, and 

definitely not next to,  another school, in particular ones with entrance exams. No land should be taken 
from another school, especially one which lets so many other organisations use it. 

We would like to emphasis the fact that our main concern with the proposal of a new se condary school 

in North Kingston is the site that has been chosen. It seriously compromises the area in many ways, for 
example as a public area, as the number of pupils in the educational complex of the three schools 

would completely overwhelm the public t ransport and road system in North Kingston, and more 
specifically, Richmond Road. Moreover, this school could have an adverse effect on the present schools, 

especially Tiffin Girls' School, where strict discipline and the positive work ethos and attitude m ay be 

affected by the difference in social and educational attitudes of the pupils, and even teachers, of the 
two schools in such close proximity. Another aspect of the proposal which is of special concern is the 

desire to acquire land, and high quality fa cilities, from TGS; we would like to point out that these 
facilities, and the open space that the school has, are of utmost importance to the school as an 

educational institution that seeks to further its pupils in every area. The all -weather astroturf pit ch 

especially, is used for lessons, sporting clubs and team training, and its loss would be devastating to 
the school, particularly as so much hard work and fundraising in the late 1990s contributed to its 
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construction. In consideration of the points menti oned above, we would like to conclude that the 

proposal is positive in terms of providing education for the younger community, regardless of their 
ability, however, the location is a very strong drawback and it is the responsibility of the local 

authorities to reconsider this factor of the proposal.  

North Kingston site is too small for an 8 -form entry school. Grey Court has enormous expansion 
potential, which could mean a smaller school goes in North Kingston. This is the obvious solution that 

everyone wants.    PS - do not even think of trying to take over the Hawker Centre; you will have a 
massive battle on your hands if you do.  

A new secondary school is not required if you increase the capacity of existing schools by REMOVING 

the sixth form elements.  What would better suit the borough is an increased specialist sixth form 
capacity. Keeping sixth form education in dedicated facilities would: - Free up capacity in the secondary 

schools.  Allow a better and broader curriculum for FE.  Encourage school children to leave the school 

environment and learn to be proper young adults.  Could be based anywhere in the borough as there is 
an increased independence with the 17+ age group, so no need for "local catchment" as in secondary 

schools.    My experience of one borough secondary and sixth form was that it had a sixth form more 
for the money earnt than for a sound education, and that secondary and sixth do not in all honesty co -

exist well. 

As there are many other schools located there, it is silly to put a school right bang in the middle of 
them. This would lead to slow crowded public transport and traffic jams, and pavement overflows of 

people (parents/carers and pupils). I am strongly against the idea of the location and number of pup ils 
in the school. 

I think that the site of the new school has not been thought through carefully as there are other 

schools nearby.  This would lead to major traffic jams and the bus stops would be full. There is also not 
a lot of space there so the pupils would be squashed. 

We strongly disagree about having the school based on the North Kingston site. We think it should be 

built but somewhere else. 

We strongly disagree about having the school on the North Kingston Site. It will make it too crowded 

and there is already heavy traffic with two schools.  

I wouldn't want a school put on the North Kingston site. It will bring extra traffic and there will be three 
schools next to each other. Also it has been proposed that if the school is built it will take the astro turf 

and some of the tennis courts in Tiffin Girls' School which we strongly disagree with. 

Obviously the people who are proposing this, do not live in the area. We have already plenty of traffic  
with parents driving their kids to school. My son, going to school on his bike, was knocked over by one 

of these cars attempting a three point turn at the top of Fern Hill Gardens. As my son always wears a 
helmet, he didn't get hurt. I saw it happening,  but to my amazement , rather than the driver getting 

out of his car to check if my son was ok, he shouted at my son for careless cycling!!!!!  I know my 

views won't be taken seriously,  and what if a couple of kids get killed because of the sheer number?  
Before they put in the pedestrian crossing by Tiffin Girls, it was really difficult to cross the Richmond 

road. I had raised the issue and was sure I wasn't the only one. It t ook a girôls life to do something 
about it.  

Why not expand existing schools in the borough to ensure the baby boom is catered for and use the 

money to enhance facilities as well.  That would surely mean pupils could attend a local school rather 
than having to travel long distances across the borough which will have environmental consequences. 

I am very concerned at the proposal to extend the size of the NKC site, which could happen only to the 

detriment of existing educational provision. If the existing site i s not big enough, you need to find 
another or reduce the school size. It would be utterly unacceptable to take facilities from either of the 

surrounding schools. I am aware of the suggestion that Tiffin Girls' outdoor area might be under threat, 
and would oppose this strongly. As a local RBK resident whose daughter attends TGS, we selected the 

school based not only on its academic reputation, but also its all -round education, including sports. 

Those facilities have been developed with the help of parental f undraising over the years, and it makes 
no sense to create a new school,  by taking away facilities from an existing one. If this really is the 

intention, I cannot understand why this issue has been hidden away in the small print, as most people 
reading the consultation document would be unaware it was even an issue. 

There is resentment towards Tiffin pupils. They are called names and bullied and abused mainly by 

other pupils who would never have got into the school even if they had tried. Everyone knows t his. 
Why is no one taking this as a major consideration? If this school opens and there is trouble (knives, 

guns the way things are going) good pupils will be deterred from applying for Tiffin girls and it will be 
another success school wasted. We all want the best for all our children whether they are very able, 

average or under achieving. Rivalry will not help pupils or staff. This is being planned for 2015 when 
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the present parents won't be interested as their children will be leaving school and I would t hink that 

not many will give their comments but we must care for the future of all the children and their schools.  

As a parent and ex-student, I think it is essential that students are given the best possible opportunity 
to attain very good exam results, especially in core subjects such as Maths, Sciences, English and also 

Humanities: - Geography, History, RE and languages. Once the younger generations are better and 
more fully equipped with these life impacting subjects, there will be a much stronger, safer and wiser 

generation to lead the country, they are of course the leaders and makers of tomorrow.     
Economically, the better students become academically, the less likely the country will face jobless 

persons which can often lead to crime in one sense, but also the ethos for achieving, striving, 

persevering and not giving up will make healthier individuals and society altogether. This is not to say 
students who have greater abilities in the not so traditional subjects to be 'out -placed'. Everyone has 

different abilities and often a good a solid opportunity with well -resourced and honest support from 
educators, provide individuals an amazing boost not only in emotional well -being, academically but also 

hopefully as seen by places that do follow in this way. Individuals who have common sense and 

stamina to increase their way out of problems - even ones like the credit crunch! 

Don't waste too much time talking and figuring things out. Get on with it for once and get the school 

built as soon as possible. Especially since young teenagers are having babies these days as well as the 
mature generation. You've got more kids to  care for and educate. Good luck! 

Kingston already has 2 schools providing secondary education in Kingston. In view of the population 

increase, these should become comprehensive in order that they are able to provide the majority of 
their places to those children residing in North Kingston. Once this has happened, the need for such a 

large secondary school no longer exists and the council can consider something much smaller on a site 

that does not displace existing education providers. 

I feel that your pl anning is very poor. We have a bottleneck of children which should have been seen 

years ago. 

My main concern would be about the size in terms of number of pupils.    Concerned that existing 
provision at the North Kingston Centre is relocated and that its service is not cut completely 

Too many schools in one area.     3000+ students and teachers entering and leaving the area twice a 

day is not acceptable in a 100 yard length of road.     Crazy idea!  

It is not a good idea to put a large comprehensive school next to a single sex selective school. The 

Tiffin Girls will be verbally abused by the comprehensive children.     Kingston should be proud of its 
two grammar schools - Tiffin Girls and Tiffin Boys - and should seek to replicate this model.     The 

North Kingston Centre site is too small for the proposed school. The traffic will be a nightmare. There 

are already two schools adjacent to the site. This should not in any way affect the Tiffin Girls site as 
they have already have few outdoor facilities.  

Selection to this school should be based on proximity of residence. With nursery aged children we 

strongly support the development of a new secondary school as this means we do not have to move 
out of the area - an area we love. The school must however have excellent standards and outputs. 

This could lead to a combined total of c. 3,270 pupils and c. 300 staff accessing the 3 sites each day,  

as the proposal is for 1,700 pupils in the new school, we have 900 in The Tiffin Girlsô School, and there 
could be 670 in the newly expanded Fern Hill Primary School.  In summary the proposed school is too 

big and the proposed site too small for size of school proposed.  Children need easily accessible open 
space. Concerned that increasing the size of the site to accommodate the proposed new school will 

take open space and sports facilities from the highly successful Tiffin Girls School.    Increased number 
of pupils and staff in this area will have huge effect on the transport infrastructure in the area which 

already struggles to cope with current  demand from locals and the existing schools.    

The proposed new school at the North Kingston site will be flanked by two other schools thereby 
massively increasing pupils and staff numbers in a relatively small area. Fern Hill is also expanding in 

number. This will put great pressure on being able to access the sites, not least because of 

transportation issues - which will affect pupils and residents alike.  

I believe that if Tiffin Girls and Boys followed a similar select ion policy to Nonsuch, more Kingston 

children could be accommodated,  thereby relieving the pressure on female places without necessarily 
impacting on performance.  I am strongly opposed to the site selected because it is too close to Tiffin 

Girls and Fern hill School.  This will exacerbate the already difficult travel, access and parking problems.  

The wide variety of young people in a restricted area may also lead to problems of bullying, litter and 
problems for neighbours.    In addition, it is hard to s ee how such a large school plus some sports 

facilities scan be accommodated on a relatively small site.  The proposal is largely silent on the details 
of how this will be achieved and one is left with the suspicion that land will be taken from Tiffin Girls  to 

their detriment.    Finally, the statement that adult education classes can be relocated is not credible 
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unless there is currently spare capacity elsewhere, which is unlikely. 

I feel that the selective schools already in the area should look at their catchment area 

I am concerned about thisproposal.  I think there are enough children studying in North Kingston. To 

have more would put pressure on the transport system and facilities , and would lead to safety 
problems. 

I work as a journalist in television. I am a mother of 2 children. My daughter uses the 65 bus to get to 

school. She frequently has to wait for a third bus, as the buses are always crowed. I worry that a new 
school will put more pressure on the system. And will make it unsafe. I al so worry about the quality of 

facilities and ground space for the children.  

I think this whole proposal has been extremely badly thought out.  Have you been in the local area of a 

school of that size and witnessed what goes on at home/arrival time on tran sport/shops/local streets 

and spoken to local residents?  How dare you impose it on local people!  It is also a thinly disguised 
attack on the Tiffin Girls school because it sticks to its guns and refuses to accept girls of low ability . 

You gave Tiffin tha t site in the first place and now you are trying to drive them away,  yet every year at 
results time you are proud of the Tiffin Girls School , often with the highest results in the country.  How 

can you place a ñlow lifeò massive comp,  next to one of the best schools in the country if it is not to 

force it to merge in the future ,  or drive it away or to become independent?  Why should Tiffin give up 
its grounds to build another school?  You seem to enjoy taking revenge on Tiffin Girls for sticking to its' 

principles. 

We should be looking at more amenities for children to use outside of school time. Developing the 

Hawker Centre, perhaps adding a pool.    I know there are more children needing places at a school 

nearby, however it would be ridiculous to try to put them all at the North Kingston Centre.  

There is a need for more schools in the borough, of this there is no doubt. Having a school next to 

Tiffin Girls is a mistake, and would cause a logistical nightmare. Traffic flow along Richmond Road 

would be affected by parents dropping off or picking up their children from two schools so close 
together. Getting available seats on buses after school will be an issue. Finally, rivalry between two 

schools fighting for supremacy,  particularly if one is seen to be inferior to the other ,  and competing 
with limited resources will be a problem. With Tiffin Boys and Kingston Grammar, they are on opposite 

sides of the road and they are perceived as equal. This is not the case with the new school proposition.  

How will this fit in with the current Tiffin Boys and Tiffin Girls Schools? What will be the impact, and 
how will the schools integrate given the very close pr oximity? 

Keep off the Hawker Centre site. It's protected and completely unsuitable for any sort of 6th form 

provision.    North Kingston Centre site would be ok if the school was smaller. At 8 form entry, itôs a 
non-starter.    Why aren't you doing a PROPER evaluation of other sites? You are taking the course of 

least resistance which will result in North Kingston being ruined forever. 

Site is too small for proposed plan, and concern re transport/road infrastr ucture capacity to support the 
increased traffic 

I can't see reason for another school when there are already so many secondary schools in Kingston. 

I think it is absolutely ridiculous that the council thinks it should build on Tiffin Girls' School's ast roturf 

and grounds to make way for this new school. By all means make the new school but I would prefer it 
if it was somewhere else, instead of right next to Tiffin Girls'. It is absurd to take away the girls' playing 

grounds. How are they meant to practic e sports? Aren't the government keen on having all children in 

the UK to have P.E lessons? How on earth are the girls meant to have P.E. lessons when their grounds 
have been taken away? The girls will no longer be able to take part in hockey or netball matches. The 

bus stops will be even more crowded and Fern hill Gardensô residents will become even more 
distressed. Have you even taken their views into account? Please kindly build this new school on 

different land. Do you really think Tiffin Girls' School c an maintain its excellent sporting achievements 

after you've taken its grounds away? And where do you expect teachers and parents to park after you 
take away the slip road?   Fern Hill Gardens? They do not appreciate the parents parking in their road 

as it is. You clearly have not thought this through at all.  

Don't take away the Tiffin Girls' School Astroturf and Tennis courts. The school had to raise money 

themselves for the Astro and if you take it away , hockey will not be able to be played there. This would 

lower the standards of physical education, and with Tiffin having won the National Plate it would be a 
shame for Kingston, especially as many from Tiffin school are part of the borough games. The floodlit 

tennis and netball court is often the only available one in the winter term as it gets too dark, so you are 
again restricting matches and sports at the school.    Therefore you would not only take away half of 

the school but a main part of the school community and restrict the sports at the school.  

Council should spend money on other future projects. As stats clearly show our population equivalent 
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shifts. A secondary school might not be needed in the midterm future. In tough economic times the 

council should try to save as much money as possible.  With the economy slowly recovering and 
uncertain years ahead, the secondary school plan should be postponed. 

I am a parent of a Year 4 child in Surbiton (Berrylands)  This is not going to help me but it will help 

others.    I am faced with tutoring vs. children from all over SW London and well beyond - to get a 
place at MY LOCAL grammar school.  Having a nervous wait to see if we get a place at Hol lyfield, given 

the shrinking catchment area.  If you made Tiffin a local school it would ease current problems 
instantly.     MAKE TIFFIN A LOCAL SCHOOL 

Small site would take facilities away from Tiffin Girls. The Richmond Road cannot cope with the volume 

of pupils even with a supposed green travel plan. Increased walkers would be dangerous on the narrow 
pavements and cyclists would be at risk from the high number of drivers already using the road Why 

not put the new secondary school on the HC site and move the HC activities to the NKC Sports facilities 

for the new school,  and wider community would then be housed at the new school.  How can you put 
8 form entry 11 -16 school in such proximity to primar y school? 

I cannot comment on the "specialism" of the school as raised in the 3 poi nts on this page.  My view is 
that such a question is for educationalists to discuss.  My opposition to this school is its NK location.  

There are already far too many schools in this area. 

The NK site should be returned to Tiffin Girls as it used to be theirs.  This is a smaller school catering 
for selective, and often, out  of borough students.  The current Tiffin Girls site used to be a secondary 

modern school for boys (Rivermead) and then merged with Bonner Hill Girls for about a year in the 

1980s.  It was then closed due to falling numbers, and Tiffin Girls moved to the unoccupied site.  You 
have a ready made school for the numbers using the old Rivermead site, and retur ning Tiffin Girls to 

NK site would be the most sensible option.  Why cram everyone else on split sites etc.  Surely the costs 
would be more beneficial and less too.  My own children would have had a decent school down the 

road instead of bussing to one fur ther away.  We need a secondary school that caters for all on the 
larger site and Tiffin Girls had a perfectly adequate site on the NK premises.  The sports 

facilities/playing fields could even be shared! 

It is imperative that the activities in the NK cen tre i.e. adult ed, are given suitable alternative 
accommodation as this is a valuable service to the Kingston community.  It is also imperative that 

travel and transport issues are considered very carefully. Parents will continue to drop students off by 

car whatever 'blue sky' options you plan for and this will cause congestion on a main artery into 
Kingston 

The new school will be squeezed in on the NK site and detract from the space available for Tiffin Girls 

school. It is not clear how much land/open spa ce will be available for the students of the new school. 
Having the HC playing fields is not the same as on-site facilities. The scale of the development is over-

development of the land available. 

The NKC is not an appropriate site for a such a large school.  The site of Tiffin Girls school would be far 

more appropriate.  This was the historical site of the main NK secondary school.  It was obtained by 

deceptive, and arguably illegal means, for Tiffin Girls.  It is time to right a historical wrong and bring 
back the NK secondary school to the site of Tiffin Girls.  There is no reason to keep Tiffin Girls in NK as 

it does very little to service the local community.  The majority of Tiffin Girls students commute from 
outside North Kingston 

I presume you mean specialisation?  There is no such word as "specialism" in my dictionary 

The hope / expectation / suggestion that a very large prop ortion of students will travel by foot or cycle 
seems to be very unrealistic, and it seems highly likely that there will be serious traffic congestion 

locally with 3 schools of this size right next to each other. I note that the report says vast majority wi ll 
live within walking distance, but no commitment to how many will travel that way.  

I believe that the local selective schools should be required to shared in the burden of accommodating 

extra form(s) as part of the boroughs overall strategy to add addit ional places. 

The Richmond Road is currently a very busy major road into Kingston and Richmond.  Traffic is 

regularly back to Lancaster Gardens/Ham Parade and accessing public transport is poor/irregular and 

crowded.  Parking locally is difficult and would be exacerbated by additional traffic/members of the 
public.    The NKC is a wonderful adult education centre for Kingston/Richmond residents and would be 

a shame to lose!  The centre is also used by young people with it SEN, some of which are able to travel 
to the NKC as it is local.  If this is repositioned, it would be difficult for these young people.    The PR 

Unit is also a valuable centre for young people.  Where would they go?  Anstee House is certainly 
unsuitable.  Kingston has lost its suburban feel and another large school at the NKC would be a large 

mistake.    Also the current building is appealing - what a disaster to pull it down.  I for one would 

seriously consider moving from the borough should it go ahead (parents of 2) 
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Richmond Road is a very busy road and over the years, some people (pupils too) have been killed on 

this road, so obviously safety should be a prime issue if students are to go from one base to another 
for their lessons. The Hawker site is very popular with preschool aged children and also for school aged 

children of primary age - for a base for parties etc.  this MUST BE kept available for the public use. 

There are 2 arguments against the school being in North Kingston.  I have no objection to a new 
school in Kingston:    1) A site more central to Kingston will be more suitable to avoid student 

commuting traffic. Although it may be costly to decommission the site between Surrey Basin and 
Kingsgate Road, it seems this site will be a good candidate as it is central and will serve all the people 

in Kingston. Losing the adult education centre in North Kingston would be a major blow to the local 

people who use this facility.    2) If a new school is bui lt in North Kingston, I am sure it will not be long 
before Grey Court school in Ham will close. Is this really money well spent given the current economic 

climate? would it be better to regenerate the Grey Court school? I think the support/demand is for a 
good non selective school in North Kingston and I am sceptical with the argument that there are 

insufficient school place in North Kingston. 

Whatever happens we need to hedge around the plan so that:    Schools cannot later turn selective ,     
cannot arrogate any land so that opportunities are lost to later generations , cannot become affiliated or 

transferred to become allied to any faith/religion .   The local authority should "go it alone" and not 
enter into any partnership (on provision of this school)  

Why are you proposing to spend MILLIONS on knocking down a perfectly good building and rebuilding?  

Good schools need an excellent head and excellent teachers.  The BEST schools in this country operate 
in some VERY OLD buildings!  Spend our money on refurbishing/updating and on STAFF.    We are at 

present in the middle of an economic disaster and schooling budgets are massively overspent.  This 

seems to be a VERY BAD TIME to plan spending 80million.  Be realistic and deliver a school we can 
afford.    Perhaps if less children from other boroughs came to our excellent schools we could provide 

an education for Kingston children, and they would not be forced out of borough especially in NK  

It is time to have a secondary school back in NK.  It will make parents  decisions on education easier.  

They are delighted by the primaries but are faced with dreadful anxious moments/times deciding on 

11-16/18 education. 

I have main objections:    Within the borough, the council needs to review and abolish the selective 

admissions policy for secondary schools.  This has a very negative impact on school numbers with high 

volumes of pupils travelling long distances.  If Kingston schools served the borough then local children 
would have priority and there may not be the need fo r a new school.  Unsustainable travel to school 

patterns and negative impacts on local communities would also be revised.    Given the huge level of 
inter borough movement of pupils currently, the analysis/projection of future rolls needs to be more 

strategic and take into account neighbouring/other boroughs birth rates, rolls and retention records.    

BSF is a profiteering scandal. 

The proposed site at the NKC is not a suitable site for the following reasons:    Richmond Road is a 

very busy road and is the sole route between Kingston and Richmond (apart from the park which 
restricts some vehicles.) Additional traffic for the school will prove very problematic.  Traffic flow will 

cease.    Parking - the proposed school is large.  Provision for parking is very limited.  It will affect 

matters of health and safety.    It will have a detrimental effect on the neighbouring infants school - 
see prior comments.    It will force the closure of the NKC which is a valuable and LOCAL amenity for a 

residential area.    If a new school is required why cannot it be sited in Dickerage Road or Kingston 
Road?  Both areas which require REGENERATION and both have recreation grounds and are not far 

from Norbiton Station and have good bus services.    The proposed site would require the demolition of 

a building which is useful and architecturally pleasing. 

I am very concerned about the loss of the NKC.  We need to know where the Adult Education will be 

transferred to.  It is essential to have somewhere in CENTRAL Kingston - to transfer classes to Surbiton 
or New Malden would be very inconvenient. 

This problem has been highlighted for years and having been ignored in the past, has now come home 

to roost.  Get it right as there will b e no tolerance for mistakes.  I note that imm igrants have not been 
in included in the list of reasons for increase in pressure for places, why?    The HC appears to be a 

perfect setting for the sports facilities, whilst keeping a public usage element.  Do not lose studio site 

space with on site sports halls, when space is just across the road.    With the excellent examples of 
Greycourt and Hollyfield on our doorstep, a non selective, co-ed school is just what is needed.  Having 

just visited both schools prior to my son joining one in September 2010, the combination of these 2 
schools would provide an establishment that would be hard to beat.     Teddington school has been 

visiting new builds up and down the country, picking up problems, solutions and new ideas whilst their 
build took place.  What an example of commonsense, let's have lots of that for the new NK school.  Let 
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us have a beautiful building, good design need not end up like the Rose Theatre!  Indeed, use that as 

an example of how NOT to do it.  

This is a totally unnecessary new build when the existing site could be used in an imaginative new build 
for both boroughs on the Greycourt school site.    As small boroughs, we should work together to 

satisfy our residents needs in the most effective, efficient and best value way, wh ich this proposal does 
not meet in any way.  

The road infrastructure would not support the increase in traffic. There is already a large school (Tiffin 

Girls) on this road and a large primary school. Both of these mean that the road is already heavily 
congested at peak times and buses are overflowing.    Also, as a long term user of the North Kingston 

centre it is unthinkable that such a good provider of adult education in a convenient location will be 
lost.    Surely it would be more sensible to increase t he capacity of a number of existing, successful, 

oversubscribed school in Kingston. i.e. Tiffin girls/boys Coombe Girls, Southborough, Tolworth girls etc. 

Why do we need to build a new one? 

Many schools is better than less because numbers of pupils in a class have an impact on teachers, 

pupils and definitely the result s of the school performance. 

This is not a good idea to have 2 schools in the same location and effectively on the same site.  There 
are issues with access, traffic density, public transport, sports facilities.  The new school needs to be 

more appropriately located 

It would be useful to know where the Adult Education classes will be going.  This site has the 
advantage of being easily accessible by public transport.  

I am concerned that there will not be enough playground space on the site.  Also the playing fields plan 
needs to be resolved.  It would not be ideal to have to bus pupils to a distant site for these facilities.  

The school should be based on an environmental model Provision for SAFE cycle lanes throughout NK 

should be included in the plan. 

Too many schools in this area.  The buses get packed - no room left for anyone other than children.  

Has been a college and it feels as if people don't get any choice about the change, it just happens 

anyway.    I feel people with learning disabilities and difficulties are getting pushed out the door.    I 
am a student at the NKC for 3.5-4 years, if there is not a college for those with learning disabil ities I 

would sit indoors looking at 4 walls, feeling depressed.  It helps people to have direction in life and mix 
with other people.    It feels as if people in high positions make decisions for everybody.  

No serious consideration can be made / provided without a complete picture addressing the previous 

issues / concerns: 1.  Traffic --- Assurance that there will be no impact upon the deteriorating traffic 
flow / delays / parking now being experienced in North Kingston.    2. How / where  will the 

replacement North Kingston Centre facilities be placed? (They themselves need to remain in North 
Kingston with good parking facilities).    3.  Assurance / clarity over the future of the Hawker Centre. 

(with no hindrance / loss to its current role in the communit y). 

I think another site should be chosen for the proposed new school. A school is needed but the 
proposed site is unacceptable.  With such a large number of students using the 371 and 65 which are 

also used by Tiffin Girls' School, there would be long queues for buses.  Rivalry between the 2 schools, 

which would be in such close proximity, especially if the school was mixed, could cause fights and very 
bad feeling.  The proposed building would necessitate taking land and facilities like sports fields and 

tennis courts from the very successful Tiffin Girls' school to give space to a new school. It smacks of 
taking from Peter to pay Paul. 

The Hawker Centre has excelled in recent years; you only have to see the use of the centre and the 

tennis courts.  the membership is increasing and the place provides a refreshing break from 
increasingly congested Kingston area.  Further, the school will add to the local traffic at peak times 

which is already at breaking point.  

The North Kingston Centre site is unsuitable.  There is a public right of way which would need to be re -
sited past residentôs property (at present there is a lane between the houses. )    The building to house 

1700 children would be enormous and unsuitably high in a residential area.  Congestion and traffic 
problems would be dreadful - they are already bad on a Thursday and at peak times.  One problem i n 

the Kingston one way system leads to solid traffic jams all the way to Richmond.  It is already very 
difficult to get on a bus at peak times. You talk about negotiations with Tiffin Girls' School. Presumably 

you want to share or take their land as they are neighbours and this is the only option to expand the 

site sideways.  Why?  They are one of the top successful schools in the country.  Is this an attempt by 
the backdoor to stop the selection of pupils?  TGS works superbly well, why try to change their 

arrangements? 

Two suggested - and more pertinent - questions on which to solicit Kingston's residents' views:    1. 
Why do we continue to embrace the principle of non-preferential access to local residents to premier 
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key schools such as Tiffin Girls and Tiffin Boys (increasing the need for Kingston residents to attend out 

of borough schools)?     2. How has the Borough gotten itself into a situation where it has to act 
apparently so drastically to catch up with projected pupil numbers? Why have the planning permission 

processes allowing the creation of more high-density buildings around the Borough allowed this 

situation to arise without an ticipating the consequences? 

A new secondary school should NOT be built on the North Kingston site because:    (1) Originally, a 

joint proposal between Richmond and Kingston put forward a shared solution to the local shortage of 
secondary school places.  These included extending and refurbishing the local co-educational non-

selective secondary school for Ham and North Kingston, which is Grey Court School.  Given its 

extensive grounds and better location, it would make much more sense for Kingston to work i n 
partnership with Richmond to develop this site. I understood that it was Kingston that withdrew from 

these negotiations not Richmond.  Why did Kingston withdraw? There is land, space and infrastructure 
on the Richmond school site. Local politicians and councils need to work together to provide the best 

opportunities for children despite 'artificial' borough boundaries. This will also ensure best value and 

sustainability.     (2) Ham and North Kingston is a cohesive interconnected community. In formulating  
their proposals, it appears the consultation regards North Kingston as a sealed area where residents 

from Ham do not interact.  We believe that the two boroughs should be working in partnership to 
provide the best solution for the entire Ham and North Kin gston community.  Moreover, in the initial 

consultation only 51% agreed that the North Kingston Centre should be the proposed new site for the 
new school.  This is hardly a decisive number.     (3) A new secondary school in North Kingston will 

reduce the intake of other local secondary schools which would have a significant and detrimental 

effect on their budgets and hence the quality of education and services they provide.  A partnership 
with Kingston to develop Grey Court would allow far better economies of scale and improved provision, 

including potentially a sixth form.   Has a cross -borough impact assessment been carried out? Has 
cross-borough place planning been carried out including contact with individual primary & secondary 

schools?    (4) Cramming so many children into such a small area will bring no benefit to our already 

congested roads, nor is it coherent with what we know about the best way for children to learn.  As 
well as classrooms, they also need open spaces.  Well over 1400 additional pupils travelling to school 

along A307, Richmond Road, will cause congestion on the existing safe pavement and cycleway routes 
to school, and may force children onto unsafe roads.  In addition, the school would need a number of 

external sports facilities resulting in further pupil journeys and loss of learning time.  Kingston is also 
proposing to expand Fern Hill School and this will exacerbate the above problems despite there being 

places available in Ham primary schools.     (5) In addition there will be the loss and/or relocation of 

adult education services, RAKAT (our school minibus provider) and the local Archives / History office.  
For schools, the relocation of RAKAT will limit us from using this service to transport children to and 

from sports competitio ns and trips.  The local history room and archives provides a convenient local 
school history trip facility for schools on this side of Kingston.     (6) There are also some significant 

concerns about how the process of consultation has been managed. The initial 'informal' consultation 

was held at the start of the summer holidays - the ensured that schools could not communicate the 
information to families concerned.     For the 'formal' consultation the document provided and the 

consultation evening suggests that the school has already been agreed and the outcome is certain. 
Questions are slanted away from the issue of the best location which was part of the original 'informal' 

consultation towards what the school will be like which conveniently detracts from the issue of location.    

(7) The funding has been granted for transforming education yet information presented at the 
consultation for the school seemed grounded in current educational ideas not transformational ones. 

What about IGCSEs, skills based learning, diplomas, teaching fundamental skills in exciting & 
motivating ways based on knowledge about how 11-16 year olds learn best?     In addition, potential 

providers if not RBK may add their own conditions of entry or 'vision' which may be unpopular with 
parents and the local community e.g. faith school. It was too early in this consultation to present a 

vision / picture of the school when the issue is where the school will be located rather than what it will 

be like. 

There is no question that an additional school is needed in Kingston. However, the proposed site is 

totally inappropriate given the already high number of pupils visiting that stretch of Richmond Road. Is 

it fair on the pupils and the local residents to inflict this on them?  

The provision of only 10 SEN places seems very meagre considering the overall size of the school - no 

clarity in the paper on whether this was per year group?  

An ideal site for a new community secondary school would be on the site of Tiffin Girls School. TGS 
does NOT serve the local community and could be re-sited anywhere in the borough. I am baffled as to 

why this proposal is not being explored. The North Kingston centre site is too small and would restrict 
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outdoor sports activity for the pupils, also an other school would cause severe traffic congestion in the 

area. 

I do not feel this is a proper consultation. You have already made up your mind as to what should 
happen. You have no plan B, so we have nothing to compare this plan to. We are not being offe red 

any choice, and you are just cramming the children in as you have a budget that has to be spent only 
in Kingston, rather than working for a shared solution with Richmond. Such a large school so close to 

the Richmond border will attract lots of Richmond  students, especially as the secondary schools there 
are not as good as Kingston ones. This will lead to more traffic congestion with both cars and buses, 

while leaving some Kingston children to find other schools.    Your previous consultation on proposed 

sites, only considered the limited council owned sites, and gave 2 weeks over the summer holidays to 
reply when a lot of people with children were on holiday.    At the meeting on 9th February you did not 

take seriously all the concerns about trying to pu t 8 forms of entry onto such a small site, which is just 
over half the recommended size for such a school. 

Serious concerns around the proposed concentration of school pupils with effectively a 15 form school 

being created with Fern Hill, new school and Tiffin girls all next to each other.  Significant reservations 
about vehicular and pedestrian traffic at key times of day.  Very worried about the LA's single view of 

an eight form entry school on the north Kingston site and no discussion around alternatives if planning 
not successful.  Feel eight forms on the north Kingston site would not result in good outcomes for our 

childrenôs education due to the pressure resulting from high pupil density and lack of social spaces for 

playtime etc (especially important  for boys).  Also have reservations over the LA's lack of control over 
the school from the competitive tendering process which could end up with another selective school in 

the borough. 

The North Kingston site is quite simply not big enough. There is alre ady a selective school next door, 
which could cause obvious tensions between the pupils of the two schools.  The proposed number of 

staff and pupils would be enormous and transport is already under enormous strain and offers a poor 
service.  There is likely to be a negative impact on Tiffin Girls' School, with a potential loss of open 

space and sporting provision. Placing another secondary school next door to a recognised extremely 
successful one seems somewhat illogical in terms of secondary school provision for the borough as a 

whole; surely another site would be more suitable.  

Building a new school on the suggested site will have a potential detrimental effect on the existing two 
schools adjacent to the site. Furthermore, while I do not live close to the  site, I think a third school 

here will put further pressure on traffic and parking which must already try the patience of local 

residents. I think North Kingston does need another school; however, I believe this site to be the 
wrong choice. 

Proposals to reduce the amount of land that is available at the Tiffin Girls' School are unfeasible, as the 

sporting facilities available are vital to the school.  Furthermore, with two schools adjacent to the 
proposed school, there will be over 3000 pupils around this site and therefore there will be even more 

problems with traffic along Richmond Road. 

I strongly feel that though the idea of building a school in North Kingston is good, the site chosen for 

this would hinder the progress of other schools. The school is going to have 240 places each year 

which is a great number of students in total. The local transport system and the running of nearby 
schools would be totally hindered by this. A new site quite far away with enough space for construction 

would be better fo r this. The construction of this school in the current site proposed would lead to 
more noise and environmental pollution because of increased number of people using cars even if 

green transport campaigns are introduced. I think it would be better if a new  site is used for this 

proposal. 

Good idea but I think definitely wrong location - would support it on another site other than North 

Kingston. 

I heard that it was going to be a five floor building? If this is correct, this is ridiculous. Students will 
spend more time walking up and downstairs than they will in lessons. If there is the need to make it 

such a tall building in order to accommodate all the anticipated students and staff, then presumably 
this suggests that this is not the best site to use. The  council would be far better off buying a new site, 

with ample space to construct a building which would better meet the needs of a school and there 

would be a greater desire to build it, rather than simply building it as quickly as possible, to meet the 
demand. A five storey building will be extremely impractical and, unless serious consideration is put 

into place during planning, is likely to be an eyesore. 

Not a good idea because too many people on so little area of space can be disruptive in many ways 

and problems will occur on the site in many ways including social and transportation.    Might work of 

Tiffin boys are moved to this site but other than that it wonôt.     If the school is a selective grammar 
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school for boys it might work but not otherwise  

I think the addition of a new school in Kingston is a positive thing, however, it has been bought to my 
attention that the Tiffin Girls school would lose much of their sporting facilities, such as part of the 

astro-turf, which is a factor I believe to be  a negative as it may put Tiffin at some disadvantage as it 
would perhaps not be able to fulfil  its sporting potential, particularly as some of the tennis courts would 

also be lost which provide a fundamental source of the pupils sporting activities.  

I would like the council to be much clearer with parents about the impact of the location upon the two 
existing schools already near to that site - namely Tiffinôs and Fern hill primary.    The impact on traffic 

in the area will be devastating and the area wil l not be able to cope with the demands of 3 schools 
sitting next door to each other.    I cannot understand how any council can situate two secondary 

schools next door to each other and not expect serious repercussions. 

The proposal as it stands in your consultation document does not seem to be well-thought out.  For 
example, you mention that you are negotiating for additional land - but do not say where this is going 

to be.  If you are going to take land off either Fern Hill or Tiffin Girls, more informa tion on this would 

be useful.  It is also not clear why the proposal has moved the sixth form from the Hawker Centre to 
the NK site. 

Traffic should be a serious point of interest, as there are many current issues, generally with blockages 
in the system. A solution which could also support our present environmental problems would be to 

encourage greater use of public transport for schoolchildren and make this service more efficient at 

focussed points of their day, in the morning and afternoon.    I also bel ieve a solution to any 
unwillingness of Tiffin Girls' School to give up land to the new school could be to share the specialised 

facilities of the astroturf between the neighbouring schools and instead consider giving more of the 
tarmac area to the exclusive use of the new school. 

I'm sorry, but the buses never come and when they do they're completely late.     I'm 16, and I do 

NOT want to be walking down dark alleyways due to the fact I couldn't get on a bus because it's so 
packed full of people from the other 4 schools and the one you are proposing.     Move it elsewhere, 

otherwise you're going to have to deal with the travel chaos and loads of angry parents.     Thanks  

I have represented some of my views in the box above, but I would also like to add th at although 
some grounds of Tiffin Girls' which you are proposing to take, should be used, I do not believe that too 

much should be taken as it would greatly diminish the sporting reputation of the school and mean 
there are far less facilities available for sport. Perhaps an alternative could be that the new school could 

share the astroturf with Tiffin Girls' saving space for them having to make one of their own and 

meaning Tiffin Girls' do not have to compromise their sport facilities so much. The Hawker Centre also 
has many available sports facilities which could be put to good use by students as it is very close to the 

proposed location of the school.     Another thing that would need to be considered is the effect on 
traffic in the area and the use of pu blic transport as there are already issues with it in the area, with 

several accidents in the past and more students might add to this risk. However if buses could be timed 

to come more frequently at the time the school day finishes, or even for the two sc hools to have a 
finishing time which is fifteen minutes apart, this problem would be greatly reduced. A solution could 

also be tied in with the environmental issues that surrounding us today through encouragement of 
further use of public transport rather t han cars, restricting the traffic in the area, so it balances out to 

be similar to how it is currently, with fewer cars but more buses.     I really do hope that you take into 
consideration my proposals and opinions on this subject and good luck with the b uilding of the school. 

Thank you. 

Not only is taking away excellent facilities from Tiffin Girls unreasonable - the school in question has 
earned these facilities after the tragedy of half of it burning down in 2003.     The sporting facilities 

there are part of everyday life in order for the girls to keep up with the one hour of physical education 

the government requires them to have every week.     Many of the girls, including my own, enjoys the 
wide range of sporting opportunities which enables many oth ers -who may not be as keen on sports- 

to embrace the idea of physical activity more openly.    To take away much of the hockey astroturf and 
tennis courts, which the school has duly earn and fundraised for since the fire of 2003, impeaches on 

the school's property, the staff and the hopes of many, many girls who look to the facilities to aid them 
in a future career in sport.     This is only one half of the issue.     The other is the see mingly 

overlooked issue regarding traffic and the already horrendous bus congestion that will only increase 

with the opening of a new school that is to facilitate so many new pupils. It is not only dangerous to 
board, but also dangerous to drive such heavily packed buses.    Seeing as the bus service is still 

infrequent, even though many requests have been filed to London Transport and the council, they still 
remain completely unreliable. When the buses do arrive, they are already packed to bursting with 

students from Surbiton High, Tiffin Boys' School, Kingston Grammar and both Coombe schools.     If 
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and when the girls from Tiffin manage to squeeze on these heavily congested buses - schools such as 

the German School and Grey Court usually fail or find it extremely difficult to get on a bus.     The 
danger of a young girl having to wait until it is dark, particularly in winter and early spring, and then 

walk home with no or little people around is extremely worrying for me, as a parent. The opening of a 

new school would add to this waiting time, meaning my child and many others would fail to get home 
while it is safe and light, and instead would arrive home when it is completely dark.    I seriously 

propose that the planners for this new school rethink its loc ation. If people are so very desperate to 
find a school in Kingston - then surely moving it to other areas of Kingston would only be a matter of 

another few minutes' journeying.     I hope you will take my views the views of others in the same 
position into serious consideration.    Thank You. 

I think it is ok for the proposed school to be built but I think that it is completely unnecessary for them 

to take any of the other school's facilities, especially the sport facilities. Sport is an essential part of  life 
at The Tiffin Girls' School and taking away the Astroturf would be grossly unfair to the successful 

hockey teams at Tiffin Girls'. Tiffin Girls' hosts the borough Netball competitions every year, the taking 

of any Netball/Tennis courts would mean tha t they were not able to do this. I do not oppose the 
building of the new school, only the negative effects it may have on schools that are already here and 

thriving.  

I think it's really bad because there would be a lot of competition and I think it would be highly 

unsuccessful. Also people would think that they don't need to try so hard to get in to a grammar school 

and they can just go to this school.  

The school must be non-denominational 

I think an appropriate name for the school would be:  

As a resident of Grosvenor Gardens, I find that the traffic on the Richmond road is already grinding to a 

standstill at least twice a day.  I cannot see how this area can possibly take any more traffic.  I think it 
is extremely naive to believe that teenag ers will opt to cycle to school in order 'to be greenô. It just 

won't happen. If you don't believe this then I strongly suggest you visit the racks at Grey Court school 

during hours and observe the uptake!!  A new secondary school may be needed but 'shoe-horning' it 
into this plot is short sighted with long-term consequences for local residents. 

This seems to be deliberate ploy to destroy the Tiffin Girls school.  It is not the schools fault that some 
local residents do not have the ability to go there.  B y siting a new overlarge school next door, people 

will be afraid to send their girls there due to harassment and bullying.  You will also take the current 

playing field and outdoor space from Tiffin as well as making public transport access impossible.  
Eventually you will force Tiffin to move away or become private.  This is a deliberate ploy to play on 

the jealously of local parents and the fact that the school stands up to the LEA and tells the truth that 
some local girls do not have the ability to go th ere.  If you didn't want Tiffin Girls to have the building 

you should not have closed down the other school and given them the building in the first place  

I have concerns about adequate transport arrangements being made.  There are already major 
congestion problems on the Richmond Road during peak times with children attending Tiffin Girls óand 

Fern hill.  Your proposal will add significantly to this with no adequate plan for how you are going to 

address the matter.    I would also reject the idea of takin g over any of the land which currently forms 
part of Tiffin Girls' School to be part of the new school.  If you can't make your plan work on the site 

you already have then the site isn't suitable.  

A new school at the North Kingston Centre will put tremend ous pressure on bus service in the area and 

the road traffic will increase significantly, which will mean traffic jams and inconvenience for the local 

residents. In addition, such a large number of young people from 2 secondary schools may give rise to 
unsocial (or bullying) behaviours.  

I think it would be very chaotic to site a school, the transportation would be a nightmare, and this 

would impede on existing space for other schools. The infrastructure would not be able to support this, 
and to have that m any people in such a small space would be incredibly difficult to manage, and could 

lead to accidents.  I am strongly opposed to this - far too disruptive, and the logistics do not lend 
themselves to this proposal. 

For a start I don't think the questionnaire is a very good one.  It is produced from the angle that 

another school is going to happen.  Therefore I am wasting my time writing this - will anyone read it 
and how will they assimilate what  I think into the computer!!   The NKC is a very fine brick built 

building of the 1930s and in my view should be a listed building.  To knock it down and build 
something bland in its place would be a crime.  The internal portions of some of the rooms (the gym) 

for instance, could be adapted for modern mult i purpose use and its heating system needs upgrading.    

The population of Kingston has grown beyond proportion recently as it evident by crowded buses, 
clogged roads etc.  Is anyone in control of its growth?  Many people on the buses are obviously from 
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other countries and hopefully they are all here legally. Many also have children and their needs have to 

be taken into account BUT we are also growing into an age where the population is getting older and 
their needs also have to be considered.    Adult education is important for the physical and mental 

health of the elderly.  And there is a strong need for adult education classes at NK especially classes 

that promote good health like Tai Chi, Yoga etc.  Many elderly people live alone and the AE classes are 
important socially too.    There is some evidence to suggest I believe, that AE classes can help people 

stay out of the doctors surgeries and away from the need to call on the already over stressed health 
services - which Kingston also seems to want to curb according to the local paper.    There is, I hope a 

lot more thought going into the idea of closing and rebuilding the NKC.  Are those involved looking at 
the bigger picture?  I hope so.  Money and target s are not the be all and end all  of everything.  The 

needs of everyone have to be taken into account, not just those adding to an already overcrowded 

corner of Britain.  

We are given to believe that a senior school is essential for our local children.  I am writing in what 

feels to me, to be a last ditch attempt (despite assurances that this is still just a proposed new school) 

for commonsense to prevail and that another site be used.  There are so many negatives to using the 
NKC or the HC.    The congestion already a associated with the 2 existing  schools (i.e. Tiffin Girls and 

Fern hill) both to the local traffic and buses.  The huge number of children daily in the area.    The 
impact and danger of children constantly crossing the Richmond Road, if sports facilities are at the HC.    

The impact on the local community.  Already, local residents have to be informed by letter that they 
may not be able to leave or enter their own premises at examination times.  This is just not acceptable.    

Due to the huge mistake which forced through the moving of T iffin Girls School to the site which has 

been used originally, and indeed was, the NKC is nowhere near big enough.    Where other senior 
schools have been built next to each other, real rivalry has ensured, indeed involving police 

intervention daily.    Th e NKC is a beautiful building, has recently undergone much renovation and 
updating.  Adult education should not be downgraded.  I think its value is much underestimated.  

Around 2000 students (with well over 3000 registrations) yearly use it, with all the value this is giving, 

in particular, to the older population in terms of the health benefits, both mental and physical.    The 
financial implications of demolition, resiting of all the many things currently going on at the NKC as well 

as possible changes at the HC.    There is an existing covenant which does not allow education at the 
HC.    Bearing this all in mind, why was the original agreed plan to renovate and extend Greycourt 

School scrapped?  It would cancel out just about all the problems.  It is se en as a much improving 
school which these measures would seem to build on hugely.  It is so close, NK parents could feel 

happy about the distance their children would need to go, and indeed a lot of them do already.    

alternatively, The Keep would benefit hugely with a complete renovation and a new senior school.    
Something as important as this should be independently agreed and not be influenced by MPs battling 

it out at this nearing election time, thus allowing the pressure of a few powerful, determine d parents to 
spoil our community.    Let's get it right this time and not have to suffer the consequences.  Thank you.  

I  hope a way can be found to minimise disruption to AE 

I feel very strongly that the North Kingston site is the wrong place for a school of this size. There are 
already 2 schools Fern Hill and Tiffinôs on this stretch of road and I think this additional HUGE school 

would push the road and transport system over the edge. The road is already busy and road rage 
being what it is these days, we need to protect our children from danger. The transport is a real issue 

with Elmbridge already threatening to get rid of busses like the 801 which serves Tiffinôs. How are 

these children meant to get to school?? I have heard talk that some of the Tiffin playing fields will be 
taken to expand Fern Hill. Is this true? What is this, taking from Peter to pay Paul? A lot of fund raising 

was done to put those astro turf pitches in place and I feel that in the teenage years in particular sport 
is just as important as academic education. To take these away when they are also used extensively by 

the local community would be a travesty. You are talking about building a new gym etc in the new 
school and yet Tiffinôs doesn't have this and you are going to take what th ey have worked so hard to 

attain. I cannot stress how unjust this is. My daughter has just started at Tiffin in Sept and sport is so 

important to her. PLEASE PLEASE don't take our playing land away!!!The girls need it to learn team 
work, commitment, loyalty and so many other LIFE skills. Academic studies are very draining. They 

need somewhere to release all the stress and strain. Don't take our facilities away. The girls have all 
worked soooo hard to get into this school. Don't punish them for their hard wo rk. I could go on and on 

but the question is, will you listen????? 

Why will only year 7s start in 2015. Surely they will miss out on the benefit of a buddy scheme and the 
example of older children 

Concerned that academic record of school will not be proven - how will high standards from the start 

be ensured?  if open to all abilities will streaming be part of the ethos so that childrenôs needs are met   
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how will the school culture be shaped - these things usually evolve over many years   every step needs 

to be taken to ensure that there is good feel to the school and that it is not on empty cavernous spare 
for those children in the first few years of intake . 

My kids are at Lovelace who have expanded for the last 2 years - kids are being made to eat in the 

playground - on the floor!! - and in the corridors because they aint got the room to cope! so when 
these kids are due to go to secondary - where are the places for them going to be? No-one going to 

travel to NK to go to school - too far  (Yes Lovelace will cope in yrs to come but our kids suffering now 
with lack of facilities in place) all of this is ridiculous and should have been thought of before  

I have attended the NK centre for se veral years. Because of access and transport I  would not attend 

elsewhere. Several of my students attend ESOL classes and it is a good location for them to get to.  
Being a Richmond resident I  am uncertain of your proposed siting for a new school as both T eddington 

and Grey Court are close by and used by Kingston residents. I donôt believe your statistics have proved 

how three schools would be affected and what interchange between the two boroughs there would be.  
I donôt like the idea of sports provision elsewhere.  What impact will the building of Teddington have  - 

will this be attractive to NK facilities  

I feel the impact on local services in NK will be detrimental Also, without seeing plans; it seems hard to 

imagine how such a large school and sports half can fit on the proposed site.  

The local authority should have given more thought when granting planning permission for 
developments of Royal Park Gate, the old power station site, Charter Quay, Turks boatyard and the 

inflow of residents into an alrea dy stretched resource.  All other schools in Kingston are obliged to take 

in students from other boroughs why should this school be different. If Kingston schools were reserved 
for Kingston residents this current problem would not be so great.  When 2 secondary schools existed 

in NK two busses served this route, now one remains.   Flights, bullying and teasing often took place 
between the groups of students.  Local shops were swamped with school children with shoplifting a 

major problem.  Would students hav e lunch provided in school or will they surge en masse to 
Sainsburyôs, ham parade or Kingston.  Kingston is already inundated with children  Small children in 

Fern Hill will feel scared and intimidated by the large number of people  

I rather fear the propo sal to seek 'bids' for who shall run the school and I hope there will be no PFI 
solution or that it should be run by any organisation other than Kingston Council.  Kingston schools 

have a reputation for music and the arts and I support the idea that this t radition should be continued.  

What about the formed '6th form', where will pupils study A levels?  

Having had both children and grand children suffer from the disruptive effects of children with SEN 

would it not be sensible to have a separate unit on the same site for these children.  Very little thought 

is given to the large number of children whose education is disrupted by one child with BESN 

It would be good to know at some later stage about the practical advantages/disadvantages of locating 

the new school so close to The Tiffin Girls School 

As a governor at St Paul's Junior School I strongly support the request by Southwark Diocese for this 
new school to be a Church of England Secondary School. We are the only Borough locally not to offer 

this choice to parents, and our experience is that many parents do want the distinctive ethos of a 
Church school, even though (as councillors may not be aware) a tiny proportion of our parents are 

churchgoers. 

Need a school no ñifs or butsò. 

Really bad proposal supported by jealous parents who can't get into Tiffin.  The design of the new 

building and the effect on transport and the local area has not been thought out.  It is an excuse to try 
and make Tiffin Girls go private or move out of the area.  

The proposal to take sports space away from TGS is outrageous. They use and need these spaces 

themselves otherwise there is nowhere for TGS girls to go in recess etc or indeed to use facilities. 

I strongly believe that the location is inappropriate for a number of re asons.    It is too close to the 

boundary with Richmond which will prejudice the number of Kingston children who will be able to 

attend it based on distance travelled.    Secondly to locate it between two other schools will have a 
significant impact on local infrastructure e.g. buses, cars on Richmond Road. The argument that most 

of the children will walk or use public transport does not stand up. Many of the children will be 
transported by car as many parts of North Kingston are not easily linked with this  location by public 

transport. School start and finish times would have to be coordinated so as not to clash with the Tiffin 
Girls' School and Fern hill Primary School.    The site itself is not of sufficient size to cope with a school 

which has such a large intake and has the sixth form on site. No land should be taken from the Tiffin 

Girls' School to increase the size of space available. The Tiffin Girls' School make maximum usage of 
their sports facilities. This should not be compromised.    Fern hill school would be overshadowed by 

the new school, which would dominate the area.    The site is currently well used by the adult 
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education service and no alternative of a similar size and specification is being suggested for the adult 

classes. This would be a significant loss for the people of Kingston.    The reasons for choosing this site 
over the other proposed sites were not adequately justified. There are brown field sites closer to the 

centre of Kingston that would be more appropriate (especially taking i nto account the first reason that 

the school would attract significant numbers of Richmond residents).  

I don't think this should happen, but thank you for the suggestion.  

It would be harming a lot of people if you do this, so please don't.  

I object to the proposal to take land from Tiffin Girls' School. The Astroturf and netball and tennis 

courts are, at present, not only used by Tiffin Girls' students, but by the local community as well. If 
they were removed the whole community would lose a valuable re source, and the school would be left 

with little outdoor space.  

I am very concerned about why the new school has to be in North Kingston in a site which already has 
2 schools next to it.    I am also very concerned about any potential impact on the Hawker  Centre.  

This is the only centre in Kingston that truly caters for a cross section of residents - both the children 
and elderly, partially sighted and people with special needs.  It would be a tragedy if anything were to 

affect this.  

I am against using t he astro at Tiffinôs as part of the land for the new school. This astro is used for not 
only many Kingstonian youth football teams, but many other sporting clubs as well. This would be a 

real blow to Kingstonians as it is very difficult to find available s pace to train. We should be 
encouraging sport in this area not using our facilities for more buildings.  

The location of the proposed new secondary school is very difficult and would cause potential chaos, 

considering that it will be placed between both a primary and another secondary school. The effects on 
transport to travel to and from school would cause frustration  and place a huge strain on those pupils 

that already attend the present primary and secondary school. Basically, this poor location would li mit 

the grounds for the secondary school and overpopulate the already busy and populous secondary 
school and mums in cars travelling to and from the primary school!  

I understand that some of the sports facilities will be destroyed in order to make the new  site, 
especially as a large amount of money was raise to build the astro pitch. Where will the girls do their 

sports? There will be far too many children close together especially at the end of the school day. This 

may lead to trouble and particularly if there are boys. The bus stop is already packed and cannot 
accommodate any more children. 

Much too big, it would be a great shame to make it too large just for financial considerations.  Pupils in 

secondary schools also need small schools to feel part of the school, have individual attention - Every 
Child Matters etc.  For that number there will be a large number requiring special needs provision too - 

facilities/resources etc requiring more staff etc    Has adequate parking been considered?   I know this 
rubbish about encouraging staff to go by public transport (great idea in dreamworld) - but that is not 

practical most of the time due to masses of books, files and they don't always have time to rely on 

public transport to get maybe on school runs of their own or onto other events.     I heard that maybe 
this proposal might also think about using the neighbouring Tiffin Girls' grounds.  That too would be a 

great loss as they are already restricted on sports facilities that  should not be an option.  It would 
denigrate another school.     I certainly feel there should be a school in RBK in North Kingston, but NOT 

so big. 

Please donôt build it on the Tiffin girls school astro turf as then we will have nearly no playground to go 
in and we will suffer just becaus e the new school has WAY too many people!!!!!! that wouldnôt be fair 

as the pupils at the Tiffin girls school fundraised £200,000 to build that astro pitch and it will now be 
gone if this school goes on it¬!!!!!!!!!!!  

The school will be too big and there will be even more traffic for commuters on the Richmond road and 

there is already quite a bit.  

If the school is to go ahead then it shouldnôt be using any of the Tiffin girls' school grounds. 

I think it is very stupid to build a community school by taking land and facilities from one of the best 
schools in the country.  Building another school next door to Tiffin Girls is complete madness. Is it 

designed to undermine Tiffin Girls' and force it to combine with the non selective.  Or subject the well 

behaved girls' at Tiffin to bullying and abuse from the less able?  Are you intending to subsidise a fleet 
of buses to augment the 65? How are kids actually going to get there? 

Whilst supporting the school, I would oppose the loss of the astroturf facility. This is much used by the 

community (my particular interest being its use for youth football on behalf of Kingstonian Youth). This 
is a shortage of all weather facilities for schools and the wider c ommunity and they should be retained 

and expanded 
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THERE ARE ALREADY TOO MANY SCHOOLS IN THE NORTH KINGSTON AREA. THE NEW SCHOOL 

SHOULD BE BUILT SOMEWHERE ELSE IN THE BOROUGH OR THE EXISTING SCHOOLS SHOULD BE 
FORCED TO TAKE PUPILS FROM LOCAL AREAS. 

THE MOST IMPORTANT ASPECT OF THE SCHOOL WILL BE THE STANDARD OF EDUCATION - 

EVERTHING ELSE IS SECONDARY 

There are enough schools concentrated in the ham area of Kingston. So I  donôt understand why this 

proposal has been considered. I resent being run over in th e Richmond Road by mothers in their 4x4s  

too little too late. very disappointed in the totally inadequate provision for secondary education in 
Kingston. Entrance system for our local schools is a disgrace 

A further point is that the Tiffin Girl's school has a very multi cultural community and the girls are 

encouraged to value and celebrate their diversity. Unfortunately, they are derided by other teenagers, 
firstly for being clever and secondly for their et hnicity. Having a mixed school next door is likely to add 

to the level of intimidation, especially when they are in competition for shared public transport!  Tiffin 
Girls are also highly successful in their sporting achievements and I imagine that the prop osed school 

will be given access to or indeed consume some of the existing sports facilities. There is already 

considerable school and community demand for the Astro Turf and the netball/tennis courts and should 
they need to be utilised by another school then this will impact upon Physical Education lessons, 

training schedules and ultimately sporting success. 

The proposed site is significantly smaller than the neighbouring Tiffin Girls, accommodating twice as 
many pupils.  Shared use of their sports facilities should be considered a priority. 

I have no views on the school - I have no children and no interest in educational issues.  But I do have 
4 comments to make on related issues:    The continuation of adult education services is important and 

should have priority, before the site is closed, adequate alternative facilities should be found.  They 

should not be moved into inadequate premises, scattered all over the borough.    Let's have good, 
modern "state of the art" environmentally friendly design - not another architecturally boring building.    

I work for Kingston Council as a cycle trainer.  There is a major shortage of spaces in the borough 
available for this.    Make it the first school in the country that does not have parking on the premises 

for staff, visitors and pupils and mums in 4x4s.  Maybe a step too far but minimal provision for car use 

- bring back the bike sheds! 

Apart from the comments above, I am deeply concerned at the potential loss of land from Tiffin Girls. 

Our state schools have lost enough land over the years and sport has been squeezed out of the 
curriculum. This is despite all the evidence about obesity in children due to their sedentary pursuits.     

The government and borough claim to support sport but this plan is indicative of its desire to build on 

any spare space available and restrict activities.    Public transport is a major concern. How on earth is 
London transport going to cope with almost 2000 extra children? It is a problem currently and will be 

worsened. Despite government and borough seemingly supporting green issues, the building of such a 
large school on this site will encourage more car journeys to the area - something the local residents 

already have had problems with.     Litter and problems with behaviour will  also be experienced with 

such a large influx of teenagers as I know from experience of other co -ed state schools. 

Surrey County Council has no comments to make on the proposal. 

I strongly disagree with the proposal that the North Kingston Centre should be expanded at the 
expense of the Tiffin Girls' School's land. TGS is a strong pillar of the community, and as such should 

be left entirely unaltered. Furthermore, the monetary value of any land taken from the Tiffin Girls 

School cannot even begin to approach the real-life value (i.e. the actual value to the girls that are 
educated at this school, and the members of the community that make use of the resources) of this 

land/facilities. 

The NK site is next to an existing primary school and Tiffin Girls, both of which already stimulate traffic.  

To place another, large school there would only exacerbate congestion and overload the 65 bus route.  

The result would be delays to local residents, traffic tailbacks and safety hazards.  Enough is enough on 
that particular main Richmond Road.  Also the NKC is a valued facility which should be retained and 

which, with its own car park and operation into the evenings, does not cause congestion.    Ki ngston 
Council is suffering from problems of its own making.  Over generous planning permission has been 

forth coming over recent years for wholesale redevelopment to provide large number of flats and 

houses and not just on the former gas works and Hawker factory sites.  This housing has attracted 
young families before provision was made (or thought of?) for necessary expanded schooling facilities - 

a real cart before the horse situation.  Why should long standing residents suffer a deterioration in their 
environment and quality of life?  Any new school must go elsewhere, and be the subject of joint  

consultation with Richmond Borough.  A corner of Ham Lands might be a more acceptable sacrifice, for 
example.    On no account upset the valuable HC which is a well run and well used amenity.  A highly 
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satisfactory earlier redevelopment trade off.  

I think there should be a selective secondary school to rival the very good schools for Kingston.  Also 
think a large proportion of places should be reserved for those who live in the Kingston borough.  

In my view, what is most urgently needed is a 6th form centre in NK, far more quickly than a new 

school.  Many children from Kingston attend Greycourt and Christôs in Richmond due to the lack of 
Kingston availability.  THESE SCHOOLS HAVE NO 6TH FORM.  Both Richmond College and Esher are a 

long distance away, the first mainly NK parents are reluctant to use, the second is oversubscribed.  We 
need somewhere urgently for 6th formers, not least to give local children the chanc e to continue 

studying within their local community with school friends they have had for years.    HAWKER CENTRE 
At present this is a community facility.  It is well used, although arguably the grounds are not so well 

use 9-4 during weekdays.  What provisions will be made to keep the community facility if it is used 

during the day by the school?  Where will children change for games?  If it is within the Hawker 
building this will entirely change the nature of the HC and effectively deprive locals of a fant astic 

community and sports centre. 

We urgently need more provision for children with special educational needs and particularly those who 
can fit into mainstream but need extra support (i.e. not physically disabled, severe needs).  Tolworth 

provides extra provision and has a very good reputation but another provision is desperately needed 
due to increased numbers of children due to increased numbers of children being born in Kingston 

borough, of which a percentage will need statements and extra support.  These children need 
appropriate placements and should not have to fight to get into a school because they are competing 

with other parents whose children need help too.  

We urgently need more provision for children with special educational needs and particularly those who 
can fit into mainstream but need extra support (i.e. not physically d isabled, severe needs).  Tolworth 

provides extra provision and has a very good reputation but another provision is desperately needed 

due to increased numbers of children due to increased numbers of children being born in Kingston 
borough, of which a percentage will need statements and extra support.  These children need 

appropriate placements and should not have to fight to get into a school because they are competing 
with other parents whose children need help too.  

I believe we need a new selective school with academic achievement orientation.  

I am a parent of a daughter in Tiffin Girls School.  Other parents have recently alerted me to the 

proposal to build a secondary school twice the size of Tiffin Girls right next door.  I have the following 

concerns:    The Tiffin Schools (boys and girls) pursue a common goal of developing academic 
excellent, in the same way as a sports academy would develop excellence in sports or a music academy 

in music.  I cannot therefore understand the concerns raised by some people about the very existence 
of such a school.     In the same way as there is no NHS hospital in Merton (I had one of my children in 

Wandsworth and the other in Kingston) there is no provision for a similar school pursuing academic 

excellence in Merton.  Surely the constraints introduced by borough boundaries are somewhat artificial 
in a metropolis such as London?    I am deeply concerned that the existing traffic problems caused by 

about 750 secondary school children competing for the only available bus (No. 65 bus) will be made 
much worse by adding in a further 1500 teenagers coming out of school at the same time, were you to 

use the NK site for a large new secondary school.  You may recall that a Tiffin girl was run over and 

killed outside the school not so long ago 4.  I am all in favour of e xpansion of secondary school places - 
however, such a site as the Kingston Road site in New Malden is probably much more suitable for a 

large new school with the requisite playing fields all on one site.  

The school should utilise some of the Tiffin girlôs vacant space at the front - the large green area and 

also consider shared use with Tiffin for the first couple of years to help get it off the ground.  Also, 

2015 is too late - why so long, it needs to be open by 2014  

why does it take so long - we need the school open in 3 or 4 years time?  This must be possible with 

phased construction/partial use etc    What will be provided for year 2 children now with the school not 

opening until 2015? 

New Selective school is needed in Kingston as there is only one selective school each for boys and girls.     

Currently there is huge demand and competition for place in Tiffin schools, especially Tiffin Girls has 
only 120 places - all open to students from other boroughs.    Two separate sections for boys and girls 

could be opened at the same school site. Each with 3 forms entry. this will help in increasing the places 

for both boys & girls and also help bright students.  

I don't know anybody in the local area to Tiffin Girls school who thinks that it is a good idea to have 

another school so close.    Maybe if you didn't let so many children from outside the area join the 

schools we would have enough places for the local children.    I work in London and the amount of 
children at Clapham Junction wearing Tiffin uniforms is outrageous. 
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The proposed site is far too small even if slightly enlarged. The combination of the new school, with an 

expanded Fern hill Primary and Tiffin Girls would produce an education campus of over 3,000 students, 
plus 300 or so staff. This would swamp the Richmond area infrastructure and cause horrendous traffic 

congestion. It is also too close to the Ham/Richmond boundary so once again many of the children 

would be Richmond residents and not from North Kingston, thus failing to achieve the aim of  a new 
school for North Kingston. In addition the new school could have serious and damaging consequences 

to the catchment areas of both Hollyfield and Grey Court schools to their disadvantage.  Please rethink 
this again. You have compromised the North Kingston site already by building Fern hill School there. 

You were clearly warned at the time of construction that Fern hill School compromised the N Kingston 
site and left an area that was too small for a secondary school. You ignored this and are now faced 

with the inevitable of trying to squeeze a quart into a pint pot. You need to think more creatively.  

If it is to be on the North Kingston site, why are relatively small Adult Education requirements not being 
built into the design?   e.g. Shared specialist workshops, evening and weekend use of school rooms, 

combined library ( learning resources centre) and Local History centre.     I am looking for an assurance 

that dropping the proposal to build part of the school on the Hawker site is not  just a delaying tactic 
which will be re -proposed a few years later when the fuss has dropped down. 

Considering the lack of secondary places for Kingston's 11 to 18 year olds, the two Tiffin schools should 
be taking a lot more children from this area. The  primary schools here are excellent so I find it hard to 

believe the children are not academically gifted enough to pass the entrance exam. It is about time 

something is done about this. 

Dear Mrs Bamford,  We are given to believe that a senior school is essential for our local children.  I am 

writing in what feels to me to be a last ditch attempt (despite the assurances that this is still just a 

proposed new school) for common sense to prevail and that another site be used.  There are so many 
negatives to using the NKC or the Hawker Centre:    1. The congestion already associated with the two 

existing schools (i.e. Tiffinôs Girls School and Fern Hill) both to the local traffic and buses.  The huge 
number of children daily in the area.  2.  The impact and d anger of children constantly crossing the 

Richmond Road, if sports facilities are at The Hawker Centre.  3.  The impact on the local community.  
Already, local residents have to be informed by letter that they may not be able to leave or enter their 

own premises at examination times.  This is just not acceptable.  4.  Due to the huge mistake which 

forced through the moving of Tiffinôs Girls School to the site which should have been used originally, 
and indeed was, the NKC is nowhere near big enough.  5.  Where other senior schools have been built 

next to each other, real rivalry has ensued, indeed involving police intervention daily.  6.  The NKC is a 
beautiful building, has recently undergone much renovation and updating.  Adult education should not 

be downgraded.  I think its value is much underestimated.  Around 2000 students (with well over 3000 

registrations) yearly use it, with all the value this is giving, in particular to the older population in terms 
of the health benefits, both mental and physical.   7.  The financial implications of demolition, resisting 

of all the many things currently going on at the NKC as well as possible changes at the Hawker Centre.  
8.  There is an existing covenant which does not allow education at the Hawker Centre.    Bear ing all 

this in mind, why was the original agreed plan to renovate and extend Grey Court School scrapped?  It 

would cancel out just about all the problems.  It is seen as a much improving school which these 
measure would seem to build on hugely.  It is so close, North Kingston parents could feel happy about 

the distance their children would need to go, and indeed a lot of them do already.    Alternatively, The 
Keep, would benefit hugely with a complete renovation and new senior school.    Something as 

important as this should be independently agreed and not be influenced by MPs battling it out at this 
nearing election time, thus allowing the pressure of a few powerful, determined parents to spoil our 

community.    Let's get it right this time and not have to  suffer the consequences.    Thank you 

Many parents are so desperate for a school that they will agree to one being placed in totally 
inappropriate areas on too small sites. My children have completed their education and we were never 

offered a Kingston place for our daughter, as by July we had to opt out and increase our mortgage to 

take a private place, so I do understand. However I think it is a big mistake to make a long term 
decision and place a cramped school with little playing field space on the wrong site. 

I would wish to see a Church of England school built on these premises. I am the governor of such a 
school and have also been a governor at a community school, which although a good school, lacked 

that sense of identity and ethos that naturally belongs to a faith school. 

I do not consider this has been thought through sufficiently, nor is enough information given in which 
to make a decision.  This site is too near the border to another borough.    If it was more selective 

families whose children did not pass Kingston's selection, would probably still prefer to go out of 

borough to a non selecting borough.    It is selective; children who lived nearer but out of borough 
would take places.    Either of these choices will not properly improve the si tuation regarding places 
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within the borough.    There is insufficient information on which to make a decision about adult 

education.  No concrete suggestions are put forward.  "Alternatives elsewhere" is not sufficient to make 
any realistic decision.  If no suitable accommodation is found, would adult services simply fade away? 

How will you attract good quality teachers if there wonôt be a 6th form until 2020?  

Hope that local residentôs views and concerns will REALLY be taken into consideration and that this 
"consultation" is more than a "box training exercise"!  

Am well aware of pressure on school places in this part of Kingston, having lived here over 30 years 
and had to deal with a sh ortage of non selective secondary education at this end of the borough since 

Rivermead/Tudor School and Bonner Hill closed.  However, geographically North Kingston is the thin 

end of the wedge, and despite the current proposals, which are seeking the best option in a difficult 
situation, the construction of and running of an additional secondary school in t his area, would have a 

deleterious effect on many of the residents through overcrowding, extra traffic, and loss of amenity.  
The arguments used to move Tiffin Girls onto the Tudor School site are now history, though they 

remain in the memory.  Despite vacillations in the government's approach to adult education over the 

last 20 years or so, there is still a thriving adult education facility in North King ston which is certainly 
needed to serve the older adults of the area who are likely to live long and need to remain active of 

mind and body.  The other facilities at North Kingston, particularly local history and archives, have been 
a hard one issue.  What would become of them?  And the HC and fields are a real bonus.  Why spoil it?  

And if a new school were built, for how long would it be needed before some kind of further 
rationalisation of borough schools is required? 

Better use of Latchmere Lane Park, Dinton Fields, Park alongside Brunell Avenue and Park between 

Ham Gate Avenue and Church Road could compensate for use of North Kingston site for the school. 

I agree that Kingston needs more secondary school places.     However, I am quite angry that this  is 
being done at the expense of Tiffin Girls', which is a nationally outstanding secondary school.    Why 

can't the new school be built in Kingston town centre, where there will not be the same huge effects on 
public transport etc?     Whose idea is it to  build such a huge school right next to Tiffin Girls' and Fern 

hill Primary? 

As a local resident, I understand there is a desperate need for more secondary school places in North 
Kingston.  However, the chosen site seems rather impractical.  Is there any possibility of considering 

land currently under private ownership, such as the former BT site near Kingston town centre?  

An alternative site in Kingston which can be developed with transport facilities must be identified.  

According to the statistics of birth numbers, we thoroughly understand the necessity of new school(s)  

But at the same time is it possible to make the 2 current selective schools more exclusive to Kingston 

residents? 

None of this is unforeseen - all my childrenôs school lives we have discussed the need for a new 

secondary school in Kingston itself. I donôt see why it has not been factored in to all the planning - 
allowing endless expansion of residential units, with no new amenities. Now just get on with it  

I can't believe there is any  benefit of proposing such a large intake per year, how can the children be 

seen individually when they are in a sea of peers? 

I understand the differences about the proposed size of the school: because although schools can be 
good whether large or small,  it is just a bit harder to make larger schools work well.     (Difficult to read 

rest of text)  

I am TOTALLY opposed to the use of the KC grounds in any way by the council for the new school. 

This country is losing open green spaces by the minute and this council should not add to what the 

labour government has already destroyed. They are ruining this country.  

Having children travelling between the site and HC will have a strong impact on Richmond road and it 

seems bizarre and shortlisted to open a new school on a site which is not big enough to accommodate 

it.  I am sceptical about the green travel plan - large numbers of children already seem to travel in to 
the area to attend Tiffin girlôs school - why can't this school serve the local demand instead of children 

from elsewhere? 

Tiffin schools should give priority to residence of Kingston borough. we then would not have such an 

issue. My daughter had to go to a school out of the borough because we could not get a place!  

The council seem unable or unwilling to listen to the argument that the ere is a far greater need for a 
new secondary school in the Maldenôs area of the borough which is a known blackspot on the borough 

for secondary school selection.  There are absolutely no schools that are non selective in the KT3 or 

KT4 areas.  We live in KT4 and our daughter will end up having to travel either to Tolworth Girls School 
or Chessington Community College.  Both of these schools are a ridiculously long distance away.  Boys 

have a similar problem in the borough.  But as usual, no one on the Council listens or cares about the 
tax payers! 
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Schools on a split site are difficult for teachers who will have to travel between sites du ring the school 

day.  this is a waste of time and resources and will need to be duplicated across the 2 sites.    Thus the 
school should be completely sited on the NKC site otherwise the 6th form should be run and managed 

as a completely separate institution with strong links to the years  7-11 school.    The HC playing fields 

can be used by the school for sports facilities as all secondary schools should have space for sports.  
This must, however, be kept " green" and not paved over to maintain the environmental benefits of the 

vegetation and grass. 

Has the proposal of an 8 form entry school being built on the NKC site been really thought through 

properly, or is it because the site offers the cheapest and easiest option?  How practical is it in fact?  

Appreciating there will be a shortage of secondary school places across the borough of Kingston in 
future years, why is it thought the answer is to bring large numbers of children to this short stretch of 

Richmond Road in North Kingston, which already accommodates 1400 children at Tiffin Girls and Fern 
hill?  The addition of another 2000 or so children will bring this number up to in excess of 3000 pupils.  

How will they get there?  The logistics created will be horrendous.  Currently we have one bus route, 

the 65 (recently listed as the worst b us route in London.)  This will mean that the movement of 3000 
pupils twice a day will create all sorts of problems.  Richmond Road is a busy fast road and it already 

has tailbacks to Ham and beyond at very regular intervals if there is even a minor upset of traffic flow 
in Kingston Town Centre.   A smaller community school is a far better option with a second similar 

school being sited the other side of the borough, thus reducing the numbers having to travel to an area 
not very well covered by public transport, or do you envisage having a fleet of costly school buses??  

Probably a must.    The NKC as it is now, provides an excellent and broad range of adult education 

courses which will be farmed out no doubt to all parts of the borough.  As well as putting further 
pressure on local transport/traffic it will create a great deal of inconvenience for the many senior 

citizens who use these facilities, or don't they matter?    I am pretty sure that living close to the 3 
schools will somewhat alter the quality of life in all sorts of ways, some not beneficial to local residents.  

This is a badly thought solution.  Kingston has a fantastic opportunity to build a school that will serve 

the local community, but the proposal is to cram this into a small space next door to a highly selective 
school with lower pupilôs numbers and much more space.  If no -one from the Council will have a 

meaningful negotiation with T iffin then use compulsory purchase.  This is a situation where it would be 
appropriate on behalf of the people of Kingston.  

Fern hill Primary school is also expanding so that will add to parents, pupils traffic etc. in the area.  It 

seems wrong that Tiffin girls would have a larger site for far less pupils than the proposed new school 
which would have far more pupils squashed into a much smaller site.  Rather than squash so many 

pupils onto such a small site I think it would be better to have separate boys and girls schools then the 

site size would be ok and another site would be needed in another North Kingston area, possibly a 
small site that was previously considered but too small for both boys and girls school.  Too much 

people congestion causes more conflicts.  People are happier with more space and less overcrowding. 

There is a necessity for a school in North Kingston but the NKC is not ideal.  With 2 other schools on 
either side (Tiffin and Fern hill) the large amount of school children from all schools sounds chaotic and 

could be dangerous - accidents have already happened.  Bus stops would be overcrowded and roads 
gridlocked during rush hour.  Imagine if Richmond Park wer e to close, what would the smaller roads 

and Richmond Road be like?    Dinton Field - could be an option.  Why now build 2 smaller schools and 
spread the schools.  It would be more manageable and create less chaos on Richmond Road.  Two 

schools in North Kingston would be better on a smaller scale. 

I do feel it is important that a new school is build in Kingston, but for local children.  Not for children 
from neighbouring boroughs like Merton and Sutton.  I know there is a rule that parents can apply for 

any school BUT for the safety of children and the environment, local children should be eligible to go to 

their local school.  Children should be walking to school and not getting trains and coaches, which is 
affecting the environment and causing pollution.  Also as a Kingston resident I pay my council tax to 

Kingston, surely they should be providing schools for my children to attend.  I also think that Kingston 
should be looking at a church secondary school as my family are Christians and attend church weekly.  

There is not a C of E school (Secondary) in the whole of the borough.  I think that this is disgusting as 
it is important for me that my children are educated within a Christian ethos.  

We believe the management of the borough should improve and extend  facilities for the elderly, rather 

than for additional children in the borough.  Centres and services for the elderly and in general the 
retired population which is growing, should be developed and not closed or starved of funds.  This 

would make a fairer society and a more balanced one.     Bringing more children into the borough does 

not improve life for anybody living here - more traffic, more congestion on the road, more pollution, 
more delay, less space, less green space, more likelihood of accident, particularly for bikes, young and 
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old.    If shoppers to the centre of Kingston cannot accept the area because the journey by car or bus 

becomes too long, time consuming and stressful and  unpleasant, they will avoid Kingston whenever 
they have a choice to shop on line or go somewhere else or not go at all.  

I think the most obvious way to increase school places for North Kingston children in North Kingston is 

to make Tiffin Boys and Girls only take children from within catchment of North Kingston and Ham.  I 
also think the plan to fill the school year by year is a terrible waste of resources and do not understand 

which children will want to rattle around in an empty school.  Why can't the older forms be filled?  

I think sports facilities are crucial to a se condary school.  It is hard to comment where they should be 
located as all the options are not stated here.  I do not think the Hawker site is big enough to provide 

excellent sports facilities for a large school. 

I strongly object to plans to increase the  size of all local schools except for selective schools. Some of 
these schools will be too big for children who many only just be a few weeks older than 10 years old. 

In addition, why can't the selective schools be increased in size? Also, if the council wants more spaces 
for local secondary age children, ring-fence some of the places in the RBK selective schools for local 

children as other boroughs do. Our money pays for these schools so more of our children should be 
able to attend them.  

This borough's education system is a mess.  The council likes to parade the fact that it has top schools 

but the reality is that this is only referring to the selective Tiffin schools.    I have 2 children and live in 
North Kingston.  I have not been able to get a place for either of them at Hollyfield or Coombe Girls!  I 

have both Tiffin schools within easy walking distance but unfortunately I have not been able to get 

either child into these schools because of their popularity.  My children were close to the cut off pass 
mark.  Instead, children travelling from Hounslow, Brighton, North London, have places.  The 

popularity of these schools means people come from wide and far and this reduces the chances for 
borough residents.  As I have said b before, if y ou had used your authority over these schools and 

declared that they must take at least 50% of their pupils from the borough, we would not be in this 
mess.   I am paying a large council tax but not getting anything educationally from the borough in 

return.     Many of my friendôs children have to travel far because they have not been able to get into 

the 2 schools mentioned.  If I were here on political asylum or a new immigrant, I am told I would be 
number one priority.  I am working, paying my taxes but I am number 4 priority on primary and 

secondary schools lists of priorities.  What sort of a system is this???    As you will realise I am angry 
about this mess.  Yes, there should be a secondary school, yes, the NKC is a suitable site, but this 

should have been done yesterday!  There is poor sixth form provision in the borough.  Esher College 

has been oversubscribed.  ITS PRIORITY IS LOCAL RESIDENTS.  Many of the borough's children try to 
get in there.  There is a huge problem looming re lack of 6th form pro vision.  This also should have 

been sorted out yesterday!      PS  People should be sacked for this lack of planning 

If the current Kingston schools had protected places for Kingston children (as Merton borough does), 
the shortage of places would not be so acute and such a large school would not be needed. It is a 

disgrace that bright children pass children travelling from a distance to our selective schools on their 
morning journeys.    Could the new building be used for adult education in the evening?  

This has come too late for our own children who have been put through the independent school 

system, because we did not want to risk Greycourt school which was the only other option.  

The opening of a secondary school at the NK site would probably result in many children originally 

allocated to Greycourt moving to the new NK school.  This would mean unused capacity in Greycourt.    

The table you provided does not say where the numbers come from.  It does not specify a significant 
increase of pupils in the NK area.  Why not find a location which is more centrally located in the 

borough?  Additionally what effect would the relocation of all the special needs users of NKAE and the 
HC have?  There are many less mobile and learning difficulty users currently on these sites who rely on 

this local provision. 

School needs to be open by September 2014!  There is at least a year in the programme that could be 
saved.  What about Year 2 children now!  Will grey court be expanded to cope with short term 

demand? 

2 points:    The programme for delivery is TOO long and could be compressed by 12 months through 
running the procurement process in parallel.  The school should be open by Sept 2014 to deal with 

demand.    Use of Tiffin Girls outdoor space should be included.  There is space that could be re-
ordered to create more outdoor space overall 

I feel there currently needs to be an additional secondary school in Kingston and the North Kingston 

site is ideal.  I am still concerned at the proposed size of entry especially wit h there already being 2 
schools in this area.  I feel in additional to this, the selective schools in Kingston should reserve a 

certain number of places for Kingston pupils. 
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This school needs to be built without any delays already running later than initial schedule.  What 

happens to the children facing secondary in the 3 years prior to 2015? 

If we made Tiffin Girls school and Tiffin Boys non selective and co-ed, surely we would have enough 
school places for Kingston children.  Most of the children who attend these schools are from out of the 

borough.  We are still stuck with a system which is not truly comprehensive.  

I am very strongly opposed to the idea that this should be a school aimed at children for North 

Kingston. It should be aimed at childr en in Kingston. (I live in South Kingston) I  am particularly 

appalled at the idea that children from Richmond would be given precedence over children from south 
Kingston, when our area as well as Surbiton is facing equal challenges. Should we as resident of South 

Kingston feel less entitled to new school provision? If so then perhaps we should pay less council yes? 
could you please specify the catchment area and if KT1 would fall outside it  Thanks 

Smaller classes could lead to better learning. Less children in classes means the children could learn 

more 

The school should be open to 2 years/ages per year, not just the one as demand for places will exceed 

availability in the area 

I would like to see farsighted town planning i.e.:  Traffic measures  Public transport support  Adequate 
drop off facilities for students  Underground parking facilities for staff and parents  Community facilities 

to maximize use of the building and grounds outside and during school hours  

Should be a Maths, Science and Sport specialist school  Should be a selective co-educational school 

I hope the playing fields will not be built on.  Kids get almost no exercise and are already overweight.      

The proposal to put this out to "tender" is exceedingly dangerous.  All sorts of religious and other 

cowboys will rush forward to force their odious views on the impressionable - precisely their aim.  
Hardly democratic.  Any school must be locally owned and LA run,  be non religious and non capitalist.     

If this is the sort of legacy you wish to be remembered by, we are all in deep trouble.  Of course y ou 
will not listen.  

Building a new school so close to Richmond borough raises concerns that the new places created will 

be filled by pupil from outside the Kingston borough.  Indeed Kingston may not be in this mess if the 
existing school offered places to Kingston based pupils first and foremost. Hearing statistics such as 

70% of pupils at Tiffin Girls came from outside Kingston does little to ally my fears that this will happen 
to the new school  Providing places for pupils resident in the borough should be more important than 

having schools high up in league table! 

I  believe the new school should be provided by the Church of England. There are no more C of E 
secondary school in Kingston upon Thames, but there are many Cove E Primary school including St 

Pauls and St Lukes in the North Kingston Area 

I hope that the school would provide for children from year 7 RIGHT THROUGH to Post 16 provision.  If 
any part of the HC is required to extend sports facilities, the existing facilities should always be 

available to the residents of Kingston 

Iôd like to think this could be a fantastic opportunity to create something really special aimed at 
supplying our children with quality education and provide them with the ability to fulfi l their potential.  

Hopefully the needs of the children will be considered throughout all stages of the process and if so 
should have the full support of all Kingston parents. 

It is suggested that the school's sports facilities should be those of the Hawk er Centre These must be 

kept fully open to the general population. If the school is to be based at the North Kingston Centre, it 
borders Tiffin Girls and a junior school. Could not the grounds be pooled? 

The current site is a splendid adult/evening class facility 

North Kingston site should not have to mop up excess students from the rest of the borough. This 
stretch of Richmond road is already very busy. Increased traffic would be dangerous for our children 

and would be environmentally unfriendly  

the proposed storey building would be an eye sore and out of character with the surrounding 

residential area  the large number of pupils on site would cause transport and road problems by 

increasing to two schools in the same area 

The proposed five storey building for the school would be an eye sore and out of character building for 

the surrounding residential area.  Proposed large number of pupils on site is far too many for transport 

available and road usage. With two present schools Richmond road is at a standstill every school day 
from 3.30pm.  

2 Points  i) Explore shared facilities (particularly outdoor space) with Tiffin girls  ii) Sep is too late to 
deal with demand - sep 14 could be achieved if programme accelerated and procurement activities 

happen in parallel with planning activities during 2010. Start now!  
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I disagree that large schools are just as effective as smaller ones - educationally maybe, but what 

about emotionally. How does a child feel he/she belongs and matters in a school of that size (small fish 
in a big ocean)  Also- how many storeys high will this building be? surely out of all keeping with the 

surrounding houses 

I  would just like to say I  hope that we are able to have the staffing ability for these new proposals. 
That not only is  qualified but actually want to help and teach young people and not just picking up a 

wage. Otherwise it will just be another  half hearted school. 

How will the traffic from 3 schools, side by side on a busy main road be managed.    What about 
parking? The roads are already full to bursting point at school drop off/ collection times.    What will be 

the impact on local transport ? Will the 65 be able to manage people coming from all directions? It's 
busy and uncomfortable at critical school times at the moment. What will happen if you add another 

school into the equation?    What will happen to the Adult Education classes and all the other services 

that exist on the North Kingston site? Are they to be abolished once they are made homeless?    What 
about noise and litter from 100's more teenagers?    Are the pavements wide enough to support the  

children who want to walk to school? Have you tried walking along the pavement at school drop off/ 
pick up times along the Richmond Road? 

I WOULD BE MOST CONCERNED ABOUT THE IMPACT ON TRAFFIC IN THE AREA AND THE EFFECT ON 

PUBLIC TRANSPORT SERVICES BEARING IN MIND THAT THERE ARE ALREADY TWO SCHOOLS ON 
THAT STRETCH OF ROAD. IF THERE WERE NOT ADEQUATE PARKING FACILITIES AT THE NEW SITE 

(AND GIVEN its SIZE I CANNOT SEE THAT THERE WOULD BE) THEN THIS WILL AFFECT THE 
SURROUNDING RESIDENTIAL ROADS. WOULD THIS THEN LEAD TO RESIDENTS' PARKING IN THESE 

ROADS WHICH AGAIN WOULD AFFECT PARENTS VISITING NOT ONLY THE NEW SCHOOL BUT THE 

TWO EXISTING SCHOOLS. 

You sell off Bonner hill school and other schools to make money and now you want to build more 

schools which will cost more money.  So the tax payer pays again 

- Will it be a faith school?  - What are implication for local residents?  - what about implication/impact 
on local schools?  - Will start times be staggered  - Where will Adult Education be re-housed  - What 

will happen if predications are wrong and school is not full 

Rebuild/relaunch/rebrand grey court  Plenty of space there, good location, will also solve problem of 
grey court being seen as a poor school 

Can the design ensure there is a back entrance so cyclists donôt have to cycle along Richmond Road 
from Latchmere 

I  would like to see a local school that benefits local children which strives for excellence. I donôt believe 

specialising is the way forward, I  believe that education should allow all children to feel special in some 
way which means itôs equally ok for a child to be brilliant in maths and rubbish at woodwork whilst 

another child could be brilliant at woodwork but rubbish at maths.    and there is no mention of sports 

facilities. every child should be encourage to play sport at whatever level. Especially girls. 

I would not want to see the Hawker facilities lost to the community  

Because of growing population in Kingston area, every year it is hard to get admission so this is a very 
good chance that if a new school open in North Kingston. This will take off pressure from other school 

and promote the educational needs and standard. 

I  hope this school will cater for children who are not selected for grammar school and whose parents 
cannot afford private school 

The HC has been gifted to the borough as part of the planning approval for housing on the BAE site.  

We lost the NKC playing fields to Fern hill so we do NOT want to lose another valuable sports field to 
yet more development.    The NKC site is not suitable for any more than 4.5 form entry resulting in 

buildings of 3 storey, similar to Tiffin Girls.  We do not want over development, o r excessive building 
massing on this site, which is visible from the Albany Park Gardens conservation area.  A smaller school 

would result in less generated traffic despite best intentions from a school travel plan.    Greycourt 

school is an excellent school.  As part of the proposals for North Kingston, Ham and Petersham, an 
area landlocked b y the river to the West and Richmond Park to the west, school provision should not 

stop at borough boundaries but focus on communities.  The right balanced strategy s hould be  50% 
provision on NKC and 50% provision at Greycourt.  Leave Hawker alone. 

If a higher percentage of Kingston pupils were given the opportunity to attend the grammar schools 

which are heavily oversubscribed by Kingston ratepayers, there would be no need for another school in 
Kingston.  I have therefore 2 objections:    If ratepay ers are to subsidise this new school, local pupils 

must be given priority.    The new school must aspire to be a lot better than a "bog standard" 
comprehensive.    To reiterate my point about the grammar schools, large numbers of local children 

pass the entrance exam and would greatly benefit from a grammar school education, but are denied 
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the opportunity which seems very unfair when you consider Kingston residents retained its grammar 

schools when they were being abolished nationwide. 

The area with Tiffinôs for girls is already very congested.  To put an additional school next door is just 
complete madness.  The area will just come to a standstill.  All the traffic will stretch Richmond Road to 

unacceptable levels.  The logistics of this project are not being evaluated correctly are they?  Kingston 
local authority is negligent in trying to push this project forward; 51% is not a good response bearing 

in mind that in Public Consultation the turnout  is never a good one.  You have a duty of care to provide 
a safe area for school children and their health and safety.  Be more aware of this please.    The 65 bus 

at school times cannot cope now, never mind another school turning out as well.  People are going to 

use cars so get used to it.  There is no room for mo re parking in the side roads.  The end result in all 
this is accidents are going to happen in the roads near the proposed school.    The result of 2 schools 

means we are going to need more police at turn out times.  I have lived here 14 years and we can't get 
police now!    I don't believe the school will provide additional places to accommodate Kingston pupils.  

There will be a large amount of out of borough placements, probably from Wandsworth or Croydon 

boroughs.     A SEN provision for 10 pupils is very poor indeed.  I am sure Richmond borough does a 
lot better than this.  Please note I live very close indeed to the Kingston Centre site it is a beautiful 

building and it would be a shame to knock it down, Kingston needs to keep some of its character 
before it is too late.  

This is a bad idea.   The roads will be congested.  They already are just with Tiffin Girls and Fern Hill.  

It will be too many children in one area and there will be problems with so many together.  there 
should be much more consideration for the residents who have lived here for many years.  Surely 

extensions to schools already in the area must be considered!  Or a completely new school could be 
built on the River Site in Kingston (Power Station) instead of a hotel which is NOT needed!!   This really 

must be given a lot more thought!.  I have already filled out my objections before when asked but I 

expect like all, they were ignored!  

There is a huge need for post 16 education in the area, why will they have to wait until 2020. Could 

you not offer that in 2015 too!!  I understand years 8-11 but a sixth would be instantly full as our 
children have no where local to go  I would imagine a huge amount of North Kingston Children who will 

be attending grey court from this September  2010 would be very grateful for a local 6th form place. 

They currently only have the option of places at colleges 2 bus rides away.  I also feel we need a 
school more dedicated to the arts in this area. It is very unfair that only Kingston grammar or the 

selective schools have this available. It is very limited in the state sector  

This only solves existing problem in North Kingston not the future problems, throughout the borough 
North Kingston problem could be dealt with by changing rules at Tiffin schools. RBK is using the 

Greenwich ruling as an excuse. why canôt a distance weighing factor be introduced to limit the 
distances children can travel to Tiffin from thereby ensuring mostly Kingston and Richmond residents 

take the places. (i.e. the further  from the school children live the higher the score they need to achieve 

at the entrance exam) This would mean money could be better spent building the new schools required 
in other parts of the borough with perhaps a smaller school in North Kingston  

New secondary schools of high standard is paramount in the Kingston area. 

Slightly worried about traffic and congestion in an already built up and congested area of Kingston 

(around existing Tiffin Girls school) 

My interest is as a student in the advanced tai -chi class at the site, and formerly the Mandarin Chinese 
class which I  too to the highest available level A2, It could be that the new schools gymnasium would 

be suitable for the tai chi class. Is there a pos sibility of this happening. The current facility is superb 
and it would be a great pity to go somewhere of a lower standard  

Further places on selective school such as Tiffinôs could be made available by reserving place for people 

who live in Kingston. This happens in neighbouring boroughs such as Sutton 

The loss of the adult education facilities is worrying  In the light of government aspirations for older 

people to continue work past retirement age and the need to continually update their skills to provi de 

what the job maker requires  

There are 2 schools in this area with the corresponding increased in vehicles and bus occupancy at the 

present time, especially 8-9 and 3-4.30pm peak times.  If another large school is built there will be 

more cars etc and antisocial behaviour and noise.  I am a present user of the Adult Education Centre.  
We have heard no proper plans on ideas for where the proposed new centre will be.  Kingston council 

seems to be determined to ignore a large proportion of the population (n amely retired people) as these 
proposals indicate - more money spent.  Why not build in an area where there is more space and no so 

much traffic congestion? 

Our children are currently 14 and 11 and the New school will therefore not affect us. If our child ren 
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attended St Pauls and subsequently Teddington we are very satisfied with their education  We both 

however would have preferred to send them to a secondary school in Kingston and as 'local' as possible 

This proposed co-educational secondary school is an excellent idea. Parents in Kingston are always 
concerned about secondary provision. There is not a lot of choice for many children Also many parents 

have said they would prefer coombe boys and girls to be co-ed schools as they feel this would be a 
better type of environment for their child and more local  Also parents in KT3 (New Malden) area feel 

that they would not be local enough for their child to benefit from the new school, if it is planned to be 
build in North Kingston 

I don't think it makes any sense to spend £30m on building a school at such size only to teach 

humanities and music which are absolutely irrelevant for modern society.  I see the main reason for 
this idea the fact that you cannot find  teachers for proper subjects.  I also don't quite understand why 

building a new school should cost such an unbelievable amount of money.  You can build less 

expensive school and invest more in quality teachers, and I am not talking about music teachers.  

Since I  live in the KT1 area any siting or a new school in the North of the Borough will not affect me. I 

am also retired with no grandchildren in or likely to move into the catchment area, as I  have no more 
views on the provision of schools in the borough at all.  Also my comments are indeed anybody elseôs 

comments should not make any difference to the face that if a new school is necessary then one 

should be provided 

In my opinion whilst it is good to have a stimulating environment and up to date facilit ies, it is the 

quality of the TEACHER that is most important for children's learning abilities.  Also helping children to 

learn how to learn is of utmost importance.  The value of this is worth more than any amount of 
fundraising by a PTA.  Parental support, with excellent teacher/parent communication is essential.  My 

children went to Teddington school.  We live in North Kingston.  My daughter just missed out on 
getting into Tiffinôs but with hindsight I am glad she did not go there.  She achieved 11 A* an d 1 A at 

Teddington and was very happy there.  She is now at Esher College and predicted 4 As, she is going to 
UCL or Sheffield University to study psychology.  Teddington is a good co-ed comprehensive with an 

excellent headteacher.  My son is in Yr 10 there and is also doing well.  However, these successes are 

not due to the school alone, we give our children good support but do not pressurise.  We are not 
perfect parents but like most, do our best.  There was no real choice for us for secondary schooling.   If 

you did not put Teddington down as your first choice, you did not get a place.  The "choice" element is 
a "red herring" We asked for a secondary school to be built in North Kingston when our eldest was at 

primary school.  We could all see the new house buildings but the council rebutted this as a reason.  Is 

it any wonder people are cynical and fed up with local and national politics.  

To have the modern school as visualised on the NK site means all aspects and areas of school life - 

studies centres. classrooms/sports hall/library can be accommodated on the one site.  The pupils 

secure in the one site for all their activities.  The activities now held in the NKC can be accommodation 
in different locations throughout the borough with no hardship.  (There  was a suggestion that the new 

school could part be on the Hawker Siddeley Centre ground and part elsewhere - it is hoped this 
suggestion has been dropped.  Schoolchildren are much safer and have a greater sense of loyalty and 

identity when all are togethe r under one roof and with headmaster/mistress in situ.)  

If Tiffin Boys and Girls were a school for local children the lack of places would not be such an issue. It 
could remain selective entry as there are sufficient bright children in the surrounding are a to easily fill 

the places. 

As students get more competitive school should develop varied methods of selecting pupils not just non 
verbal/verbal reasoning 

My children will be too old to attend but I have always wished that they could go to school nearer  than 
they do/did  

I disagree with the siting of school at north Kingston centre as follows -   As a long time resident in 

Kingston, living close by north Kingston centre and hawker centre, I  would miss the present services 
these two centres provide gently. My immobility to walk very far - and having no transport, means that 

alternative sites for the present services would be beyond my reach.  I am concerned also about the 

extra traffic the pr oposed school would cause, Richmond road is already very overloaded.  I understand 
that there are two, avoidable, alternative sites for a new school in Kingston where the inconvenience to 

the local community would not be so problematic  

Whilst a school in this area is obviously needful, this juggernaut is not!  You are trying to get a "quart 

into a pint pot" and you will end up with more problems than solutions, on top of which, you will be 

making life utterly miserable for those residents living in this ar ea, along with others who have the 
misfortune to commute through it.  

It seems that due to the very tight time schedule imposed for the financial arrangements for the 
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allocation of funds that in somewhat 'panic' attitude has been adopted. It's clearly obvi ous to local 

residents and regular users of the vicinity that the area cannot sustain the numbers of pupils the 
proposals are suggesting - this areas roads and transport system simply cannot and would not be able 

to cope with the extra car traffic and publ ic transport demand. Kingston would just become a log -jam 

area - somewhere to avoid - leading to economic and social problems for the town and its residents. 

My son goes to Corpus Christi in New Malden and he is autistic.  I really think that is great that you will 

try to include SEN children. Nut 10 SEN pupils allowed is not enough considering the number of SEN 
children grew considerably in the borough in the past few years . 

There are already 3 educational facilities on this stretch of road. The congestion that would be caused 

would be intolerable. Yes there should be another school built to accommodate the growth in the area 
but not on this site.  

The area cannot cope with more school children/ Students  Buses particularly, would be a nightmare 

It is ab out time there is a new secondary school in Kingston!  

- Given grey courts poor educational history I  would like more details on the proposed links to this 

school  - What kind of organisation would run the school if not Kingston Council?  

I am concerned that a lot of courses in humanities are not going to increase young peoples' 

employability.  It should have a broad base and encourage education which supports their future.  

We have two very bright sons and feel there is currently not enough choice for se condary schools for 
local boys.  Our older boy is very sporty and enjoys music. The younger boy is a wonderful singer and 

so we would welcome the specialisms. I hope that this new school would be adhering strongly to a 
LOCAL catchment area from which to draw pupils. 

I hope that this new school will not become elitist and exclude children from the Cambridge Road 

Estates and Kingsnympton Estates, but be prepared to take children from over the border in Richmond.  
This is my biggest concern - the emphasis on North Kingston appears to exclude those living on the 

two big estates, especially as your document repeatedly talks about links with the borough of 
Richmond. l  This will be an elitist school for the upper middle class parents who failed to get their 

children into the 2 Tiffinôs schools and cannot afford Kingston Grammar fees.  I want to see CLEAR 

declarations that the school will openly and warmly invite the c hildren of Cambridge Road estate who 
will be living equidistant to the North Kingston site and New Malden/Surbiton schools.  

ICT 

Some people in north Kingston have wanted a new school in this immediate area as they don't like the 

idea of their children mi xing with the wider community - this should be discouraged.  Plus there will be 

too many schools in a small area.  Traffic, Litter, Parking etc would be a huge problem and the area 
would just be a school zone. 

The North Kingston Site is a much valued and much appreciated centre for adult education courses, I 

am concerned that provision would not be made to replace this facility or that adult education would be 
squeezed into an existing centre or done away with completely!!! This should not be allowed to 

happen. If Adult Education Services have to be relocated, I  know that many would favour a site neared 
to Surbiton or even Esher rather than further  towards Richmond 

I would be interested in knowing the SEN plans for the school. Are the 10 spaces for behavioural, social 

and emotional SEN the only provision for SEN?  If so, this is incredibly small compared to SEN provision 
in primaries.  Also, is it possible to have SEN provision which is not centred on diagnosis such as ASD 

or ADHD?  Would the local authority consider school bus routes for children outside walking distance? 

I have 8 grandchildren, 3 are in Secondary schools and not one of them have got their first choice 
school and have had to go out of the borough Kingston desperately needs another school 

As you must already know traffic at school times is bad. Other people have to get places at this time 
too. Bus journeys at these times, especially afternoon, I already try to avoid and road safety of so 

many children (3 schools) is a worry.  Also as a user of adult education classes at NKC, I will be sad to 

lose them, as I  probably would not be able to go other places.  

I assume although the school cannot be allowed to offer places to borough residents, there will be 

admission arrangements that give preference to primary children who attend a school in the borough.  

Pupils tend to travel less distance to a primary school.  The problem with Kingston is that the best 
schools are selective and their catchment areas extend far outside of the borough.  distance f rom 

community secondary schools then means difficult to get a place once distance comes into o play.    
Considering the amount of new buildings etc. in the borough, greater provision has to be made for 

education.  I feel that all 2 bedroom new build proper ties should have a 50% provision made for 
educational purposes i.e. buildings should help fund education provision.  If properties are marked as 

"family" homes, provision should be made for children's education.  Marketing bumf for new properties 
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always mentions Kingston's excellent education facilities.  Please let there be more places for LOCAL 

children to attend a LOCAL school.  The proximity of selective schools in the borough does not mean 
that they are available for local children and should not be in cluded in the borough's calculations for 

school places available in the borough. 

Good Management and communication will be the key to making this work due to its proposed size. As 
long as these are in place the proposal looks good. 

Having been an adult education student for 14 years I  would be very unhappy to close the convenient 

location and facility of the NKC.  I also sincerely hope that the adult education programme would not 
be compromised should the proposal go ahead.   I understand the urgent need for a secondary school 

having had to send my sons to grey court over 7 years ago, the power station site seemed, at the time, 
to be most obvious open space for a new school with close proximity to the town centre's transport 

links. please think again before destroying the N.K.C. 

Traffic will come to a standstill in the rush hours.  There will be more congestion on pavement and in 
parking areas.  There will be increased noise pollution with over 1500 more people in the area.  

Building works will mean heavy lifting gear in the area, disru ption of services such as water, electricity, 
mobile mast heads will increase.  Adult education facilities will be lost, such as large gym hall for 

exercise, with parking attached to the NKC.    If over 50% were in favour who presumably all have 

secondary or children in the borough or surrounding boroughs such as Richmond, Sutton, Putney, 
Ealing, Merton, Twickenham, Teddington etc.  Then presumably nearly 50% of responses were 

objections.  I am surprised therefore that the decision is to go ahead.  I am gla d you are doing this 
further consultation.  Why do we want to stuff so many children into this narrow street, Richmond 

Road, which has houses at the back that adjoin Richmond Park.  Kingston Bridge and Kew Bridge is 

already overwhelmed in rush hour as is Richmond Bridge, and Kingston regularly gets gridlocked from 
traffic coming down London Road, Cambridge Road, and Surbiton.  We are just creating more pollution 

and consequently gridlock on a regular basis.  It takes 20 minutes now to get out of Kingston.  What 
will more traffic do!!  

We already have two schools in the area (Tiffinôs and Kingston Grammar offering high quality arts and 

humanities.  A state school proposed for this site should concentrate on specialising in science or 
mathematics.    Also on the issue of sustainable travel.  The idea that children can safely cycle along 

Tudor Drive with all the parked cars and buses and large vehicles that use that road is madness.  I 
would certainly not wish to see any child I know cycle along there and I'm su re neither will most other 

parents who live further away.  Unless the council can set up a proper school bus service you end up 

with parents driving their children to school and collecting in the evening.  The reality is that 
sustainable travel is not going to work unless children can travel safely and that needs money and 

more town planning than the council is likely to want to undertake.  Sounds good, a disaster in reality. 

Whilst we understand the need for additional Forms of Entry in Kingston we strongly disagree that the 
North Kingston site is suitable. There are already two schools in the immediate area which takes local 

transport facilities (particularly pedestrian walkw ays, buses and car parking) to maximum capacity 
during school hours. An additional school of eight forms x 5 cannot be accommodated by the existing 

local transport facilities.    As members of the local community we strongly object to this proposal. A 
more suitable greenfield site with scope to develop transport facilities must be found.  

This proposed school will be enormous on a small site, no playing fields.  At most there is a continuous 

stream of traffic between 8am and 8.45am all into and out of NKC.  Parents taking their children to and 
from school.  This will not stop but they will have nowhere to park.  This will lead to double parking, 

parking on grass verge and will cause havoc.  This school could also have an adverse effect on the 

excellent schools on each side.  Also all secondary pupils will not make their own way to school, most 
of the first 2 years will be taken by their parents by car.  

The Richmond Road is full to capacity now.  What would it be like when a huge school exists?  There 
appears to be quite a lot of open ground in Ham.  Would this not be a more suitable - certainly a more 

quiet and pleasant place for so many children?  The chaos of parents dropping off and fetching children 

would cause many problems.  With some alterations, the present building on the Richmond Road could 
be used to great advantage by the council in other ways.  

Not agree that it should serve mainly the North of the borough.  How about the South which only has 

Hollyfield?  Kingston residents should have first choice above people living outside the borough.  North 
Kingston already has the better primary schools compared to the south (we are also part of Kingston)  

I think the council have failed badly in providing adequate school spaces for the children of the 
borough.  People living in the South of the borough have a poor choice of schools (unless you are a 

churchgoer).  Failed to keep a check on the birth rate and forecast the major lack of school places 
available for all these children who have to go to school.  We  have to pay very high council tax 
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compared to some boroughs and do not receive value for money where education is concerned. 

You have some other financial agenda up your sleeve with this proposal - are we talking academy? 
Some kind of financial engineering ?? scheme otherwise it would not happen.  come clean!  You have 

consistently ? the reviews of the local residents in North Kingston as apart from all Kingston residents 
but the bias in your figures is ignored.  THERE IS NO ALTERNATIVE INSIGHT FOR CURRENT ADULT 

EDUCATION PROVISION? 

I feel very strongly that Kingston needs a selective/grammar school for local children: there are many 
gifted and talented pupils in the borough who are not getting the attention they deserve because the 

grammar school places are taken up by pupils from as far afield as Guildford.   I also feel that the 
council has allowed excessive building/development of housing in the area without providing school 

places for the people moving in. It is time that planning is done with more at tention to school and 

hospital capacity rather than acting retrospectively to problem which arise due to lack of foresight.  

Again I am not a parent but with the current baby boom, a new school will definitely be needed soon.  

However, quality should not be ousted by quantity.  Since I am not au fait with the education system I 

cannot comment any further.  

Does Kingston need a new school or does it just need to invest in and have joint commitment to the 

existing and continually improving Grey Court school.  There seems little value in losing other local 
facilities(The Hawker Centre and North Kingston Adult Education Centre) to build a school so close to 

two other schools.  This appears to be thinking based around political local government borough aims, 

not those of the closely linked communities of Richmond and Kingston, who care less about which 
borough runs their schools, and a lot more that they are well funded and successful. 

Humanities and music would have a limited and specialist (particularly for music) interest.  If the school 

is to be a genuine community school to which students are encouraged to walk/cycle to their studies, 
my very strong view is that the school should no t have a specialism.  This is not unprecedented in 

other boroughs, some schools have a specialism and some do not.  I have heard of students who are 
keen on, say drama, not wanting to try for a drama specialist school/college because they feel that 

they are not quite good enough at their interest to take the lead in school productions.  They have 
therefore applied for the school with no specialism so that they can shine at that level with their drama 

and not feel that they are missing out on other aspects o f their curriculum.  The school can therefore 

offer an all round high quality curriculum.  

Just to say again that science and technology specialismôs would much better serve the children of the 

area - all the people I know who studied humanities are workin g at something totally unrelated!    

Science, technology : maths specialismôs, would draw the best students to the school and would help to 
maintain the high academic standards for the area.  

The existing users of NKC should not lose out from the development of the new school.  The users 

must be provided with better or at least the same facilities, at the alternative sites.  The learning centre 
for people with learning difficulties MUST be provided with the same or better facilities at the new site.  

THESE PEOPLE MUST NOT LOSE OUT AS PART OF THE NEW SCHOOL BEING BUILT AT NORTH 
KINGSTON CENTRE 

Just that itôs about time this was done.  

I am disappointed by the reactive nature of this proposal and that it took parental action and protest to 

highlight the probl em and bring it to the attention of the local authority.  Our eldest child will be 

entering secondary school during 2013/14, therefore the proposal highlighted in this consultation 
document will not help us in gaining a place for her.  We will need to cons ider difficult decisions, some 

of which may have huge financial implications on our family, in order to ensure we provide our 
daughter with a school we are comfortable in her attending.  In considering the school, you must 

consider the nature of the child attending, and from our consultations to date of the non selective 

schools available to us, she is unlikely to thrive in a positive manner there.  Therefore the decision not 
to fill older years when the school opens in 2015/16 compounds the difficulties we  experience as 

parents.  We cannot even plan for our daughter to attend the school in Year 3 (or 9)  

Having such a vast school in a group of 3 schools on a limited area will cause increased traffic problems 

and a danger to the safety of pupils.    I strong ly object to the use of the land at the HC - such open 

land and public amenity are rare and once lost, is lost forever.    Tiffin Girls could be located anywhere 
in the borough, where a cheaper site could be purchased.  Girls wishing to attend will travel wherever it 

is built.    The North Kingston Tiffin site was originally the Tudor comprehensive and that is what it 
should be returned to - a local school for the increasing number of children.    I believe Greycourt can 

continue to take some of the borough 's pupils; it has a large site and could be expanded.    The North 

Kingston adult centre is an important amenity and should not be closed.  

It seems the questionnaire has been written with a very specific agenda in mind.  Alternative options 
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have not been presented.    Whilst we agree that a new school is necessary, we have not been given 

enough information to comment on the details.  

Please make use of existing schools.  Please stop people coming to live in this country IT IS ALREADY 
OVERCROWDED.  I have lived in Kingston for 40 years and it is becoming a dump because it is over 

populated.  The doctors is busy, the roads are busy, you can't get in the cinema s and swimming pools.  
Turn Tiffinôs back into schools that can be used by local people.  If the coun cil is serious about 

sustainable travel, then stop children living miles away, being driven to Tiffinôs.  Why do schools have 
to specialise in a subject?  All schools should deliver an excellent standard of teaching in all subjects.  

The new school definitely NOT specialise in music.  I can't see what benefit musicians bring to this 

country.  I really think it is time the council stopped asking about disabilities and ethnicity because the 
English/British working person is in the minority now in Kingston.  I f the council wants community 

cohesion, then it really should stop asking for people's ethnicity as I believe this angers English 
speaking long term residents and encourages ethnic groups to stay ethnic as they seem to get special 

treatment.  

Find another site!!!  Also this will make this area too built op  Too many schools with not a good public 
transport support   You can wait up to 35 -40 minutes for a 65 bus  Too many cars 

There is plenty of space to expand Grey Court school, working in partnerships with Richmond. Why 

canôt Tiffin Girls be expanded?  Teddington School has recently expanded- why not work with them  

Why propose "specialisms" of any sort. Teach everything and teach it as well as you can. Give all 

access to all. 

The big consideration for location will be safe/easy access and parking (it would also question current 
poor levels of speed limit enforcement in 20 mph zones)  

The SEN provision is very important to me as my son has autism.  I would like to know if therapies 

(occupational, speech therapy, even physio) would be available on site.  

The transport situation is one that needs close attention, 3 schools with what will be hundreds of 

children coming and going, could create problems for some adult travellers.  

Times of arrival/pick up theses would need to be staggered due to the sheer density of pupils/ parents 
coming into/out of the schools  Parking arrangements?  Increased safety crossings on Richmond Road 

I believe that a specialist provision for 10 special needs children for a school of that size is nowhere 

near adequate. 

I hope that the provision of public transport from the centre of Kingston up Richmond Road will be 

reviewed and perhaps the frequency of the 65 bus will be increased 

What difference do our views make?  Have you ever been in Kingston trying to catch a bus when the 
schools have been let out....  If you are disabled you have no chance!   Children when schools' out, 

donôt rush home to do the ir homework, they occupy every bench, every bit of grass, every public area 

including toilets (Asian Homosexuals) (Western Heterosexuals)  They just do what comes naturally to 
them and they think Kingston has designed especially for them, if you donôt believe me come take a 

look 

I am concerned about the school experience for the 240 children entering school - would there be a full 

range of subjects available given that teachers would only be teaching first year children.  I would like 

more details on how t his would be managed. 

I am very concerned that within the consultation, the remaining places needed will be made of an 

additional form for all but the selective schools in the borough.   I see no reason why the selective 

schools should also be exempted. They are within the borough and supported by our council tax.   As it 
is, the selection process for Tiffinôs provides for no guarantee or ring fenced places for students from 

the borough. Remaining at the current intake level as student numbers increase, merely increases the 
competition for entry into these selective schools. Furthermore as our student numbers increase, more 

students will sit the exams, adding to the associated cost to the schools ( i.e. out of the budget 
allocated by the council from rate payerôs money). Why should these schools be exempt from the need 

to meet the increased demand for places in the borough? 

Sep 15 is too late - the school has to be open by sep 14 to deal with year 2 children onwards  

The council need to address the issue of capacity from sep 14 - either through a phased opening or 

extra capacity elsewhere.  what about shared use of space at Tiffin girls from sep 14 or phased 
construction to allow a year of intake  

Has to consider phased opening for children from sep 14 - there is excess demand at that point and we 

need spaces - if not here at grey court or other schools in the northern part of the borough  

I am a North Kingston resident. I am opposed to building a new school for the following reasons.  1.  

The Richmond road is always busy especially in the winter due to the early park closure and opening 
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times. There are often road works along the road and t his is most disruptive. Building a new school will 

only add to the traffic no matter how you look at it, teachers need to drive to school, a lot of children 
will be driven to school, there will have to be more buses etc and the 65 bus service is not always  the 

best early mornings. The road is fully occupied early morning with normal traffic.  Try 4pm when Tiffin 

school ends and see the traffic increase then, road is solid traffic.  2. There is the Tiffin girlôs school, itôs 
a school building and my son lives across the road from it and cannot go there.  Why not make that 

your new school, why go to extensive planning and cost to build a new school when Kingston has a 
school building already which does not cater for the majority of Kingston based children. Pha se out the 

selectiveness of Tiffin and revamp the existing building to cater for boys and girls in the area.  

This is a much-needed development, which will be supported by all parents in Kingston unable to 
afford private education for their children.  

This comment is respective of the proposal in its entirety. It is unsustainable to have an ever increasing 

population in the Kingston area, which clearly this school will serve some of. A Kingston population cap 
should be agreed to help stabilise council tax payments and council expenditure whilst maintaining 

service quality. 

Year 7 places in 2010 are only 534 fewer than the places required in 2018; is it not more cost effective 

to invest in the Teddington & Grey Court schools?     You cannot adequately deal with the existing 

traffic in this area; what measures will you take to handle the impact a) during construction (and look 
at the mess you've allowed during the construction of a block of flats across the road) and b) once the 

school is open. Do you really think it's sensible to have two secondary schools and a primary school 
within a half mile stretch of the only road between Kingston & Richmond?  

Entry should be restricted to children in the borough.  If this is not possible proximity to the school 

should be the first criteria for choosing pupils. 

I think it is a fantastic idea to open a school in this area, and one which is long overdue. The area  

already boasts an abundant of excellent primary schools and the new secondary school cater for these 

children so that they do not have to move location completely. 

The new school should be developed on the existing Tiffin Girls School and North Kingston Centre sites. 

Tiffin Girls and Boys schools should be moved out to the south of the Borough - many of their pupils 

are not local to the area. The new school should be for local children. Moving Tiffin Girls school to the 
South of the Borough would provide plenty of space to develop the new school and 6th form college on 

the combined North Kingston and Tiffin Girls site.  Yes I know I'm repeating myself but this is the 
commonsense solution which seems to be automatically ruled out without any thou ght. We want local 

schools for local children who can walk to school - good for the environment and good for their health.  

Would love to see specialist provision for pupils with Autism (of which there seem to be many in 
Kingston) to continue the excellent  work in the primary schools.  

As Tiffin girls school has great sports and arts facilities which were recently built/refurbished due to the 

fire, is there any merit in looking to see whether these could be shared across the schools to avoid 
having to spend further money on developing these on the new site?  

I would like to recommend the primary model (I believe used at CCC) for Year 7    SEN provision seems 

far too small, especially considering provision sizes at North Kingston Primary Schools 

I think that  a new school is needed and this site is the best option.  I hope that others feel the same 

and that the planning phase finishes soon and that building plans and work can commence.  

Due to extreme short sightedness in the past, the Tudor School (mixed comp) was closed and Tiffin 
Girls allowed to take it over - vigorously opposed at the time.  Any new school should be on the Tiffin 

Girls school site. 

As far as the provision of adult education services in North Kingston, it is early days and I am sure that 
there will be future consultation on this.  I found it alarming, however, when you state that classes will 

be relocated to accommodation elsewhere in the borough, suggesting that they will be pushed into 
current adult education premises.  Adult education is already relatively poorly treated and it would 

diminish it further affecting older people particularly.  North Kingston needs its own full adult education 
provision which should be treated as an INTEGRAL PART of a North Kingston building programme. 

I agree the need for a new school is vital for North Kingston.  Given the ever increasing numbers of 

births in the area, does the council ever think of the effect of planning and house building in the area.  
It seems to me that the knock on is a future problem,  can this be covered by only one new school. 

We need a school which will allow all children to excel.  Please can we aim for the following:  Discipline  

Good behaviour and hard work rewarded  Bad behaviour nipped in the bud and punished  
Encouragement to achieve potential  Good solid teaching based on 3Rs  Creativity and cultural 

development  Plenty of work and plenty of fun  

I agree that Kingston does need another secondary school, particularly when schools such as Tiffin 
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Boys and Girls accept students from all over the UK and that local children do not get priority  to go to 

their state local selective schools.    My middle child will be starting secondary school in 2015 and my 
only concern is that the other year groups will not be up and running for at le ast the first year, 

therefore my daughter would not be gaining experience of mixing with older children.  

Richmond Road is already a busy road.  To propose SUCH an increase in traffic is, frankly, stupid!!    
What about transport links?  Can the bus service cope?    The girls already at school in TGS have little 

respect for the road, pedestrians, property ... and you want approximately 1000 more?? 

This area is not right for the new school.  If built here the children from Richmond would be granted 
places over children from Kingston who lives further away.  This would mean there were still pupils 

from RBK without places at any secondary school.  Not only that, it would also cause utter CHAOS on 
the Richmond Road and surrounding areas with the extra traffic and it would CRIPPLE the already dire 

65 bus service.    I really feel that as a resident, my views have no t been taken into account on this 

issue and that the plans will go ahead anyway.  If this happens, it will be a disgrace and totally 
disregards our right to a democracy. 

There will be far too many children in one area at one time. The traffic will be chao s it already is, it will 
be noisy, dangerous for the roads as children have no consideration for other people when all coming 

out of school.    I think this is the wrong place for another 2,000 children  

Make Tiffinôs take more local children. 

Site too small. Especially with Fern Hill expanding.   Tiffinôs needs to take more local children, or 

relinquish land. 

Why can't Tiffinôs be made to take more local children? This would lessen the number of place required 
and allow for a 5 form entry school which is surely a better size for such a small site. Tiffin Girls should 

be forced to give up land or share sports facilities.  

Please do NOT give planning for any more large developments before considering the local 

infrastructure.  i.e. enough school places to accommodate rise in local population! 

Perhaps now Kingston Council will stop building new houses and flats! 

As there are already 2 other schools in very close proximity, serious thought should be entertained 

regarding staggering opening and closing otherwise congestion problems WILL BE ALARMING!! 

Of course prospective parents will be the most active/loud group for new schoo l places.  It was equally 
certain that new places would be needed with the big housing increase (Hawker site years ago!!)  

However, I would think the Council should LEAD not only listen.  Everybody wants a new shiny school!  
Why not LINK WITH RICHMOND BOROUGH (where lots of those yummy mummies shop!) to assure 

places at Greycourt?  There is a lot of snobbery from Kingston parents towards that school.  However, 
the current headteacher is making a supreme and successful effort.    Of course there will always be 

"the Estate"  This is what parents fear.  But if there is strong intake of "middle class" from North 

Kingston (and of course a lot are creamed off by private school and Tiffin) the mix of children is 
stronger and more successful.  It might even improve the chances of "the Estate" (isn't that a current 

theme?) AND of the "Middle Classers"; they might learn how privileged they are.    The current form of 
segregation is negative and breeds future problems.  No parent will admit to the bigger picture but I 

expect the local authority to think this through HONESTLY    The sites chosen are TOO SMALL and in 

the WRONG place.  This proposal has been rushed through because of the funding.    Even 5 years ago 
my daughter could not board a bus to go to school at Greyc ourt (35 mins walk) because they WERE 

ALL FULL.  This means even more parents on the road.  But presumably nobody thought about that.  
Has anyone been in North Kingston when there are open days/Tiffin exams?  This would be the daily 

scenario.  And where will the sports facilities be?  How integrated will it be in school life?    Rising 

school population in Richmond? Highly questionable!  There hasn't been the building bonanza.  
Richmond is an expensive place to live - more than 60% go to private schools.  P artnership with 

Richmond borough is the answer.  Does the Council hate to co-operate? 

Could the Tiffin schools girls and boys not have a compulsory admission of children from the borough 

exclusively, for instance half the children should come from the bor ough.  would this not alleviate some 

of the problem? 

This leaflet was a very informative but public opinion is always sought after many decisions have 

already been made.  e.g. a few weeks ago I was given a similar piece of literature from the Council 

asking what facilities I would like to see in my local park (Victoria Road, Surbiton) and the very next 
day when I went to post my response form, work on installing new play equipment had already 

started! 

What happened to the idea of a separate sixth form sit e at the HC?  I thought this was a good idea 

because it would have reduced overcrowding at the new school site and it would have created a nice 

separation for the older, more mature students.  



37 
 

Boys and girls taught separately for most lessons but brought t ogether for 6th form and orchestra, 

debating, extra curricular.  It might just work.  

Make the right decision for North Kingston. The right size school with the right size outdoor space and 
the right balance of curriculum  We have waited for years for a se condary school in North Kingston - 

wait another year or two AND MAKE THE RIGHT DECISION in the location with the right number of 
intake.    Rich space to park cars, teachers, visitors and school going students!    Increase of pupils in 

the area, increase of passengers in buses.    During the build, increase in pollution and noise pollution.  
Bad for Tiffin and Fern hill    Your informal consultation produced a result of 52% (51.6%) strongly 

agreed or agreed with the proposal of a secondary school on the NK site.  THIS IS NOT A CONVINCING 

RESULT.    Build a primary school on the NK site and find a better site for a secondary school.  Primary 
school are also in need in North Kingston.  Having Fern hill and Tiffin and a new PRIMARY school is a 

better balance than TWO secondary schools next to one primary. 

The South Kingston site would be much more suitable.  The best option of all (which has a not even 
been debated) is to make the Tiffin schools non-selective, so that they can restrict admissions on a 

geographical basis, rather than admit pupils from outside the borough in vast numbers  

Make the right choice for the pupils who will be attending  the school so that they can get the best 

chance to succeed in life and NOT the short term financial and political objectives in delivering a long 

needed requirement.    The task may appear difficult, expensive and almost impossible, but if done 
with conviction, will deliver the outcomes expected.  

Educate our children, leave politics out of schools.  Once they leave school then they can add other 

skills.  Education has been damaged whether it is primary school children not having the 3Rs, which is 
a disgrace, or our higher education which has been belittled and devalued, even as we speak 

The North Kingston site is not large enough to accommodate such a big school. Traffic is already very 
bad and this will only make Richmond Road totally inaccessible. No alternative sites for current users of 

the building were proposed and there is no suitable site in the Kingston town area to accommodate the 

entire provision of KAE. Reducing the service offered by Kingston Adult Education would be a bad 
mistake as this is an important centre for residents as well as many people from outside the borough.  

Local people's views should count as the impact is greater on them.  They live every day with imposed 

ideas, i.e. greater footfall and traffic.  The proposed sites are too small and unsuitable for the plans put 
forward.  The loss of suitable amenities is not welcome local people are asked to lose again. 

I think it is the correct solution, but careful thought  is needed into traffic and access as there are so 
many schools in close proximity, and access down that that main Richmond Road is already very slow 

in the morning  

Re Latchmere Fields - if this had been addressed sooner as the community had already recognised and 
had already started campaigning on in 2005/06 school year, the special governance could have been 

dealt with at that site.  

I am concerned that there will be delays because of self interested objectors.  All the building work 
should be completed by September 2015 so the first cohort of year 7 will not be educated on a building 

site.  Hawker Centre should become 6th form centre.  It is underused by North Kingston residents.  

Our  main worry is the extra traffic to the area and parking on and near t he school and the problems it 
will bring.  How can you reassure the local residents? 

A secondary school should provide for kids of all abilities.  At the end of the day the teaching and other 

staff, plus the environment that they are learning in is far more important than specialisms and 
categories.  Give kids a break and give them an environment to grow in and be proud of regardless of 

their background and abilities at the start of year 7  

THE SIZE AND PARTICULARY THE HEIGHT OF THE PROPOSED SCHOOL WOULD BE DETRIMENTAL TO 
THE RICHMOND ROAD STREET SCENE. THE LAND AVAILABLE IS CLEARLY TOO SMALL AND 

CONTRAVENES GOVERNMENT GUIDE LINES.     THE SITING ON THE BUSY RICHMOND ROAD IS 
DANGEROUS FOR THE PUPILS, DESPITE RECENT TRAFFIC CALMING, CARS AND PARTICULARLY 

MOTOR CYCLES TRAVEL TOO FAST. TIFFINS GIRLS SCHOOL HAVE SUFFERED FATALITIES AS A 
RESULT OF RTA'S.    SITING THIS SECONDARY SCHOOL NEXT TO TIFFINS GIRLS IS ASKING FOR 

TROUBLE    DESPITE ITS GREEN BELT STATUS SITING THE SCHOOL ON THE HAM LANDS SEEMS 

PREFERABLE; ADEQUATE LAND, QUIET ROAD WITH GOOD TRANSPORT LINKS AND WOULD NEGATE 
THE NECESSITY TO SPLIT THE SCHOOL WITH HAWKERS WHICH IN ITSELF WOULD BE UNDESIRABLE 

When my children were of school age they had to travel to Chessington or Teddington to go to 

secondary school.  I do not want this for my grand children . 

I think that housing developers, especially those promoting family homes, should be made to pay a 

levy since they profit by Kingston's excellent reputation for schools, but put pressure on school places, 
which causes stress for parents.    I have long been concerned that Tiffinôs can take pupils from not 
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just out of borough, but out of London, which must make any sense of community difficult and puts 

pressure on places for residents of Kingston.    If po ssible I would prefer there to be more than one 
new school so that pupils could travel less far and have a greater sense of community. 

I would hope that the relocation of North Kingston adult education would be CLOSE to the existing 

centre in North Kingston, close to public transport.  Adult education is the lifeline for many older 
members of the community who may not drive.      Tiffin should be a school for the local community, 

at present the majority of students come from outside the borough.  If Tiffin  had been a selective 
school for the borough there would have been no need for another school.  I am pleased that the 

Hawker Centre will not be used for the 6th form.  

The local infrastructure cannot cope with another school.  Traffic congestion is already  intolerable in 
this area.  We are particularly adamant that the Hawker Centre should not form part of any proposal - 

the impact on parking, congestion and the river environment would simply be unacceptable and would 

spoil one of the few remaining open air , family, free leisure areas in Kingston 

2 comments:  Regarding the proposal of having an additional school (regardless of location) it does not 

appear to be wise to address the issue of a growing population in Kingston by just adding expensive 
facilities - and thereby encouraging more crowding of the area.  It would seem wiser to address the 

population issue itself; can the borough afford it?  How does the influx impact the area itself (answer 

negatively - green spaces disappearing, council tax up etc.etc.)  Regarding the proposed site: no 
particular comment re North Kingston Centre site but STRONGLY OPPOSED to building at the Hawker 

Centre site - further diminishing the already threatened beauty of the river area.  

As a parent of year 7 and 12 students, this will not affect me. However I have filled in the form as to 
what I believe to be useful.  

I agree that we need a new school in North Kingston  

My main concern is the traffic such a school will cause.  Richmond Road is close to gridlock with current 

school usage it simply won't cope with additional traffic for such a large school (ANY school)  

Do not want school at Hawker Centre 

I have concerns about traffic in Lower Ham Road (where my mum lives) and Richmond Road.  This is 

already busy at the end of school time from Tiffin Girls and Fern hill Schools. 

Chessington Community College as a superior sporting facility should have been built with a pool for 

the children in the South of the borough as there is NO pool in the South of the borough.  It is 

appalling that there is no swimming facility for school children in the South of the borough.  The mayor 
says the borough can't afford a pool for the south of the borough which is surely complete rubbish.  

Doesn't the government want to promote healthy activiti es for children!!!  It's about time someone 
cared enough to promote children's well being instead of playing at it.  

There has been a need for a new secondary school in North Kingston for a number of years now.  

Having local provision for local children is vital and will reduce the stress of secondary school transfer 
for parents and children in North Kingston where they currently have low expectation of being able to 

attend the secondary school of their choice 

I am pleased that the proposed school will inc lude a 6th form.  I believe the presence of a 6th form has 
an extremely positive effect on many aspects of a school.  6th formers can play a leadership and 

pastoral role within the school for the benefit of all.  Aspirations of younger pupils may be raised .  
Teachers also delivering the A-level syllabus are equipped to "teach up" to stretch the most able.  The 

ability to offer A -level teaching allows a school to recruit the most able teachers and reinforce 

specialismôs, for example such a school can support a dedicated physics teacher, rather than a science 
generalist. 

I have a great concern that the Lower Ham Road would become over used and congested at school 
rush hour 

It is a great shame that the borough has to wait until 2015 for a new secondary school  as provision is 

so poor in North Kingston in particular  

we need space sooner than that - what happens prior to sep 15 - can the new school be phased in 
terms of opening - will grey court be expanded in the short term    needs an imaginative procurement 

and construction programme that enables a phased opening from 2014 

The school needs to be open sooner - why take so long there is an issue from sep 2014 which has to 

be addressed and a year could be saved in the programme by progressing procurement in parallel and 

phasing construction.  I have a child in year 2 and this is a real issue where they will have choice to go    
also - look to use some of land from Tiffin girls next door and explore a phased opening from sep 2014 

using some of their facilities for  a year 

Why are you sending out a consultation on a so called 'North Kingston Secondary' to residents in 
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KT1??? With 8 forms of entry, no resident in South or Central Kingston would stand even the remotest 

of chances of securing a place for their child at  this school. Quite frankly, the proposal is a disgrace, 
since it prejudices the futures of all children of residents within Kingston town, except for the privileged 

few who are wealthy enough to afford the inflated house prices in NK. What about the rest of the 

borough? Hollyfield School is out of reach now for South Central residents due to its increasing 
popularity (which is the argument NK residents proposed with respect to Grey Court) - so where are 

our children supposed to go?? NK residents pull the strings of Kingston Council as if it is their puppet - 
they already have all the best primaries (we also cannot get in), so how about building an NK Academy 

of Excellence for those nice middle class people who ski and drive 4x4's. While the rest of us can 
continue to suffer. It's as predictable as it is pathetic!  

There would seem to be an area in the north of the borough that would be far more suitable for a new 

secondary school which is in an area I understand to be ear-marked for yet more shops and offices ï 
not needed in Kingston.      What about the area that includes the old Post Office site bordered by 

Eden Street, Ashdown Road, Wheatfield Way and Brook Street ï with the possibility of the Fairfield 

providing a sports area.    A further site in the north of the borough is of course the Surrey County 
Council site. As from time to time SCC have expressed interest in re-locating into their own county - 

perhaps they could be encouraged / incentivised to leave?    With regard to the location of the main 
adult education site in the borough.... This must surely be in North Kingston / Kingston Town Ward. 

The fact that there are not any proposed venues in the current proposals highlights the lack.  

I think that in the admissions criteria there should be a link so that all the Kingston schools get priority 
so that all the children can remain with their peer groups from primary year 6.  Alexandra/St Pauls, St 

Lukes, St Agathaôs and Fern hill 

My 3 sons will not now benefit from this proposal.  It has long been a source of profound irritation that 
there is no comprehensive school in North Kingston AND that the Tiffin Schools take so many pupils 

from outside the borough.  My children attended Christ's in Richmond and all face the prospect of a 
change of school for lack of a 6th form there.      I have never understood the Kingston planning 

process, where flats are built at the drop of a hat on any vacant lot, creating infrastructure problems of 
which planners seem blissfully unaware.  This proposal is long overdue.  Well done for waking up!  

I have a son in Year 2 due to start year 7 in 2014 so no good for us but I do think it needs to be done 

as the problem of which school for children will not go away.  

The borough is already heavily biased towards education with all residents forced to pay the same high 
council tax.  Another school will provide more negatives than positives for residents not requiring 

education 

We need a school where local children have priority and can become part of the wider community.     
Strongly support the intention that the school be inclusive to children with special educational needs. 

Whoever runs the school will need to work with other local service providers to achieve this.  

We live in Norbiton - I expect to be out of the catchment area.  

Kingston has been in need of a new secondary school for the past few years. Hopefully it would be 
local children who attend it. My own children were educated locally and received good results . Both 

attended university.     Both have settled families and very good positions in the workforce.  

I feel that there is also a need for a catholic secondary school in Kingston.  Currently children who are 
residents of KT2 have to travel to New Malden (Richard Challoner) if they wish to attend a catholic 

secondary school. 

Strongly disagree and oppose the building of a new school on the NK site.  The beautiful quiet area in 
North Kingston will become extremely congested and noisy especially from November to March when 

Richmond Park closes early afternoon. 

I believe the site proposed is the YMCA Hawker Centre and understand the need for more schools.  I 
strongly object to this site.  This is used by all the community and is very valuable to us.  People a nd 

children of all ages greatly benefit by using this centre.  It would be a terrible loss to the local 
community. 

This proposal purely serves the needs of families in the North Kingston. Yet increasing numbers or 

primary schools in South Kingston/ Surbiton have to take "bulge" classes at Reception entry. This new 
school will not meet the needs of families in these areas where there will undoubtedly be a shortage of 

places at secondary level in 5 years time. It is interesting to note that applications we e xpected from 
out of the borough - Richmond- but not from south Kingston/Surbiton!  This proposal goes some way to 

address the needs of families in North Kingston who have been arguing for a new school in their area 

for some time. Those of us in South Kingston/ Surbiton do not have the luxury of time to seek a new 
school in our area which will undoubt edly be needed in 5 years time.  How do the council intend to 

resolve these problems or are they hoping that sufficient numbers will have the borough then resolving 
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the problem? The council should see the potential problems now seen at reception level in my primary 

schools. letôs hope they donôt make the same mistake again!! 

Hawker site for school sports facilities is inappropriate as its access is awkward for mass movement, 
plus such use may exclude present users/contravene local land use regulations etc. 

Although very supportive of the proposal to build a new secondary school on the North Kingston Site, I  
am very concerned about the increase in traffic in the local area that this will create, and the impact on 

Richmond Road, in particular. Are there any plans to cope with this? 

Should the borough not look at current secondary schools i.e. Tiffin entry requirements and make those 
schools only allow a certain amount of out of borough students like Sutton Grammar and Wallington 

Grammar as it does seem unfair that local boroughs have different policies.  

After constantly hearing about our carbon footprint, putting a school as far as the proposed means at 
least 30-40% of pupils will have to be driven to school, or take a bus (an absolute no -no for 7-10 year 

olds) when you have more than one child, setting 2  of them to school in different areas will be 
impossible. If the council stopped building houses and flats there would be more room for existi ng 

children in the Borough to  have to worry about which school they will go to.  

I can't help the feeling of "we t old you so"  25 years ago, Kingston council decided, in their superior 
wisdom, to close Tudor School and donate the buildings to Tiffin Girls.  As a result, our 2 daughters 

attended Greycourt where they both did extremely well.  But at the time it was very  worrying our elder 

daughter was at Tudor School.  She is now a lawyer in London and her sister has her own consultancy 
company - so neither were disadvantaged by not "passing" the 11+  Build the new school where you 

like - knock down the Guildhall and build it there!  I hope that in another 25 years you won't be so 
short sighted and close another school and start the whole process again. 

Traffic congestion will be a major problem as there is already a problem with one secondary school 

located on Richmond Road.  Nearby residents will suffer noise pollution and traffic jams and will have 
trouble getting into their own driveway, as selfish parents often park across private drives causing 

inconvenience to local residents. 

Please do not close NK site.  If this proposal is already decided regardless of public opinion, then please 
relocate the classes for disabled users nearby e.g. HC  Publish details results of this survey. 

The NK site is the best, obvious choice for the school and should have been done years ago.  I have 
occasion to work at the current NK site and I often note that it is generally under used and not a good 

use of taxpayer's money.  Those people who worry about the disappearance of their 9.30am yoga 

classes and the like should take a more public spirited view and realise that what is needed most in NK 
is a co-ed, non-selective secondary school.  I feel very let down with the council that my children will 

have to go out of borough for their secondary education as the school will not be built in ti me for them.  
However, I feel strongly that the parents of current younger children should have this school ready for 

them in the future.  Send the 9.30am yoga people to the Kingfisher Centre!!  

We urgently need more primary school places in North Kingston.  My granddaughter who lived on 
Yeovilton Place, could not get into Fern hill or Latchmere Primary schools.  The only places you could 

offer were in Kingston centre or in Chessington - an impossible journey for a 5 year old to make on a 

daily basis!!  YOU SHOULD BE ASHAMED OF THIS 

The area of NK already has enough schools so why didn't you decide to put it elsewhere?  More 

pollution, noise from traffic, unruly behaviour in the streets and on the buses.  Elderly people will not 
be able to use the local transport at start and finish times because the kids take over the buses with no 

supervision.  Litter increase and graffiti.  The whole area of NK will be dragged down.  Your informal 

consultation of last year showed that half the responses were against the proposal for a new school. 
This generally counted for nothing as you went ahead  and approved it anyway.  I am sure that the half 

that voted for the school were new residents in the borough.  Young couples starting families.  The 
other well established residents would have voted against it.  As usual these days - everything for the 

kids.  The older resident has got to look elsewhere to live in old age in order to get any peace and 

quiet.   WE DON'T WANT ANOTHER SCHOOL IN THE NEIGHBOURHOOD 

Fern hill school has a good reputation for including autistic kids - especially those educated using ABA 

(behavioural therapy).  Could the new school have a similar ABA focus, plus an autism unit attached to 
the school, but with inclusion in mainstream lessons where possible?      As a former secondary school 

teacher myself, and a mum to an autistic son 16, and an autistic stepdaughter 14, could I be an any 

task force re SEN provision in the new school? 

As mentioned above I am opposed to selection and feel this is the root cause of the problem in North 

Kingston because many out of Borough children use the two Tiffin schools yet N Kingston children are 

not eligible for some Kingston schools due to distance,. It makes no sense. It makes me very angry 
that Tudor School was closed and the building given to Tiffin Girls.     Central Kingston would be a far 
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better location for many reasons, including better transport connections. I am sceptical of the 

sustainable transport plan - Richmond Road already virtually seizes up with car to and from Tiffin Girls 
and Fern Hill, not to mention teachers cars - just look at their car parks. More bus services would 

definitely be needed with different routes.     The Hawker Centre land must not be built on. Where 

would Adult Education be sited? I am not prepared to travel, for example, to the other side of Kingston. 
If the plan is to have an 8 Form Entry school, including sixth form on this site, the only way it can be 

done is to build up several storeys which would be quite inappropriate  in this residential area. 

The Hawker Siddley site should be used at least to provide the post 16 accommodation and certainly all 

of the sports facilities.     Little consideration has been given to the substantial number of 

mature/elderly people who use North Kingston Centre. They will be relocated somewhere but will it be 
convenient to them or will they give up Adult Education?     This is not a statutory consultation process. 

The Council has already decided that the whole school will be placed on the North Kingston Adult 
Education site. 

It's been pretty obvious that NK would be chosen by selfish middle class parents who do not think 

about the needs of those who use the Centre.  They all rushed to move into the area with the 
assumption that their little Tansy or Giles would obviously get into  Tiffin School.  Shock, horror when 

they don't!  It was also obvious 10 years ago with all the young families moving in, that Kingston 
needed another secondary school. Why did the borough not bid for the petrol stati on site?  There are 

and have been plenty of sites around Kingston to have built a school on, but you are going for the 

cheap option of a ready made building.  speaking of cheap (or quack) do you want your pupils 
traumatised each year as the crows tear apart the 10 -11 ducklings laid from eggs?   I have heard the 

old chestnut that existing services at NK will be provided "elsewhere".  Elsewhere does not exist in my 
experience and you are disregarding a huge number of tax and rate payers who go to NK not just for 

the courses but to alleviate social isolation.  You are condemning  us back to this.  For those with 

mental health problems there are no day services at all in the borough and NK has become the 
alternative to day services and more therapeutic as it is not institutional.  You should visit in the 

evening and feel the buzz in the building.  This is what you are destroying.  I am a local resident and 
was not consulted about the proposal. Did you only consult parents?  I think it stinks quite frankly, but 

as cynical enough to not be surprised.  

Concern that whilst I understand that this site is the only suitable site available in North Kingston it is 
located on an already busy road and there could be a substantial traffic impact of having the school in 

this location. 

In retrospect the closure of both Bonner Hill and Tudor schools seem to have been foolish. 

If more children are located on or near the site in North Kingston then public transport must be 

improved before it opens. At the moment No 65 buses are still travelling in convoys of three and even 
if they weren't the frequency is not enough. Perhaps scho ol children could get their own dedicated 

buses instead of crowding out the older commuters; or maybe they could walk  

Staggered school hours will (I think) be necessary on this busy road (due to 3 schools side by side)  

I would strongly object to any REDUCTION in the community facilities presently provided at the HC by 

any proposed development on this site associated with the development of the new school.  In fact, as 
stated in earlier proposals, I would hope that any associated developments would enhance the existing 

facilities for residents/non school users.   Has anybody considered the impact of having 2 secondary 
schools side by side, one selective and one non selective?  I am sure there are only negative 

implications and no positives! 

It is very disappointing that the school will not open to children in years 8 upwards in 2015. This will 
cause a huge problem for lots of parents whose children will have to attend different schools if they are 

too old for 2015 entry. It will cause a massive problem for my children and other families.  

Too much traffic down Richmond Road now. Gridlocked between 8.30 - 9.30am and 3 - 4pm.     
Kingston is full up with students from universities. We have the crap of the world running loose, you 

cannot go out at night wit hout being mugged and the money we waste on lost causes, i.e. Rose 
Theatre, New Malden High Street and stupid brick infillôs at beginning of roads up Kingston Hill. Try and 

do something right like filling in all the potholes which wreck our cars. You rip u s off on council tax for 
your gold plated pensions and car parking, we have no law and order.     Kingston is run by the worst 

council in the London area. I see we will now have to pay to park in Richmond Park. Why waste time 

sending out these forms, you w ill still go your own way!  

there needs to be strong links not just with Grey Court school but also the two Tiffin schools to 

maximise the use of the facilities, to encourage  integration and understanding and also to create the 

cross transfer of ideas 

Turn the Tiffin schools into normal schools and stop wasting our money.  
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Aside from the concerns listed above, my strongest concerns are that this school will be right next door 

to existing schools, resulting in a very large number of young people in one pla ce, resulting in potential 
problems with conflicts between students from different schools, and horrendous traffic jams from the 

inevitable school runs that will result.    Spreading the students out across the borough would seem to 

be a more prudent solut ion, and if the North Kingston site ends up being chosen anyway, it really 
MUST have much stronger provisions to prevent traffic problems than have already been suggested, 

which don't seem to be much of an improvement on the ineffectual measures already in  place. 

All floodlit sports should be at school. Others at Hawker if need be.     If Hawker Centre site is used 

there must be adequate onsite parking to avoid displacement to residential roads, especially high 

amenity roads such as Lower Ham Road.     The new school should have adequate onsite parking for 
staff, students visitors etc or there will be a blight on surrounding roads.  

Yes we need another school, but unless it will be properly funded after the expected 'launch hype' it 

will soon become a huge school with 100s if children and no money to ensure it runs properly that no -
one will bother about because at the time it ticked the additiona l school in Kingston box. 

There are plenty of school places available, but due to the number of selective schools in the Borough, 
these places are available to residents of Kingston on a priority basis. Selective schools should become 

more open to local residents and not accept pupils from outside of the Borough until the local pupils 

have had first priority.     Our children will be through the school system by 2015 so the new school will 
be of no advantage to us other than increase traffic and council ta x in the area when existing facilities 

could be used more efficiently for local people.     We are also members of the Hawker Centre and the 
new school is intended to be located at this on this facility.  

I think 8 Forms of Entry is far too big for t he site, position and area. The North Kingston site is 

inappropriate for a building/school of this size being in a low build residential area and immediately 
adjacent to another secondary school.     A school of this size will inevitably attract children from 

outside the immediate area, to a road that already suffers massive traffic jams at school finish times 
and has no parking. Fern Hill mums are currently parking on the North Kingston site and over filling the 

existing quite large car park!  

We need a school in North Kingston but placing the educational establishment there is completely 
impractical and will have a long term detrimental effect on the local community because:  1.  the site is 

far too small for an 8 form entry school.  Tiffin Gir ls is twice the size and only a 4 form entry.    2.  

There is insufficient parking/space generally for the schools as they are, let along squeezing another 
one in.  3.  The NKC has recently been refurbished and modernised.  This would be a waste and a 

great loss to demolish such an attractive building.  4.  The local community would effectively lose the 
adult education facility in the area because although it is stated the services will continue elsewhere, 

they won't be in this area, where I believe they ar e used and greatly valued. 

I must say that I feel selfish towards the future of the children. Every child needs a good school to go 
to, Grey Court could have been taken into account for this area. Ample room for site expansion.     

Living in a busy residential area and on a main road I  have my fair share of noise and disturbance. We 
do not need to add to this.  

It is really important for the residents of North Kingston that the facilities in the area - i.e. adult 

education and the HC are kept in the area, within walking distance and not moved to another part of 
the borough. 

I think the Richmond Road will become ridiculously busy - it is already a bottleneck.  Will be increased 

traffic.  The Fire Station needs good road access - there was word it would become an ambulance 
station which seems to have now been forgotten.  TGS, Greycourters and other pupils are already 

uncontrolled around Ham Parade/Richmond Road.  I dread to think of another 1000 pupils all leaving 
school at the same time.  Will lose the green site at the Hawker Centre.  Proposals to allow the public 

to go WON'T  happen as the pupils are under 18 - this is clearly a fallacy.  There was word of 

extending Fern hill School which is a FAR better idea.  I appreciate the figures given in this document 
but I believe it will become chaos with so many secondary pupils.  

The Hawker Centre should be for the whole community. It is therefore hoped that the sports facility will 

not be swamped by school use. 

In order for a school of less form entry to be built, another secondary school is required.  Instead of 

allowing more housing for the next 7 years (slowing down more places required) a school would help.  
Yes property is needed but at the right time.  What is being done about possible links through/with 

private schools?  Surely if numbers are dwindling in some private schools then a collaboration might 

benefit both sides.  What about a link with local colleges or university sites?  Are there any industrial 
sites useable in RBK? 

There should be more places for pupils with disabilities. 10 are not enough in my opinion.  
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Talk of a new secondary school is extremely welcome but please advise what is being done to help the 

children needing secondary places before 2015 

Personally I think that Tiffin girls should be relocated elsewhere in the borough. There is no specific 
requirement for a selective school to be site on the North Kingston. The existing site used by Tiffin Girls 

was originally built to house children of mixed ability under the old comprehensive system. This would 
also mean that the North Kingston Centre Could continue is its present form. Saving the Council having 

to relocate the Adult Education facilities. Finding a suitable site for Tiffinôs would mean that a purpose 
built school could be built to suit the selective school requirements. It is well known that the exist ing 

headteacher was never entirely satisfied with the site then  and  now on. Indeed the fire that destroyed 

part of the school a few years back actually provided some but not all of the solutions to the head 
teachers plight.  I would hope that the local a uthority will take my suggestion on board as a serious 

alternative to that in the accompanying document to this question  

As parents of school age children in North Kingston we have had to pay for private schools. We 
strongly feel there should be a non selective secondary school option in North Kingston. However we 

strongly disagree with using the proposed North Kingston Centre site for a third school given that Fern 
Hill and Tiffinôs are already there and the transport and facilities are already stretched. We take the 65 

bus to work in the mornings and we can't get on the bus. this could be resolved if Tiffin Girls was 
moved to different  site within Kingston and the Tiffin Gi rls site was used for  a non selective secondary 

school. Finally we want the facilities at the North Kingston Centre to remain where they are.  

Would this school be open to students from all area the borough? I think this is very important.  

This is a classic example of bad planning, where concept of the whole has not and is not taken into 

consideration  This concept does not consider other sections of the society and destroys and 
undermines the very reason for living here  

Although I  agree that North Kingston needs a new secondary school, I  do not have any real interest as 

my youngest granddaughter is 14 years of age and attends Kingston high school which is near to 
Stratford where she lives with her mother. I  will be 80 years of age on the 30th August 2010. my brain 

is excellent but I  do have very painful arthritis.  

We are very happy that this proposal is going through. We look forward to attending any meeting to 
support this. We do hope when our lad reaches 11 yrs we do have to fight for a school plac e as we 

have had to do this year for a Primary place. We also support that our son will walk or cycle to school 
but this must be made safe as possible from cars & lorries. 

Have children due to enter Yr7 in 2012, 2014 and 2016 so disappointed only due for Sept 2015 and 

only taking that year's Yr7 in the first year.  Means siblings will be split which rather dampens the 
enthusiasm for the school from a personal point of view.  Would be happier if an allowance was being 

made for Post-16 pupils to potentially join the school prior to 2020.  

I am 80 but am concerned for my Great Grandchildren in the Kingston area  

Overall I agree with the plans. However, it seems that we also need a new primary school. Establishing 

extra bulge classrooms in existing schools is not ideal. 

If we have these schools all adjacent the traffic and parking problems will be exaccerbated 

Richmond road is already very congested so please ensure pupils come from the local area 

The need for a new school in this area is long overdue 

It is essential that the facilities currently provided by the Hawker Centre do not disappear.  

This proposal will bring chaos to the area - specifically to the roads at school start/finishing times. No 

matter what you say or try to do, parents will use the car t o take children to school and it is local 
residents who will end up stuck in this traffic jam.  If both Tiffin schools were to change status and 

were used primarily for children in North Kingston, I am sure that this would obviate the need for a 
new school. Has anybody done a study of the number of children that travel to North Kingston from 

other areas, simply to attend the Tiffinôs? 

I applaud Kingston for having the vision to tackle the shortage of school places.  

Are other schools being looked at to? See comment above about Coombe Girls in New Malden. My 

children will be out of the catchment area for this new school by a long way so we will not benefit and 
can only see that pressure is being put on schools in the south of the borough too.  

We are desperate for a secondary school to be based in North Kingston, and one that doesn't specify in 

one or two subjects, but provides good education on all other subjects.  It is such a pity that Tiffin only 
take in a very small percentage from the Borough, an d personally, think this should be re -adjusted.  If 

this was re-considered, then I believe we wouldn't be in such a crisis with secondary schools. 

Site not big enough for school location especially when junior school next door needs more room.  

Traffic is already a mess as it is (with Fern hill and Tiffinôs and the thousand flats that have been built 
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on Richmond road Thanks to the greedy Kingston Council!)  I cannot picture what it would be like after 

this school has joined the picture...  I don't understa nd why it cannot be on the other brushed aside 
sites i.e. the keep 

It would be useful to know if, in determining the need for future secondary school places, account has 

been taken of the ever diminishing contribution of the two selective schools (Tiffin Boys and Tiffin Girls) 
to meeting the educational needs of children who live in the Royal Borough. It seems a very high 

proportion (possibly a majority?) of children who attend these schools come from outside the area. 
Presumably any financial contribution Kingston makes to these schools will be diminished 

proportionately and the money devoted instead to meeting genuine local educational needs.    The new 

school should be directly managed by the Royal Borough so that full control can be maintained over the 
quality of educational services provided.    The school should be secular i.e. have no link to any 

religious group. It is clearly wrong for public money to be spent on schools that discriminate on 
religious grounds against a large section of the population (i.e. against those with no religious beliefs).  

I would have liked to have this school up and running much before 2015. My children who study in 

Fern Hill are in year 4 and 1 respectively. Frankly I am not very sure of my options for my elder son in 
2 years apart from going for the Grammar school exams.     It is a great move to have a good quality 

secondary school in the North Kingston area. KT2 and KT1 are known for their great primary education 
and in the future it will be good to have a good quality secondary school in North Kingston.     This will 

truly make Kingston upon Thames a highly sought after borough, as it offers education right from 

kindergarten to higher education levels.     In the new secondary school, there should be a good mix of 
studies and sports and extracurricular activities. Sports facilities will play a very important part. Also the 

buildings must be state of the art, having complete IT infrastructure, wi fi etc. This will be true 
planning for our futur e citizens and generations.  Also the school's facilities could be used to hold 

classes for the wider community during off school time. I would be happy to provide ongoing 

information/suggestion in the future and also play a part in the formation of this school.  

Having 3 schools in a row (especially of this size) will create traffic  chaos unless starting times are 

staggered.  I also do not think the site is large enough to provide any outdoor space to the pupils.  

The roll should be small enough to accommodate all provisions on one site.  I am very frustrated by 
the admissions policies for the selective schools.  I do not believe that RBK is unable to change them to 

a fairer system as in Sutton LEA. 

I am absolutely opposed to any religious organisations running the school. Should a religious 
organisation end up running the school, my  children will not be attending it.  

I totally oppose to opening a new school in North Kingston or Kingston. The traffic around the area is 

already very poor. We do not need more families moving to this area. This is an unacceptable proposal.    
Opening a new school using the Hawker Centre facilities is unacceptable. It takes facilities enjoyed by 

many people living around the area.     New school pupils will vandalise the area, causing chaos and 
damages to neighbourhood. I view this pose a serious personal safety threats to residents nearby.    I 

do not go out after dark because I feel threaten by poor safety around this area with strangers and 
unruly vandals threatening our personal safety. Opening a new school will make it even worse.  

It is essential that any new school that opens offers up  local Kingston residents the opportunity to 

transfer into the new school from their existing location i.e. Coombe Boys or Grey Court should they 
wish to do so.... For many Coombe Boys and Grey Court are significantly far in terms of travel and this 

compromises pupils safety 

Am very annoyed that I  did know about this issue before we moved to the area 2 years ago. I  think we 
would have re considered moving to our house. 

my youngest child is 17 years old and attends Esher 6thform college after going to grey  court. her 

brother did the same  clearly my family will be unaffected by this new school but would have attended 
it had it been built in time. my children enjoyed going to 6th form college so 9 am slightly concerned 

that not separating the 6th years on a separate site will be less attractive and they may still be applying 
to Esher etc. I  also think sports provision is very important. neither of my children was particularly 

sporty but did participate and actually enjoy the good facilities at grey court.  

north Kingston centre serves to the local community - adult education to already highly populated area 
walking distance. Mecklenburg special needs schools not to mention base for accessible transport. 

tennis courts for adults/ young not to mention fairfield school which has young children and many 
already asthma sufferers! north Kingston building is old and has plenty of character architecturally and 

none of us want ugly boxes modern to be on this site we already lost hawker building and ended with 

match box "prison like architecture" !  

3 adjacent schools with access from A307 are bound to increase traffic and to cause delays particularly 

with n065 bus route. parents and older pupils will use cars ( unless car usage decrease in future 
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years!!!!) local buses get crowded at school opening and closing times . with free travel pupils travel for 

one or 2 stops!!! serious consideration should be given to maintaining adult education within the area. 
existing faculties at HC need to be maintained. 

As a resident near to proposed school old the existing Tiffin girls and fern hill , we would hope that 

adequate parking and parking control would be in place. Tiffin girls parents cause major parking issues 
especially during open days and special events. while we understand you cannot control parents 

perhaps between transport links for the 65 routes need to be considered beyond Kingston i.e. continue 
to Surbiton. to have 3 large schools domination transport in  this area is a nightmare for residents 

perhaps Tiffin girls school should be relocated and a co-ed reinstated at the original Tudor rivermead 

schools site or ban parents collecting within local roads proposed figures, 20 years ago of pupil 
numbers were adequately forecast for this area 

the results of your previous consultation were that 48.8% either disagreed or strongly disagreed with 

this proposal. I  attended the public meeting in the Hawker Centre and the over whelming feeling was 
against these proposals. DO NOT BUILD A NEW SECONDARY SCHOOL ON THE NORTH KINGSTON 

SITE. DO NOT INCREASE THE SIZE OF FERNHILL SCHOOL 

Please resist any pressure to make this new school CofE or catholic or other religious group based 

The logistics simply do not make sense - how do you expect to get so many people there during rush 
hour along what is already a very busy road. There simply isn't enough space. 

One of the reasons why increased spaces are required is that the two grammar schools in Kingston 

take a majority of their intake from outside the Borough.   Some children travel from places such as 
Ealing or Croydon.  If the grammar schools increased their places for local children there still may be a 

need for a new school, but  its size could be reduced. I am a teacher at Tiffin Girls School.  

We would be strongly in favour of the spo rts facilities at the school being open to the public out of 
school hours.  There is not enough public provision in this part of Kingston. 

Has the impact upon Grey Court been properly considered.  It is likely that there will be a mass exodus 

of pupils fr om Grey Court to the new school and this will severely affect Grey Court.    Has expansion of 
Grey Court been considered? 

Strongly against it because of the volumes of people trying to access the site- traffic is already 

congested in the morning and after  school, and that is just with Tiffin Girls' School and Fern Hill. There 
are proposals to build a new school in Ham, so why do we need another one within a mile in Kingston?  

A school is needed but the site is far too small. *8 form of entry is a big machi ne - how do you manage 
to meet every child's needs in a personalised way in an institution that big?  4 form of entry might fit 

there. The congestion in the area will be horrendous. Having 3 schools together in the same space is 

asking for problems - start times; public transport; parent traffic; finish times; public perceptions - the 
list goes on 

Traffic    Impact on other schools  

I should declare an interest that because the local state -funded provision for boys is so poor both of 

my teenage sons go to fee-paying schools, which I fund out of my own taxed income.    I really don't 

see why I should pay twice, so I think the council s hould manage within the existing provision.      It's 
like building motorways: if you build them, the traffic will come.  If you don't it will go elsewhere.     

You have not provided any detail or analysis behind your projected population numbers.  Maybe your 
projections are not entirely reliable? 

Unless major work is also carried out to increase the capacity of the Richmond Road and Kingston one-

way system the traffic will be horrendous. It is already very bad between 3.30 and 5.30 despite 
staggered school closing times. 

It sounds as if it would be a very large school and also positioned between two other schools. I would 

have thought this would have serious repercussions for local traffic. There could also be potential 
hostility between pupils of two adj oining secondary schools, especially if of different natures. 

New School is needed but the placement of it is very difficult to achieve satisfactorily - having three 

schools next to each other will be disastrous for local residents and lead to huge problems of traffic co -
ordination and outside school behaviour. 

I was taught at a large school as the one proposed and thought that it did a great job. To have one 
nearby in such an area can only be a great thing.  

As previously I strongly disagree with the proposal of a new secondary school on the North Kingston 

site and in the future, the Hawker Centre, which is highly likely if the new school is built.    The traffic 
tail backs along the Richmond Road is already horrendous at school time from Fern Hill and Tiffin Girls 

School and also children travelling to other schools in the area.  The new school will only add to this 

plus where are the staff going to park, there is already limited parking from commuters who par k in the 
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roads (which do not have permits) and commute up to London or wh o work in Kingston. I understand 

the need for a new school but this problem has being going on for years and years.   This should have 
been resolved years ago before all the 'green' spaces had been built on with new houses and 

apartments.  I think the North Kingston site is too compact to house a school of this size and it is 

certainly not ideal to have it located directly next to a primary school.  Primary school parents mostly 
come to the school by car so where would they be able to drop off their children if the North Kingston 

site is proposed to be built. I really do not think the logistics of this has been thought about in depth 
and the complications it will bring to the local area .  We do not need three schools in such a 

concentrated stretch of the road leading into a busy town.  Also, I think the area is much too small for 
a school of this size.  Tiffin Girls school, which were previously on the North Kingston Site, was the only 

school on this site.  Since their move Fern Hill School has been built thus making this area even smaller 

for building.    I am therefore, totally against this proposal of the new school being built on the North 
Kingston Site. 

As link between Kingston Police and LEA / RBK I will maintain close liaison with all concerned parties re 

this proposal. This reply completed on behalf of Chief Superintendent Greenslade, Borough 
Commander, Kingston Police. 

It is fundamental to the area t o keep education at a very high standard and with increasing numbers 
required in future years, it is important to think ahead.    What are the alternatives and can the other 

senior schools cope with the increasing numbers?? 

There is no case for a new school in Kingston if the Tiffin schools were to become non selective and 
thus be more available to children from Kingston.    The North Kingston site is already on one of the 

most congested roads in Kingston and cannot sustain any further increase in traffic.  

Suggested reading - Raising Boys, by Steve Biddulph  I look forward to seeing how things pan out... My 
son will be entering secondary school in 2016 and I don't anticipate sending him to such a large school 

- smaller would be better (especially for boys)  

We already have a big problem with the school run traffic and parking in and around my local roads (St 
Albans Rd), with Latchmere, Tiffinôs, Grey Court and Fern Hill being close together. It's impossible to 

get on a bus already with Tiffinôs Girls and Grey Court School swamping the number 65. This can only 
get worse with this proposal.  The sheer number of children and parents arriving and leaving at the 

same times causes a safety problem. You sometimes have to walk into the busy road to get past the 

groups of Mums and children. The elderly already find the sheer numbers of teenagers threatening 
when en masse. The huge number of pupils that would be added would have a detrimental effect on 

this already overcrowded area. There are other places this school could go that would not be such a 
strain. The quality of life for people in the area is being ignored. It will have an too big an impact.  

If there is to be another school built locally we will need a better transport system. The 371 is under 

severe stress with school children in the mornings and when they come out of school. Since the 
introduction of free travel for the children it's almost impossible to get on a bus a 4 pm in Park Road, 

normally the children only go for a stop or two. Other travellers are unable to travel with any degree of 
comfort. May be the schools should provide their own transport. Also with more schools we will need a 

thorough street cleaning system, having more people in the area will cause more rubbish.  

The size of is far too large for the proposed area even if more land is available.  With the new school, 
Tiffin and an expanded Fern hill the surrounding rounds will not be able to support this extra traffic.  

Fern hill catchment area is very small yet the parking problem in the school is very severe as people 

still choose to drive.  north Kingston will be at a stand still  

A new 8-form entry school will spoil the locality. It will overwhelm the two existing schools and cause 

horrific traffic problems. Public transport is poor along the Richmond Road - the 65 bus must be one of 
the least reliable in the area. Anti -social behaviour is likely and pupils at Tiffin Girls and Fern hill are 

likely to suffer - having to run the gauntlet of disaffected youths when arriving at or leaving school. We 

know that pupilôs at large comprehensive schools often suffer intimidation and bullying from some of 
their peers. This is bad enough for the poor children who have to attend these school s but it is even 

worse to inflict it on attendees at neighbouring schools. The better facilities at Tiffinôs Girls School are 
likely to exacerbate traditional animosities between " grammar school" girls and the rest.    As a user of 

the Hawker centre I am a lso very much against the use of that site and its well -used facilities, which 

are of great value to the community, being used as the site of a new school.     North Kingston is 
currently a lovely place to live. Putting an additional 1680 children, plus te achers, support staff and 

parents delivering and collecting children, in Richmond Road will make this an unpleasant locality every 
school day. It will also make it almost impossible for residents to travel anywhere, either by their own 

or public transport.  

This proposal should be halted straight away and other sites found in the borough.  
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"It will also work closely with other Kingston secondary schools and collaborate specifically with its 

neighbouring schools, Tiffin Girls and Grey Court in Ham (London Borough of Richmond)."    There is 
no detail in the proposal about the impact on these communities. Given that many places are from 

outside the borough, I thought the national community cohesion was well served particularly for those 

of us who have lived in north surrey, where there is no local provision of grammar schools by the state.  

This school should not be built on this site.  It is too small, and brings even more children to this 

already overcrowded area.  Think of the residents first as they have to live with it, and pay highly for 
the privilege. 

Why not work with Richmond Borough - save money and continue to have Kingston children go across 

the broader to Grey Court - Greenwich ruling applies again - to an excellent comprehensive school. Due 
to the way Kingston schools are organised, the Tiffinôs factor, it is, in my view, unlikely t hat a new 

school can be a success as Kingston has secondary modern schools.     It would be more honest to 

have a compulsory 11+ than what this borough has at the moment. So, to reiterate, the way Kingston 
organises its secondary school provision does not bode well for a new school. 

Why does this even need to go to consultation? Kingston upon Thames is chronically under-served 
when it comes to secondary schools. Our children have to go to a school in Richmond because there 

was/is nowhere near enough capacity in Kingston - unless you want to put your kids through two years 

of expensive coaching in the hope that they might get into Tiffin's - why is it allowed to set a selective 
entrance exam when it is allegedly a state school? - or can afford £3,000 per ter m to send them to 

Kingston Grammar.     A new school should have been built years ago. Just get on with it. Oh, and no 
PFI please...otherwise we'll all still be paying for it in 50 year's time long after the PFI dudes have 

retired to Mauritius on the proce eds. 

I have yet to see anything that supports or determines the demand 

I was very concerned about the proposal to put the sixth form centre on the Hawker site as the Hawker 

centre is so highly regarded and well used and needs to be protected. 

As a regular user of facilities at the Hawker Centre, your proposal remains rather vague as to exactly 

what you would be doing there.    My own interest is in the Stragglers running club based there.  We 

are supportive of the need for a school, but concern ed about the potential loss of our facilities there.  
We use the centre for club nights every Thursday and for races on weekends throughout the year.  

Stragglers have around 600 members and we believe contributes significantly to Kingston's social and 
sporting life. So it would be helpful to have some form of acknowledgement of the need for changing, 

parking and catering facilities there, or at some other nearby venue.  

I would also like to see an SEN unit based within the school - we only have 3 special schools in 
Kingston, and all the special units available in RBK are for primary aged children and younger (Castle 

Hill, The Mount, Knollmead, Tolworth Infants, SCCN).  This is good for early intervention, but does not 

help the LA to ensure that good, local secondary SEN provision is available to support the most 
common needs, like Autism, during secondary placements. 

It's a shame this has taken so long to sort out. While we have lived in north Kingston we have sent 
children to Wimbledon, Hounslow and Worcester Park for state education. There should have been one 

good local school that they and all their friends could have gone to - not the divisive mix -up of 

grammars, comprehensives and faith schools that muddle options and make for complicated journeys. 

There must be adequate parking on site so that the roads nearby are not blighted by staff and 

students. This applies also to the sports ground (if to be at the  Hawker Centre) otherwise the amenity 

of the riverside will be prejudiced.  

I am relieved that Kingston council are finally doing something about the appalling lack of secondary 

education in North Kingston. I feel however that for those who wish to have the option of a single sex 
school that Tiffinôs (both boys and girls) should be made to offer more places to North Kingston 

residents. 

I have real concerns that existing users of the NKC will be disadvantaged by the proposed change. We 
cannot know if our needs will be met until we have seen what provision is to be made.  I have been 

extremely disappointed at the poor level  of consultation with users and at promises being made that 

are not adhered to. Very destructive of confidence.  I am worried that any replacement facility would 
not provide car parking. Some of us do not have blue bad ges but cannot use public transport for health 

reasons. 

I don't agree the school should have a six form at all. Due to the number of schools already in the area 

having a six form just increases the size of the school causing traffic and other problems. In stead 

pupils should be encouraged to get educated at the colleges in the area. 

The long delay before opening is daft, for a school announced in 2008, delaying the opening seven 

years means many pupils currently in junior/primary schools don't get to use it.  It didn't take 7 years 



48 
 

to close the school that was on the site (and whose b uildings still exist and are maintained for use as 

other purposes) so why just not reopen existing buildings in September 2010 ?  

I understand the new school will steal sports land from the already cramped Tiffin Girls' School. 
Indefensible. 

I strongly disagree with part of Tiffin Girls' School's grounds being taken for the new school. The 
grounds are not that big as it is and with such high results, the school deserves all the land it can get. 

Not only this, but if the school were located on the North K ingston site it would be impossible to take 

the bus. The buses are full enough already. 

I am completely against this proposal.    The Hawker Centre should be left well alone.     Instead of 

rushing through this proposal, I suggest:    The number of school  spaces needed is first made available 

within existing secondary schools.    This will then give the extra time needed to come up with a better 
proposal for a new school. The current proposal is clearly illogical and ill thought out.    Please use time 

to consult with Richmond Borough and Grey Court to find alternative school places and sites where 
there is the SPACE - the site you are proposing ain't big enough.  

Unfortunately I have to say that your form is not very fair, because you never suggested any 

alternatives such as unused buildings only the green areas.  Therefore I am not at all happy to have 
another school in North Kingston. Undoubtely we need another  secondary school but not if the HC 

area will be included. Another problem will be the traffic one on Richmond Rd. 

What planning is there for the accommodation of the increase in peak time traffic on the road  

It is not made clear in your proposal that land is being taken away from Tiffin girls, diminishing 

sporting facilities and opportunities whi och other clubs and schools use 

please do not allow the proposal to go ahead. What kind of pupils will it bring to the area?  Chaos to 

public transport  Children will be fighting for the already packed busses and trains  Co -ed schools - No 
no no  Build on another site 

I have attended the meetings to discuss the proposal but still believe that the north kingston site is too 

small. My concerns are largely based on the fact that i have small children and fern hill school, the 
space will be very over crowded and congested.  Have all other options been considered eg. expanding 

Greycourt or using some of the Tiffin girls school which has ample space? 

I presume RBK would provide the school with additional funding in the early years to offset the lack of 
economies of scale while building the school numbers up (i.e. you are still going to need a senior 

leadership team even when you don't have pupils)? Also, while I understand why you would build up 
the school numbers in this way, it could make it harder to introduc e ideas such as vertical tutor groups 

- I know that a number of new schools are introducing these now.  

I live in Surbiton and have a child currently at nursery school. I am currently panicking about reception 
school places and will worry about secondary places in a few years - I am seriously concerned that in 

addition to the North Kingston school, further new secondary schools are also required in other parts of 

the borough. Please consider buolding and or expanding secondaty schools in my area. 

Even though Hawker Centre isn't included in the new proposal for 6th form provision, I would like to 

strongly voice my support that this does not change. The Hawker Centre is an extremely valuable and 

unique community centre, offering such a diverse range of ac tivities that an incredibly diverse range of 
local residents make good use of. Regards using the Hawker playing fields, surely it would make more 

sense to use Latchmere Rec for this and not Hawker Centre, due to the obvious safety concern that 
pupils wouldn't have to cross the main road going to and from the playing fields.  

As i do not expect any of my family to be directly affected by the school proposed, I do not feel it 

would be appropriate for me to comment on the overall scheme - although I should be sorry to see the 
demolition of the present attractive buildings of the North Kingston Centre which seem well suited to 

their present use.  My interest in the proposed is as a user of the local studies and archives service 
currently housed on the site. Alth ough i live just outside the borough, I am reserving the history of the 

Worcester park district, including the portion of Worcester Park that lives within the borough (old 

malden).  I very much hope that, in the event of the scheme going ahead, a high prio rity will be given 
to ensuring that facilities at least as good as the present ones are provided for the local studies and 

archives service including:-  A weel sized search room with good natural light  Retention of professional 
staff  Adequate high qualit y storage  Maintenance of good opening hours including at least one evening 

a week and saturdays  A location easily accessible by public transport and preferably more easily 
accessible than at present from the SE part of the Borough 

This will severely impact on all services on the North Kingston site. The adult education and specialist 

services will need to be rehoused elsewhere. In particular, the archives and local studies collections will 
need suitable, secure storage to British Standard BS5454. They will also need suitable access for 

readers, with an accessible reading room with good natural light. Their staff and volunteers will also 
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need suitable accommodation. There should be no major interruption to any of the services if moved 

from the North Kingst on site.    A new school will also be expensive for the borough to commission 
(despite some of the funds coming from central government) and will have a negative impact on some 

other services. As a borough in greater London, there will continue to be issues of population over the 

services available. This is not an ideal time to invest in a new school when existing services for all ages 
across the borough are under threat.  

I t would just cause us extra traffic and extra crowd and total inconv eniency. So we strongly oppose it 
in our neighbourhood 

The infrastructure and transport provision for the existing schools is already inadequate.  The bus 

services from the town centre are very poor - girls regularly cannot get on these buses and they end 
up walking wit h heavy back packs.  What will happen when the proposed new school opens?  What will 

happen during construction?  You CANNOT guarantee t hat the majority of children will walk or bike to 

school.      I can see very few benefits of concentrating such a larg e volume of children in such a 
limited area.  There are potentially health and safety issues associated with movement along the 

pavements/crossing roads.  There is the possible friction caused by 2 very different schools co-located.  
The area surrounding the proposed site would change - impact on TGS loss of open space/impact on 

visitors/shadows cast. Impact on residential streets.  These are quiet and likely to become noisy and 
congested during the build and afterwards at school times.  Their outlook will change for the detriment.      

Have alternative sites been considered?  The site seems extremely small for 1700pupils to be 

accommodated properly. 

I feel that a faith school is greatly needed to keep our faith beliefs up as I feel it helps the children to  

want to help in the community and help other people, also I have noticed they feel SAFE and are more 

aware of home and family life.  

The NKC and the HC are important in providing services for the local community.  I am not convinced 

that adequate alternat ives would be available.  Greycourt school is close by.  Is there any spare 
capacity there? 

The success of the school will depend on the quality of teaching and discipline and these issues need to 

be set out from the beginning.  

The new school should be run by the local authority which is accountable in a way that other providers 
who bid are not.  I understand that there must be a "competition" of prospective providers BUT please 

do put in a bid.  We do not want an Academy style, or Swedish style, private  provider involved. 

The existing schools in Kingston are mostly selective so if children cant get into these schools then they 

may have far to travel to school.  Thus the new school in North Kingston should be non selective and 

cater for both boys and gir ls. 

I do not agree with the size of the school on that particular site - it will add to congestion at school 

opening and closing times and also the proposal that they will be commandeering some of the playing 

fields of the Girls school which are in constant use by both non tiffin as well as Tiffin students. It is a 
well run Sports Centre for  all the community to enjoy and in these times when children are being 

encouraged to be more active and combat obesity why are the playing fields being sold off. Why n ot 
build two single sex schools insteda - one on the Hawker Centre site and the other on North Kingston, 

and perhaps a sixth form on the Greycourt site which all have the potential to expand without adding 

any negative impact to their local area,  and are currently well served by local transport links.  SAVE 
THE GIRLS SCHOOL PLAYING FIELDS SO THAT THEY CAN NOT ONLY MAINTAIN A STRONG 

ACADEMIC REPUTATION BUT ALSO FOSTER STRONG AND EXCELLENT PHYSICAL RECREATION/SPORT 
AMONGST THEIR GIRLS FOR WHICH THEY ALREADY HAVE A PROUD REPUTATION.    Let us keep the 

boroughs schools excellent and build so that new schools do not take away from the current schools 
but add to them or enjoy an equally good reputation by working with the existing school infrastructure.  

It seems it has not been thought out properly with the proposal of using such a small well used site 

and the NKC for a secondary school.  To propose that land is taken from the Tiffin Girls school on 
accommodate a small site -to expand it - is not practical, nor r easonable.      How can a very busy B 

road, where there have been fatalities in the past, be stretched and over used by the increase of more 

secondary school children attending the new proposed North Kingston site?    Why not use Dinton 
Fields or look at other sites in Kingston?    The North Kingston Centre is too small and it is not right to 

take a neighbouring school's astro pitch/land etc. to accommodate such a poorly thought out plan.  

Protection of the HC for its current use is vital.  Otherwise you wi ll be penalising most of the residents 

of North Kingston. 

The NKC and the HC are well used sites in this community.  It is unacceptable to place a huge school 
for 240 pupils a year on a small site which is already being used.  Plans to extend the NKC site into 

neighbouring Tiffin Girls school is definitely unreasonable and unfair on Tiffin losing their own space.  If 
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this plan went ahead, the astro pitch, floodlit netball courts and some of the slip road belonging to the 

Tiffin Girls school will be lost and most definitely missed.  The Richmond Road is extremely busy, 
already having a secondary and primary school along that small stretch of road, not to mention the 

NKC.  If the proposal went ahead, there will be numerous disruptions during the 3 years taken  to build 

it.  During the early morning there is already lots of traffic on the Richmond   Road; commuters, 
schoolchildren and parents.  If a new school were to be added, the amount of traffic will dramatically 

rise, plus the busy65 bus route is already too busy with commuters and children to accomodate 
another load of schoolchildren, causing extra traffic and delays.      From  my point above, it is very 

clear a secondary school should NOT be built on the NKC site nor on the HC site either. 

Traffic starts to build up on the Richmond Road by 3pm now, without this new school in place.    
am/pm travel/transport - buses and cars are full with Greycourt school pupils and Tiffin Girls, plus 

Fernhill children and parents.    School should be nearer to Kingston Centre i.e. old power station site.    
So all the borough children from 11 years upwards, good transport service to and from Kington town.  

I object to any suggestion that facilities should be taken from Tiffin Girls School  

traffice, traffic and more traffi ce. Congestion, lazy parents driving when it's not necessary. Parking 
problems. 

I think that the existing schools, Tiffin Girls' and Fernhill, are both quite small schools compared to 
most. In order to build this new eight form entry school land will have  to be taken away from these 

schools. Not only is this unfair on the schools as their facilities grow smaller, but the site is just too 

small for such a large school to be build. With three schools there, the area will become severly 
congested and the 65 bus service will not be a pleasant service at all due to the amount of pupils. I 

agree that a school has to be built but I think that the location the concil has chosen it a bad one. They 
should try to find a different one, or else the other schools will de finately suffer unjustly.  

Whilst I support the need for a new school development, I do not support the choice of locality AT ALL.  

As indicated above, I have grave concerns about the safety issues concerned with access to the school.  
Upper Richmond Road is already traffic burdened and many of the pavements narrow.  There is 

overcrowding of bus stops already at the beginning and end of the day and I think further pressure on 
this would inevitably lead to incidents occurring.     I do not believe that the s ite proposed is large 

enough for a school new build of this size and therefore this would mean 3 schools very cramped 

together.    I strongly disagree with the removal of facilities from another school to support the rebuild 
given that Tiffin and Fernhill benefit hugely from the grounds that exist for each independently.  

Access to the site with Tiffin Girls and Fernhill primary schools will become dangerously congested.  All 

these children arriving an leaving at similar times will put a hugh strain on traf fic and transport  

I attended the public meeting on 9th February with my wife as parents of a child who will be going to 

secondary school in 2016.  It is true to say that we were both appalled by the naked self interest of the 

majority of the audience who clearly have no interest in the welfare of the children of Kingston, but are 
rather more concerned with a few more people in Richmond Road twice a day for 40 weeks a year.  

We would agree the planners/council to take responsibility for the bigger picture a nd trust you to do 
so.  Whether we decide to apply to the new school for our sone is immaterial to the need for additional 

places.  As a teacher and police officer, we have, like many parents recently been through a very 
difficult time with finding an appr opriate primary school place and would remind you of the necessity 

for planning to address this problem.  We believe, informed by our professions, that a structured and 

considered approach to child welfare and safety is critical, with local schools for local children. 

Concern about adverse effect on other schoools e.g. taking sports facilities from Tiffin Girls which is 

carefully not mentioned in the proposal document.  Adverse effect on traffic, overcrowding on 65 bus 

route 

It is essential that the facil ities are first class and that all the children profit from an excellent education 

(in the widest sense)    I do not believe that this will occur if 240 pupils are taken in each year and 
therefore cannot support this intake level.    I suggest a lower inta ke with arrangements made 

elsewhere for the remaining pupils  (6 forms of entry at North Kingston is my belief)  

It is vital that the school is built.  It is a shame it has taken too long for those of us who will have to 
scrabble around for places in the coming years.  It is well known that the 1615 Kingston places is 

misleading - it includes several hundred Tiffin places (270) - 70% of which go to children from out of 

borough.  The borough there fore only currently has sone 1400 place - 100 or so less than already 
needed - hence the 146 children scrabbling around for places!  It is appalling that the council still 

refuses to offer the appropriate number of places!  

I do not want another school and leave the college as my son who is 47 attends it for Art.  He  is 

epileptic and the artwork helps him to relax.  I am  his carer 

I am retired, my children have grown up and the Q of a school is not relevant to me personally.  What 
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I  observe most days is loads of extra traffic already with Tiffin school, Fernhill and even North Kingston.  

Not enough parking available.  Tiffin should become selective and take pupils only from Kingston  I use 
the AEC and often use the towpath or cycle and share the facilities with other few hundred teenagers, I 

am not looking forward to  and I am against this school. 

Please consider a smaller school for NK.  With plans to increase intake at Fernhill the existing 2 schools 
on the site will have over 1500 pupils. An 8 form entry school would more than double that number, to 

some 3,200 pupils. 

Where is the extra land to come from?  If this cannot be provided I think the entire school, or at least 
year 7 to 11 should be based at HC 

Where will current classes/students go? This has not been adequately addressed.  It is not enough to 

say 'full consultation' will take place - that's meaningless in terms of concrete plans and raises 
suspicions of sacrificing adults   Poor plan,  not though through , rushed process, no guarantees,  no 

accountability 

Will there be a grammar stream?  This would compliment other schools in area.  How will the council 

ensure adequate after school activities, transport and local amenities to cater for such numbers? 

If a planning application is to be submitted by August 2010, feasibility work for the proposed school  
must be well underway and we understand that __ were appointed .  RBK should make this work 

available as part of the consultation process, including consideration of alternative proposals.  We 

understand that Greycourt school has also considered expansion plans, and the effect to which these 
have been taken into account in this proposal is unclear  We would be grateful if architectu ral plans 

and other feasibility work could be made available as part of the consultation process, otherwise people 
are being asked to respond to issues only in general. In this case, given the scale of the  proposal, 

detail is important . Opportunities for those who are interested in the detail s to consider what is being 
proposed in more depth than has been provided to date, should be provided now,  rather than being 

left to the next consultation stage.  Perhaps an exhibition or web publication showing feasibility work to 

date should be provided to assist with this, before formal design consultation takes place later on this 
year, when proposals will be much further down the line.  There is every chance that this will help to 

make proposals more robust and of higher quality.  The addition of a new secondary school here 
creates a learning campus amounting almost to a small university, and represents a major opportunity 

for NK that should not be missed. 

That the proposed school is NOT religious 

I absolutely support the establishment of a non selective co -educational secondary school in North 

Kingston.  Based upon the numbers in the primary system, it is a necessity.  The two selective schools 
in Kingston are selective and, in essence, are not ' local ' schools as they take from a catchment which 

is far wider than Kingston borough.  

There is a need for another secondary school in the area but we do not need a monster! By the time 
this school is built it will be hard to fill . The type of people moving into Kingston has changed 

dramatically over the past few years,  with the increasing popularity of the area ,  and house prices 
going up, and many families moving in. But those who do move here will either send their children 

private, with the numerous choice s within a 10 mile radius ,  or try for Tiffin.     Why can't Greycourt be 

re-developed and made bigger? They have the land and the backing of the headteacher,  and it would 
not affect the area.    If Tiffin boys and girls made it fairer for local people to obtain places and not 

take so many from outside the area ,  we would not be building another school at our expense.  

Kingston should find a way of making more places available to local children at both Tiffin Schools.  
Because we accommodate so many out of borough children in our local schools, there is not enough 

space locally for the children of one town, which must have been a huge con tributing factor to the 
current problem.  

The 'adult education' centre in North Kingston is also used by school pupils for examination courses not 

offered at any schools in the borough and for resits.  I do not see how you can justify destroying this 
centre which is so well used - day and night - for at least three different purposes (adult education, 

local studies and disability transport), bearing in mind the cost and wastage involved and the needless 
destruction of a historic, attractive building.  

I think a new school is important  to increase choice of secondary school in the area.  However, I am 

uncertain that such a large size school is required.  Perhaps selective state schools in the area should 
have a percentage of spaces (say at least 35%) for local students who have done well in  the exams - 

ideally a higher %.  

Such a large school will have a detrimental impact on the local community and neighbouring schools.  
There will be a loss of open space.  Bullying will increase particularly with so many children, many of 

whom will use public transport.  The projections for increased student numbers are by their nature 



52 
 

inaccurate, and many pupils will not live within a fifteen minute walking distance.  A smaller 4FE school 

would better cater for the local community.  Some 3500 people will be attending the 3 schools in close 
proximity,  which is too many in this location.  

As well as being a governor and parent, I am also a user of NKC.  I am concerned that we will lose a 

vital and popular resource for the community.  No in formation has been provided to date, indicating 
where these facilities would be transferred to , should this proposal go ahead.  There also remains the 

possibility that we could lose the HC, if not in the near future, then possibly closer to 2020.  This would 
mean the loss of another valuable community resource.    What I cannot comprehen d is why Kingston 

are prepared to remove th ese facilities (NKC & HC) in order to buil d a new secondary school,  when 

they should be collaborating with Richmond Council to expand Greycourt School. 

I like to learn English at NKC because itôs not too far from my home  

Why will the school only open to year 7 students ?  Not only will there be empty f acilities for years to 
come, but being 'top dog' the whole time they're at secondary school will do these children more harm 

than good.  Children learn from their elders and peers.  They need older children to set them an 

example and to ensure they don't g et too big for their boots.  A huge mistake  

This is the wrong site for a school of the size. Everything is wrong about this proposal and the council 

are not listening to public opinion.  

I dislike the explicit assumption that this proposal is only of interest to North Kingston residents - it has 
potentially profound implications for Ham and the well -being of Greycourt School. 

I have very strong reservations against this proposed site on the grounds that it is far too small to 

accommodate an 8 entry school - possibly 2000 children.  Tiffin Girls was much smaller when it moved 
to its present site , and the NKC is half the original Tiffin as Fern Hill is also sited there.    It feels as if 

you have said 'this is the only site, it will have to do'.  Our c hildren deserve better.  Could it not be 
possible to work with Richmond Council and make a much bigger school out of Greycourt?  The land is 

there.  Most north Kingston children go there anyway .  I t is a site with enormous potential if you could 
overcome the politics. 

I  am concerned about the fact there will be 3 schools alongside each other and thus more traffic and 

difficulties in local parking at start and end of school day .  It will  make it harder to use buses at that 
time. I  am also concerned about losing facilities we currently have on the sites.  

It is important that there is a secondary school in North Kingston to cater for the growing number of 

children in this area.  Primary schools are expanding to meet this increasing demand.  These children 
must have the opportunity to attend a local secondary school instead of travelling to Tolworth or 

Richmond. 

As a user of the North Kingston adult education centre over 10 years, I  would be very disappointed if a 
similar facility were not available to over 18 's in the borough.  If anything , more users are needed. I t 

could be used for bringing up the skills of early school leavers or the unemployed  

Without knowing the current needs in respect of the questions it is impossible to give a worthwhile 
opinion in these matters. But I do hope that the existing lovely building at North Kingston can be 

retained and incorporated into any proposed development, it being a fine example of architecture and 
purpose of its age, and could well continue as such into the future . 

I am very against such a huge school.  Many people are. I do not think it makes sense to knock down 

the current building and replace it with a modern soul -less building at great cost, especially when we 
do not actually know how many places will be requi red.  I am concerned about the effect on Grey 

Court.  I am concerned about the effect of so many pupils on the surrounding area for locals.  

The borough should make sure we have enough funds before thinking of attracting more families and 
children into the  area. Funding should not be made at the expense of other services, particularly 

services to the old. The local primary care trust seems to be in permanent shortage of funds. If we 
want a better life, environment, health and fair and adequate services for everyone, at a level 

comparable to those of other European countries,  perhaps we should start head counting. Can we 

afford an ever increasing population? Should we encourage growth? Parents should be made to pay 
something directly to schools, towards the education of their own children. Make it personal. Do the 

same for health services. We have to start sorting the future today, not increasing the trends that are 
unsustainable. 

 

I do not feel that this area could cope with the additional traffic that this  large school would cause.  A 
school that size would bring children from beyond the NK and central Kingston areas.  The Richmond 

Road is congested enough!  I would support a 4 form entry school.  A small school for the local area.  

1. A new single school of the size being considered will have a major impact on local transport 
infrastructure e.g. parking, traffic congestion,  public transport etc. Have these been give due 
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consideration?  2. The number of pupils leaving the schools at approximately the same time could 

produce safety issues.  3. What impact will there be on the neighbo uring school? Will Tiffin Girls retain 
its existing facilities? Will there be sharing of facilities? Will there be a deteriorat ion of existing school 

facilities? 

I am concerned that the new school will be allowed to take over land from Tiffin Girls school and that 
this loss will be to the detriment of the school.  It may result in loss of sporting facilities and open 

spaces.  Also the new school should have sufficient outside land for sports etc. on site, without the 
need for pupils to have to go elsewhere.  For these reasons,  if a new school is to be built on this site, I 

believe it should be smaller than the one currently proposed.  

A new school in North Kingston is totally unnecessary!    If the Tiffin Schools admitted local children 
based on where they lived close to the school rather than 'shipping' in children from miles and miles 

away there would not be a problem!    Why should I pay local Council Tax to wards  a school that does 

not favour Kingston residents?    For Health, Safety and Social reasons children should not be 
encouraged (or parents for that matter encouraging children) to attend a school far away.  The day I 

saw a young Tiffin Girl dying in the road years ago  after running a for a bus , really pushed this home. 
I t's disgraceful!    Other reasons for not wanting a new school :  It will create more traffic on an already 

busy Richmond Road; The Hawker Centre is a beauty spot on the river, great for the community to  
use,  and quiet.  The school will destroy this . I thought there was a covenant that disallowed the area 

being spoilt!  Grey Court is a perfectly good up and coming school. Send more local children there that 

can walk to school, rather than coming in from Hounslow etc! 

The Hawker centre area could accommodate a new school, although transport would still be very 

difficult  

If Tiffin was open to local kids only ,  we would not need a grammar.  Most local residents have to 
move house after primary school,  which is very inconvenient as Kingston is a great place to live.  We 

have one academic child and one not so.  We are perfectly happy for the other one to go to a 
comprehensive.  A choice in what is needed is wanted.  At the moment there is no choice.  I went to a 

grammar school that turned into a comprehensive and suffered as a result.  

I have lived in the area since a child.  I attended Tiffin Girls' School as a pupil when it was a 3 form 
entry school and that was expanding then.  The traffic on the Richmond Road has increased in volume 

over the years.  Fortunately the speed of the traffic has decreased.  There are now not so many 

accidents.  My concern is that in the winter especially when the park gates close at dusk the road can 
come to a standstill.  We are boxed in by the river and park with just one way to and from Kingston to 

Richmond.  There is a fire station that is a valuable asset which does not need traffic jams on the 
Richmond Road.  There would be more traffic, more pupils and the potential for mo re accidents in a 

small space.    I am concerned about putting several hundred students - old and young - and staff onto 

a small site - squashed in like battery hens.  People need fresh air and the opportunity to move about.  
There must be other spaces available - Grey Court and I understand the Mortlake Brewery site is 

available.  Kingston should think sideways on this and so should the government.    Adult Education is 
important and should be preserved.  As much green space should be kept as well.  Kingston is a 

beautiful place and we should try to conserve this for future generat ions.    Size on this occasion does 
matter.  Small is beautiful.  A smaller school could make links with other schools in the a rea.  Space 

should not be taken from Tiffin Girls School as that school has worked hard to achieve its own lovely 

environment. 

As a resident I am terribly dismayed at the effect this proposal will have on my life, and the beautiful 

area around us.  I have taught and inspected in schools and colleges all my life and fully understand 

the issues, especially the importance to build a new school in NK.  This site is NOT suitable.  The high 
concentration of educational establishments in a small area and the effect on traffic will be horrendous.  

There is potential for back up towards and in Petersham and also towards Kingston.  Surrounding roads 
will become rat runs.  Travelling by bus for ordinary citizens will be almost impossible at certain times.    

The proposed use of the building in out of school hours tim e, including weekends and holidays, while 
maximising the use of the premises will mean there is NO let up or peace for residents.    Our 

experience of "co-operation" with problems such as parking, has been VERY negative with Tiffin.  

Minibuses have regularly come in 3s and 4s from Hounslow, the drivers have left their vans all day and 
come back to collect later.  On sports days, visiting teams park their buses here.  We often ca nnot park 

our own car anywhere in the street.  This has worsened in the last 2 -3 years.  There is no room for any 
more.  Staff will probably have to use cars as teachers need to carry a lot of marking etc. home each 

night.  6th forms can be dis suaded from driving but will do so and park locally (e.g. Tiffin).  The site 

proposed is so small that outside space will be needed for recreation and then there cannot possibly be 
sufficient parking spaces available.  The idea of a "green travel plan" is simply laughable and wonôt be 
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enforceable. 

A third school on this site would bring traffic chaos to an already very busy major route in and out of 
Kingston.     The option to expand the size of the site available by using land already owned by Tiffin 

Girls is unfair. Clearly if this is necessary to make the new school site viable then the proposed site is 
too small for both schools. 

Having a daughter in Yr7 at Tiffin and 2 young children in Y2 and nursery, at Latchmere, I have mixed 

views on this whole, very important issue.    As a bright child we believed our daughter had a chance 
of getting a  place at Tiffin and we prepared her well during the two terms prior to the test, as many 

parents do. We would, however, have been content with our other choices (Grey Court, Christ's 
School).  We were very pleased with the eventual outcome and thrilled th at she is so happy at what is 

an excellent school and so close to our home (Amy just has a 10 min walk every day!).  It should be 

noted here, however, that daughters of other friends, equally as bright, were not successful in gaining 
a place, and this calls into question the whole selection process of the Tiffin Schools.    I am undecided 

as to whether I will want to go through this whole process again with my two young children and 
therefore would strongly support t he proposal to build a new non-selective school in our area, given 

that Grey Court's popularity is on the rise , and pressure on places there is only going to increase. (I 

also appreciate that only my youngest child will benefit from the new school and I'm not sure how I 
feel about her being a kind of guinea pig at a large 'empty' new school.)    I am, however, undecided 

about the NKC site and have the following concerns: Increase in general congestion; Traffic/younger 
children and secondary age school sharing such a small area along the Richmond Road.  Tensions in 

relations with Tiffin School; Discussions over land and facilities already causing concern (although I 
strongly agree that all children should have access to good outside facilities and wonder if spaces 

(netball courts/astroturf pitches) could not be shared); 8 Form Entry does seem very large given the 

size of the area, and wonder whether such a building will, in any way, 'sit comfortably' on the proposed 
site.    Apologies for the terrible scribble! ...glad of the opportunity to put forwa rd something of my 

mixed position on the issue. 

Donôt build a school for Richmond children 

I do not support the idea of a new secondary school being built.  Kingston is already one of the places 

where council tax is the highest and by building a new scho ol the tax would be more expensive.  A new 
school would probably mean a new bus route/bus and that would be a waste of my council tax money.  

I prefer my tax money being used on helping the environment i.e. the recycling scheme.    Also, 
Richmond Road is crowded enough, the traffic is already bad enough in the morning.  There is already 

a primary school and a secondary school on the same road.  By building a new school the traffic would 
be chaos.  It would be very noisy and it would destroy the area's peace .    The NKC is a very good 

place for adult education centre.  The other proposed place, the HC is a good sports facility.  It would 

be a shame to see it turn into a school.  My son uses the place every week to to train for his fitness 
and body.  The place is near the river and with so many students in one place it would disturb the 

peace and quiet of the river, where people like to take walks and admire the scenery.    I like the idea 
of a new school but definitely not in th is area of NK where there are enough secondary schools. 

Concentration of so many children in one area could cause other social problems.  This school, NON 

selective, will be placed next to a SELECTIVE school,  whose pupils have come from families who can 
afford to coach them to pass the ir 11+  The Tiffin girls will be looked on as the elite and the privileged , 

creating possible social tensions. 

It would be wrong to take land from other schools and reduce their facilities  

I dislike the proposal to split the site along the lines of educa tional and sports facilities.  All students' 

needs should be met on a single site.  This could be achieved if several smaller schools were proposed.    
Instead of splitting the 6th form and earlier years, why not have 2 smaller but complete schools?    

What does 'work closely and in collaboration and partnership with all Kingston Secondary Schools' 
mean??  Why are some of Kingston's schools taking students from as far away as Brighton,  and why 

do some of them have such a high number of non -resident pupils?  Kingston's schools should primarily 

serve Kingston's students, not students from other boroughs.  

We are entitled to educational opportun ities and should have an inclusive education regardless of age. 

I am an existing user of adult education at the NKC and without knowing how and where these 
services will be accommodated if these plans go ahead, I cannot add my support to this proposal.    I  

cannot see how you can propose a new secondary school without also defending and accommodating 

the existing services.  Saying "alternative location will be found by 2012" suggests this proposal has not 
been thought through in enough details, and the requirements of the current NKC users are currently 

"parked" and in the long term will be forgotten.    Adult education is EQUALLY as important as 
secondary education. 
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Main concern relates to the first years after opening, given that the school will be populated by only 

one year group in its first year after opening, two  year groups in its second year after opening etc.  Will 
the school be fully completed on opening,  or will building works continue for the first few years as 

capacity is increased?  Such building work would have a detrimental effect on the education and well 

being of the pupils.  

The new school is desperately needed.  At present NK parents have no real choice of schools.  This 

would be different if the Tiffin schools gave more priority to local children - the LEA should INSIST on a 
maximum of one hour's jo urney by public transport thus conforming to the Greenwich Judgement, but 

making the school more accessible to local children.  At present children travel from Canary Wharf, 

Oxford and Brighton.  Kingston Council tax payers fund this school - it is a disgrace this is allowed to 
continue.  The LEA owes us a detailed explanation of why this is allowed to continue and what 

percentage of the pupils live in Kingston. 

Kingston Road site would be much better and is bgger.  This WOULD serve NK children - extra buses 
could always be put on.  If not, make new school much smaller (no more than 4 forms of entry) and 

develop Greycourt further.    I have lived in Kingston all my life with my family. I have one daughter at 
Tiffin Girls school and another at Greycourt (Year 7).  Why are you letting children into the Tiffin 

schools from out of borough when you cannot find places for those who live within?    Every bit of 
space is being rapidly built on.  Primary schools are losing playground space to extra classrooms.  As a 

local resident living near Latchmere - extra classes have put a burden on traffic and roads.  Area is very 

congested and dangerous to children.  If these are local residents why are they all driving to school!  

There is clearly a need for additional places so we must do something to ensure provision.  Wh ilst I am 

in favour of using the NK site, I am very strongly opposed to building an 8 form entry school, especially 

on such a small footprint.    I have worked recently in an 8 form entry school and the pres sure on staff 
is enormous.  Everything from timetabling a subject to ensuring that staff  know their students is made 

more difficult when numbers are so high.      By insisting that the grammar schools take some local 
children we could build a 5 form entry  school which would much more feasible on such a small site. 

An inadequate proposal, on wrong site and too large.  Lack of infrastructure to cope with nearly 3500 

staff and students on dangerous main road which has already ad at least 2 deaths in recent y ears.  
Damaging to residential area.    Extra expansion must damage facilities and environment of adjoining 

schools which are quality institutions, to be encouraged, not damaged by poor planning.  This is too 
serious an issue and should have been planned many years ago.  Proposal not transparent in its 

intentions to remove land from adjacent school.  Community and school sports facilities would be lost.  

Open space should be created not built upon.  This is not an appropriate site.    No -one has wanted 
such a large school.  Correct thought and planning over the years should have been the basis for 

earlier planning proposals on more suitable sites.  This proposal is wrong for NK and reflects insufficient 
thought regarding school and local needs.  Existing open spaces on Richmond Road should be 

preserved at all costs otherwise borough ill destroy existing quality environments and create a 

claustrophobic unsightly environment.  Open space is vital to well being of residents, pupils, staff and 
should be sacrosanct.  Sporting facilities on Richmond Road must also be preserved for community and 

student use, as supported by Sport England.    Better planning should have been made long ago.  
Alternative measures do not appear to have been fully investigated.  Lack of t ransparency regarding 

taking land and its effect on neighbouring schools is outrageous.  Likely that Fernhill will be physically 
in the shadow of looming large building.  Poor consequences for the neighbourhood.  This proposal 

should stop. 

My daughter attends the Tiffin Girls' school and I  am not happy that the prop osed new secondary 
school will encroach on the space of the girls school, eg the Astroturf  hockey pitch,  and the other 

green areas that currently belong to the Tiffin girls school  I think tha t having another secondary school 

so close to the Tiffin girls school  will increase the traffic congestion in the area ,  and will be a safety 
issue for the girls that currently attend the school there , and also the children of the neighbouring Fern 

Hill primary school. I would just like to re iterate that I  strongly disagree that the proposed secondary 
school should affect the open space and sporting provision of the Tiffin Girls school.  This is totally 

unacceptable,  and I  am very angry that this is even a proposal. I suggest a new location is found for 
new secondary school where it will not affect another school in a negative way!  

As discussed at the meeting at Fernhill school (Feb 9) my concern is the impact of TRAFFIC in the area 

which I know is being assessed.  However, the Richmond Road is a very busy road most of the day 
NOW,  and even staggering school start and finish times I cannot see will make much difference.  It 

will be like "rush hour" all day!  Everyone star ts off with good intentions i.e. walking or cycling but a 

WET DAY or WINTER everyone will revert back to parents' cars! 

Will non-residents in the Kingston borough be able to attend? for example Richmond residents? 
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In addition to the concerns above, it is  clear that RBK is seeking to precipitate a deal with a mounting 

issue which it has lingered for several years.  The proposals will be to the severe detriment of Tiffin 
Girls pupils and Fernhill pupils whose needs have been completely ignored.  Tiffin Girls school has 

made Kingston a nationally renowned centre of excellence that has drawn many to live in the borough.  

Will this ill-conceived, poorly researched and inadequately consulted upon idea you are proposing, 
damaging permanently a jewel in the crown of Kingston.  By pandering to local jealousies you will 

destroy one of the very institutions that makes RBK worth living in and does not leave it classified as a 
mere out of town shopping centre.  Siting any size of comprehensive school on the NK site will  be 

dangerous and disruptive to local people and to through traffic.  This is a cynical attempt to pander to 
local jealousies in order to push through an utterly flawed concept.  Expanding Greycourt as supported 

by man was not even given as an option in th is consultation, much is therefore fundamentally flawed.  

I oppose the infringement of grounds for Tiffin Girls school as they will lose astroturf sports facilities 
and land for the existing pupils.    HUGE TRAFFIC problem  - already many pupils have to walk home 

because buses are inefficient and stuck in traffic. 

I have no issue with selective schools.  However, the ridiculous lengths parents go to in order to secure 
places at the Tiffin schools are farcical.  Get these schools to change their selection criteria to give 

higher priority to children who live in the borough of Kingston , and end this ridiculous paranoia that 
haunts every parent of a year 6 child.  

This site seems entirely inappropriate for the size of school being proposed.  A 5 storey building is 

inappropriate for an effective school building and will be out of keeping with the area and surrounding 
buildings.  Transport in Richmond Road is utterly insufficient for current usage.  There is not enough 

capacity on buses as it is at the moment, le t alone for children from yet another school.  Richmond 

Road is very busy with private cars at peak times.  Whilst some children may be able to walk, most will 
want to use public transport and it is not possible to see how this could cope with the very muc h larger 

capacity required for such a large school.  To suggest it is acceptable for such a large concentration of 
schoolchildren to be allowed in such a small area is ridiculous.  Residents will suffer and it will inevitably 

lead to friction between pupil s of the adjoining schools.  It is not acceptable to use playing and sports 
facilities currently used by Tiffin Girls school to provide extra space for the proposed school.  The site is 

not big enough, so the local authority should build on a more suitable  site.  Sports facilities are 

considered most important for childrenôs health,  and those afforded to Tiffin Girls school should NOT 
be compromised.  The fact the site is so close to 2 other schools means that both will suffer d uring 

any proposed building works.  Will the local authority ensure, should the plan proceed that ALL building 
work ceases for the duration of the public examination periods, otherwise how does it propose to 

ensure that pupils' interests are not compromised?  Looking at other sites considered, it seems odd that 

this one has been favoured.  The site is substantially smaller than the alternatives and is relatively 
inaccessible.  I suggest the Council rethinks its strategy. 

You didn't listen to parents' views back in 1994/95 when Fernhill Primary school had to be built.  We 

knew then a secondary school would need to be built - but the "experts" didn't.  Tiffin Girls and Tiffin 
Boys schools should be for LOCAL children.  Work with Richmond Council to find land to share. 

It's nice to play an instrument.  My kids have grown up now.  

Whereas I agree there is the need for a new secondary school in and around NK in the near future, this 

site would not be appropriate because of the volume of traffic that is already a problem with both 
Fernhill and Tiffin Girls.  Most parents seem to drop their children in the 4x4 even if they live down the 

road.  Even though the council try to promote walking to school and going to school in your catchment 

area, many of these parents do not choose to do t his.  Not only would it be a major traffic problem, but 
also make it even more difficult for staff to park in the school as it is already.    I also hear that the 

proposed HC site and land would also be part of this school, which would mean for me and many  
families, a great loss of publlic amenities of which this great needed centre provides in many ways for 

the community.  For fitnesss, team clubs, parental groups, party venues and very much needed 

sociable venue.    I am also worried about the volume and mass of secondary school children, 
scrambling for the buses, as there was once a disastrous fatality on that road one year by a Yr 7 pupil 

running for her bus.    So I hope that there would be a re -consider as to where another site in Nk could 
be.  Maybe at Dinton Field. 

The NKC is an important place of intellectual and personal  development for many people, myself 

included.  There appears to be no FIRM plan for how these existing classes will be displaced - other 
than that they will DEFINITELY be displaced.    There are existing places at existing schools in the 

borough that can take new pupils.  However, it appears t hat these schools are not "good enough" for 
the great and good of Kingston!    The impact on traffic will undoubtedly be significant as the roads in 

and around the NKC can barely cope with the rush hour traffic as it is.    It would be an absolute 
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disgrace for the demolition of the existing adult education centre to go ahead and a further disgrace to 

replace it with an un -needed school at the expense of the local adult learners. 

Too much traffic  

Am totally against any development of the Hawker grounds  

What are the proposals to cope with the increased number of primary school children in Surbiton who 

will also need new secondary school places?  In 2011 there is a requirement for 4 -5 new forms of entry 

at primary level.  This will be the 4th year, where upwards of 3 additional forms of entry have been 
required.  Why should pupils in just one area of the borough benefit from a new school?  Placi ng a 

school more centrally to benefit both Surbiton and Kingstonupils would be much fairer.  

*This is very important  ?  for education at an early age is destructive of human potentiality.  

As a resident,  and former pupil of 50+ years, I have long agreed with the idea of another secondary in 
Kingston.  However, the proposed site is far too small.  The school should be sited further into the 

Kingston Town area so as to be sure that Kingston children get a place.  How about the Dinton Field 

site?  Or the council could compulsory purchase another area.  Time and time again, the council say 
they cannot build on Dinton Field because of an undertaking to the residents there years ago.  Are 

Richmond Road and Wolsey Drive residents not so important?  They will be more inconvenienced by 
traffic etc. than those by Dinton Field!  

I want make my further comments in English in Kingston School.    Because I live in Molesey I take 2 

buses to come here.  I want Kingston to stay here for me. 

Such a huge school will NOT benefit the children.  Also traffic chaos in Richmond Road. 

The building of a large school would make the traffic unbearable.  The existing building is a very fine 
example of a 30s grammar school and worth being listed.  I t could be extended and have some 

modernisation to the interior.  There is a new build block of flats opposite which would increase traffic 

even more. 

Before thinking about building a new school you need to get the problems with the Tiffin schools sorted 

out.  They should be made to take more children from the borough , or you should force them out of 

the borough and build the schools on their sites.  

I would like to learn English in Kingston or New Malden as I live in New Malden  

Impossible for so many children (Tiffin Girls and new school) students to use buses at same time.  Most 
will need to get into Kingston.  

There are enough schools in the district 

Would it please be possible to keep adult education on this site, even if a school is developed here?  It 

is really important to retain adult education facilities IT/English Language/Humanities - and this site is 

on a good bus route and has parking facilities.  Housewives/retired people/the elderly regard this as a 
lifeline.  Richmond no longer provides non profit making courses.    Tiffin Girls school should be 

restricted to children from London or even from this borough.  Kingston cannot serve the world at the 
cost of local families. 

I propose a new secondary school be built on the site of Din ton Field,  This would be away from the 

North Kingston site and reduce traffic chaos. 

I notice the cost of relocating the existing provision will be met by the Local Authority.  We at Adult 
Education are greatly concerned about the future of our service and whether w e will be able to 

continue to satisfy our learners' needs.  We recognise we are not statutory provision and are always 
conscious of the fact that our learners can go elsewhere.  The need to be an identifiable entity where 

learners have a sense of belonging is an intrinsic part of our service.  The majority of our provision 
takes place during the day so extended services within schools will be of little use to the majority of our 

learners. 

The nearby Greycourt School, which has more extensive grounds and room for expansion, already 
takes former NK pupils and might be a better option.  Retaining the restricted NK site as an adult 

education facility preserves the existing building and does not cause congestion. 

You go on about Chessington Community College, but you don't see when the children come out at 
home time how many get on the trains and buses, as St. Phillips come out at the same time .  

Therefore there are so many children on the roads, being as the junior school comes out at the same 
time, no pavements have been changed.    Then at New Malden you have Coombe Girls and Holy 

Cross,  so at the bus stop there are between 5 and 6 policemen , and policemen at the bus stop on the 

other side of the road.      Also there are Tolworth Girls and Southborough Schools.  There are always 
crowds of boys and girls waiting for buses with police outside school or at bus stops.    You need to 

take a look at home times.  It will give you a look at what it will be like in this area when you have 3 
schools.  How many girls have already been killed from Tiffin because of the roads,  crossing for sports 
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lessons if at HC.    All you people do not live in the real world.    And I hope you find me a nice house, 

being you want us to move.  Hope you pay the removal company.  

North Kingston Centre is used by adults with learning disabilities and provide s a vital number of courses 
for this client group. Whilst the borough may need a new school does it necessarily have to be on this 

site??  What would happen to the people who already attend the site? 

There must be another site in the N Kingston to house a school without destroying a vibrant excellent 

Adult Education college which is advantageously placed for students with and without disabilities 

The NK site because it is reasonably close to Kingston Station and on a bus route to Ham and 
Richmond, should be retained for adult education.  If it is necessary to move to other premises, new 

accommodation should be equally convenient for public transport in this area - not in Surbiton.  

The way your questionnaire is framed, this all seems like a done deal.    The above is merely paying 
"lip service" to planning protocol ,  and local ratepayers' money should not be squandered if this has 

already been decided. 

This proposal has not been given sufficient consideration. Before a site is put up for consultation you 
need to give clear information on where existing users of the North Kingston centre would be 

satisfactorily relocated 

I would prefer a solution which incorporated onsite playing field s. 

The adult education classes at present at NK should be relocated nearby NOT in a distant part of the 

borough. 

The NK adult education centre is a highly valuable and valued service which needs to be considered.  

Adults need education as well as children and how can this development protect the needs of adults 
who continue to learn and pay taxes in the borough?    I would be prepared to support a school if it 

can be shown that adult education is protected as well.  

Whilst I am warmly supportive of suitab le premises being provided for the growing number of children 
in this borough, I hope at the same time, that the need for adult and other education attract the same 

attention.    Therefore it is important that suitable premises for adult and other educatio n be identified 

prior to the redevelopment of the school on the NKC site.    I earnestly seek the as surance of the 
consultants and ? that this be the case. 

Kingston council should have taken up the option to expand Grey Court school as offered by Richmond 
council. They have the grounds to expand.  The year 7 children who atte nd this school will never 

experience the true feeling of a secondary school as they will never have an older peer group to look 

up to. Kingston council seem to want to work closely with Grey Court in the early stages of this school 
opening in the first place. They would be better at expanding the school in the first place. Also do 

Kingston council really think that they can find a suitable alternative to house the current Adult 
Education provision currently being offered at the North Kingston centre ? 

I am strongly against building the school on the NK site.  It is too small for a school this big and traffic 

issues were clearly not taken into consideration.  Traffic is already a huge challenge in Richmond Road, 
with bus route 65 being a terrible service and adding a large school to this area will just make matters 

worse for residents.    More importantly, although there is a plan to relocate the current users of the 

site to alternative accommodation, the lack of any proposed sites is a worrying sign for both staff and 
learners at KAE.  This Centre offers courses mostly day time so the use of school buildings in the area 

is of no help.  It is a very busy service and requires a build ing/site with office space, classrooms, 
hall.gym, art rooms etc. to be able to support the current demand for adult learning.  There are other 

solutions to the demand for more secondary school places in the borough but these were clearly 
ignored, despite the fact that they would not cause this much inconvenience.    All staff members and 

learners at KAE are extremely concerned that there will be no appropriate site for relocation and the 

Centre will lose its learners as a result.  Bearing in mind the import ant and much needed service it 
provides for RBK and other borough's residents, it will be a huge loss. 

The NK site is not appropriate for this project due to the size of the plot and its location.  This project, 

if it is allowed to go ahead, will greatly affect the community since 2 community centres (NKC and the 
HC) will be destroyed. 

RBK needs to review the policy on Tiffin being open entry and prioritised for Kingston children. This 
pushes local parents towards the private sector which negatively impacts the standard of all state 

secondaries. Please make our local secondary schools a viable option 

240 places of entry?  See my comments at bottom of last page.  I have read that sites other than the 
NKC site do exist but have been turned down due to the problem of "change of land usage" causing a 

DELAY in the likely building and opening date of the school.  However, if, as it seems. the need for 

places is not really as high as 240, would it not be better to spend the time left, finding a site which wi ll 
have room for all the desired facilities - school, 6th form, playing fields on site, less chaotic road 
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conditions - than to rush things through at NKC?  It would produce a better result for the pupils in the 

long run.  The other 100 pupils could be hous ed in temporary classes in portakbins at the existing 
schools.  Tiffin Girls school managed very well when large numbers of pupils had to be taught in 

portakabins after their fire.  I went to St Pauls Girls School - a very successful independent school and 

a portakabin classroom was used very successfully in my time there.    If the new school does get build 
at the NKC site, (which uses portakabins too) it is very important for local people that comparable 

facilities are found for adult education.  I did an  art course and a computer course there which helped 
me to get a job in the 90s and I go to Chi Kung and Tai Chi there which are very important for my 

health and well being.  If my proposal for a less rushed school at a more suitable site was adopted, 
redevelopment costs to resettle the adult education could be avoided too.  

Donôt use Hawker centre 

The classes should continue to run in the say-time and evenings. The Tiffin Centre was an adult 
education centre, but it stopped running evening classes for a f ew years 

It will be important to make early and high quality replacements for facilities affected by this plan  

Need to ensure adult education facilities for the community continue to be available at a site 

convenient for everyone i.e. stay in Kingston 

As I do not live in the borough i cannot make a decision but I  do feel the Adult education site needs to 
be addressed seriously as there are a lot of adults in the borough with needs. A consideration could be 

adjoining the Adult Education with the different  schools in the borough with specialised ESOL unit 
attached to a school. This is very successfully done in the borough of Hounslow. I recognise that a new 

school needs to be built, and the North Kingston Centre may be the only option , but as there is also an 

aging population, and this population is prepared to spend money on leisure and education,  then 
surely this should be a priority developing establishment in the North Kingston Centre is a very good 

location for adults and i hope their needs can be addr essed. 

I would not send my children to a school of the size proposed.  Given the size of Fern Hill and its 
proposed expansion, density on this site will be horrendous.  Even IF many pupils walk/use public 

transport, traffic on the Richmond Road - already dreadful - will be atrocious, as will corresponding 
pollution for residents.    People will opt for a new school over Greycourt, damaging that school and 

undoing recent work in creative, positive Kingston links.  Realistically many Ham (Richmond) residents 
will choose the new school - many Kingston parents do not realise that this can happen.    If you have 

to destroy this lovely building and its current ethos, at least make this a SMALL, LOCAL school.  Dinton 

Fields should sensibly be revisited - "we said we wouldn't build there" is not a tenable answer.  

If another secondary school is needed, a more suitable location should be found. 

I think it is absolutely ridiculous to expect us to 'consider' a 5 storey school - would they even build 
such a monstrous site in real inner city places or built up cities on the continent.  Can you imagine the 

'traffic' around the school during lesson changeover?  Secondary school is challenging enough for some 

children without having to cope with such a large building , and so many children sweeping around the 
corridors!  In addition there is very little outside space.    Perhaps most importantly the council / 

government should state that the Tiffin schools should only take children from inside our borough - this 
would give additional places back to those children who live here. We pay for these schools, AND Tiffin 

boys received extra money from the council because its head had overspent!!!!!!!!!!!!!    We, as a 

family are living the nightmare of where our son will go in Sept a t the moment - we live in the top end 
of the borough and now only have Coombe Boys as an option.  I n two years time I have another son 

who will be off to secondary school and we are going to have the same crisis again. I feel very angry 
that we live where we do,  and pay what we do to live here , and yet the provision for secondary 

education is so out of balance. 

We disagree with the proposal to site the school next to an already large secondary school which has 
been there for a long long time.     1. An ad ditional 1,500+ staff and pupils accessing the area will be 

untenable.  The transport infrastructure in this area is already overstretched and dedicated school 
buses are planned to be phased out.    2.  The North Kingston site is small is size, particular ly for a 

large secondary school and we would strongly oppose acquisition of land currently in use by Tiffin Girls 

School.  It seems beyond the realms of reasonable procedure to take sporting land from an already 
established school, in order to facilitate on e for a new school.   This will lead to a loss of open space 

and sporting provision at Tiffin Girls School.    We agree there is a necessity for another school but not 
within such a short distance of another established school and definitely not next door.   It would be to 

the detriment of the girls already at the Tiffin School and we believe it would not be beneficial to the 
primary school to have two secondary schools next door. 

The site is way too small. I t means you have to take land from Tiffin Girls . This is unfair because they 

saved up for the astroturf. Also the site is in a relatively quiet area . By building a huge school you make 
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congestion,  which there already is enough of. During pick up and drop off hours it would be gridlock. 

You should expand other schools like TGS and TBS and Coombe and Greycourt instead. Or do a deal 
with the YMCA Hawker Centre and build it there .  At least it is big and with its own field. Also the 

Kingston Centre provides useful services like adult education.  It is  not fair to get rid of all that.  

I believe the proposals are a gross overdevelopment of the site. The area available is simply not big 
enough for an eight form entry school.  The proposed height of the building will have a negative visual 

impact on the surrounding properties and will set an unacceptable precedent for future developments 
in North Kingston.  I believe that a better use of money would be to inves t in existing schools and in 

particular Grey Court, being a school with ample land and readily accessible to North Kingston children. 

The BSF should be approached with a strong case to ask for funding to develop the Grey Court site as 
Grey Court is in effect already a school for Kingston residents.  Building on the North Kingston Centre 

site will prevent future expansion of Fernhill Primary or Tiffin girls.  Despite the promised staggered 
starting and finishing times , the Richmond Road is already operating at peak capacity and will not be 

able to cope with the additional traffic associated with anothe r large school. There will also be pressure 

on neighbouring residential roads from drop off and pick up from the new school. These residential 
roads are already excessively busy at these times.  It has not been made clear what design studies 

have been undertaken to test that the site can successfully accommodate the proposed large numbers. 
The school will always be compromised by having inadequate land. 

I appreciate the local authority wishes to meet the requirements of the BSF funding but I feel that in 

chasing this funding the long term needs of children in the area will not be best served. In creating 
competition with Grey Court which depends on North Kingston children for its intake the real needs of 

the children of North Kingston are being ignored. Tha t school will have to find children from further 
afield. The size of the site is an obstacle that even the best design cannot overcome. Children need 

space. The pressure on the roads at the start and end of day will be impossible to deal with.     I urge 

the LA to reconsider this proposal and look to finding a solution that best meets the needs of children 
in the area. Perhaps the admissions criteria of Tiffins could be revisited to allow more local children to 

access this local resource. I am aware of other local authorities doing just this.  

If you are travelling up or down Richmond Road at ñschool's out timeò, the bus stops are heaving with 

Tiffin Girls, and the pavements overcrowded.  How is this going to be with an extra 2000 pupils?  We 

feel completely uneasy about so many children including Fern Hill all crowded onto one site.  We have 
seen other sites proposed which have some problems, which seem to be able to be overcome with a bit 

of effort. Plus, we are really against closing North Kingston Centre. I have used facilities myself and 
also the Hawker Centre, which I have also used regularly.   I also do n't like the idea that we may be 

run rough-shod over, despite a large amount of disapproval from the general public.  They should be 

heard! 

A new school of the proposed size on the extremely small North Kingston Centre site would ruin the 

area that my family and I currently enjoy. The Council needs to reconsider the site for the new 

secondary school. 

I am pleased that a new secondary school is being considered, as it is very much needed. I am keen to 

ensure that the provision meets the local communit yôs needs as much as the needs of the wider 
community. 

i do not think that the new school should not be created. I t would be very hard for pupils a t The Tiffin 

Girls School in many ways. 

I'm delighted that a site has been found for the school and it looks like it is going ahead.  While my 
eldest has only just started primary school, that means he'll be in the 2nd year of intake in this school, 

and that we can stay in the area, rather than have to potentially move away to areas with better 
secondary education provision. 

Leave the Hawker Centre out of the plans. Siting any part of a school facility at the Hawker is likely to 

erode its community purpose and probably restrict access and usage for child protection reasons. Using 
the Hawker Centre for sports fields and related sports purposes is possibly acceptable, as long as these 

do not restrict access or usage for the Centre's wide membership and user base. 

There is a major concern regarding the site, and also the fact that the proposal includes taking some of 
Tiffin Girls' School's land. Furthermore, there will be a significant impact on traffic increase in the area. 

This could result in major delays for cur rent students attending Tiffin.  

Although I think a new school should be sited in North Kingston, I feel the proposal of the site next to 

Tiffin Girls to be too small for an 8 -form entry school. I am strongly opposed to any loss of land from 

Tiffin Girls due to a new neighbouring school.  I would suggest that the Hawker Centre is a more 
sensible option on which to place a large secondary school. 

A new school on the Richmond Road will add to the already congested road during peak rush hours. 
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This will cause chaos and bottlenecks of traffic and make it dangerous for kids/pedestrians on the road.    

There are already 2 schools there which will cause conflict between rival schools.    Lack of playing 
fields for 2 secondary schools again is something that hasn't been properly looked at. 

I strongly feel that the proposed site in North Kingston is the best one, but feel that all school buildings 

(including Sixth Form) should be limited to the Richmond Road site.  The use of the land at the Hawker 
Centre should be limited to Sport and Recreation Facilities, and the school should then share these with 

local residents.  The facilities at the Hawker Centre are currently under used as they are not up to 
current standard (though the newly re -furbished tennis courts are excellent).  How about including a 

new swimming pool in the sports facilities.  This would be a real asset if it could also be used by the 

local community. 

Have you thought about this in a logical and serious manner rather than a way to win an election?  T he 

proposed site is not practical due to the site not being big enough, especially when you plan t o increase 

the primary school which is also on the same site.  The impact that a school this size will have on the 
local area; more children, more noise, rubbish, traffic, trouble, danger, accidents, anti social behaviour.  

Richmond road is a disaster at the best of times.  Traffic is regularly bumper to bumper so how w ill this 
improve and will you increase the pavements on both sides to ensure the safety o f all 1500+ pu pils and 

staff, parents as they walk to and from school?    Funding - you will need to provide school buses to 
allow residents to use the 65 bus without schoolchildren packing the bus so others cannot use it.  Extra 

safety work, lighting, cro ssings, road and pavements works to improve the local area, extra bins, police 

etc.    Inform Fernhill parents that there will be no car parking spaces or places (safe) to stop their cars 
for the children to go to school like they do now, and cause traffic  jams and accidents with their 

dangerous driving.    Inform local residents of the "real" impact of 1500 children and that their 
propertyprices will fall and the local environment will suffer and NK will no longer be a green and nice 

place to llive!    BE HONEST TO EVERYONE THEN PEOPLE MIGHT VOTE CONSERVATIVES! 

1. As above, the proposed site is quite inappropriate for a school of this size. Internal resources are 
likely to be intensely squeezed, space feel cramped, the buildings crowded. The claims that have been 

made in public meetings - that a tall school can be 'attractive' - do not address the fundamental issue 
of quality of space.    2. The site is already boundaried by two schools - one a large (and expanding) 

primary school, and the other a well -appointed selective school. The implications for traffic and public 

transport along Richmond Road are disastrous - especially at peak hours with so many potential drop -
offs and bus queues.  The inconvenience to local residents is immense.    3. The proximity t o Tiffin's 

Girls raises questions over equity of provision - since the space and resources of Tiffin's will presumably 
remain unchanged. Given that everything about the proposed new school is being squeezed into an 

inadequate site - likely to feel over -crowded and lacking in outdoor space - it seems iniquitous for the 

state to provide two such different qualities of building, space and resource adjacent to each other.      
4. The damage inflicted to other community resources by using this site is incalculab le. No guarantee 

has been offered regarding the important education and cultural resources of the North Kingston 
Centre. The Hawker Centre is invaluable to the local community as a meeting place for many different 

voluntary, child-centred, family and health groups. It's a crucial pivot of community life, and there is 

nothing like it in the vicinity. How does damaging community provision here help the Borough? What 
are the implications for health policy in the Borough, for example, if the sports facilities o f the Hawker 

Centre are eroded to make way for this new school?     5. No parents can object in principle to a new 
secondary school in the Borough, and few will feel able to object to this site because you have made 

them aware time is running out, and, app arently, there is no other option. But that doesn't mean this is 
an intelligent or appropriate proposal. It was clear years ago that Kingston needed a new secondary 

school - so why has the department backed itself into this disastrous proposal, to be deter mined 

against the clock? Why couldn't a suitable site (or better still, sites) have been identified years ago, and 
if necessary requisitioned?    6. Please publish all feedback online for public access, including figures to 

indicate the degree of strong support/opposition the proposal has received in the response form above.  

I would prefer a smaller school for girls and a separate school for boys - not on NKC site but on 2 
smaller sites but with good links e.g. like Coombe Boys School and Coombe Girls school. 

Buses to Richmond from Kingston are too full of school kids as it is and adding another one to the mix 
really isn't going to help.  Even if school buses are provided it wonôt make a difference.  Kids will still 

use public transport as it is free.  Meaning people who pay up to £50 per week to use public transport 

in the mornings, cannot.    Please forget this idea as it is really not too smart.    Thank you.  

I support another school in NK.  However, any new school development should not incorporate Tiffins 

astroturf and sporting sites.  The astroturf site is Tiffins only floodlit sporting section and other schools 

and organisations make regular use of it for practice sessions in addition to its function on school 
match days.  Whenever I pass t he astroturf site in the evening or during the weekend, it seems to be 
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in use.  Tiffin Girls school does not house large grounds and it does not have adequate indoor 

gymnasium facilities. 

There has no information as to the exact location of the building i.e. fr ont of North Kingston Centre or 
at the rear.  If at the rear, what consideration has been given to aspects of the new proposed building 

looking into private residentôs rear gardens, windows, e.g. bedrooms and bathrooms.  This potentially 
would breach residents human rights i.e. right to a private life.  Residents should be informed of t his.  

Opposed to it being kept undisclosed therefore allowing uninformed decisions to be made by residents 

Would like the Hawker site to retain as much green space and fields as possible for recreation of pupils 
and local residents (free)  School design to include as much natural daylight as possible and of 

environmentally friendly build (lots of glass.)    Existing right of way between Tiffin Girls and the adult 
community centre to be maintained, resurfaced to a high standard to be widened by 1.5 metre.  Tiffin 

girls recreational facilities to be shared with the new school and vice versa.  Main building to be centred 

in the grounds of the NK site (in the middle like Tiffin G irls, not at the edge) and to be no more than 3 
storeys high. 

This proposal will have a significant and highly negative impact on Grey Court School both in terms of 
its overall intake and the educational attainment of students attracted to the school once  the new 

proposed school opens. 

Agree we need a new school in North Kingston asap but concerned about the chosen site. It is too 
small for the number of pupils proposed. It will create a row of three schools which will produce 

significant levels of congestion at a time when trafffic is already congested in the area during school 

time. No consideration seems to have been taken of this, or at least there is no evidence of how this 
will be addressed in the consultation.  The provision   of sports facilities appear undecided. This is an 

important issue which should be addressed during the consultation.  It is clearly more cost effective to 
build a bigger school so that the Council benefits from the economies of scale but this does not take 

into account the impact on th e local community, the existing schools and the general quality of life of 
the people in the local area. Not everythin g should be driven by money but this decision certainly 

seems to be. A smaller school on the site would provide the necessary places for North Kingston 

children, keep congestion down, be more aesthetically pleasing to the local community,  but on a cost 
per pupil basis, will be more expensive. May be the Council should consider a solution which provides 

multiple benefits rather than just one.  Finally, this whole consultation process seems to have been 
unsatisfactory and inadequate as there are many gaps in the information.  

 Secondary school long overdue in this area - I want my children to be able to WALK to school like I did!  
Main concern is the lack of control Council has on who will run the school and worry that whoever wins 

the bid will be able to set an dmissions criteria.  We really need a non sel ective co-ed school in this 
area which will take the local children.  Disheartened by negativity at Fernhill meeting.  Traffic concerns 

- if the admissions criteria is strict about taking local children i.e. walking distance to proposed school, 

then surely impact on traffic will be minimal.  With creative thinking staggered year st arts/ends surely 
volume of people converging on one site at a time can be minimized.  My eldest child attends Fernhill - 

apart from Friday pm we never encounter Tiffin Girls school pupils travelling too/from school.  If it can 
work successfully for 2 schools on one site, then with proper planning it can work for 3.  

 I  want to continue my study at Kingston College 

I think building on land the council already owns is predominantly a cost -saving exercise. It seems 
astonishing to me that during the last few  decades when the council clearly knew they needed a new 

school that they did not think to buy any of the several sites around Kingston that are currently being 

turned into flats. The council should have bought 2 plots of land: one for the secondary school  and one 
for the sixth form site. I believe you have been given enough money by the government to  this, but 

would rather keep it for other things. I feel very strongly about this, and I think it's cynical and shows a 
lack of foresight and imagination.  

I t will affect the present schools in many ways:   - less space for parking   - traffic jams   - traffic is also 

a danger to people esp. primary school pupils   - high school (esp mixed) pupils may cause a nuisance 
to primary school pupils   - less land for Tiffin girls as they will lose sports space and car parking spaces   

- could be a nuisance for houses in front 

Please see comments above re Tiffin schools. As a matter of interest what is the percentage of children 
attending the Tiffin schools that have a  Kingston post code? 

Very strong concerns regarding congestion of traffic and people in an already congested area.  An 

additional 2000+ students eventually will add further burden to traffic on roads, burden on public 
transport, leading to concerns of the numbers of people and safety.  Studentsô additional worries 
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regarding their safe journey to and from school, traffic, timing, congestion and general well being of 

individuals in a congested area being very stressful for all concerned. 

I think it is a good idea because I think children's study is more important than adult studies.  

I  would like to learn English in Kingston adult education Center. i live in New Malden 

North Kingston Centre adult education needs to stay IN Kingston not be moved away from public 

transport hub 

I like to learn English in Kingston because this centre not too far from my home  

I am a pupil at TGS and believe a new large secondary school next door would be detrimental to Tiffin 

Girls. It could ta ke land from Tiffin and travelling to and from school would be more difficult with nearly 
2000 more people travelling to the area.    The school is too large for the proposed site and will cause 

problems for the local area and is on a very busy road. If pl aying fields or the existing astroturf is used 
by the school near to Tiffin there will be more noise during lessons in many part of Tiffin, as more 

people will outside using the facilities more often.    I believe my education will suffer if this school is  

built next door.  

The site is too small for the prop osed school. Reach arrangement with Richmond and build in Ham 

What have you decided to do about adult education? 

I feel the North Kingston Site is a mistake. There would be far too many pupils convergi ng on a small 

area with associated congestions problems plus disruption to Tiffin and Fern Hill during the building 
process. A much better site would be the Kingston Road site 

Traffic problems will increase on Richmond Road.  Adult education opportunities  will be lost.  The 

Hawker Centre which is very well used now,  will not be able to offer the range of adult exercise 
classes.    I t would be gains all around,  not losses,  if Grey Court was expanded. 

The noise level will increase dramatically and traffic on Richmond Road and surrounding area will also 

increase. It is a busy enough road as it is.  

This is a bad decision for North Kingston. The extra school spaces should be provided at Grey Court 

School where there is a massive site suited to the needs of pupils for outdoor space and the room to 

build extra classrooms. It is known that Grey Court wants to expand in this way.  The council is 
pandering to the demands from local parents with primary school children who do not wish their 

children to go to Grey Court. The council are ignoring the majority of residents in the area who realise 
that this is a wrong decision on every point:  Too large   Too many children  Not enough space  

Detrimental to the local residents-noise; parking problems; congestion; environmentally; affecting the 
desirability of the area.  

At the parent of a child at Tiffin Girls School, I am very concerned about the impact of this proposal on 

one of the country's outstanding schools.    Even now, we have issues about the transport situation , 
with overcrowded buses and delays.  But at least there are no behaviour issues.  We live near a 

secondary school which has a six form intake and I count ELEVEN police officers at the bus stop 

nearest the school.  After years of being intimidated on the s treets,  few local children attend this 
school.  Most of its pupils therefore come from outside the area.    Successive plans for regenerating it 

have been based on building local attendance in an area that needs secondary provision.  This has not 
happened.  My children insist they don't want to go there and we won't send them.    Building a large 

impersonal school in this site could easily replicate those problems, and if it results in t he intimidation 

and vandalism experienced here,  then you will have destroyed a centre of excellence and created a 
disaster.    This could be compounded by the authority compulsorily removing provision from T GS for a 

new school.    I have been pleasd that my daughter has been able to enjoy a number of sports.  
Removing land must necessarily limit participation in an area when the tem ptations of computers, Malls 

and Richmond Green is already great.  And I disagree with your comments about school size does not 
determine effectiveness.  The schools generally acknowledged to be most effective are not usually big 

ones - but smaller and medium sized ones.    I'm afraid some key areas of this document are  

disingenuous,  and especially on catchment and travel, subject to unacceptable levels of wishful 
thinking.  

Knocking down a great facility is ridiculous. Not everything modern is the best  

I think the possibility of a Church of England led school should be considered, but open to people of all 

faiths or none,  because... a. the number of people choosing to send their younger childre n to faith -

based schools is high and presumably they will want the choice at secondary level, b. the Government 
is arguing for more choice in each area and this 'Diocese' is the only one not to have a Church of 

England secondary school! We only have catholic or secular schools I think? c. I agree with the ethos 
of these schools. 

The proposed site would be detrimental to the current Fern Hill school and its pupils, not to mention 
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the surrounding area. The proposed school would be far too large and the area is far too small and 

cramped. There would also be virtually no parking for either school which would cause numerous 
problems in the neighbouring roads. 

I have made my main comment under "Having eight Forms of Entry", namely that the scheme is 

untenable due to a fundamental lack of transport infrastructure.  It should also be demonstrated how 
this scheme complies with Kingston Borough's own Environmental Policies with respect to traffic 

reduction.    I would also suggest that the police should be consulted whether they are content from a 
law and order point of view to have two secondary schools so close.     For outdoor sports, the reliance 

on the Hawker Centre facilities would seem to be an assumption. What covenants are associated with 

this land? 

I appreciate the authority exploring the possibility of a new school, but the huge size of each year 

group sounds tremendously unwieldy. Having so many pupils will lead to anonymity, pup ils not 

knowing each etc.  I went to a school which had 180 pupils in each year and that was bad enough.  

There is not enough space at the North Kingston Centre.  There will be far too many pupils combined 

with Tiffin Girls School and Fern Hill.  Added to that the traffic congestion.    I would build the new 
school on the Kingston Road site.  That site is much bigger, and secondary school children can travel 

there by themselves easily from North Kingston.    Alternatively, expand Grey Court in Richmond.  It  

has lovely extensive grounds. 

I am very concerned about the impact a new school in the area would have on the existing secondary 

school in Ham: i.e. Grey Court. Grey Court has improved greatly over the past few years and already 

attracts large numbers of  students from North Kingston. If more student spaces are needed, why not 
simply expand Grey Court, which has ample grounds.    Additionally, I am worried that a new North 

Kingston school will reduce demand for places in primary schools just over the border in Ham - 
Meadlands, St Richards with St Andrews and the Russell School and put increased pressure on the 

North Kingston primary schools which are already accommodating bulge classes.    A new school would 
also add to congestion in an already crowded area and this could endanger the lives of children.  

Strongly disagree with any proposal which will take the use of affordable sports facilities away from the 

community, eg hire of astropitch for team sports at affordable rates.  

There are other options that s hould be explored for the proposed new school.  1. The Adult Education 
Centre is just as relevant to the needs of the citizens of the Borough and should not be closed.  2. The 

Hawker Centre is a possible alternative if the Sports Centre at Tiffin Girls can be developed and 
expanded.  3. The Borough can make available more lands by the river.    Whoever is proposing the 

idea to squeeze in another school with 1,700 children between Tiffin Girls school and Fern Hill does not 

have the interests of the children at heart.  

I believe that there is currently a problem of choice and diversity (or lack of it) in respect of Kingston 

Secondary Education. I believe that the problem would be best addressed through the provision of a 
Church of England Secondary School, run by the Governors in keeping with the ethos of the Church of 

England and building upon the Church's long and established record as a provider of quality schools. 

After attending 2 local meetings on the subject. I am concerned that the issues brought up in  the 1st 
meeting last year were not at all ad dressed in the February meeting.  If the council have already 

decided on this course of action as it is funded externally , then they are not listening to the local 

communities' concerns and this consultation process is a complete waste of the local taxpayer's time.    
The Key issues that have not been at all addressed are:-  a) The complete lack of thought that has so 

far gone into the massive impact the addition people traffic will have at peak times on the surr ound 
roads and transport systems.  They just cope now when the park is shut early.  b) Why propose a sixth 

form element to the school when there is a perfectly good College in Kingston which seems to be 
perennially underfunded.  c) The Size of the school is just too big for the North Kingston site and will 

have a detrimental effect on the local community   and infrastructure on many levels.  

I like to learn English in Kingston College 

I would like to learn English in Kingston College 

I am studying learning English course Kingston Centre 

It is difficult to comment without full information.  From following this issue over the years, there was a 

message of 'a new secondary school is not necessary' to a sudden about-.n when some funding 
availability was within grasp.  Either the requirement was there or it was not .  What has happened to 

the issues justifying the previous argument?  We should be asked to comment on both courses of 
action not just the one you have now decided upon (ie to bui ld a new school).  Now if you had always 

said that there was a need, but there was no funding, we might now have more faith in your decision 

that a new school is necessary. 
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Objection to size (area) of the proposed school site  My principal objection to th e proposal is that the 

number of pupils to be accommodated on the area of the site is too many.  In one of the proposal 
documents (óSecondary School Site Proposal - Summer 2009ô page 3) it is stated that the area of the 

site (14,000 m2) falls below the Central government guidance for a school of that number of pupils 

(24,000 m2).  I note that this shortfall is not merely a marginal matter but is considerable: on a simple 
proportional basis it is equivalent to an excess of 600 pupils for the site.    In my v iew there should be 

compelling and persuasive reasons for the guidance to be set aside.  No evidence or reasons have been 
offered as to why the guidance should be set aside.  One can only infer that the only reason for the 

selection of the proposed site to accommodate a school of that number of pupils is that it is to borne 
out of necessity.  The process which has led to this proposal is comprised of 2 main factors; the 

growing demand for secondary school places in the borough population, together with the North 

Kingston site being the most viable site for a new school due to the planning constraints on other land.    
I can follow the reasoning that says ñwe have a growing demand in North Kingston and we have this 

parcel of land, (i.e. the North Kingston pro posed site), which, for a variety of planning factors, is the 
most viable as a site, therefore a school should be sited thereò.  Where the reasoning behind the 

proposal breaks down is to then jump to the conclusion that ñwe should therefore accommodate half of 

the anticipated needs on this siteò.  The unstated part of this reasoning is ñwe need to place half the 
new pupils there because we have nowhere elseò.  Clearly, the next step in reasoning should be to 

consider what the proposed sit could reasonably accommodate.    I note that at the public meeting the 
Council Officers emphasised the need to rely on evidence, and did so in the context of references to 

research which they said showed that there is no evidence that the size of a school has a 
disadvantageous effect on the school performance, (i.e. the research referred to in previous 

documents, namely Garrett et al and Ofstedôs 2009 report on óTwelve outstanding secondary 

schools'..).      Unfortunately size is an ambiguous word in this context. What the w ord ósizeô refers to in 
the research referred to, is the number of pupils in a school and not the area of the school buildings of 

environs.  I understand that the Council Officers conceded at that meeting that the evidence cited does 
not speak to the issue of the effects of the area of the school on educational outcomes.  In other words 

there is no evidence to counter the assertion that a constricted site would adversely affect the 

performance of the proposed school.    The corollary of this concession is that the proposal to set aside 
the guidance in terms of the area does not have any evidence to support it.  In the absence of such 

evidence it is appropriate to consider a common sense approach which may be summed up in the 
question ñhow can a school of that number of pupils (i.e.1680) succeed on a site of that size 

(i.e.14,000 m2)?ò.  In my view it is reasonable to conclude on an obvious common-sense basis that it 

cannot, and what is more this view should not be set aside without evidence to the contrary, w hich has 
not been put forward during the course of this proposal.    Evidence against the proposal (cited from 

CABE)  There are of course a number of other objections to do with the effects of having a third school 
in the local residential area and the consequential traffic issues etc.  However setting these and any 

other objections aside for the moment and merely considering the site in isolation brings my central 
objection into focus.  For me, any site of that area with that number of pupils will inevitab ly mean that 

the school will perform worse that it would if it were sited in an area in accordance with the guidance.  

In support of this please consider the following passage from óCreating excellent secondary schools 
(summary p.13)ô published by CABE, (the Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment) on 

their website www.cabe.org.uk at  http://www.cabe.org.uk/publications/creating -excellent-secondary-
schools    ñThe quality of the school landscape is as important in delivering high-quality  education as 

the buildings. The grounds are vital for physical education,  and for many community activities. The 

outdoor classroom is an important  learning tool, creating opportunities for all areas of the curriculum. 
External  areas are important for studentsô socialising and the quality of the landscape  design can have 

an important impact of the biodiversity in a neighbourhood.ò [my emphasis in bold]    In that document 
CABE also set out ten points for a well-designed school  1 A high-quality design that i nspires users to 

learn.  2 A sustainable approach to design, construction and  environmental servicing.  3 Good use of 
the site, balancing the needs of pedestrians, cyclists and  cars and enhancing the schoolôs presence in 

the community.  4 Buildings and g rounds that are welcoming to both the school and the  community 

while providing adequate security.  5 Good organisation of spaces in plan and section, easily legible and  
fully accessible.  6 Internal spaces that are well-proportioned, fit for purpose and meet the  needs of 

the curriculum.  7 Flexible design to allow for short -term changes of layout and use, and  for long -term 
expansion or contraction.  8 Good environmental conditions throughout including optimum levels  of 

natural light and ventilation for  different activities.  9 Well -designed external spaces offering a variety 

of different settings  for leisure, learning and sport.  10 A simple palette of attractive materials, detailed 
carefully to be  durable and easily maintained and to age gracefully.    In my view a number of these, 
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particularly 3, 4, 5, 7, 8 and 9 are bound to be compromised as a result of the site being too small in 

area for the proposed number of pupils.    Adverse comparison with Tiffin Girls School and the effect on 
pupils  So if that is the case without any of the other local circumstances or considerations. please then 

go on to consider this.  The neighbouring secondary school Tiffin Girls is accommodated on a site 

which at approximately 38,000 m2 (my estimation) is just more tha n double the size of the proposed 
site and yet its number of pupils is ½ that of the proposed school.      In my view the pupils who 

attend the proposed school will very be adversely affected by this obvious disparity.  They would clearly 
be able to see for themselves that they were twice the number of pupils accommodated on ½ the area 

of land simply by looking across the way.  This is very likely to set up an additional momentum for the 
new school to fail since the pupils in all likelihood will regard them selves as either less deserving and/or 

less provided for, and will be de-motivated.  Consequently the new school perform worse at that 

particular site, next to Tiffin Girls School, than it would if it were elsewhere.       Tiffin Girls School Land 
Ownership and use.  I understand that historically the site on which the present Tiffin Girls school was 

situated was formerly the site of Tudor School (a secondary modern) which was closed in the mid 
1980's and at the at time Tiffin Girls moved from the proposal site to its current site.      I am not 

aware of the current status of the land on which the current Tiffin Girls School is sited, ie whether RBK 

has any property interest in that land.    However (subject to the questions of land ownership), given 
that th e area occupied by the Tiffin Girls School is by my estimation more than 2 times the area of the 

proposed site and yet will accommodate 1/2 the number of pupils (and much much less than 1/2 the 
number of Kingston resident pupils) than the new school.  Has any consideration been given to the 

following:  i) Taking/or acquiring a parcel of land from the Tiffin Girls School site to extend the area of 
the proposed site?  ii) Moving Tiffin Girls School back onto its previous historical site and developing 

the larger site (current TGS site) for the new school?  If so, what have any such considerations led to 

in terms of possibilities or conclusions? 

A new school on the North Kingston site should only go ahead if it does not adversely affect the 2 

neighbouring schools in any way.  In particular, no land or facilities currently used by Tiffin Girls' and 

Fern Hill should be taken over by the new school.    Additionally, the Council should look at finding 
ways of making both Tiffin schools offer more places to local ch ildren.  If the selective schools in Sutton 

can do it, it should be possible in Kingston. 

I would like to learn English. In  Kingston Adult Education centre  I like in New Malden 

I want to learn in Kingston Centre 

I learn English here, this is good place for Kingston adult education. I want to continue my study  

Leave the Hawker centre alone 

From speaking and listening to residents, many are frustrated at the constraints placed upon the 

Council by BSF and the Government and by local land use circumstances and the need to follow due 
process. These include the lack of scope to work with neighbouring local authorities, the lack of 

alternative sites and the phasing of the consultation, which defers issues that many people are 

concerned about (e.g. design and elevation) until a later date. I feel that whilst the Council has done 
well at explaining these constraints, most people are not interested in who is responsible for a 

particular aspect of the plans - they just want the best for the area and their children and for their 
properties and amenities not to be adversely affected. I feel that a more informal word -of-mouth based 

communications network might help, as people's lack of understanding of the constraints described 
leads to distrust of Council pronouncements and even consultation processes. 

1. The proposed site is, without, question, too small for the size of school being considered.  2. 

Kingston is unacceptably trying to present this as a 'done deal' when there has been inadequate 
investigation of alternative sites. The Council appears to have no plan B - this lack of investigation of 

alternatives is a failure to adequately serve the interests of council tax payers.  3. the concentration of 

students in a small area is too great - and the Richmond Road is already gridlocked at school finishing 
time every day.  4. I am concerned about the rivalry/potentially intimidatory aspects of having 2 senior 

schools in such close proximity, particularly as the students from one will have been cooped up in 
inadequate space all day.  5. The Council has recognised that the site is too small in trying to move 

part of the school offsite/take grounds from surrounding schools (disgracefully).  6. The current 
timetable seems to contravene the purdah period before a general election - I wonder how this is 

possible?  7. On the basis of this current proposal I am strongly opposed to the Council's plans. 

I feel this school will have a negative effect on Greycourt .   I wou ld like to know why the metropolitan 
site on Kingston Road was not explored more fully .  I believe th e council had made up their minds 

before the consultation and are not open to change their views in any way.   T he ludicrous notion of 

drawing up a green travel plan  and assuming that children will largely walk is hilarious. This is an area 
where parents drive their children to school if it is more than a 10 minute walk ,  and nothing will alter 
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that fact.   As for staggered openings, there is a limit to how staggered they can be , unless the new 

school wonôt be starting its day till 9.30 a nd ending at 4.30! I would like to know how you and TFL are 
addressing the congestion issue 

As the site is so small, will Tiffin Girls be made to share some of their facilities? 

The site is in-between Fern Hill, which has had to take on more classes due to the mismanagement of 
education provisions in the area to date, and Tiffin Girls, which has a large number of non -local pupils 

(as does Tiffin Boys). Make the Tiffin Schools for local children only and find a site that isn't in -between 
two others. The size is a major concern, I live on Richmond Road and regularly witness the major 

traffic congestion on the road, and this school considerable add to the congestion. The Hawker Centre 
is a much used facility for local families and that service and availability will  be ruined if has to 

accommodate hundreds of school children on a regular basis. It is also unwise to have a constant 

stream of children crossing a busy road in order to reach a playing field.  The schooling in the local 
area has long been a concern, but after all this time we now have a nightmare proposal  that is 

creating a school that squeezed in-between two others, it is far too big, and this will cause numerous 
problems to the area in a variety of ways.   We will also miss the North Kingston Centre, it  is much 

used, and an attractive building that should be protected.  

Land will be taken from the Tiffin School which is already short of space. There are health and safety 
issues/risks in having so many additional people at the site every day.  The consequences will be 

severe on the existing Tiffin Girls School and the primary school. 

There is no point in comprising open space, sports ground with the existing schools.    Traffic is as 
usual already horrendous in the morning causing delays from both sides while entering into town 

centre one way system.     Authority should look into alternative location.  

It seems as though the council owns the NK site,  so that is where the school will be ,  rather than 
locating the site where the children are.  Restr ict places at the two Tiffin schools to children living in 

the borough,  or at least give preference to a percentage of local children. Other selective schools 
manage to do this. It is ridiculous that so many children from other boroughs attend these schools (I 

know what I'm talking about as my children are at Tiffin and we do  not live in Kingston).  

I am very concerned about Health and Safety of children. There would be too many children on the 
Richmond Road travelling at the same time leading to even more travel problems and increased 

congestion. The 65 bus is already unsatisfactory and unreliable; many more would be needed if a new 
school opened on the North Kingston Site. Staggering school times would not be realistic and 

neighbouring households would have increased range of times of traffic for the beginning and end of 

the school day.     There is insufficient space at the North Kingston Site for eight form entry school. 
Conditions would be cramped. For Health and Safety the new building would have to be probably five 

storeys high given the area of land available.     Taking  land from Tiffin Girls' School would mean their 
sporting facilities would be decreased.  Did they not fund raise for those facilities? Did not Sport 

England support their work? How will they be compensated for the loss of land? How will they be 

compensated for the loss of sports facilities? The communities using those facilities will also lose out.     
Building work brings with it site traffic and noise over a long period of time. This is not good for the 

residents in Richmond Road, the pupils of Fern Hill Primary School and the pupils of Tiffin Girls' School. 
The education of these children could suffer.    The number of staff travelling in for three schools would 

add to the traffic problems. Some may live too far to walk or cycle. They may not be served b y good 
bus routes into Kingston. More cars would need to be used than at present.     The Council must have 

some idea of the facilities a new school needs to have and how much space each child requires for 

their wellbeing - the North Kingston site is too small for eight form entry. This may affect the children 
adversely - emotionally and psychologically. Bullying may become an issue.    Can Royal Borough of 

Kingston meet with/negotiate/liaise/talk to Richmond Borough Council about land available for a new 
school within Richmond? Or perhaps, Christ's School or Grey Court being developed to receive more of 

the North Kingston children? It would be a good opportunity for the two councils to help each other out 

and improve the education of the children in the lon g-term rather than Kingston grasping an ill -advised 
solution pushed through because of a funding deadline.   I am very concerned about Health and Safety 

of children. There would be too many children on the Richmond Road travelling at the same time 
leading to even more travel problems and increased congestion. The 65 bus is already unsatisfactory 

and unreliable; many more would be needed if a new school opened on the North Kingston Site. 
Staggering school times would not be realistic and neighbouring households would have increased 

range of times of traffic for the beginning and end of the school day.     There is insufficient space at 

the North Kingston Site for eight form entry school. Conditions would be cramped. For Health and 
Safety the new building would have to be probably five storeys high given the area of land available.     

Taking land from Tiffin Girls' School would mean their sporting facilities would be decreased.  Did they 
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not fundraise for those facilities? Did not Sport England support their w ork? How will they be 

compensated for the loss of land? How will they be compensated for the loss of sports facilities? The 
communities using those facilities will also lose out.     Building work brings with it site traffic and noise 

over a long period of time. This is not good for the residents in Richmond Road, the pupils of Fern Hill 

Primary,  nor for the pupils of Tiffin Girls' School. The education of these children could suffer.    The 
number of staff travelling in for three schools would add to the traffic problems. Some may live too far 

to walk or cycle. They may not be served by good bus routes into Kingston. More cars would need to 
be used than at present.     The Council must have some idea of the facilities a new school needs to 

have and how much space each child requires for their wellbeing - the North Kingston site is too small 
for eight form entry. This may affect the children adversely - emotionally and psychologically. Bullying 

may become an issue.    Can Royal Borough of Kingston meet with/negotiate/liaise/talk to Richmond 

Borough Council about land available for a new school within Richmond? Or perhaps, Christôs School or 
Grey Court being developed to receive more of the North Kingston children? It would be a good 

opportunity for the two co uncils to help each other out and improve the education of the children in the 
long-term rather than Kingston grasping an ill -advised solution pushed through because of a funding 

deadline.     I do want a good future education for all children and I think it would be better if the new 

school was not built on the North Kingston site.  

If this site is used as a school (during the day) ,  it should be ensured that German intermediate/ 

advanced level is offered in the evenings at the same site,  as this is unavailable in the evening for 
many many miles. People come to the A-level class from Sussex, Farnborough & Goldalming as a 

result, as well as local residents.  Traffic would be a problem potentially if a school were located here & 

in particular overcrowding on local buses, the 65 route in particular. I suggest this to be avoided by 
staggering the different years end times, looking at Tiffin Girls school as part of the staggering if the 

new school were located here.   I suggest that local schools such as Grey Court in Ham have more 
buildings built next to the existing ones to accommodate the anticipated rise in children this age in the 

future. A whole new school could be built on some of the land Grey Court has. Grey Court has plenty of 

room for this (as I'm sure  others do locally) as I know from having been to school there & it has the 
valuable bonus of having fields for sport & break time which the North Kingston Centre wouldn't offer. 

Creating a new school there would mean that traffic along Richmond Rd. wouldn 't increase much 
compared to if the new school was at the North Kingston centre site.   I object to North Kingston 

Centre being knocked down. It's a beautiful historic building that should be preserved.  

I feel the North Kingston site is not suitable for a n eight form entry school as it is too small. The area is 
already congested and with the expansion of Fern Hill it is likely to become more so. As a teacher 

myself I am fully aware of the need for space in a secondary school both inside and outside buildin gs. I 
do not feel that the North Kingston site can offer this. I do not feel that even with staggered start and 

finish times that the area will be safe for such a large number of children.  

There are already two schools there and will cause congestion and traffic issues. Also there is not 
enough space as it is at the girls school and loss of any more sports area would be detrimental to their 

health & wellbeing 

It does seem that this consultation process is an academic exercise and that plans will be pushed 
through at the North Kingston site whatever the strength of public feedback.  

I agree that a new site(s) is required.  However having Tiffin, Fernhill & the new school all alongside 

with approx 2500 pupils arriving on a limited sized road on limited publi c transport as well as GreyCourt 
kids seems unfeasible.  The numbers would be partially helped if Tiffin became a school for local kids, 

& I do not believe the standard would be affected. This would reduce the level of 'drop off' traffic.  I 
believe we would experience the level of trafic chaos seen on Tiffin Girls exam days.  I am also 

concerned about having a selective school as a neighbour to a non-selective school will cause friction 

and division. 

What upgrades will TFL carry out to the 65 route during  school peak times? Since school buses would 

not be enough. 

The Council cannot place a school of the proposed size on the small plot of land which currently 
contains the North Kingston Centre. The proposed new school will be a five storey super-structure and 

as such, would be an eyesore in a relatively attractive and quiet residential area. The detrimental 
impact on local residents' enjoyment of their homes, back gardens and locality would be massive. Noise 

levels from 1500 extra pupils in the area (in add ition to Tiffin Girls, Fern Hill and Latchmere schools) 

would be enormous. Traffic chaos would be a daily occurrence with the Richmond Road log-jammed. 

I for one, strongly disagree with the new proposal. The Tiffin Girls' have worked very had to achieve 

the astro turf and this cannot be taken away from them. Richmond Road will become overcrowded and 
could easily get complaints from the residents who live nearby.   Many incidents occur at the bus stop 




