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January 11 2014 
 
Dear Matthew Lawton 
 
Triangle site Beadon Road W6 
Review of initial development proposals 
 
On December 18 the Romulus team provided a helpful presentation of their current design 
proposals for the Triangle site on Beadon Road, by reference to 10 board illustrations 
dated December 2013. The team explained that the proposals have been developed to the 
current stage in consultation with LBHF planning, and are soon to be reviewed at a 
planning forum; the design is still being developed to take account of the consultation 
process, and proposals for the southern tip of the site, recently acquired by the developer, 
are currently under consideration.  
 
We understand this pre-application programme takes the place of the ʻWhat Happens 
Nextʼ sequence listed on the ʻNext Stepsʼ presentation board. 
 
The Triangle site is well known to residents of Brackenbury, lining the principal pedestrian 
route between Brackenbury and the Broadway bus and underground stations. We are 
concerned that the current proposals continue a pattern of overdevelopment of the town 
centre periphery which fails to take account of the adjacency of the residential area - which 
after all is the original Hammersmith. The current proposals are too big, and offer nothing 
in exchange for the privilege of joining the Hammersmith community.  
 
We summarise below the basis of our profound opposition to the current development 
design: 
 
Planning: the site is one of the most prominent locations in central Hammersmith, a site 
which fills a town block, with frontages to the major residential and commercial streets of 
Hammersmith Grove, Glenthorne Road, Beadon Road – and with an elevation to Lyric 
Square, the proud new urban space of Hammersmith. 
 A planning brief, assembled by LBHF through public consultation, should have been in 
place to inform the development discussions from the outset. The planning of Lyric Square 
should have been sufficient reminder of the need to prepare appropriate controls for the 
sites  which surround the square, to ensure an integrated development of this urban 
campus - to the mutual benefit of both the square and the new developments around it . In 
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the event the developers have driven the brief for these sites, constrained only by the 
Local Development Framework and the profiles (where these exist) of the adjacent 
conservation areas, probably through a dialogue of trial and error with LBHF, where 
proposals of gross overdevelopment are gradually moderated as a token concession to 
planning context. The height of 12 Hammersmith Grove, taller than the recently completed 
10 Hammersmith Grove - another development for which there was no planning brief -  
has set the height standard for the area: thus urban misuse spreads like a contagious 
disease in the absence of planning control.  
 
Site environment:  
Town Centre: the Triangle site is on the edge of the town centre zone defined in the LDF. 
This is a notional boundary, not a city wall, and the place for a ʻkey markerʼ building (as 
this building is described by the developer) is in the centre, not the periphery, of the town. 
Developments at the limits of the town centre should respond to the smaller scale of the 
adjacent residential streets, to the traditional environment and the assets of Bradmore, 
Hammersmith  Grove and King Street conservation areas.   
 
The Triangle proposals show no concession to these areas. 
 
Lyric Square: town squares are defined by their enclosure, a subtle containment which 
should provide a sense of intimacy without entrapment. Traditional town squares – like 
Bedford Square in Bloomsbury, Parkerʼs Piece in Cambridge – are often bounded by 3-4 
storey buildings, providing a lively perimeter beneath sky views. However the 14 storeys of 
the proposed Triangle building would present a monotonous façade which blocks sky 
views, and would create a sense of entrapment, transforming Lyric Square from a 
recreational space to a deferential forecourt,  cowering beneath the oversized blocks of 
Hammersmith Grove and the Triangle.  
 
Access: providing vehicular service access into a site without a natural rear entrance is 
challenging, but the arrangement proposed on the west side is unresolved, diminishing 
Beadon Road, and presenting an unwelcome outlook for the new residential development 
opposite.   
 
Building: the design of the proposed building fills the site to its boundaries, molten lava of 
development space oozing into every crevice,  even snatching back part of the perceived 
pavement of Hammersmith Grove. It presents a mass of relentless form, barely relieved by 
the stepped façade and balcony landscaping. This is Manhattan style design, wholly out of 
place alongside a suburban high street, bringing unchanging, relentlessly repetitive 
facades in amongst the quirky, varied style of the Hammersmith surroundings. This site 
context is not the City of London, it is not Wall Street, not even Victoria Street SW1 - but 
the shopping high street of a Victorian town.  
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This building dominates the landscape and offers nothing to the community.  Not 
withstanding the critical urban planning issues summarised here, the failings of the 
proposed design include: 
(i) Hammersmith Grove: the building line should maintain the same set-back from the 
boundary as the existing building, allowing breathing space which recognises the 
beginning of one of the boroughʼs finest streets, and offers an opportunity for pavement 
landscaping to soften the crude junction between the building and the ground. 
(ii) Beadon Road: this is an important pedestrian link between the Brackenbury residential 
streets and Hammersmith Broadway, and the quality of this route could be enhanced by 
the replacement of the existing buildings; however the towering, featureless façades of the 
Triangle proposals only impoverish this route, offering neither interest nor joy for the 
passer-by. The existing car-park might be unsightly, but its loss takes away daylight, long 
views and landscaping, and we are offered just built mass in replacement.  
(iii) Building moderation: the proposed building is a mass of very considerable size, and 
requires architectural ingenuity and imagination to reduce the perceived dominance of its 
presence. The juxtaposition of the different façade designs of the hotel and the offices is 
uncomfortable. The building should naturally introduce itself to the human scale of the 
passer by, and needs to change from the over-assertive dominant character of the current 
proposals which are wholly inappropriate for this town context. 
 
Review: we welcome the transformation and renewal of Hammersmith, but we lament the 
failure to capture the opportunity to bring about integrated, imaginative improvement, the 
failure to learn from the desolation of town centres brought about by the 1960ʼs attempts at 
renewal, renewal of the buildings without renewal of the character.  
With creative, imaginative design, and a lightness of touch, modern developments can 
breathe life and character into traditional surroundings, and the Triangle could be an 
interesting, uplifting building which engages with the street and the community.  
 
Planning seems to have lost control of this site, and the urban campus around it.  
This is how Hammersmith is slowly diluted into Anysmith, a standard suburban centre of 
windy streets and flat facades.  
 
These design proposals are not good enough for this important site. 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
Richard Winterton 
Brackenbury Residents Association 
 
Enclosure: Response of proposals to LBHF Core Strategy extracts 


