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Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea: New Local Plan Review 

Issues Consultation 

September 2020 

Response to consultation. 

 

Vision, Places and Call for Sites 

Vision 

vмΦмΥ ²Ƙŀǘ Řƻ ȅƻǳ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ bŜǿ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴΩǎ ǾƛǎƛƻƴΚ 

Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

The Labour Group - 
RBKC  

!ǎ ȅƻǳ Ŏŀƴ ǎŜŜ ŦǊƻƳ /ƭƭǊ 5Ŝƴǘ /ƻŀŘΩǎ ŀǘǘŀŎƘŜŘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΣ ƛƴŜǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ 
in the borough has worsened and specific issues are identified in 
certain areas that should be addressed in the strategic priorities 
in the New Local Plan. These can be targeted in areas of specific 
need, to improve health and wellbeing where residents are most 
in need. Kensal Town in Golborne Ward is the most deprived 
neighbourhood in London.  

Noted. The Council recognises that the need to reduce inequality 
must be one of the central tenets of the future Local Plan, and is 
central the wider Council Plan. 

Earl's Court Society 
(Malcolm Spalding)  

Low-rise, low density development respecting the settings of 
our 80% conservation areas and historic listed buildings. Ensure 
that new developments are appropriate in size and appearance 
and fit harmoniously into their surroundings. Preserve the 
character and harmony of the conservation areas and listed 
buildings. 
 
Reduce the percentage of developed land, to increase open and 

The need for high quality design and for development to be  
appropriate in size and appearance has always been, and will 
continue to be a central ambition of the Local Plan. 
 
The Council notes the view that cycle lanes are inappropriate 
within the borough. The nature of measures to reduce reliance 
on the private car and to reduce traffic pollution will be 
considered in later iterations of the Plan. 
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Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

green space. Increasing the cultural, educational, recreational, 
health & wellbeing uses of built-up areas. 
 
Decreasing the percentage of developed residential land. Use 
data & formulae to increase the percentage of undeveloped 
land and green space, to become nearer the National average. 
Striking the right balance in the use of the roads, while 
recognising that cars provide an important mode of transport 
for many and outnumber cyclists by a considerable margin. 
Clogging up the roads with little-used cycle lanes harms the 
economy, which relies on free flow of people & goods.  

 
Increase open space, by reducing the percentage of developed 
land.  It is not clear how this could be achieved without policies 
which require currently developed land being replaced with open 
and green space. 
 
 

Martyn Baker  I) protecting existing work space, so safeguarding jobs for the 
well being of the local population and in particular school and 
college leavers, as well as supporting increases in office work 
space. 
 
2) creating new affordable managed workspace (as the City 
Corporation has done in the City Fringe) to reinforce the creative 
hub around the Lots Road Employment Zone in particular, 
because dynamic emerging enterprises often need hot house 
conditions not remote working while finding their feet. 
 
3) sustaining the economic contribution of the Borough, 
generated by the 19,300 people working in offices here, through 
improving transport, especially by increasing the capacity and 
frequency of trains on the West London Line and by actively 
managing the Kings Road to ease congestion through use of 
dedicated traffic wardens and CCTV Cameras to enforce yellow 
boxes etc. to deter infringements. 
 
4) determining that no significant development sites in this 
densely populated borough should in future be approved unless 
and until it can be shown that in step with such developments 
(and not a decade later) the additional social, educational, public 

Desire to protect and support workspaces and initiatives to 
support the local economy and opportunities to employ local 
people noted. 
 
Support for economic contribution of the borough noted.  This 
has, and is likely to remain a central tenet of the Local Plan 
 
The Council requires new development to provide for the social 
infrastructure generated by that development. This is currently 
carried out through the CIL/s106 process.   We would expect to 
take the same approach as and when permitted by the 
forthcoming reforms to the Planning system. 
 
The Council recognises the need to provide a range of housing 
types, including extra care housing for the elderly. 
 
The council is currently in the process of exploring how the 
housing needs of key workers can be reflected.  This forms part of 
the recently publish Housing Strategy. 
 
The Council currently seeks to protect a wide range of social and 
community uses.  However, the recent changes to the GPDO 
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Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

health and physical infrastructure will be built up to absorb the 
impacts of such large scale developments. 
 
5) prioritising affordable extra care housing for the elderly and 
disabled in the parts of the Borough which already have very 
high levels of social housing like Riverside Ward where such 
housing on the Pound site was publicly promised some years 
ago. 
 
6) reintroducing a key worker housing waiting list so that more 
local people doing valuable public service jobs can live in this 
area, although Community Housing schemes should also 
accommodate those able to afford intermediate rental housing 
set at London Living Rents. 
 
7) protecting all surviving social and community spaces from 
bids to undermine their uses in our densely populated wards.  

mean that planning permission will not be required for the loss of 
many such uses. 

Sandra Yarwood  Providing increased open green space and protecting the visual 
integrity and harmony of the borough  

Noted. The Council does, however, recognise that the provision 
of additional open greenspace, rather than protection of existing, 
may prove problematic in a borough such as ours when land 
values are amongst the highest in the country. 

St Quintin and 
Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum 
(Henry Peterson)  

Vision statements need to be kept brief. We support all three of 
the bullet points at 1.15 of the NLPR and suggest a fourth is 
added. This would reflect the longstanding theme in RBKC Plans 
ƻŦ ΨYŜŜǇƛƴƎ ƭƛŦŜ ƭƻŎŀƭΩΦ ¢ƘŜ /ƻǾƛŘ ǇŀƴŘŜƳƛŎ Ƙŀǎ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ 
importance of London retaining is multipliŎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ΨǳǊōŀƴ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜǎΣ 
each self-sustaining in terms of local shops, chemists, health 
centres/GP surgeries and offering housing at all stages of life 
ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ΨDŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ wŜƴǘΩ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ ƭŀǘŜ ƛƴ ƭƛŦŜ ŀƴŘ 
those living alone. 
 
These key attributes of the city have long been under threat 
from shrinking public services, coupled (in RBKC) with extreme 

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ άYŜŜǇƛƴƎ [ƛŦŜ 
[ƻŎŀƭέ ŀǎ ǘƘƛǎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǎǘǊŀƴŘǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƙŀǎ Ǌǳƴ 
through ƻǳǊ /{κ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ ǎƛƴŎŜ нлмлΦ   ¢ƘŜ ά²ŀƭƪŀōƭŜ 
bŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘέ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ƻŦ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƛƴ ǊŜƛǘŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ 
meeting the needs of our residents. We do recognise that the 
freedoms offered under the newly created E class will make it 
difficult for the LPA to support/ protect any given use.    
 
The need for flexibility in building uses is noted. The extent of this 
flexibility may be determined by the future need for commercial 
uses of differing types.  The Local Plan will recognise the 
implications that the E class will have upon flexibility of uses. 
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Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

housing values. Major shifts in demand for office and 
conventional retail space look likely to take place while this new 
Local Plan is prepared. This underlines the need for flexibility 
within any new RBKC policies on building uses. We share the 
view that 400 page Local Plans are off-putting for most of the 
public. The new E use class will anyway enable building users to 
vary uses to ensure viability or improve financial returns. 
 
²Ŝ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǊŜƴŜǿŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ΨǿŀƭƪŀōƭŜ 
ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘǎΩ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ƴŜǿ 
Local Plan along with a more specific definition of what makes 
for a successful neighbourhood within a global city. London is 
often described as a city where many residents are transient, 
never get to know their neighbours, and take little interest in 
their immediate environment. 
 
The pandemic has begun to change attitudes, and a new Local 
Plan could help to reinfƻǊŎŜ ǿƘȅ ΨƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƭƛƴŜǎǎΩ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ 
and how it can be encouraged through planning policies and 
land allocation.  

 
Need for brevity/ no jargon noted. 

Lucia Scalisi  Bring ART back into every planning application.  
Historically RBKC was a centre for the greatest of the arts in the 
UK - & internationally. Home to some big players who had their 
studios here.  
 
Can every development instead of more empty offices have a 
number of purposed ŀǊǘƛǎǘǎΩ studios?  
 
Make RBKC an international destination for the Arts.  

Desire to make the borough an international destination for the 
Arts noted. The Council recognises there is no value in keeping 
premises empty when they have no long future as an office.  
Artist studios may be one of many uses which may be 
appropriate in such premises. However, the NPPF would not 
allow a LPA to prioritise such a use above all others.  Indeed, 
there will be considerable pressure to use such opportunities to 
provide additional homes. 

Greg Hammond  ¢ƘŜ ǇƘǊŀǎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƘƛǊŘ ōǳƭƭŜǘΣ ϦōǳƛƭŘ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ǊƛŎƘ 
cultural heritage", is an unfortunate one in a planning 
document: the laudable intention behind the bullet is obscured 
by the language. 

ά¦ƴŦƻǊǘǳƴŀǘŜέ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ƻŦ ǿƻǊŘ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ 
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Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

 
This section needs a bullet on protecting the Borough's priceless 
historic built environment in our conservation areas and many 
listed buildings for future generations to enjoy.  

Support for ambition to protect historic environment noted.  This 
Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǎǘǊŀƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴΣ 
and will continue to do so in the future.   

Kerry Davis-Head  More trees. more greening. more green walls. remove clutter. 
remove barriers.  

Noted. The Council places great value on trees.  It has recently 
published a Greening SPG to support different forms of additional 
greening. 

Octavia Housing 
(Andrew Brown)  

A range of affordable housing products but predominantly social 
rented housing provision. This is required in order to provide 
local homes for those employed in the service industries for the 
prosperous majority borough population and businesses. 
The social rented housing stock has shrunk due to the impact of 
right to buy and the borough has ongoing responsibilities to 
house homeless local households in priority need.  

The Council supports the provision of a range of affordable 
housing products, with the recently adopted RKBK Community 
Housing SPD seeking to prioritise social rented housing.  
However, the Council does note that forthcoming changes to the 
NPPF may restrict a LPAs ability to seek the provision of those 
homes in greatest need. 

Nigel Crump  I am a resident in Portobello Road and I have lived here for 27 
years, I also work as an Architect at the same address. 
 
The world is changing rapidly and planning policy will have to 
change as well and the government has made it pretty clear that 
unless changes are made, we are going to be stuck with 
outdated policies such as the use classes order. Thank goodness 
this ridiculous policy is no more, planning departments can no 
longer hold applicants to ransom with their inflexible approach 
to use classes, what a relief! 
 
Shopping streets will no longer be the same, on-line shopping 
has taken over and planning policies will have to adapt to this, 
so what do we end up with? We will have too many empty 
shops and not enough homes, so allow shops to be converted 
into flats. 
 
Better than shopping streets littered with boarded up empty 
shops which is what is going to happen. Business rates for most 

The Council recognises the new E class has introduced 
considerable flexibility to change one town centre use to another.  
The policies within the emerging LP must reflect these. 
 
The Council will support the change of use of vacant properties to 
residential when we are satisfied that they have no long term 
future for their original use.  This may include retail units.  
However, the Council remains of the view that the unplanned 
introduction of homes within ground floors of town centres will 
be counter productive and may hasten the decline of our centres.  
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Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

shops are now unaffordable, so the council should act now to 
allow this flexibility.  

Oonagh Wohanka  L ŦŜŜƭ ǘƘŀǘ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ YŜƴǎƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀǊŜ ǊŀǇƛŘƭȅ ƭƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ΨƭƻŎŀƭΩ 
representation and that certain areas are just becoming empty 
ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ŦƻǊ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ƛƴǾŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ōǳǘ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƭƛǾŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ  
LǘΩǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǎǘƻǇ ǘƘƛǎ ǘǊŜƴŘ ŀƴŘ Ǝƛve Kensington back its 
vibrant cross cultural and economic charm. 

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άōǳȅ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǾŜέ 
housing market and the impact this can have upon social 
cohesion. However, this is not an issue that can be addressed by 
the planning process. 

Princes Gate Mews RA (J 
Whewell)  

I think it is important that this endorsement of the borough's 
cultural heritage, events, festivals markets etc is balanced by a 
qualifying statement which recognises the need for balance. 
Recognition of the needs of residents and the impact that 
events festivals markets etc can have upon the quiet enjoyment 
of people's homes is important as previous statements giving 
unqualified endorsement of such activities has been used by 
developers in recent years as endorsement by the council of 
activities that would be deeply disruptive and inappropriate for 
the borough.  

The need to balance the  vitality of town centres with the  
protection of the amenity of residents is recognised. However, 
remain of the opinion that a successful and a vital town centre is 
important in maintaining the special character of the borough 
and a resource which is greatly valued by many of our residents. 
 
The Council has to decide what types of uses may be appropriate 
for the borough (and south Kensington in particular) and those 
ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜΣ άŘŜŜǇƭȅ ŘƛǎǊǳǇǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜέΦ 

Natural England 
(Victoria Kirkham)  

Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our 
statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural environment is 
conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present 
and future generations, thereby contributing to sustainable 
development. 
Natural England have no comments to make on this 
consultation.  

No comments.    Noted. 

G Thomson  Representing Earls Court Partnership Limited  
 
The Site also forms part of the Earls Court and West Kensington 
Opportunity Area designated by the Greater London Authority 
όΨD[!ΩύΦ ¢ƘŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴ tƭŀƴ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ŀǊŜŀǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ 
ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭΩǎ ƳŀƧƻǊ ǊŜǎŜǊǾƻƛǊ ƻŦ ōǊƻǿƴŦƛŜƭŘ ƭŀƴŘΣ Ƙave 
significant capacity to accommodate new housing, commercial 
and other development. Development proposals within 

The Council is aware of the contents of the London Plan in terms 
ƻŦ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ h!ǎ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŀƴŘ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ h! ƛƴ 
particular. 
 
The need for flexibility within the NLP is noted. 
 
¢ƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ 
in London as a global city noted.   This has formed part of past 
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Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

opportunity areas should seek to optimise residential and non-
residential output and densities and contribute towards meeting 
(or where appropriate, exceeding) the minimum guidelines for 
housing and/or indicative estimates for employment capacity 
set out in Annex 1 of the London Plan (Policy 2.13). In doing so, 
there is scope for larger areas to determine their own character 
in terms of housing densities (paragraph 2.62). Given the 
importance of delivery in opportunity areas, the London Plan 
ŘƛǊŜŎǘǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪǎ ǘƻ άŦƻŎǳǎ ōύ ŀ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ς to 
support strong, vibrant and healthy communities, by ensuring 
that a sufficient number and range of homes can be provided to 
meet the needs of present and future generations; and by 
fostering a well-designed and safe built environment, with 
accessible services and open spaces that reflect current and 
ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΩ ƘŜŀƭǘƘΣ social and 
cultural well-being; and 
 
c) an environmental objective ς to contribute to protecting and 
enhancing our natural, built and historic environment; including 
making effective use of land, helping to improve biodiversity, 
using natural resources prudently, minimising waste and 
pollution, and mitigating and adapting to climate change, 
including moving to a low carbon economy. (NPPF, para 8) 
It is in this context, the need to balance economic, social and 
environmental objectives, that the NLPR must be drafted. As we 
have set out in our accompanying comments on the individual 
issues, it is of critical importance that the NLPR provides a 
flexible framework that seeks to balance competing issues and 
offers the opportunity for innovative solutions in such a 
constrained borough. 
 
Response Form 
The NLPR Consultation is seeking responses to a series of 
questions posed by the Council. We have endeavoured to 

visions and is likely to be taken forward, in one way or another, 
into the future.  This contribution is central to making the 
borough the special place that it is. 
 
bŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ōŜ άŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŀōƭŜέ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ 
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respond to those questions that are most relevant to ECPL at 
this stage of the process using the attached form. As explained 
above, it is not yet known how the proposals for the Site will 
evolve but we look forward to a continuous dialogue with the 
Council as they are progressed with a view to shaping the NLPR 
and the Earls Court Vision. 
 
The NLPR Vision should be an ambitious statement about the 
future of the Borough and its role in London, a global city. It 
should promote innovation and sustainable development that is 
fit for the 21st century, particularly in reference to the delivery 
of key strategic development sites. 
 
It is critical that the vision also sets an ambition for development 
that is deliverable. If the inequality that exists across the 
Borough is to be narrowed and the health and wellbeing of 
residents is to be supported, then growth and development 
must be proactively planned for and delivered in the right 
locations. In recent years these issues have been exacerbated by 
low delivery rates in the Borough. The Vision should provide a 
positive plan for sustainable growth.  

Grove and Company 
(Roger Grove)  

I think market forces should guide the local plan 
 
In terms of vision more housing less empty shops  
 
Spare shops and empty offices should be repurposed for 
housing 
 
Present Plan ignores the change in working brought about by 
the pandemic  

The current plan pre-dates the Covid-19 pandemic, and as such 
Ƴǳǎǘ άƛƎƴƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ŀōƻǳǘέ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 
pandemic. 
 
The purpose of the planning system is to recognise the 
practicalities of market forces, but to shape this to allow a vibrant 
and successful borough.  Any proposals must be viable. 
 
The Council welcomes the use of empty offices for other uses, 
including for new homes.  However, we must be satisfied that 
these premises have no long-term future as offices.  Loss of viable 
premises will have a detrimental impact on the local and the 
wider economy. 
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Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

 
 

Quod (Ben Ford)  Quod is instructed, on behalf of the Department for Transport. 
1 Introduction 
Para 1.5 ς The Council should always make reference to a 
minimum number of homes as prescribed by the Rt Hon Robert 
Jenrick Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and Local 
Government in his letter to Sadiq Khan the Mayor of London in 
Ƙƛǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ƻŦ мо aŀǊŎƘ нлнл ά¸ƻǳǊ tƭŀƴ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
minimum level I would expect to deliver the homes to start 
ǎŜǊǾƛƴƎ [ƻƴŘƻƴŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ ǘƘŜȅ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜέΦ 
 
Q 1.1 What do you think should be included in the New Local 
tƭŀƴΩǎ ǾƛǎƛƻƴΚ ς The Council should commit to delivering, at 
least, their published objectively assessed housing needs. The 
Council has not historically achieved this. The adopted local plan 
requires a minimum of 733 homes to be delivered, however the 
Council has only achieved a figure of 268 homes on average over 
the past 3 years (only 37% of the minimum target). The 
Government expects the requirement to increase to 998 homes 
per year with the standard methodology; or 3,285 homes per 
year should the White Paper be adopted. The NLPR is silent on 
how this will be achieved.  

The Council is grateful to reminded of the words of the Rt Hon 
Robert Jenrick Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and 
Local Government with regard the London Plan and the need to 
deliver more homes. 
 
The delivery of additional homes, and the need to meet  our 
housing targets, will be a central tenet of the new Local Plan.  
However, we are surprised to see the suggestion that we must 
now be delivering 998 homes pa, twice that of our housing target 
set out in the newly adopted London Plan.  We are also 
interested to note that this target will rise to 3,285 homes pa 
should the standard methodology be adopted.  Our 
understanding is that this standard methodology has since been 
amended to closer reflect reality. 
 
The practicalities of meeting such a target are likely to form a key 
part of any examination. 
 
 
 

Port of London 
Authority (Michael 
Atkins)  

It is considered that there must continue to be a reference to 
green links that will help to improve biodiversity and air quality 
in the vision. As part of this it is considered that the vision 
should include a specific reference to promoting the use of the 
River Thames both on the river itself in terms of passengers and 
freight as well as alongside the river on the Thames Path and 
links to riverside areas. 
 
In addition is it considered that there must also continue to be 
references to employment and industrial space within the 

The Council notes the contribution that the Thames can have as a 
transport corridor, add this will continue to be referenced within 
the body of the future Local Plan itself.  The Council will consider 
where explicit reference to the Thames should be made in the 
vision itself. 
 
¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ 9ƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ½ƻƴŜǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ   
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vision, including to ensure that employment zones are enhanced 
and their use maximised. 
 
This would be in line with the Port of London Authority's Vision 
for the Tidal Thames (2016) (The Thames Vision) which includes 
a number of goals for the increased use and promotion of the 
River Thames and riverside areas, as well as London Plan policy.  

Fraslo Investment 
Holdings Limited (Will 
Kumar)  

More flexibility for offices in non-town centre locations to 
convert to residential uses. 
 
More flexibility in the ability to have to provide 50% affordable 
housing.  

Offices outside town centres to residential. Such an approach 
would increase housing supply but may reduce the amount of 
business floorspace available to those who wish work within the 
borough.   The ELPS should help establish what the future need 
for business floorspace may be post pandemic. 
 
The need for greater flexibility in provision of affordable housing 
ƛǎ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ол҈ ƻǊ ŀ άƳŀȄƛƳǳƳ 
ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘέΦ ²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ƭed by the MHCLG in this 
regard. 
 
Any flexibility must reflect both the need for truly affordable 
homes within the borough as well as the need to ensure that the 
provision of such homes will not jeopardise the viability of 
development.  The Council is commissioning a report to consider 
the level of AH which is viable in different parts of the borough. 

DP9 (Kate Outterside)  Representing St William 
 
We write on behalf of our client St William, in respect of the 
New Local Plan Review: Borough Issues Consultation 
ό{ŜǇǘŜƳōŜǊ нлнлύΦ hǳǊ ŎƭƛŜƴǘΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŀǊƛǎŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ 
their Site, Kensal Gas Works, for residential led mixed-use 
development. 
 
St William have been engaging in discussions with your 
colleagues regarding the redevelopment of the former Kensal 

The Council recognises the importance of providing both new 
homes and employment floorspace.  Both will form part of any 
future vision of the Local Plan. 
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Gas Works, both at a policy level and in pre-application 
discussions. 
 
Firstly, we would note that we fully support the preparation of 
the New Local Plan Review: Borough Issues Consultation to 
inform the New Local Plan policies. However, we have several 
comments on the questions posed within the document which 
we provide within this letter. 
 
Q 1.1 What do you think should be included in the New Local 
Plan Vision 
 
We agree with the proposed vision set out within the document. 
However, we would strongly recommend including within the 
vision the desire to deliver housing and employment 
opportunities as a standalone item to emphasise the 
significance of their delivery to the Borough.  

Historic England (Katie 
Parsons)  

We support bullet point 3 of paragraph 1.15 and hope that it is 
carried through into subsequent versions of the plan. We do 
advise however, that it is amended to make explicit reference to 
the conservation of enhancement of the historic environment. 
At present the emphasis is on the design of new development, 
whereas the inclusion of a reference to protect what exists 
would strike a better balance.  

The importance of protecting the existing built environment as 
well as ensuring the highest quality new design is noted and 
should be reflected in later iterations of the LP. 

Linda Wade  To address housing inequalities there is a need for the borough 
and social housing providers to have a joint comprehensive 
strategy to improve and enhance the condition of their stock to 
a standard that is compliant to present building standards: fire, 
sound insulation, addressing fuel poverty and is sympathetic to 
the original architecture of the house and street.  
 
Large scale development should include a range of housing 
options including social rented family units and social rented 

The condition of existing affordable/ RBKC community housing is 
a matter for the Housing department rather than planning policy. 
 
The Council supports the provision of a range of affordable 
housing types, but is concerned that the requirement to prioritise 
άŦƛǊǎǘ ƘƻƳŜǎέ ƛƴ ŀ ƘƛƎƘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ōƻǊƻǳƎƘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ƻǳǊǎ Ƴŀȅ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ 
the opportunity to provide the social rented and other products 
which are in particular need. 
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purpose-built independent accommodation for older residents.  
 
No RSL stock should be sold without first refusal to the Council 
or another RSL.  
 
The Council need to provide a range of housing options spread 
across the boroǳƎƘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘ άŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ ƛƴ ƳƛȄŜŘ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ 
property settings with more family sized units.  
 
Social rented housing should be incorporated from the initial 
ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǎǘŀƎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άŀŘŘ-ƻƴέ ǘƻ ƧǳǎǘƛŦȅ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 
approval.  
 
Buildings need to be of a human-scale and height, road widths in 
new developments should be in proportion to the height of the 
buildings.  
 
Improved bike lane infrastructure and traffic reduction strategic 
to improve the pedestrian experience, promote local shopping 
and dining.  
 
In the post Covid environment, space whether internal to the 
ǳƴƛǘǎ ƻǊ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ōŜ άƭƛǾŜŀōƭŜέ ŀƴŘ 
promote health and wellbeing.  
 
²ƻǊƪ ƘǳōǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ άƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ǊƻƻƳǎέ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ 
services.  
 
Play Streets in areas of high density and no access to play space 
for children to have active play. School Streets with clear areas 
with no cars.  

The Council recognises the need to ensure that affordable 
ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ άŀŘŘ ƻƴέΣ ōǳǘ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀōƭŜ 
development.  This is an important aspect of the high quality 
design required by the current LP, and to be taken forward into 
the NLP. 
 
The Council recognises that new buildings should generally be of 
ŀ άƘǳƳŀƴέ ǎŎŀƭŜΣ ŀ ǎŎŀƭŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ōǳƛƭŘ ŦƻǊƳΦ  
However, we also recognise that a small number of taller 
buildings may be appropriate.  The nature of these buildings, and 
the areas in which they may be appropriate will be considered as 
the LP evolves. 
 
The Council shares the view that street improvements have a role 
in supporting our town centres and in encouraging more to visit. 
 
The Council supports the provision of a range of different models 
of workspaces, including touchdown spaces and the like. 
 
The Council continues to explore methods to reduce congestion 
and to support walking, cycling and play.  However, traditionally 
many residents have been very concerned about being in 
proximity with play spaces as are concerned that such spaces 
may harm the quiet enjoyment of their homes.   
 
    

Woodland Trust 
(Bridget Fox)  

We particularly welcome the statement that the RBKC Council 
tƭŀƴ ǿƛƭƭ άǇǳǘ ƎǊŜŜƴ ƛǎǎues and the environment at the heart of 
all new development, so we can support the health and 

{ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ άƎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ ƛǎǎǳŜǎέ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƻŎŀƭ 
Plan noted. 
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ǿŜƭƭōŜƛƴƎ ƻǊ ƻǳǊ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΣ ƴƻǿ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƴƎ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜέΦ 
Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǿŜ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ tƭŀƴΩǎ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜΥ 
ω LƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎ ƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǘǊŜŜ ŎƻǾŜǊ ŀǎ ŀ Ǿƛǘŀl part of the response to 
the nature and climate emergencies. 
ω 9ƴǎǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ōƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ǘǊŜŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 
protection, particularly ancient woodland and veteran trees 
ω LƴǾŜǎǘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƎǊŜŜƴ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǿƘƛƭŜ 
promoting tree health and biosecurity 
ω aŀƪƛƴƎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ƴŜŀǊōȅ ǘǊŜŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ŀ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘȅΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ 
given its importance demonstrated during lockdown. 
 
The review proposes a number of policy areas to tackle the 
climate emergency but these are largely focused on energy and 
building design and omit natural solutions. In particular, the Plan 
should include policy in support of new tree planting and small 
areas of urban woodland creation. 
 
A rapid increase in the level of tree canopy cover has been 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ¦YΩǎ /ƻƳƳittee on Climate Change, to provide 
a key mechanism to lock up carbon in trees and soils, provide an 
alternative to fossil fuel energy and resource-hungry building 
material, and importantly to stem the declines in biodiversity. 
We recommend setting a borough-wide target for tree canopy 
cover, in line with the advice given in the Woodland Trust's 
Emergency Tree Plan (2020).  

The Council welcomes the planting of new trees and the 
protection of existing but questions whether this should form 
part of a focused vision rather than be included in the body of the 
plan. 
 
The borough does not contain any ancient woodland and we 
question the feasibility of the creation of small urban woodlands 
in a borough with some of the highest land values in the country 
and with a stretching housing target.  This is not to say that tree 
planting should form part of new developments. 

Andre Hellstrom  There has to be a better focus on design and what architecture 
that we leave for the next generation. Property developers are 
building on prime land and there should be more pressure on 
architects and developers. I realise there are budgets, but an 
architect should be honoured to have a building in Kensington 
and Chelsea borough. I am very much into architecture and city 
planning and I have realised that actually, some of the buildings 
built in the borough are designed by computers. Hence, they 
look like shoeboxes, just squares. These buildings are going to 

The Council is of the view that high quality design is, and must 
ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ǘƻ ōŜΣ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ άƎƻƻŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎέΣ ǿƛǘƘ άōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ 
ōŜŀǳǘƛŦǳƭέ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ 
scale/ height of a new building is an integral part of this.   
 
We expect high quality design across the borough.  There is, 
however, a particular challenge in those few parts of the borough 
which do not lie within conservation areas. 
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stand here for decades. There is a bigger focus on design in 
richer areas of the borough and less in the poor areas which I 
find discriminatory. A good example is on Kensal Road where I 
live, the design of the new builds are appalling. 279 Kensal road 
will probably be the worst example. It almost looks like it's 
unfinished. I do love Portobello Square, it's really nice and it's a 
good height. I realise building too high is controversial but in a 
city with 9 million people, it's not substantial to build too low, 
it's a huge waste of space. 6-7 floors isn't imposing, it still looks 
good. I am from Stockholm Sweden and most buildings are 6-7 
floors and it doesn't feel too high.  
 
There is a lot of traffic along Ladbroke Grove, buses are very 
unreliable, they take too much time. So there has to be a new 
train station close by, it has to be a priority. I realise Crossrail 
might not happen, but thank you for pushing for it, but again, 
there has to be a stop here. Specially if there will be 3500 on the 
Kensal Canalside, you cant build more homes when people can't 
get around! Well, they have Kensal Green but you would need a 
bridge for that.  

The Council recognises that any new major development on the 
Kensal Canalside site must be accessible, be this through a new 
station on the Elizabeth Line or through other improvements.  
This is explored in detail in the Kensal Canalside SPD.  

William Wilson  Residents who have lived in the Borough for more than 5 years  The Council seeks to plan for all our residents and not merely 
those who have lived here for some period of time. 

Boka Hotel (Spencer 
Parsons)  

Whilst not a planning issue new developments could help make 
places less easy or attractive for Anti Social behaviour and street 
drug dealers 
 
We need less high rise developments and less high end we need 
a mix of housing for key workers, elderly , social , rented and 
owner occupied  
 
The Earls Court site should be utilised for a mix of housing and 
the replacement venue promised by the council in a previous 
local plan and also by the then mayor of London Boris Johnson 

The Council supports the provision of a range of affordable 
housing types, but is concerned that the requirement to prioritise 
άŦƛǊǎǘ ƘƻƳŜǎέ ƛƴ ŀ ƘƛƎƘ Ǿŀƭue borough such as ours may reduce 
the opportunity to provide the social rented and other products 
which are in particular need. 
 
The site allocation within the current LP includes the provision of 
a replacement venue.  The nature of the new allocation will be 
explored as the new Local Plan progresses. This allocation will 
include a mix of uses, although the detailed nature of this has yet 
to have been determined.  
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but ridden roughshod over by the previous planners and Capco .  
 
RBKC itself is a prime example of how you can marry housing 
with non-housing having such a building as part of its own 
property estate. Chesterton Square is a garden square located 
above floors of Council offices in Pembroke Road which include 
Waste Management, Environmental Health, Transportation, 
Highways, Parking and other departments. This to me is an 
example of what could be done say what was Earls Court 1, a 
new exhibition and multipurpose venue at ground level ( much 
needed to help reinvigorate business ) with housing above in a 
similar garden square creation thereby getting the best of both 
worlds, much needed housing, safe and secure as it would be 
above a venue and the much needed venue that could breathe 
life back in to businesses in the area on the basement and 
ground level and have it of an attractive design. 
 
I do not think the mayor and GLA should be used to overdevelop 
the Earls Court site, make it visually extremely different or 
unappealing in the long term or for it to be built too high , doing 
that then you end up with a sink estate.  

 

Elizabeth Harrap  Para 1.5 
tǳǘǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƛǊǎǘΧ5ƻŜǎ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŜŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ 
delayed until the terminally ill neighbour has died? 
 
¢ƻ ŘŀǘŜ w.Y/Ωǎ 5ǳǘȅ ƻŦ /ŀǊŜ ǘƻ Ǉǳǘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ 
completely lacking. No account is being taken of vulnerable 
dying neighbours at the planning committee stage. I have seen 
this happen twice in Kenway Road with two developments. In 
both cases the dying neighbour had to listen to the terrible noise 
of the development while they were dying. This is completely 
inhumane. How will you change this? 
 

The workings of planning committee is not something for the 
Local Plan.  The Council is well aware of the impact that 
construction can have upon the living conditions of those living 
nearby.  To this end we have recently adopted a Code of 
Construction which seeks to minimise this impact.  This goes 
further than any other Local Authority in the Country. 
 
Fire and gas safety is a matter consider by building regulations 
rather than planning policies within the Local Plan.  
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How will fire and gas safety be addressed in putting 
communities first?  

Bikeworks CIC (David 
Dansky)  

Tackling Climate change through encouraging renewable energy 
in any new buildings, limit car parking and increase cycle 
parking. 
Additional Social housing, and affordable housing 
Low Traffic Neighbourhoods expanded across the Borough 
Encouraging small local businesses rather than multinational 
chains to enable more local shopping choices  

 άDǊŜŜƴƛƴƎέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŀ 
central tenet of the new Local Plan, and has been included in the 
proposed vision. 
 
The vision also recognises the importance of meeting the housing 
needs of its residents and in supporting the local economy. 
 
The planning system does not allow an LPA to support one 
retailer over another.   Ownership is not/ and cannot be a 
planning matter. However, we can support the provision of the 
smaller premises normally favoured by the independent retailer.  
We will need to consider whether we continue to do this or 
support greater flexibility to allow our town centres to begin their 
recovery for the Covid-19 pandemic. 

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)  

¢ƘŜ IƛƭƭƎŀǘŜ ±ƛƭƭŀƎŜ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ όάI±w!έύ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ 
the principle of strong local consultation, and we object to the 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊ όάt²tέύ which will weaken local 
community involvement and that of our democratically elected 
representatives. The proposed National Planning Policy 
CǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ όάbttCέύ ǿƛǘƘ ƛǘǎ ƻƴŜ ǎƛȊŜ Ŧƛǘǎ ŀƭƭ άtƭŀƴ ŦƻŎǳǎǎŜŘ 
tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎέ ǾŜǎǘǎ ǘƻƻ ƳǳŎƘ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƘŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀl 
government, property professionals and the inspectorate who 
are not locally accountable. It does not allow enough proper and 
useful scrutiny from those who live in local areas and who often 
have the greatest insight into the impact of planning 
applications. We are concerned that over reliance on the Local 
Plan will not prove a sufficiently flexible guide in situations 
where the future needs of communities can change rapidly, such 
as the current COVID-19 crisis, in contrast to the current system 
of multi layered and locally based decision making. 

The Council shares many of the concerns relating to the possible 
planning reforms set out within the White Paper.  However, we 
will have to follow the new legislation as and when it becomes 
law. 
 
The Council recognises the importance of green space and is not 
aware of any deǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ bƻǘǘƛƴƎ IƛƭƭΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴŀƭ ƎǊŜŜƴ 
spaces. 
 
The Council shares the view that development should not 
increase local run off and requires new hard standings to be 
permeable. 
 
The Council notes that the consultee intends to make further 
representations to justify the inclusion of Notting Hill Gate within 
ŀƴ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ άŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴέΦ  ²Ŝ ŀǿŀƛǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƛǘƘ 
interest. 
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We are concerned to preserve the green spaces of our 
conservation area including front and rear gardens from hard 
surfaces and over development. We would also like to see 
robust requirements for communal green spaces (a rightly 
celebrated characteristic of Notting Hill) extended to new 
developments in RBKC as an aid to social cohesion, biodiversity 
and enhancement of daily life in what are often small dwelling 
units.  
 
²Ŝ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳƛǘƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ ŀ ƎǊŜener and 
sustainable borough and hope that RBKC will resist pressure to 
permit hard paving over of garden areas both front and back. 
This is an issue where more off- street parking is sought and also 
where the over development of sites into back gardens reduces 
the run-off area and reduces biodiversity. All of these 
ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ tƭŀƴ 
1.15 
Our local neighbourhood retail centre is Notting Hill Gate 
όάbIDέύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ 
AǊŜŀ όά/!έύΦ !ǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ Ŧŀƭƭ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ tǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ !ǊŜŀ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ 
submitting a joint document with organisations which border 
bID ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tŜƳōǊƛŘƎŜ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ όάt!έύΣ ¢ƘŜ /ŀƳǇŘŜƴ 
Iƛƭƭ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ όά/Iw!έ ύ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ 
members of the Notting Hill Gate Improvements Group.  
 
We seek stronger protection for our listed buildings especially 
the need to preserve original features. We reject the use of 
ƎŜƴŜǊƛŎ άƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǘȅǇŜέ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŀƴŘƻƳƭȅ ŎƻǇƛŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ 
buildings rather than the restoration of the original fabric and 
replication of original features. The addition of swimming pools 
is especially unsuitable for listed buildings as it produces effluent 
humid air and requires invasive electromechanical and energy 
consuming machinery, as does air conditioning.  

 
The Council notes that the consultees seek stronger protection 
for Listed Buildings.  The Council has an obligation to require 
development to protect the heritage significance of listed 
buildings, and we have a team of officers who consider listed 
building applications.  What may, or may not, be appropriate will 
be a view taken by our highly trained and professional officers.  
SǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ƴŜǿ ōŀǎŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ 
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²Ŝ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ƘŀǊŘ ǿƻƴ ōŀƴ ƻƴ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǳƴŘŜǊ 
basements/double basements for a number of reasons: It 
removes all the history in the ground by removing antique 
foundations and the earth figure. It also risks loss of original 
paved or brick floors of low walls and threatens the stability of 
the main building during construction, the recent collapse of 
two listed buildings in Chelsea, October 2020 during basement 
excavations are a case in point.  

Sue Redmond  I think it's about time that homes were developed to be lifelong 
homes and that are fully accessible. There is no recognition of 
the needs of disabled children, adults with learning disabilities 
and their parent carers within any of this 'plan' . I understand it 
is a strategic plan but if its not specifically identified at this level, 
planners and developers will continue to ignore the needs of a 
very vulnerable group who do actually contribute to our 
community. effectively this plan renders our families invisible.  

Our existing policies do require high standards of accessibility so 
that all new homes are wheelchair ready. In addition, there is a 
requirement for 10% homes to be delivered as wheelchair 
accessible homes. This is as per building regulations and national 
policy on housing standards. 

Federica Lowndes 
Marques Leitao  

More green areas, walking and cycling lanes.  
Reduce traffic along the Earls Court road and Warwick Road.  

Noted. 

Environment Agency 
(Lisa Mills)  

We have identified three key areas that we believe should be 
incorporated as a strategic priority for your new local plan 
vision. These are: 
 
Climate change 
 
The London Plan (draft 2019) has described climate change as 
ŀƴ ΨǳƴǇǊŜŎŜŘŜƴǘŜŘ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜΩΣ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜǎ ƻŦ 
the increased levels of growth putting pressure on land, 
housing, infrastructure and the environment. It also states that a 
responsible city must limit its impact on climate change while 
adapting to the consequences of the environmental changes. 
 
A strategic priority for the new local plan vision should focus on 

Noted. As a general comment the vision has to be overarching. 
²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ƳƛƴŘŦǳƭ ŀƭǎƻ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
planning reforms to make Local Plan shorter and simpler and 
therefore are looking for the vision to be concise.  
 
Climate Change 
This is embedded in the vision as proposed ς putting green issues 
and environment at the heart of all new developments. 
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reducing contributing to climate change, including a focus on 
becoming a zero carbon borough by 2050 in line with the 
London Plan (draft 2019). It should also encourage the provision 
of high quality open spaces within land use decisions and the 
promotion and provision of cycling and walking infrastructure 
and greener transport. New buildings and infrastructure should 
utilise smart technologies and low carbon energy sources, make 
efficient use of water, reduce the impacts from natural hazards 
like flooding and heatwaves, while mitigating and avoiding 
contributing to the urban heat island effect. 
 
The new local plan vision should also prioritise adapting to the 
consequences of the environmental changes as result of climate 
change. Tidal flood risk management should be a priority for the 
borough, ensuring land use is resilient to current and future tidal 
flood risk. The borough is constrained by tidal flood zones and 
tidal breach flood risk. Therefore the new local plan vision 
should look to incorporate the latest policies based on climate 
change science, government advice and national policy. For 
example, the revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
now requires all sleeping accommodation to be located at or 
above the modelled tidal breach flood level (unless it can be 
demonstrated that a permanent fixed barrier is in place to 
prevent floodwater from entering any sleeping accommodation 
that is located below the modelled breach flood level). The 
Thames Estuary 2100 Plan (TE2100) focuses on the maintenance 
and raising of tidal walls and embankments, which should be a 
key priority to ensure the protection of the borough from 
current and future tidal flood risk. 
 
Additionally, revised climate change allowances were produced 
in 2016 based on improved climate science that reflect the 
catchment characteristics within each river basin district, and 
new tidal breach modelling was produced in 2017/18. You 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Adapting to the consequences of climate change. 
Tidal Flooding already is a priority for the Council. Policy CE2 f 
requires development adjacent to the Thames to be set back 
from the Thames flood defence to enable the sustainable and 
cost effective upgrade of flood defences and to implement any 
other recommendations of the Thames Estuary 2100 plan 
(TE2100). 
 
The vision of a Local Plan needs to be succinct and cannot cover 
in detail all the issues the Borough faces or incorporate all the 
policies. Therefore, any climate change and flood risk issue is 
ŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ΨŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǾƛǎƛƻƴΦ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
We are aware of the reviewed climate change allowances. The 
SFRA will be reviewed and updated to reflect updates to other 
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should therefore look to update your Strategic Flood Risk 
Assessment (SFRA) to ensure that it incorporates the latest flood 
risk data as an evidence based document to support the 
strategic site allocations of your new local plan. 
 
Riverside strategies 
 
The concept is for local authorities to produce riverside 
strategies to improve flood risk management in the vicinity of 
the river, create better access to and along the riverside and 
improve the riverside environment. This includes ensuring the 
provision of the raising of tidal flood defences to adapt to future 
climate change, and the provision of access to the riverside to 
ensure connectivity with the River Thames. Therefore a strategic 
priority for the borough in the new local plan vision should be to 
ensure access to the riverside is protected, enhanced and adapts 
to the challenges of climate change and population growth. 
Biodiversity Net gain 
 
The London Plan (draft 2019) encourages maximising urban 
greening and creating green open spaces to provide attractive 
places for Londoners to relax and play, and helps make the city 
more resilient to the effects of climate change. Landscaping and 
urban greening should be designed to ecologically enhance and, 
where possible, physically connect, existing parks and open 
ǎǇŀŎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ bttC ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ƛƴ ǇŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘ мтл ǘƘŀǘ άǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ 
and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and 
ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ōȅΤ Χ Řύ ƳƛƴƛƳƛǎƛƴƎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ ƻƴ ŀƴŘ Ǉroviding 
ƴŜǘ Ǝŀƛƴǎ ŦƻǊ ōƛƻŘƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅέΦ ¢ƻ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘƛǎΣ ŀ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ 
the borough should be for land use proposals to achieve 
biodiversity net gain where it is feasible and proportionate to do 
so.  

guidance documents and plans. The Local Flood Risk 
Management Strategy will be updated afterwards.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
The need for a riverside strategy will be considered as part of 
the NLPR.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section 13 of the Greening SPD demonstrates our direction of 
travel on biodiversity, outlining the requirement that all 
development should have due regard for the protection and 
enhancement of biodiversity with the additional requirement for 
a 10% net gain with major development, which is in line with the 
New London Plan.  
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The Pembridge 
Association (Fiona 
Fleming-Brown)  

¢ƘŜ tŜƳōǊƛŘƎŜ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ όάt!έύ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜ ƻŦ 
strong local consultation, and we object to the proposals in the 
²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊ όάt²tέύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿƛƭƭ ǿŜŀƪŜƴ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ 
involvement and that of our democratically elected 
representatives. The proposed National Planning Policy 
CǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ όάbttCέύ ǿƛǘƘ ƛǘǎ ƻƴŜ ǎƛȊŜ Ŧƛǘǎ ŀƭƭ άtƭŀƴ ŦƻŎǳǎǎŜŘ 
tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎέ ǾŜǎǘǎ ǘƻƻ ƳǳŎƘ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ ǘhe hands of national 
government, property professionals and the inspectorate who 
are not locally accountable. It does not allow enough proper and 
useful scrutiny from those who live in local areas and who often 
have the greatest insight into the impact of planning 
applications. We are concerned that over reliance on the Local 
Plan will not prove a sufficiently flexible guide in situations 
where the future needs of communities can change rapidly, such 
as the current COVID-19 crisis, in contrast to the current system 
of multi layered and locally based decision making. 
 
We are concerned to preserve the green spaces of our 
conservation area including front and rear gardens from hard 
surfaces and over development. We would also like to see 
robust requirements for communal green spaces (a rightly 
celebrated characteristic of Notting Hill) extended to new 
developments in RBKC as an aid to social cohesion, biodiversity 
and enhancement of daily life in what are often small dwelling 
units.  
 
²Ŝ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳƛǘƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ ŀ ƎǊŜŜƴŜǊ ŀƴŘ 
sustainable borough and hope that RBKC will resist pressure to 
permit hard paving over of garden areas both front and back. 
This is an issue where more off- street parking is sought and also 
where the over development of sites into back gardens reduces 
the run-off area and reduces biodiversity. All of these 
ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ tƭŀƴ 
1.15 

The Council shares many of the concerns relating to the possible 
planning reforms set out within the White Paper.  However, we 
will have to follow the new legislation as and when it becomes 
law. 
 
The Council recognises the importance of green space and is not 
ŀǿŀǊŜ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ bƻǘǘƛƴƎ IƛƭƭΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴŀƭ ƎǊŜŜƴ 
spaces. 
 
The Council shares the view that development should not 
increase local run off and requires new hard standings to be 
permeable. 
 
The Council notes that the consultee intends to make further 
representations to justify the inclusion of Notting Hill Gate within 
ŀƴ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ άŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴέΦ  ²Ŝ ŀǿŀƛǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƛǘƘ 
interest. 
 
The Council notes that the consultees seek stronger protection 
for Listed Buildings.  The Council has an obligation to require 
development to protect the heritage significance of listed 
buildings, and we have a team of officers who consider listed 
building applications.  What may, or may not, be appropriate will 
be a view taken by our highly trained and professional officers.  
{ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ƴŜǿ ōŀǎŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ 
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Our local neighbourhood retail centre is Notting Hill Gate 
όάbIDέύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ 
!ǊŜŀ όά/!έύΦ !ǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ Ŧŀƭƭ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ trotected Area we will be 
submitting a joint document with organisations which border 
NHG including the Hillgate Village Residents Association 
όάI±w!έύΣ ¢ƘŜ /ŀƳǇŘŜƴ Iƛƭƭ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ όά/Iw!έ ύ 
and former Committee members of the Notting Hill Gate 
Improvements Group. We seek the reclassification of this area 
to better serve local needs, specifically with regard to retail 
provision and to address some of its current issues. It is not just 
άǘƘŜ DŀǘŜǿŀȅ ǘƻ tƻǊǘƻōŜƭƭƻέ ό[ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ {ŜǇǘ нлмфύ ōǳǘ ŀƴ 
important centre with a strong but submerged local character. 
Within our CA we also represent Westbourne Grove which we 
feel was not sufficiently described in the last Local Plan. In 
marked contrast to both NHG and Kensington High Street it has 
proved to be relatively resilient to the impact of the modal shift 
to on-line shopping and the pandemic. There are some 
transferable ideas from this retail area in terms of public 
amenity and place making which we believe are significant not 
least the enhancement of what we term Meaningful Greening 
which benefits residents, especially those in the social housing 
units around Portobello Court, retailers and tourists alike. 
We seek stronger protection for our listed buildings especially 
the need to preserve original features. We reject the use of 
ƎŜƴŜǊƛŎ άƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǘȅǇŜέ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŀƴŘƻƳƭȅ ŎƻǇƛŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ 
buildings rather than the restoration of the original fabric and 
replication of original features. The addition of swimming pools 
is especially unsuitable for listed buildings as it produces effluent 
humid air and requires invasive electromechanical and energy 
consuming machinery, as does air conditioning.  
 
²Ŝ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ƘŀǊŘ ǿƻƴ ōŀƴ ƻƴ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǳƴŘŜǊ 
basements/double basements for a number of reasons: It 
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removes all the history in the ground by removing antique 
foundations and the earth figure. It also risks loss of original 
paved or brick floors of low walls and threatens the stability of 
the main building during construction, the recent collapse of 
two listed buildings in Chelsea, October 2020 during basement 
excavations are a case in point.  

C David  1 There is nothing on private cars and the need to reduce the 
use of cars and get people to walk, cycle or use public transport 
vehicles and trains/tubes. 
 
2 There is nothing on removing the busy TFL red routes that 
criss-cross the borough and cause our unacceptable and illegal 
levels of air pollution. 
 
3 There is not enough on housing - genuine social housing and 
housing for key workers 
 
4 There is nothing here in the process on deliberative 
democracy - enabling the residents and other stakeholders (not 
just the council) to identify and agree the issues for the local 
plan  

The vision is intended to be concise.  We fully recognise the need 
to reduce reliance on the private car.  This should be reflected by 
ǘƘŜ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎ ƻƴ άƎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǾƛǎƛƻƴΦ  Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ 
ǘƘŜ άǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘέ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊΦ 
 
The Council cannot remove red routes, and as such this will not 
form part of the new Local Plan.   
 
Comment need for genuine affordable housing noted.  This does 
ŦƻǊƳ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ƻǿƴ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊΦ  ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
Housing Department (referenced in the Housing Strategy) is 
exploring the provision of homes for key workers.   
 
The purpose of this issues paper is to ask residents and other 
stakeholders to identify the issues for the local plan.  Ultimately 
the plan will be examined by PINS who will assess its soundness.  
Residents will be invited to engage at each stage of the process 
and to attend the examination if they choose to do so.  

Clean Air in London 
(Simon Birkett)  

Please commit to being an exemplar in sustainable city living by 
complying fully with international laws, standards, guidelines 
and best practices. 
 
Please include your pledge to achieve net zero by 2030 and 
2040.  

This local plan differs from past version in that we do intend to 
make it explicit that green issues and the environment will be at 
heart of new development.  This reflects the declaration last year 
of a climate emergency and the desire for the Council to be 
carbon neutral by 2030, with support for the wider community to 
be carbon neutral bey 2040.    

Andre Michaud  Focus on creating safer neighbourhoods with a greater 
community feel. Local shops and coffee shops, restaurants to 

The Council recognises the value of it town centres and the many 
ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜΦ ¢ƘŜ άǿŀƭƪŀōƭŜ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘέ Ƴŀȅ 
be a useful tool to help support this function. 
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create a lively ambience in designated areas so that there is a 
mix for all ages to use. Local amenities within easy reach  

Rosemary Andreae  Valuing what is beautiful in the Borough. 
Promoting Heritage. 
 
Cheap accommodation for core workers. 
 
Support local businesses. 
 
Consider local residents in building applications, including noise 
and time taken on new projects.  

The protection of our built heritage is, and will continue to be a 
central strand of our Local Plan. 
 
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ Iƻǳsing Department (referenced in the Housing 
Strategy) is exploring the provision of homes for key workers.   
 
The Local Plan supports all businesses and recognises that 
diversity and flexibility it of prime importance. 
 
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ /ƻŘŜ ƻŦ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŘƻŜǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ 
construction on local residents.  However, we do recognise that 
development must be allowed to go ahead, and that some 
disturbance may be inevitable.  

Tom Bennett  The third bullet of 1.15 says that development must be 'to the 
highest quality'. We should also aspire for it to be '*beautiful* 
and of the highest quality'.  

bƻǘŜŘΦ  ά.ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ōŜŀǳǘƛŦǳƭέ ŀƭǎƻ ŦƻǊƳ ǇŀǊǘ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ 
agenda for planning as set out in the White Paper.  

Savills (Matt Lloyd-Ruck)  Representing Commercial Estates Group Ltd 
 
¢ƘŜ bŜǿ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴΩǎ όb[tύ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŀƴ ƻǾŜǊŀǊŎƘƛƴƎ 
objective for economic growth within the borough, in light of 
the impact COVID-мф Ƙŀǎ ƘŀŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜǎ ŀƴŘ 
Economy. 
 
The NLP should respond to the recognition of Royal Borough of 
Kensington and Chelsea (RBKC) Councillors towards the need to 
deliver more homes and commercial floor space in the borough 
to respond to market pressures. 
 
While it is evident how the NLP has taken regards to the recent 
tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ CǳǘǳǊŜ ²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊ όǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅΣ ƛǘΩǎ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
ȊƻƴƛƴƎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳύΣ ǘƘŜ b[tΩǎ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ŀƭǎƻ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

The Council shares the view that economic recovery/ growth 
should be an overarching ambition of the Local Plan.  We have 
commission a number of studies to consider the future need for 
new commercial floorspace.  This will allow us to draw 
conclusions with regard the correct balance between new/ 
protection of commercial and residential floorspace. 
The new Local Plan will recognise the flexibility now available 
within the newly created E class. 
 
Sustainable development is an integral part of the local plan, and 
will remain so.  Part of this will be supporting high trip generating 
uses in areas well served by public transport.   
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new Use Class Order too. The NLP should recognise the benefits 
of a flexible Use Class E, which will invigorate our High Streets 
and Town Centres by providing businesses with the framework 
and flexibility to bend to changing market conditions. Creating 
places which are of great planning benefit to RBKC will increase 
football, expenditure and jobs for local people. 
 
There should also be a recognition towards the presumption in 
favour of sustainable development around existing transport 
hubs. This includes the need to push for growth in areas with 
adequate infrastructure to support it and also the need to 
prioritise pedestrian movement, a sustainable methods of 
transport, over private car use. 
 
Currently, transport hubs such as Sloane Square Station appear 
illegible, cut up by traffic congestion which acts as a physical 
barrier for pedestrian movement. An emphasis on growth and 
public realm improvements will encourage pedestrian 
movement, contributing to the vibrancy and vitality of the 
.ƻǊƻǳƎƘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
moving towards a more sustainable transport system and less 
reliance on the private car use.  

CHRA (I. Margaronis)  ¢ƘŜ /ŀƳǇŘŜƴ Iƛƭƭ w! όά/Iw!έύ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ 
local consultation, and we object to the proposals in the White 
tŀǇŜǊ όάt²tέύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿƛƭƭ ǿŜŀƪŜƴ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ 
and that of our democratically elected representatives. The 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ tƻƭƛŎȅ CǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ όάbttCέύ ǿƛǘƘ ƛǘǎ 
ƻƴŜ ǎƛȊŜ Ŧƛǘǎ ŀƭƭ άtƭŀƴ ŦƻŎǳǎǎŜŘ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎέ ǾŜǎǘǎ ǘƻƻ ƳǳŎƘ ǇƻǿŜǊ 
in the hands of national government, property professionals and 
the inspectorate who are not locally accountable and have little 
local knowledge. It does not allow enough proper and useful 
scrutiny from those who live in local areas and who often have 
the greatest insight into the impact of planning applications. We 
are concerned that over reliance on the Local Plan will not prove 

The Council shares many of the concerns relating to the possible 
planning reforms set out within the White Paper.  However, we 
will have to follow the new legislation as and when it becomes 
law. 
 
The Council recognises the importance of green space and is not 
aware of any development within Notting HƛƭƭΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴŀƭ ƎǊŜŜƴ 
spaces. 
 
The Council shares the view that development should not 
increase local run off and requires new hard standings to be 
permeable. 
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a sufficiently flexible guide in situations where the future needs 
of communities can change rapidly, such as the current COVID-
19 crisis, in contrast to the current system of multi layered and 
locally based decision making. 
 
We are concerned to preserve the green spaces of our 
conservation area including front and rear gardens from hard 
surfaces and from over development. We would also like to see 
robust requirements for communal green spaces (a rightly 
celebrated characteristic of Notting Hill) extended to new 
developments in RBKC as an aid to social cohesion, biodiversity 
and enhancement of daily life in what are often small dwelling 
units.  
²Ŝ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳƛǘƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ ŀ ƎǊŜŜƴŜǊ ŀƴŘ 
sustainable borough and hope that RBKC will resist pressure to 
permit hard paving over of garden areas both front and back. 
This is an issue where more off- street parking is sought and also 
where the over development of sites into back gardens reduces 
the run-off area and reduces biodiversity. All of these 
ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ tƭŀƴ 
1.15 
 
Our local neighbourhood retail centre is Notting Hill Gate 
όάbIDέύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ 
!ǊŜŀ όά/!έύΦ !ǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ Ŧŀƭƭ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ tǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ !ǊŜŀ ǿŜ will be 
submitting a joint document with organisations which border 
NHG including the Hillgate Village Residents Association 
όάI±w!έύΣ ¢ƘŜ tŜƳōǊƛŘƎŜ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ όάt!έύ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ 
Committee members of the Notting Hill Gate Improvements 
Group. We seek the reclassification of this area to better serve 
local needs, specifically with regard to retail provision and to 
ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ƛǎǎǳŜǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ Ƨǳǎǘ άǘƘŜ DŀǘŜǿŀȅ ǘƻ 
tƻǊǘƻōŜƭƭƻέ ό[ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ {ŜǇǘ нлмфύ ōǳǘ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ 
a strong but submerged local character. 

 
The Council notes that the consultee intends to make further 
representations to justify the inclusion of Notting Hill Gate within 
ŀƴ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ άŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴέΦ  ²Ŝ ŀǿŀƛǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƛǘƘ 
interest. 
 
The Council notes that the consultees seek stronger protection 
for Listed Buildings.  The Council has an obligation to require 
development to protect the heritage significance of listed 
buildings, and we have a team of officers who consider listed 
building applications.  What may, or may not, be appropriate will 
be a view taken by our highly trained and professional officers.  
{ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ƴŜǿ ōŀǎŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ 
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Within the area covered by these RAs, we also represent 
Westbourne Grove which we feel was not sufficiently described 
in the last Local Plan. In marked contrast to both NHG and 
Kensington High Street, it has proved to be relatively resilient to 
the impact of the modal shift to on-line shopping and the 
pandemic. There are some transferable ideas from this retail 
area in terms of public amenity and place making which we 
believe are significant not least the enhancement of what we 
term Meaningful Greening which benefits residents, especially 
those in the social housing units around Portobello Court, 
retailers and tourists alike. 
We seek stronger protection for our listed buildings especially 
the need to preserve original features. We reject the use of 
ƎŜƴŜǊƛŎ άƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǘȅǇŜέ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŀƴŘƻƳƭȅ ŎƻǇƛŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ 
buildings rather than the restoration of the original fabric and 
replication of original features. The addition of swimming pools 
is especially unsuitable for listed buildings as it produces humid 
air effluent and requires invasive electromechanical and energy 
consuming machinery, as does air conditioning.  
 
²Ŝ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ w.Y/Ωǎ ƘŀǊŘ ǿƻƴ ōŀƴ ƻƴ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǳƴŘŜǊ 
basements/double basements for a number of reasons: It 
removes all the history in the ground by removing antique 
foundations and the earth figure. It also risks loss of original 
paved or brick floors and potentially threatens the stability of 
the main building during construction, the recent collapse of 
two listed buildings in Chelsea, October 2020 during basement 
excavations are a case in point. Basements inevitably also 
damage adjoining terraced buildings by creating differences in 
the relative stiffness of their foundations.  

{ǘ IŜƭŜƴΩǎ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ό{ǘŜǾŜ 
Divall)  

Supportive of the vision outlined in 1.15 
In addition, the Covid pandemic has reinforced enormous 
importance of local community and it would be good to reflect 

Support noted. 



28 

 

Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

this (in keeping with the longstanding theme in RBKC Plans of 
ΨYŜŜǇƛƴƎ ƭƛŦŜ ƭƻŎŀƭΩΦύ  

N/A (Gayle Verdi)  I should very much like you to take responsibility for Rifle Place 
²ммΣ ƻŦŦ {ŀƛƴǘ !ƴƴŜΩǎ wƻŀŘΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀ Ψƴƻ ƳŀƴΩǎ ƭŀƴŘΩ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ǘƻ 
its maintenance. A sewer regularly overflows running across the 
public footpath, dangerous in these times of increased health 
protection awareness. 
1. It is impossible to locate the exact spot when contacting 
Thames Water (as I have tried to do on several occasions). 
нΦ 9ŘǿŀǊŘ ²ƻƻŘǎΩ ŎŀǊŜǘŀƪŜǊ ŘŜƴƛŜǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ŎƭŜŀƴƭƛƴŜǎǎ 
of the area. 
3. LBHF ignore it. 
4. It does not feature on Google maps. 
5. It adjoins RBKC side of the road but the RBKC street sweepers 
says it is not his territory. 
 
Can you please sort this out for the health of those (frequently 
RBKC residents) who have to paddle through the muck.  

This is not a matter for the Local Plan.  This comment has been 
passed to the relevant section within our Environmental Health 
team. 

Archer Highways 
England  

Having examined the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea: 
New Local Plan Review: Borough Issues consultation documents 
and noting the distance of the Royal Borough of Kensington and 
Chelsea from the SRN, we are satisfied that its policies will not 
materially affect the safety, reliability and / or operation of the 
{wb όǘƘŜ ǘŜǎǘǎ ǎŜǘ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ 5Ŧ¢ /нκмо ǇŀǊŀΩǎ ф ϧ мл ŀƴŘ aI/[D 
NPPF para 109).  

Noted. 

James Heard  Supportive of the vision outlined in 1.15 
In addition, the Covid pandemic has reinforced enormous 
importance of local community and it would be good to reflect 
this (in keeping with the longstanding theme in RBKC Plans of 
ΨYŜŜǇƛƴƎ ƭƛŦŜ ƭƻŎŀƭΩΦύ  

Support noted. 
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The Knightsbridge 
Association (Carol 
Seymour-Newton)  

The Knightsbridge Association is concerned that in its Local Plan 
Review, RBKC is seeking to reduce parking provision, with too 
much importance given to cyclists. Many residents are not 
capable of joining the army of cyclists. 
 
The overshadowing concern is the impact of new Government 
powers over local planning policies seeking to further override 
w.Y/Ωǎ ƧǳŘƎŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎ ƻƴ ƳŀǘǘŜǊǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ 
delivery of affordable home, permitted development rights 
(most importantly in relatiƻƴ ǘƻ ΨǳǇǿŀǊŘΩ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛƻƴǎύ ŀƴŘ 
greater flexibility to change the use of commercial premises. 
 
Whilst we have been assured that listed buildings and 
ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ōŜ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ΨǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘΩ ŦǊƻƳ 
such overriding powers (and thus require local planning consent 
as before), the KA will be engaging with RBKC on further 
developments.  

Noted.   The Local Plan does not intend to seek to reduce existing 
parking provision. However, it does intend to promote policies 
which reduce dependence on the private car,  be this though 
improved public transport or support for increased walking and 
cycling. 
 
The Council shares the concerns regarding the proposals within 
the Planning White Paper. 

KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)  

We think that many will be puzzled as to how the present 
exercise fits in with the Planning White Paper and what the 
point is of making a new Local Plan when so much may change. 
This will need to be elucidated at the next stage of the 
consultation. It should also made clear that, because of the 
Grenfell disaster the Inspector required an early start on a new 
Plan. 
 
Question 1.1. What do you think should be included in the New 
[ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴΩǎ ǾƛǎƛƻƴΚ  
 
We agree that the vision should be short and at a high level of 
generality. As soon as one starts adding detail, it is almost 
impossible to avoid the Christmas tree effect. We therefore 
agree that the vision should be the bullet points in paragraph 
1.15. We think, however, that there should be a fourth bullet 
Ǉƻƛƴǘ όǇŜǊƘŀǇǎ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ άƎǊŜŜƴ ƛǎǎǳŜǎέ ƻƴŜύ ŀōƻǳǘ ŦƻǎǘŜǊƛƴƎ 

Paragraph 1.4 of the issues Paper is explicit in explaining why we 
have chosen to start the Local Plan review despite the 
uncertainty associated with the Planning White Paper. 
 
The Council shares the view that central to the new Local Plan is 
the need to support local communities.  There is value in being 
more explicit in this, even within a concise vision.   
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local communities and providing them with what they need in 
their localities (walkability etc.). Our dense network of 
ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘǎκέǾƛƭƭŀƎŜǎέ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ƛǎ ŀƴ 
essential feature of the Borough and walkability is important for 
environmental reasons.  

Units, 2,3,4,5,7,8,10 & 
11 Latimer Ind Estate 
and Ivebury Court 
(Tania Martin)  

Latimer Industrial Estate is located in the north-west corner of 
the Borough and consists of 14 light industrial units on Latimer 
Road. Latimer Road has been identified in the St Quintin and 
Woodlands Neighbourhood Plan as an area of regeneration and 
in particular the potential for redevelopment of the Industrial 
Units as mixed use building with commercial at street level and 
residential units above. Ivebury Court is a commercial building at 
the southern end of Latimer Road. 
 
Latimer Road is within the Latimer Road/Freston Road 
Employment Zone. 
 
Our response to the issues document uses the questions that 
are posed, and we have answered only those which seem most 
relevant to the Industrial Estate and Latimer Road. 
 
Q 1.1 What do you think should be included in the New Local 
tƭŀƴΩǎ ǾƛǎƛƻƴΚ 
 
We support all three of the bullet points at 1.15 of the NLPR. 
However, for roads such as Latimer Road to survive we would 
ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƴǳǊǘǳǊŜ άмр-minute 
ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘǎέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ w.Y/ tƭŀƴǎ ƻŦ ΨYŜŜǇƛƴƎ 
ƭƛŦŜ ƭƻŎŀƭΩ ŀƴŘ Ψ²ŀƭƪŀōƭŜ bŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘǎΩΦ 
 
For Latimer Road to thrive as a place to live and work, and to be 
attractive to small to medium businesses, the local area needs 
the neighbourhood to thrive and be self-sustaining in terms of 
local shops, café, chemists, health centres/GP surgeries and 

The Council supports the provision of a range of social and 
community facilities across the borough.  However, we note that 
the newly created E class does make it impossible to protect 
these uses as we have in the past. 
 
The Council supports the provision of a range of housing types to 
support the needs of our residents.  However, we also note that 
littl e development which comes forward is of a scale which 
triggers the need for affordable housing. 
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offer housing for all stages of life, particularly first-time buyers 
ŀƴŘ άŘƻǿƴǎƛȊŜǊǎέΦ  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)  ²Ŝ ŀƎǊŜŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ōǳǘ 
ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ŀŘŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜΣ ΨƎƻƻŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘΩ ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ 
needs to be part of this agenda. Without deliverable change and 
ǘƘŜ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƎƻƻŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘΩ Ŏŀƴ ōǊƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ 
be able to deliver on its three core principles of equality, 
environment and heritage / design.  

Importance of sustainable good growth noted. 

 

 
Places 

Q2.1: Do you think we have identified the correct Places? 

Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

The Labour Group - 
RBKC  

Identifying eleven or more places in the Borough where 
development can take place to provide much needed new 
homes and jobs is one thing, but providing homes that are 
affordable and satisfy the needs of the residents in those areas is 
another question. We do not support bypassing local housing 
ƴŜŜŘǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƛǎ ƭƻŎƪŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ 
developer build for profit model.  
 
So building 3,500 new homes in the Kensal Canalside 
Opportunity area in North Kensington that we are told will 
creatŜ ŀ άǿŜƭƭ-ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅέΣ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ 
will only rocket up property prices across Golborne Ward and 
North Kensington putting local shops and industry out of 
business through higher lease and rental costs if the Kensal 
housing is for top-end buyers who do not live here. New homes 
should prioritise local people in housing need, at costs they can 

The allocation for the Kensal Canalside OP reflect the scale of 
development required by the London Plan.  This reflects the 
contribution that this site can play in meeting the borougƘΩǎ 
housing needs.  This includes a significant amount of affordable 
housing. 
 
However, a development which provides affordable homes only 
will not be deliverable. 
The Council would be interested to hear how the building of 
3,500 new homes will put local shops and industry out of 
business.  This can be explored as the Local Plan is drafted. 
 
The current allocation is for a housing-led mixed use site.  It will 
include premises for a range of businesses.  
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afford, first. Where this scale of development is planned there 
should be employment on site ς not just in supermarkets but a 
wide variety. If we are serious about reducing traffic, this is an 
essential part of the story.  

Earl's Court Society 
(Malcolm Spalding)  

9ŀǊƭΩs Court site needs an SPD and guidelines, codes and a 
pattern book of its own.  

Noted. 

Sandra Yarwood  Earls Court with its rich history is missing. 
Notting Hill should be combined with Portobello  

9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ άǇƭŀŎŜΦέ 
 
The creation of separate Places for Portobello and Notting Hill 
reflects their distinct characters, and a decision intended to refect 
past comments made by local residents.  

St Quintin and 
Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum 
(Henry Peterson)  

We ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ŀ Ψ²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴΩ ƻŦ ŀ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ ǿƛƭƭ 
ŀƭƭƻǿ ŦƻǊ ΨtƭŀŎŜ /ƘŀǇǘŜǊǎΩ ǘƘŀǘ Ǝƻ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ΨȊƻƴƛƴƎΩ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ 
specific site allocations? We also think that if such chapters 
remain they should be at the back of a new Local Plan 
document, rather than the front, or even in an annexe. 
 
Lƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ мн ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ΨtƭŀŎŜǎΩΣ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ 
consulting with our membership on the merits of Latimer Road 
as one of these 12 locations. 
 
!ǎ ŀ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ΨtƭŀŎŜΩ ƛƴ ŀ ƴŜǿ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƳŀƭƭ ŀǊŜŀ ƛǎ ƴot 
ǊŜƳƻǘŜƭȅ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŀōƭŜ ƛƴ ǎƛȊŜ ƻǊ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ΨtƭŀŎŜǎΩ ƻŦ 
Kensal or Kensington High Street 
 
Latimer Road is a single street which includes four separate 
sections designated since the 1990s as part of the 
Freston/Latimer Employment Zone. The street has been 
physically separated by the Westway from Freston Road since 
the 1970s. 
 
¢Ƙƛǎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƳǳŎƘ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŦƛǾŜ ΨtƭŀŎŜǎΩ 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǎ ΨŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΩΦ ²Ŝ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜŀ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŀǊǘ 

These detailed comments relating to Latimer Road will be 
considered as the Local Plan is drafted.   
The reference to Latimer in the Issues document was to recognise 
the area around the Grenfell Tower and Lancaster Road (West). 
This was as set out in the Issues document. The Council has been 
working with the residents of the Lancaster West Estate and aims 
for the estate to be a model for exemplary community housing 
which is carbon neutral by 2030. A series of green initiatives are 
planned for the estate and this will be further developed as we 
progress with the NLPR. 
 
This will include 

¶ the appropriaǘŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ŀ άtƭŀŎŜέ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ 
Latimer Road Employment Zone  

¶ the nature/ scope of this place and whether it could be 
extended to include North Pole Road. 

¶ Whether Latimer Road should be considered separately 
from any possible future renewal of housing estates in 
the area. 

¶ ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛƴ ƴƻ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ άƻǾŜǊǊǳƭŜέ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ 
within the SQWNP (polices which currently take 
precedence over those in the 2019 Local Plan), we must 
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of North Kensington receiving more focus in a new Local Plan, as 
there are longstanding problems of underinvestment in the 
area. But in the preparation of  the new Local Plan there needs 
to be clarity that: 
 
ω [ŀǘƛƳŜǊ wƻŀŘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ŀ ΨǊŜƴŜǿŀƭΩ ȊƻƴŜ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ŀ 
ΨƎǊƻǿǘƘΩ ȊƻƴŜ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊ Ŏŀtegories and for 
ΨƎŜƴǘƭŜ ƛƴǘŜƴǎƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǇ ŀǘ ǇŀƎŜ мт 
of the Issues paper, but paragraph 22.1 of the Issues document 
ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǎƛȄ ΨǇƭŀŎŜǎΩ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ΨŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘΩ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ 
ǘƻ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǎ ΨŀǊŜŀǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƴŜǿ ŘŜǾŜlopment can take 
place. Latimer Road cannot sensibly be categorised in such 
terms. 
ω ¢ƘŜ {ǘv² bŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ tƭŀƴ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ нлмр ǘƘŜ ǎŎƻǇŜ ŦƻǊ 
50-80 housing units to be delivered over time, through 
redevelopment of the light industrial/warehouse units 1-14, with 
new housing above employment space within policy LR5 on 
building heights. We understand that RBKC have assumed the 80 
unit figure in its housing trajectory forecasts. 
ω !ǎ ŀ ǎŜǘ ƻŦ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ-ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƛƴ ŀ ΨƳŀŘŜΩ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ 
plan these policies will continue to take precedence (under the 
NPPF) over Borough-wide policies in the 2019 Local Plan. (This 
position is acknowledged in the 2019 Local Plan). 
ω ¢ƘŜ ƴŜǿ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀǎǎǳǊŀƴŎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 
intending to reverse the policies for Latimer Road achieved via 
the neighbourhood plan and will at least consider extension of 
the scope for mixed use (see our comments on RBKC Policy CF5 
below). 
 
We think it would be worth the Council considering the North 
Pole Road shopping frontagŜǎ ŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜŘ ΨtƭŀŎŜΩ ǿƛǘƘ 
Latimer Road. So too could the St Quintin Gardens/Highlever/St 
vǳƛƴǘƛƴ !ǾŜƴǳŜ ΨǘǊƛŀƴƎƭŜΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŀƴ [ŀǘƛƳŜǊ 
Road alone was discussed and provisionally agreed with RBKC 

explore the future relationship between the SQWNP 
and the Local Plan.  This will be necessary given the 
referendum supporting the SQWNP was held in 2016, 
and the adoption of the new Local Plan is likely to be 
2023.   

¶ Whether it is appropriate to take the policies within the 
current SQWNP forward into the new Local Plan.  

¶ Any allocations within the SQWNP. 

¶ The impact on possible White Paper zoning on the area 
 
The Council notes that the vision for Latimer Road is ambitious.  It 
is not, however, overly ambitious.  New development can provide 
the premises required to create a hub for creatives, as well as 
άǎƻƳŜ ƴŜǿ ƘƻƳŜǎέΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜŘ ŀǘ ŀ ƭŀǘŜǊ ŘŀǘŜΦ  ²Ŝ Řƻ 
note that this ambition is not dependent on the underpass to 
Imperial College. 
 
The Council awaits with interest the results of the White Paper 
consultation and the nature of the new planning zones.  It is 
possible that the nature of these zones may change.  However, it 
should be noted that the Council has not indicated that Latimer 
wƻŀŘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ άƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀǊŜŀέΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ 
intention to do so.   
 
The Council does recognise that the inclusion of possible future 
zones may be problematic.  However, the purpose of the issues 
paper was to consider the issues at the earliest possible stage.  It 
is likely that there may be greater certainty in this regard in later 
iterations of the plan. 
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officers in late 2019, when discussions on a design code and SPD 
for the street were started. 
 
As one of very few entry/exit points to RBKC this street badly 
needs focus on its traffic congestion, and liaison with LBHF on 
enforcement of parking restrictions. One long-term vacant shop 
has been reopened as a health and wellbeing store which has 
been widely welcomed. But the viability of the shopping parade 
remains marginal. Funding for CCTV has been sought by the 
StQW Forum as a NCIL bid. 
 
It would also be worth RBKC considering the Freston Road part 
of the combined EZ. 
 
The table at page 13 makes the following claim 
 
We see this as over-promising. Policy LR3 in the StQW Plan is 
indeed To encourage building uses which support the creative 
and cultural industries, and which contribute to the Royal 
Borough's policies on Cultural Placemaking and RBKC Core 
Strategy Policy CR6. Similar aims are expressed by the Council 
for the Kensal and Freston Road Employment Zones. We are 
keen not to raise false expectations of local residents, 
particularly when the planned Wood Lane/Latimer Road 
underpass remains subject to final go-ahead from Imperial 
College (due early 2021). 
 
We also feel that an element of confusion has crept into the 
terminology used in the NLPR document, as between the labels 
proposed iƴ ǘƘŜ ²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊ ŦƻǊ ΨȊƻƴŜǎΩ ŀǎ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
ǳǎŜŘ ōȅ w.Y/Φ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ŦƻǊ [ƻŎŀƭ 
Plans involve the identification of all land under three categories 
labelled as Growth, Renewal and Protection, any use of the term 
ΨƎǊƻǿǘƘΩ ƴŜŜds to take account of this new context and should 
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ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ǘƻ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ΨǊŜƴŜǿŀƭΩ 
areas. 
 
In the 2015 Consolidated Local Plan and in the 2018 Local Plan 
tŀǊǘƛŀƭ wŜǾƛŜǿΣ ǘƘŜ [ŀǘƛƳŜǊ ΨtƭŀŎŜΩ ŎƻǾŜǊǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ 
Latimer Road Underground station and the two parts of the 
{ƛƭŎƘŜǎǘŜǊ 9ǎǘŀǘŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƳŀǇ ŀƴŘ ΨǾƛǎƛƻƴΩ ŦƻǊ [ŀǘƛƳŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
documents related to estate renewal proposals planned at that 
time, but then dropped by the Council post Grenfell. The 2019 
Local Plan makes only brief reference to a Latimer ΨtƭŀŎŜΩ ŀƴŘ 
includes no map defining its boundaries. 
 
aƻǎǘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ ƻǊ ƴŜŀǊ [ŀǘƛƳŜǊ wƻŀŘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǎŀȅ ΨL ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ 
{ǘ IŜƭŜƴǎΩ ŀƴŘ ŦŜǿ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ Ψ[ŀǘƛƳŜǊΩ ŀǎ ŀ 
place. As a result of historic changes in the road network Latimer 
Road is over half a mile and a 12 minute walk from Latimer Road 
Underground station (a fact that causes much confusion to 
visitors to the area). 
 
We support the idea that Lancaster West and the Grenfell Tower 
site should be covered as a separate section of the a new Local 
Plan, given that the consequences of the fire and of the 
regeneration of the estate will remain a major issue in the 
Borough for many years to come.  

Lucia Scalisi  There are more- what is happening to Sutton house dwellings 
Chelsea Green?  
LΩƳ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ŀōƻǳǘ /ƘŜƭǎŜŀ CŀǊƳŜǊǎ aŀǊƪŜǘ ϧ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ŦƻǊ ƛǘΦ {ŜŜƳ ǘƻ ōŜ ǉǳƛǘŜ ΨƘƛŘŘŜƴΩΚ  

The Sutton House redevelopment will have been determined 
before the publication of the Local Plan in 2023.  As such it will 
not be included. 
 
The Council does not have any proposals before it for Chelsea 
Farmer Market.  Any proposal will be consulted on in the normal 
manner if or when submitted.   

Greg Hammond  It wasn't clear from the maps in the consultation document that 
there were eleven places or where they were. There are various 

Noted.   Future iterations of the Local Plan will be explicit in the 
nature of any places, 
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lists of types of places, but none of the combinations add up to 
eleven.  

Kerry Davis-Head  Lots village cannot accommodate more growth. it needs more 
green space not more development  

Noted.  The sites identified for possible future development are 
those identified within the current Local Plan.  These are 
considered to be sites which are appropriate for development. 

Octavia Housing 
(Andrew Brown)  

These are areas of distinctive character and prevent the borough 
having a single style and feel.  

The Council concurs with the view that the Borough is not 
homogeneous in nature.  

Nigel Crump  Impossible to say. We now live in a different world, so flexibility 
has got to be key.  

Noted. 

Oonagh Wohanka  Huge examples such as the De Vere gardens and now the new 
proposed development off Kensington Square are examples of 
more housing for the wealthy that remain half empty even 
though everything is apparently sold  

Noted.   The way market homes are occupied is not a planning 
matter, and cannot be the subject of a policy with the Local Plan. 

G Thomson  We agree with the designation of Earls Court as an Area of 
Change and as a Growth Area. The cleared site is highly 
sustainable by virtue of its location between three underground 
stations and it is one of very few sites that can deliver 
development at scalŜ ǘƻ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ 
and ambitions for economic growth through the creation of new 
jobs. The designation of Earls Court as an Area of Change and as 
a Growth Area is consistent with the London Plan which has 
designated the Site as an opportunity area and in doing so, 
established a framework for significant change in this location.  

Support for designation as a growth area noted.   

Gerald Eve (Peter 
Edgar)  

It is considered the identified places are correct. The focus on 
promoting South Kensington as a world-class cultural destination 
and suggested improvements to public realm are supported. The 
ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ŀƛƳ ǘƻ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ YƴƛƎƘǘǎōǊƛŘƎŜ ŀǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ Ƴƻǎǘ 
exclusive national and international shopping destinations is also 
supported  

Support noted. 

Quod (Ben Ford)  The Council recognise that the borough contains areas that can 
accommodate growth. It references Kensal Canalside 

Support for designation as Kensal Canalside OA as a growth area 
is noted. 
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Opportunity Area. 
 
Q 2.2 The Council will look again at the existing visions for these 
Places and consider whether remain appropriate. Do you have 
any views on the visions for the Places in the current Local Plan 
and how the new ones should be drafted? ς The vison for Kensal 
Canalside should be re-Ŏŀǎǘ ǘƻ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ 
requirements and the emerging OAPF for the growth area. This 
area should be classified as a Growth area suitable for 
substantial development. This is particularly important as the 
majority of the borough is proposed to be a protected area 
where only limited development is likely to be appropriate. 
Kensal Canalside represents only one of two Growth Areas, and 
because of this, development should be maximised in these 
locations as required by the Rt Hon Robert Jenrick Secretary of 
State for Housing, Communities and Local Government in his 
letter to Sadiq Khan the Mayor of London in his letter of 13 
March 2020.  

Port of London 
Authority (Michael 
Atkins)  

To note place 6 appears to include the Safeguarded Cremorne 
Wharf, safeguarded by Ministerial Direction and supported by 
policy in the current (policy 7.26) and emerging (policy SI 15) 
London Plan and the adopted 2019 Local Plan in policy (CE3 
Waste). To note in September 2020, the Housing Minister 
informed the Deputy Mayor for Planning, Regeneration and 
Skills on behalf of the Secretary of State confirming their 
agreement with the recommendations included in the GLA's 
Implementation Report ς Safeguarded Wharves Review 2018-
2019. which includes the recommendation for Cremorne Wharf 
to continue to be Safeguarded.  
 
Therefore it must be made clear in the proposed Local Plan 
including the waste policy and specifically within an amended 
waterways policy that the borough will continue to safeguard 
Cremorne Wharf and actively promote its use for water-borne 

The Council is aware of the safeguarded wharf status of 
Cremorne Wharf, and the implications there.  Tis will be reflected 
by any relevant allocations and associated policies. 
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freight transport, in line with Ministerial Safeguarding Directions 
and London Plan.  
 
As part of this it is considered that the proposed Local Plan must 
include reference to the Agent of Change principle, introduced in 
paragraph 182 of the 2018 NPPF and policies D12 and SI15 of 
the emerging London Plan with regard residential development 
which states that development proposals adjacent to or 
opposite safeguarded wharves (including vacant wharves) 
should be designed to minimise the potential for conflicts of use 
and disturbance, in line with the Agent of Change principle. This 
must be referred to in the proposed Local Plan.  

DP9 (Kate Outterside)  Q 2.1 Do you think we have identified the correct Places? 
 
We agree with the places identified with Borough Issues 
Consultation document.  

Noted. 

Historic England (Katie 
Parsons )  

Fig 2.1 (p11) ς Ψ!ǊŜŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘΩΦ DƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ 
early stage of the plan is understandable that these are only 
loosely defined. As the plan progresses we hope to see definitive 
boundaries. Some of the areas included are large and include 
parts of conservation areas and listed buildings. The potential 
heritage impacts of large-scale development in these areas need 
to be considered at plan stage. 
 
ω YŜƴǎŀƭ ς the setting of Kensal Green Cemetery should be 
considered when the potential massing of development in this 
area is being masterplanned. Particular attention should be paid 
to how enhancements can be delivered to tackle Heritage at 
Risk.  
ω DƻƭōƻǊƴŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ¢ǊŜƭƭƛŎƪ ¢ƻǿŜǊ όDǊŀŘŜ LLϝύ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ 
be carefully considered, as well as the nearby Oxford Gardens 
conservation area. 
ω [ŀǘƛƳŜǊ wƻŀŘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ hȄŦƻǊŘ DŀǊŘŜƴǎ 

The Council is aware that any future development within the 
άŀǊŜŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ Ƴǳǎǘ ƘŀǾe regard to the 
impact that this will have upon any appropriate heritage assets. 
 
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƛǎ ŀǿŀǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ άǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ 
ŀǊŜŀǎέ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ƛƳǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ƘŜǊƴƛŀǘŜ ŀǎǎŜǘǎΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ 
may have implications of the scale and the nature of 
development which may be appropriate.   



39 

 

Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

conservation area. 
ω пκр 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘκ²ŀǊǿƛŎƪ wƻŀŘ ς this area is adjacent to the 
Philbeach conservation area, and the Brompton Cemetery 
conservation area, which contains many listed structures. 
ω сκт [ƻǘǎ wƻŀŘκ²ƻǊƭŘΩǎ 9ƴŘ ς Lots Road power station is Grade 
II listed, and this area is mostly within the Lots Village 
conservation area. 
 
2.2 It is noted that the Council has committed to end estate 
regeneration on its housing estates within the borough. Given 
that these estates make up roughly half of all land outside 
conservation areas within the borough, this decision will have 
significant impacts on development pressures in the remaining 
land outside conservation areas, much of which also contains, or 
is part of the setting of, designated heritage assets. It would be 
helpful to have a review of existing permission on sites which 
have been identified as having growth potential. It may be that 
they could actually accommodate an increased capacity for 
example.  

Linda Wade  9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ƘŀŘ ŀƴ {t5 ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǎǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ŀ ǊƻōǳǎǘΣ 
imaginative one again. Also, guidelines, codes, and a pattern 
book to cover height, density, massing, scale, materials, and 
greening  
 
Essential that within the guidelines is the need for a solution to 
be found to improve connectivity going north under the A4 
ōǊƛŘƎŜ ǘƻ ¢ŜǎŎƻΩǎΤ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ [ƛƭƭƛŜ /ŀƴŀƭ .ǊƛŘƎŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘ ǘƻ 
West Brompton Overground Station and a step free access 
connection to EŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘǳƴƴŜƭ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ 
Warwick Road.  
 
An examination of the covering of the side area adjacent to the 
Warwick Way walkway to increase access area, create space for 
cycle parking.  

The council recognises the need for a integrated plan for the 
ǿƛŘŜǊ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ !ǊŜŀΦ   
 
The Council will consider ways to increase connectivity in the 
area and to improve links to existing stations. 
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Andre Hellstrom  Kensal Canalside is unused and it's a waste. I live by the canal 
and I thank God every day how lucky I am to live next to 
houseboats passing by. It's priceless. More people should be 
able to live like me. And if you build a bit higher, many will.  

Support for development of Kensal Canalside noted. 

TfL Planning, Transport 
for London (Richard 
Carr )  

Section 2 - Areas of change Kensal 
We note the aspirations for this Opportunity Area. The 
residential and office developments should be car free (apart 
from Blue Badge parking) and car parking for other uses should 
be minimised in line with the approach to car parking set out in 
Policy T6 of the ItPLP. 
 
9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘκ²ŀǊǿƛŎƪ wƻŀŘ 
 
We note the aspirations for this Opportunity Area which extends 
into the adjacent borough; the residential and commercial 
developments should all be car free (apart from Blue Badge 
parking) in line with the approach to car parking set out in Policy 
T6 of the ItPLP. 
 
TfL Commercial Development will provide separate comments 
due to their interest in strategic sites 4 and 5.  

Any development within, and outside, the Opportunity areas will 
reflect the parking standards as set out in the London Plan. 

William Wilson  Don't know what has been outlined, communication is not good  Noted. 

Bruno de Florence  The entire borough should be considered a distinctive place.  Noted.    

Bikeworks CIC (David 
Dansky)  

Mostly though would like to see more around Dalgarno and 
North Pole, especially revitalising the high street in North Pole 
by reducing/Calming traffic  

Noted.  The Council supports initiatives to revitalise all its centres, 
and recognises that street improvements can play a significant 
role in this regard.   

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)  

NHG in both the last Local Plan and this consultation document 
ƛǎ ƴƻǘΣ ƛƴ ƻǳǊ ǾƛŜǿ ŎƻǊǊŜŎǘƭȅ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎŜŘΦ ²Ŝ ǊŜƧŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ άƳŀƧƻǊ 
office ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴέ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƻǊΦ Lƴ ŀ Ǉƻǎǘ-covid world, opportunities 
to work from home aided by the rapid rise in online 
communications technology will result in the need for less office 
space. Many of those companies across London which maintain 

Notwithstanding the comments received, Notting Hill Gate is a 
centre which does contain a significant amount of office 
floorspace.  This is not to say that this will not fall as a result of 
the changing employment patterns associated with the Covid-19 
pandemic.   The nature of changing demand is the subject of an 
ELPS which has been commissioned by the Council. 
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offices are already downsizing and falling rents in West End and 
City locations indicate that there is a considerable over supply in 
ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǇƛǇŜƭƛƴŜ ǇǊŜƳƛǎŜǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭΦ Lƴ ŀ άŦƭƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ 
ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅέΣ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ bID ŀǊŜ ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ 
pressure. 
 
Wyman & !ǊǳǇΩǎ ±ƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ [ƻƴŘƻƴ нлнр ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜǎ ŀƴ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ 
plan to create start up hubs and more affordable workspaces for 
smaller businesses with a fifth of office tenants being new 
occupiers within 5 years. These types of initiatives highlight the 
challenges and also the opportunities for secondary locations 
such as NHG which has recently increased its new and 
refurbished office premises (United House, completed 2020, 
David Game House refurbished and extended, 2019, and the 
forthcoming substantial development of Newcombe House).  
Across the capital there has already been a modest shift to 
ŎƻƳƳǳƴŀƭ ǿƻǊƪǎǇŀŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ {a9Ωǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƻŦŦŜǊ ŦƭŜȄƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ 
tenancy (often for only a few months) and space. What 
distinguishes the most successful is their ability to promote the 
cross fertilisation of opportunities associated with allied 
businesses which can easily network but there are many areas 
competing for these users. To attract such tenants and to retain 
them requires constructive engagement by RBKC. It needs to 
commit to public realm improvements and to local consultation 
to rethink the quality of the built environment in NHG in a way 
which works for residents and agile businesses. NHG needs to 
become a destination not an afterthought.  
 
ά/ƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ not their buildings. The quality 
of the public space and its amenities and lifestyle, coordinated 
street furniture, removal of street paraphernalia, art, lighting 
and small object buildings all define cities as caring places. 
Amenities must be provided for ŀƭƭέ {ƛǊ {ǘǳŀǊǘ [ƛǇǘƻƴ ǉǳƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ 
recent FT interview. 

 
The Council recognises that the nature of the business sector 
across the borough is changing and likely to change further. We 
will support the creation of business hubs and drop down spaces 
although recognise that we do not have the planning powers to 
require such uses. 
 
The Council recognises that there has been a proliferation of 
coffee shops and the like in Notting Hill Gate. We concur with the 
ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άƴŜŜŘέ ŦƻǊ ǎǳŎƘ ǳǎŜǎ Ƴŀȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛŦ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ 
long-term reduction in office workers.  With the newly created E 
class, planning permission will not be required for these to 
change to any other Class E use.  
 
The same can be said for the town centre uses supported by the 
consultee. However, whatever the ambitions, the Council must 
recognise that is not in a position to curate the town centre and 
to require such uses.   Planning permission is no longer required 
for any town centre use to change to another. 
 
However, we do recognise the value that modest street 
improvements may have to a centre, improvements which can 
attract increased numbers of visitors.  The Council would be 
happy to discuss any initiatives which support the viability of the 
centre with the stakeholder. Many of these initiatives will, 
however, fall outside the planning process, and as such not form 
part of the forthcoming Local Plan.  
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²Ŝ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ w.Y/Ωǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǘŀƪŜ ƛǘǎ ƻǿƴ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ 
into local office supply and demand, but we think it likely that 
the existing and pipeline of offices in NHG will be in excess of 
demand. ThŜ άƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƭŜŘέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ 
ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ ƴŜŜŘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƭƛŦŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƛƴ ŎƻŦŦŜŜ 
and fast food outlets, many of which may not survive the current 
ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜŘ bIDΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŦŦ ƻŦ 
ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀ άŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ŎŜƴǘǊŜέ ƛǎ ƳŀŘŜ ȅŜǘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ 
become its dominant retail feature.  
 
{ƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎ bID Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ Ǉƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ 
ƭƻŎŀƭ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ ǊŜǘŀƛƭΥ έн Řǳƭƭ ǎƭŀōǎ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ǘƻǿŜǊέ 
(Simon Jenkins, A Short History of London). It has for decades 
failed to be fully let especially the upper floors of the low build 
retail sections. Its high rise residential and commercial buildings 
have created a notorious wind tunnel only partially tamed by 
local community tree planting by the Notting Hill Gate 
LƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎ DǊƻǳǇ όάbILDέύΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ōȅ Ƴŀƴȅ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ 
ǘƻ ōŜ άŘǊŜŀǊȅέΣ άƘƻǎǘƛƭŜέ ŀƴŘ άŀ ƭŀǎǘ ǊŜǎƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ 
ƻƴƭȅέΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ {ŀǾƛƭƭǎ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ CǊƻƎƳƻǊŜΣ 
Notting Hill Gate Estate draws heavily on images from other 
retail areas, primarily Westbourne Grove, Portobello and 
Kensington Gardens rather than focussing on the dull actuality of 
bID ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŀ ŦŀǊ ŦǊƻƳ άŜȄŎƛǘƛƴƎέ ŀƴŘ άŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴέ 
This is especially shocking given the large number of very 
proximate residents in the Pembridge, Hillgate Village and 
Campden Hill residential areas. These residents, their relative 
affluence and diversity and the added benefits of being a major 
transport internode confer some real advantages. The presence 
of Westfield with its vast selection of high street retailers and 
significant luxury retail offering has been something of a final 
blow for the current NHG and Kensington High Street. We 
ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ bID ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ άƻǳǘ ²ŜǎǘŦƛŜƭŘΣ 
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²ŜǎǘŦƛŜƭŘέ ōǳǘ ǎƘƻuld pursue its own direction and reflect the 
ƴŜŜŘǎ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ƻǿƴ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΦέΦ [ŀǘŜǊŀƭ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƛǎ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ǘƻ 
recreate a true neighbourhood centre from the current 
unpromising canvas.  
 
There is abundant evidence from Westbourne Grove, Portobello 
and Golborne Road that local residents and visitors welcome 
independent and relevant retail. The best of these enterprises 
may thrive even in a pandemic situation as is evidenced by the 
phenomenal success of The Notting Hill Fish Shop in Westbourne 
Grove which began as a pop up shop in April 2020 and has been 
so successful it has now taken a lease on a double shop premises 
and also sells its produce via a further shop in Holland Park. The 
new Sally Clarke shop on the key corner site of Portobello 
Road/Westbourne Grove is another example which opened in 
October. Both offer exactly what the wealthier residents of this 
area want but there is actually no reason why they are located 
here rather than in NHG other than, as their owners attest it is 
the ambience which has been created in one area Westbourne 
Grove/Portobello, which is so lacking in the other, NHG.  
The HVRA supports instead the creation of a more vibrant 
environment to support essential retail. This should include 
much needed maker spaces, galleries, SME creative industries 
and independent retail. Such enterprises would build on and 
complement well established and locally well used institutions 
such as The Gate and Coronet Theatres and the Gate Cinema. 
Many of the older NHG units are too small and deep to attract 
modern chain retailers but they are very well suited to 
adaptation to combined retail and maker spaces. It is far better 
to have even temporary users of spaces than dark shuttered 
spaces on the High Street. The easing of use class restrictions 
will also create opportunities to rethink the current office, retail 
and residential mix which should be seized.  
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There is now much useful evidence to support what the HVRA is 
advocating from the Sticky Street movement (William Whyte & 
Project for Public Spaces, Jan Gehƭ ϧ .ƛǊƎƛǘǘŜ {ǾŀǊǊŜΩǎ Iƻǿ ǘƻ 
Study Public Life, Brent Toderian & UrbanWORKS) . These 
suggestions and evaluation tools explore exactly what 
encourages people to visit retail centres more often and for 
longer periods. It suggests that it is not only large-scale spatial 
planning changes connected with buildings and modal 
transportation shifts which change retail centres. Small and 
quickly installed improvements such as lively store windows, 
food carts, street performance, seats and tables on patios, 
visually stimulating public art, greening, better designed and 
located seating all make a huge difference. We would welcome 
the opportunity to work closely with RBKC to begin this process.  
The HVRA also wishes to preserve and re contextualise the NHIG 
legacy includƛƴƎ ǎǳǇǇƭŜƳŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎ ǘǊŜŜ ǇƭŀƴǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊǘ 
projects such as the McMahon mural (passageway to Victoria 
Gardens), kinetic and other street sculptures. These are small 
but impactful place makers which if combined with more 
amenity-based improvements could re envision NHG and 
prepare the area for new commercial and residential spaces.  

Sue Redmond  Because simply you dont have the land to build on. Earls Court is 
a potential risk for something incredible but also runs the risk of 
it being developed so densely it increases pollution, population 
without the actual infrastructure to sustain it. This includes 
policing. It does offer the opportunity to finally build properties 
that allow our sons and daughters with learning disabilities to 
live close to us. But if the commitment is not within the 
corporate and planning services they will be ignored as usual. 
Whatever you develop on these sites needs to be steeped in 
local community consultation if you do this you will go someway 
to rebuild local peoples trust in the council.  

There is a requirement for affordable homes to be built along 
side market homes.   
 
The Council recognises the importance of effective consultation 
to a successful planning system.  However, we also recognises 
that hard decisions have to be made and that any approach 
complies with higher level policies.  This can prove frustrating as a 
LPA does not have a free hand in this regard.    
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The Pembridge 
Association (Fiona 
Fleming-Brown)  

NHG in both the last Local Plan and this consultation document 
is not, in our view correctly ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎŜŘΦ ²Ŝ ǊŜƧŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ άƳŀƧƻǊ 
ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴέ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƻǊΦ Lƴ ŀ Ǉƻǎǘ-covid world, opportunities 
to work from home aided by the rapid rise in online 
communications technology will result in the need for less office 
space. Many of those companies across London which maintain 
offices are already downsizing and falling rents in West End and 
City locations indicate that there is a considerable over supply in 
ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǇƛǇŜƭƛƴŜ ǇǊŜƳƛǎŜǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭΦ Lƴ ŀ άŦƭƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ 
ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅέΣ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ bID ŀǊe predicted to be under 
pressure. 
 
²ȅƳŀƴ ϧ !ǊǳǇΩǎ ±ƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ [ƻƴŘƻƴ нлнр ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜǎ ŀƴ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ 
plan to create start up hubs and more affordable workspaces for 
smaller businesses with a fifth of office tenants being new 
occupiers within 5 years. These types of initiatives highlight the 
challenges and also the opportunities for secondary locations 
such as NHG which has recently increased its new and 
refurbished office premises (United House, completed 2020, 
David Game House refurbished and extended, 2019, and the 
forthcoming substantial development of Newcombe House).  
Across the capital there has already been a modest shift to 
ŎƻƳƳǳƴŀƭ ǿƻǊƪǎǇŀŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ {a9Ωǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƻŦŦŜǊ ŦƭŜȄƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ 
tenancy (often for only a few months) and space. What 
distinguishes the most successful is their ability to promote the 
cross fertilisation of opportunities associated with allied 
businesses which can easily network but there are many areas 
competing for these users. To attract such tenants and to retain 
them requires constructive engagement by RBKC. It needs to 
commit to public realm improvements and to local consultation 
to rethink the quality of the built environment in NHG in a way 
which works for residents and agile businesses. NHG needs to 
become a destination not an afterthought.  
ά/ƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ 

Notwithstanding the comments received, Notting Hill Gate is a 
centre which does contain a significant amount of office 
floorspace.  This is not to say that this will not fall as a result of 
the changing employment patterns associated with the Covid-19 
pandemic.   The nature of changing demand is the subject of an 
ELPS which has been commissioned by the Council. 
 
The Council recognises that the nature of the business sector 
across the borough is changing and likely to change further. We 
will support the creation of business hubs and drop down spaces 
although recognise that we do not have the planning powers to 
require such uses. 
 
The Council recognises that there has been a proliferation of 
coffee shops and the like in Notting Hill Gate. We concur with the 
ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άƴŜŜŘέ ŦƻǊ ǎǳŎƘ ǳǎŜǎ Ƴŀȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛŦ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ 
long term reduction in office workers.  With the newly created E 
class, planning permission will not be required for these to 
change to any other Class E use.  
 
The same can be said for the town centre uses supported by the 
consultee. However,  whatever the ambitions, the Council must 
recognise that is not in a position to curate the town centre and 
to require such uses.   Planning permission is no longer required 
for any town centre use to change to another. 
 
However, we do recognise the value that modest street 
improvements may have to a centre, improvements which can 
attract increased numbers of visitors.  The Council would be 
happy to discuss any initiatives which support the viability of the 
centre with the stakeholder. Many of these initiatives will, 
however, fall outside the planning process, and as such not form 
part of the forthcoming Local Plan.  
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of the public space and its amenities and lifestyle, coordinated 
street furniture, removal of street paraphernalia, art, lighting 
and small object buildings all define cities as caring places. 
!ƳŜƴƛǘƛŜǎ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭέ {ƛǊ {ǘǳŀǊǘ [ƛǇǘƻƴ ǉǳƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ 
recent FT interview. 
 
²Ŝ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ w.Y/Ωǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǘŀƪŜ ƛǘǎ ƻǿƴ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ 
into local office supply and demand, but we think it likely that 
the existing and pipeline of offices in NHG will be in excess of 
ŘŜƳŀƴŘΦ ¢ƘŜ άƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƭŜŘέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ 
ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ ƴŜŜŘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƭƛŦŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƛƴ ŎƻŦŦŜŜ 
and fast food outlets, many of which may not survive the current 
ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜŘ bIDΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ workers is not the stuff of 
ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀ άŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ŎŜƴǘǊŜέ ƛǎ ƳŀŘŜ ȅŜǘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ 
become its dominant retail feature. 
  
{ƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎ bID Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ Ǉƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ 
ƭƻŎŀƭ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ ǊŜǘŀƛƭΥ έн Řǳƭƭ ǎƭŀōǎ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ǘƻǿŜǊέ 
(Simon Jenkins, A Short History of London). It has for decades 
failed to be fully let especially the upper floors of the low build 
retail sections. Its high rise residential and commercial buildings 
have created a notorious wind tunnel only partially tamed by 
local community tree planting by the Notting Hill Gate 
LƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎ DǊƻǳǇ όάbILDέύΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ōȅ Ƴŀƴȅ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ 
ǘƻ ōŜ άŘǊŜŀǊȅέΣ άƘƻǎǘƛƭŜέ ŀƴŘ άŀ ƭŀǎǘ ǊŜǎƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ 
ƻƴƭȅέΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ {ŀǾƛƭƭǎ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ CǊƻƎƳƻǊŜΣ 
Notting Hill Gate Estate draws heavily on images from other 
retail areas, primarily Westbourne Grove, Portobello and 
Kensington Gardens rather than focussing on the dull actuality of 
bID ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŀ ŦŀǊ ŦǊƻƳ άŜȄŎƛǘƛƴƎέ ŀƴŘ άŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴέ 
This is especially shocking given the large number of very 
proximate residents in the Pembridge, Hillgate Village and 
Campden Hill residential areas. These residents, their relative 
affluence and diversity and the added benefits of being a major 
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transport internode confer some real advantages. The presence 
of Westfield with its vast selection of high street retailers and 
significant luxury retail offering has been something of a final 
blow for the current NHG and Kensington High Street. We 
believe that NHG however should not atteƳǇǘ ǘƻ άƻǳǘ ²ŜǎǘŦƛŜƭŘΣ 
²ŜǎǘŦƛŜƭŘέ ōǳǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǇǳǊǎǳŜ ƛǘǎ ƻǿƴ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ 
ƴŜŜŘǎ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ƻǿƴ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΦέΦ [ŀǘŜǊŀƭ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƛǎ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ǘƻ 
recreate a true neighbourhood centre from the current 
unpromising canvas.  
 
There is abundant evidence from Westbourne Grove, Portobello 
and Golborne Road that local residents and visitors welcome 
independent and relevant retail. The best of these enterprises 
may thrive even in a pandemic situation as is evidenced by the 
phenomenal success of The Notting Hill Fish Shop in Westbourne 
Grove which began as a pop up shop in April 2020 and has been 
so successful it has now taken a lease on a double shop premises 
and also sells its produce via a further shop in Holland Park. The 
new Sally Clarke shop on the key corner site of Portobello 
Road/Westbourne Grove is another example which opened in 
October. Both offer exactly what the wealthier residents of this 
area want but there is actually no reason why they are located 
here rather than in NHG other than, as their owners attest it is 
the ambience which has been created in one area Westbourne 
Grove/Portobello, which is so lacking in the other, NHG.  
The PA supports instead the creation of a more vibrant 
environment to support essential retail. This should include 
much needed maker spaces, galleries, SME creative industries 
and independent retail. Such enterprises would build on and 
complement well established and locally well used institutions 
such as The Gate and Coronet Theatres and the Gate Cinema. 
Many of the older NHG units are too small and deep to attract 
modern chain retailers but they are very well suited to 
adaptation to combined retail and maker spaces. It is far better 
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to have even temporary users of spaces than dark shuttered 
spaces on the High Street. The easing of use class restrictions 
will also create opportunities to rethink the current office, retail 
and residential mix which should be seized.  
 
There is now much useful evidence to support what the PA is 
advocating from the Sticky Street movement (William Whyte & 
tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦƻǊ tǳōƭƛŎ {ǇŀŎŜǎΣ Wŀƴ DŜƘƭ ϧ .ƛǊƎƛǘǘŜ {ǾŀǊǊŜΩǎ Iƻǿ ǘƻ 
Study Public Life, Brent Toderian & UrbanWORKS) . These 
suggestions and evaluation tools explore exactly what 
encourages people to visit retail centres more often and for 
longer periods. It suggests that it is not only large-scale spatial 
planning changes connected with buildings and modal 
transportation shifts which change retail centres. Small and 
quickly installed improvements such as lively store windows, 
food carts, street performance, seats and tables on patios, 
visually stimulating public art, greening, better designed and 
located seating all make a huge difference. We would welcome 
the opportunity to work closely with RBKC to begin this process.  
The PA also wishes to preserve and re contextualise the NHIG 
ƭŜƎŀŎȅ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǎǳǇǇƭŜƳŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎ ǘǊŜŜ ǇƭŀƴǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊǘ 
projects such as the McMahon mural (passageway to Victoria 
Gardens), kinetic and other street sculptures. These are small 
but impactful place makers which if combined with more 
amenity-based improvements could re envision NHG and 
prepare the area for new commercial and residential spaces.  

C David  It is noticeable that the areas of change are the poorer areas of 
the borough. There needs to be some levelling up in the richer 
areas as well, including designating some of the conservation 
areas as areas of change, to include housing for key workers. 
 
The local plan "places" does not align with the government 
white paper proposals for land categorisation. Most certainly 
Kensal Canalside and Earl's Court need to be developed (as 

The Council can only designate (or extend) a conservation area 
when it had an appropriate reason to do so.  The categories uses 
are set out in guidance.   We cannot designate an area as a new 
ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ άƭŜǾŜƭ ǳǇέ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜŀ ƛǎ ƻŦ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ 
architectural merit.  
 
It is not the intention to align the places with the white paper 
zones.  The two categories have a very different function.  
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growth area) with business space and social affordable (key 
worker) housing as the primary uses of the land - no more 
expensive flats being sold to the Chinese.  

However, we are of the view that the opportunity areas are likely 
ǘƻ ōŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀǊŜŀǎέΦ 
 
The Council requires the provision of affordable homes when it is 
appropriate to do so.  However, guidance is clear in this regard 
and we cannot require a private developer to come forward with 
a proposal where social affordable housing is the primary use of 
the land.  

Clean Air in London 
(Simon Birkett)  

Knightsbridge is the only International Centre in RBKC so 
maintaining this status is important. You identify correctly the 
need to consider residents and commercial activity. 
The new Use Class E and COVID-19 may make it harder to limit 
ǳǎŜ ǘƻ ΨǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎΩΦ ¸ƻǳ ƳƛƎƘǘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǊŜǉǳƛǊƛƴƎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ 
Knightsbridge to enhance the InteǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ /ŜƴǘǊŜΩǎ 
international reputation and standing including through high 
quality design i.e. not just shopping.  

The Council recognises the contribution that high quality design 
can have in supporting a town  centre and in enhancing its 
international reputation. 

Andre Michaud  Personally, I have a strong opinion on Latimer Road as I both live 
and work close by. It is, and has been in an awful position for 
years and is only getting worse. A huge effort needs to be made 
by all parties to encourage people to spend money on changing 
the street. Anything that helps that happen I am a happy to 
support. It's current form does not work, and hasn't for a very 
long time. This pandemic has made what was a bad situation 10 
years ago, into a an awful one now. So many things have worked 
against Latimer road in the last 10 years, I am surprised no one 
has done anything about it.  
 
- 10 years of low use units (low employee numbers/vacant units) 
- this makes it harder to rent office space. This makes crime 
worse. This makes it less safe, which in turn make it harder to 
rent office space 
- Policy restricts change of uses, and loss of employment space. 
Owners don't invest.  

The Council does not share the view that Latimer Road is a failing 
street.  Historically it has had low vacancies, with the examiner 
into the SQWMP confirming that the areas was a successful office 
location. 
 
The Council recognises that many of the commercial unit attract 
modest rents.  This is welcomed by many occupiers who do not 
wish to occupy the grade A space available elsewhere in the 
borough and beyond. 
 
The SQWNP has provided a template for new development on 
the area.  This has been taken forward as a design code for the 
area.  There has been no desire from the forum to see 
development of a scale and nature of that occurring across the 
railway in LBHF. 
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- LBHF have completely done the opposite and encouraged big 
companies to spend a fortune on creating a real hub of local 
amenities in white city. It is amazing we have watched from 
across the tracks and done nothing. Something needs to change 
- LBHF state of the art commercial space make Latimer even less 
likely to attract someone willing to open a shop, restaurant, 
office, theatre there. Why would they take a risk on that?  

The Council has commissioned a review on the need for new 
office floorspace across the borough.  This may allow for the 
release of some floorspace if not required.  This could include the 
loss of some business floorspace within Employment Zones.  This 
will be considered as the Local Plan is drafted.    
 
 

Savills (Matt Lloyd-
Ruck)  

There is logic in the spatial classification of these areas, but 
there should be no restrictive policies within them as each 
location varies widely in character. For example, we note that 
Kings Road/Sloane Square is identified as a place of national 
significance, characterised by its retail and cultural offer and that 
there is an ambition to consolidate this role. As such, the area is 
not identified as an area which can accommodate significant 
growth. It is our view that the Kings Road/Sloane Square place 
could accommodate significant growth at the same time as 
consolidating its retail and cultural offer. 
 
Similarly, we note that the Lots Road area is identified as an area 
which can accommodate significant growth. We support this 
allocation but would suggest that the area might be drawn wider 
than the suggested greenwashed zone. 
 
aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŀǊƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ΨƎǊƻǿǘƘ ΨǊŜƴŜǿŀƭ ŀƴŘ 
ΨǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴΩ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƳƻǊŜ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴǘȅ ǿƛǘƘƛn the 
planning process, specific zoning should not act as a barrier to 
some forms of development. Should a site within a renewal zone 
actually be able to carry forward significant growth and planning 
benefit for the borough, then this should be supported in policy 
terms. The NLP should confirm with the Intend to Publish 
London Plan, which outlines the need to optimise sites.  

The Council has identified two areas as potentially being suitable 
ŦƻǊ άǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ t²t ȊƻƴŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ 
Court and Kensal Canalside OAs.    
 
Whilst significant development may be suitable in other areas we 
would determine any application on its own merits. 
 
aǳŎƘ ƻŦ YƴƛƎƘǘǎōǊƛŘƎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ wƻŀŘ ƭƛŜǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ 
conservation area.  These are likely to be άǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǊŜŀǎΦέ  !ǎ 
such whilst some development may be suitable in these areas we 
ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŜȄǇŜŎǘ ƛǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ άŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ 
ƎǊƻǿǘƘΦέ 
 
We also note that the White Paper is just that, a White Paper.  
We expect clarity concerning the future zones later in 2021.  
These will be reflected in future iterations of the plan. 

CHRA (I. Margaronis)  NHG in both the last Local Plan and in this consultation 
document is not, in our view correctly characterised. We reject 

Notwithstanding the comments received, Notting Hill Gate is a 
centre which does contain a significant amount of office 
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ǘƘŜ άƳŀƧƻǊ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴέ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƻǊΦ Lƴ ŀ Ǉƻǎǘ-covid world, 
opportunities to work from home aided by the rapid rise in 
online communications technology will result in the need for less 
office space. Many of those companies across London which 
maintain offices are already downsizing and falling rents in West 
End and City locations indicate that there is a considerable over 
supply in actual and pipeline premises across the capital. In a 
άŦƭƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅέΣ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ bID ŀǊŜ ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ 
under pressure. 
 
²ȅƳŀƴ ϧ !ǊǳǇΩǎ Vision for London 2025 outlines an ambitious 
plan to create start up hubs and more affordable workspaces for 
smaller businesses with a fifth of office tenants being new 
occupiers within 5 years. These types of initiatives highlight the 
challenges and also the opportunities for secondary locations 
such as NHG which has recently increased its new and 
refurbished office premises (United House, completed 2020, 
David Game House refurbished and extended, 2019, and the 
forthcoming substantial development of Newcombe House).  
Across the capital there has already been a modest shift to 
ŎƻƳƳǳƴŀƭ ǿƻǊƪǎǇŀŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ {a9Ωǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƻŦŦŜǊ ŦƭŜȄƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ 
tenancy (often for only a few months) and space. What 
distinguishes the most successful is their ability to promote the 
cross fertilisation of opportunities associated with allied 
businesses which can easily network but there are many areas 
competing for these users. To attract such tenants and to retain 
them requires constructive engagement by RBKC. It needs to 
commit to public realm improvements and to local consultation 
to rethink the quality of the built environment in NHG in a way 
which works for residents and agile businesses. NHG needs to 
become a destination not an afterthought.  
 
ά/ƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜir buildings. The quality 
of the public space and its amenities and lifestyle, coordinated 

floorspace.  This is not to say that this will not fall as a result of 
the changing employment patterns associated with the Covid-19 
pandemic.   The nature of changing demand is the subject of an 
ELPS which has been commissioned by the Council. 
 
The Council recognises that the nature of the business sector 
across the borough is changing and likely to change further. We 
will support the creation of business hubs and drop down spaces 
although recognise that we do not have the planning powers to 
require such uses. 
 
The Council recognises that there has been a proliferation of 
coffee shops and the like in Notting Hill Gate. We concur with the 
stŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άƴŜŜŘέ ŦƻǊ ǎǳŎƘ ǳǎŜǎ Ƴŀȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛŦ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ 
long term reduction in office workers.  With the newly created E 
class, planning permission will not be required for these to 
change to any other Class E use.  
 
The same can be said for the town centre uses supported by the 
consultee. However,  whatever the ambitions, the Council must 
recognise that is not in a position to curate the town centre and 
to require such uses.   Planning permission is no longer required 
for any town centre use to change to another. 
 
However, we do recognise the value that modest street 
improvements may have to a centre, improvements which can 
attract increased numbers of visitors.  The Council would be 
happy to discuss any initiatives which support the viability of the 
centre with the stakeholder. Many of these initiatives will, 
however, fall outside the planning process, and as such not form 
part of the forthcoming Local Plan.  
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street furniture, removal of street paraphernalia, art, lighting 
and small object buildings all define cities as caring places. 
!ƳŜƴƛǘƛŜǎ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭΦέ Sir Stuart Lipton quoted in a 
recent FT interview. 
 
²Ŝ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ w.Y/Ωǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǘŀƪŜ ƛǘǎ ƻǿƴ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ 
into local office supply and demand, but we think it likely that 
the existing and pipeline of offices in NHG will be in excess of 
ŘŜƳŀƴŘΦ ¢ƘŜ άƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƭŜŘέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ 
ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ ƴŜŜŘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƭƛŦŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƛƴ ŎƻŦŦŜŜ 
and fast food outlets, many of which may not survive the current 
ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜŘ bIDΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎΣ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŦŦ ƻŦ 
ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀ άŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ŎŜƴǘǊŜέ ƛǎ ƳŀŘŜ ȅŜǘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ 
become its dominant retail feature.  
 
{ƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎ bID Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ Ǉƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ 
ƭƻŎŀƭ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ ǊŜǘŀƛƭΥ έн Řǳƭƭ ǎƭŀōǎ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ǘƻǿŜǊέ 
(Simon Jenkins, A Short History of London). It has for decades 
failed to be fully let especially the upper floors of the low build 
retail sections. Its high rise residential and commercial buildings 
have created a notorious wind tunnel only partially tamed by 
local community tree planting by the Notting Hill Gate 
LƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎ DǊƻǳǇ όάbILDέύΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ōȅ Ƴŀƴȅ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ 
ǘƻ ōŜ άŘǊŜŀǊȅέΣ άƘƻǎǘƛƭŜέ ŀƴŘ άŀ ƭŀǎǘ ǊŜǎƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ 
ƻƴƭȅέΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ {ŀǾƛƭƭǎ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ CǊƻƎƳƻǊŜΣ 
Notting Hill Gate Estate draws heavily on images from other 
retail areas, primarily Westbourne Grove, Portobello and 
Kensington Gardens rather than focussing on the dull actuality of 
bID ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŀ ŦŀǊ ŦǊƻƳ άŜȄŎƛǘƛƴƎέ ŀƴŘ άŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴέΦ 
This is especially shocking given the large number of very 
proximate residents in the Pembridge, Hillgate Village and 
Campden Hill residential areas. These residents, their relative 
affluence and diversity and the added benefits of being a major 
transport node confer some real advantages. The presence of 
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Westfield with its vast selection of high street retailers and 
significant luxury retail offering has been something of a final 
blow for the current NHG and Kensington High Street. We 
ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ bID ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ άƻǳǘ ²ŜǎǘŦƛŜƭŘΣ 
²ŜǎǘŦƛŜƭŘέ ōǳǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǇǳǊǎǳe its own direction and reflect the 
needs of its own community. Lateral thinking is needed to 
recreate a true neighbourhood centre from the current 
unpromising canvas.  
 
There is abundant evidence from Westbourne Grove, Portobello 
and Golborne Road that local residents and visitors welcome 
independent and relevant retail. That the best of these 
enterprises may thrive even in a pandemic situation as is 
evidenced by the phenomenal success of The Notting Hill Fish 
Shop in Westbourne Grove which began as a pop up shop in 
April 2020 and has been so successful it has now taken a lease 
on a double shop premises and also sells its produce via a 
further shop in Holland Park. The new Sally Clarke shop on the 
key corner site of Portobello Road/Westbourne Grove is another 
example which opened in October. Both offer exactly what the 
wealthier residents of this area want but there is actually no 
reason why they are located here rather than in NHG other than, 
as their owners attest, it is the ambience which has been created 
in one area Westbourne Grove/Portobello, which is so lacking in 
the other, NHG.  
 
CHRA supports instead the creation of a more vibrant 
environment to support essential retail. This should include 
much needed maker spaces, galleries, SME creative industries 
and independent retail. Such enterprises would build on and 
complement well established and locally well used institutions 
such as The Gate and Coronet Theatres and the Gate Cinema. 
Many of the older NHG units are too small and deep to attract 
modern chain retailers but they are very well suited to 
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adaptation to combined retail and maker spaces. It is far better 
to have even temporary users of spaces than dark shuttered 
spaces on the High Street. The easing of use class restrictions 
will also create opportunities to rethink the current office, retail 
and residential mix which should be seized.  
 
There is now much useful evidence to support what the CHRA is 
advocating from the Sticky Street movement (William Whyte & 
Project for Public Spaces, Jan Gehl & BirƎƛǘǘŜ {ǾŀǊǊŜΩǎ Iƻǿ ǘƻ 
Study Public Life, Brent Toderian & UrbanWORKS) . These 
suggestions and evaluation tools explore exactly what 
encourages people to visit retail centres more often and for 
longer periods. It suggests that it is not only large-scale spatial 
planning changes connected with buildings and modal 
transportation shifts which change retail centres. Small and 
quickly installed improvements such as lively store windows, 
food carts, street performance, seats and tables on patios, 
visually stimulating public art, greening, better designed and 
located seating all make a huge difference. We would welcome 
the opportunity to work closely with RBKC to begin this process.  
The CHRA also wishes to preserve and re contextualise the NHIG 
legacy including supǇƭŜƳŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎ ǘǊŜŜ ǇƭŀƴǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊǘ 
projects such as the McMahon mural (passageway to Victoria 
Gardens), kinetic and other street sculptures. These are small 
but impactful place makers which if combined with more 
amenity-based improvements could re envision NHG and 
prepare the area for new commercial and residential spaces.  

{ǘ IŜƭŜƴΩǎ /ƘǳǊŎƘ 
(Steve Divall)  

On Latimer: 
ω LŦ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƳŀŘŜ ŀ ΨtƭŀŎŜΣΩ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ excellent if it could also 
include North Pole road 
ω !ƴȅ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ 
outline in the 2018 Neighbourhood Plan 
 

Whilst the Council does not intend to usurp the policies within 
the SQWNP, we need to consider how best to manage the 
policies within the two documents.  This is particularly relevant 
given the time which will have passed between the making of the 
NP and the eventual adoption of the new Local Plan. 
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Also supportive of the Lancaster West and Grenfell Tower area 
as a separate section of the a new Local Plan.  

The extent of the Latimer Place will be explored with future 
iterations of the Local Plan.  This will include the inclusion of the 
housing estates and the North Pole Road Neighbourhood Centre. 

James Heard  On Latimer: 
ω LŦ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƳŀŘŜ ŀ ΨtƭŀŎŜΣΩ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŜȄŎŜƭƭŜƴǘ ƛŦ ƛǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ 
include North Pole road 
ω !ƴȅ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ 
outline in the 2018 Neighbourhood Plan 
 
Also supportive of the Lancaster West and Grenfell Tower area 
as a separate section of the a new Local Plan.  

Whilst the Council does not intend to usurp the policies within 
the SQWNP, we need to consider how best to manage the 
policies within the two documents.  This is particularly relevant 
given the time which will have passed between the making of the 
NP and the eventual adoption of the new Local Plan. 
 
The extent of the Latimer Place will be explored with future 
iterations of the Local Plan.  This will include the inclusion of the 
housing estates and the North Pole Road Neighbourhood Centre. 

Deloitte for Natural 
History Museum (Adam 
Donovan)  

Distinctive Places of the Borough 
The NHM supports the principle of the inclusion of the two 
additional types of places groupings suggested by the Council. 
However, it has a number of comments on these two groupings: 
 
The NHM considers that the use of the proposed grouping, 
ά!ǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ /ƘŀƴƎŜέΣ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛǾŜ ƛŦ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅ 
defined or used inappropriately. Whilst the NHM does not 
disagree with the areas suggested in principle, it requests that at 
the next stage of the Local Plan process, the Council is clear in its 
ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ άǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƴŜǿ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦέ Lǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
clear what this grouping comprises and that, whilst certain areas 
ŀǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ά!ǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ /ƘŀƴƎŜέ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘ 
other developments elsewhere in the Borough from coming 
forward. For example, as part of the Harwell project, there may 
be opportunity for limited development at the NHM 
which meet the objectives of the Local Plan and therefore the 
policies should not be overly restrictive. 
 
For example, if, as part of the process, the back of house 
facilities at the NHM became surplus to the current 

¢ƘŜ ƛƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ άŀǊŜŀǎ ƛŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜέ ŀƴŘ άǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǊŜŀέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ 
the Issues Paper reflects the direction of travel indicated by the 
PWP.  We recognises that the implications of this designation is 
not clear as was not spelt out in the PWP.  We expect this to 
become clearer as the future direction of the planning system is 
confirmed. 
 
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ Ƙŀǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ {ƻǳǘƘ YŜƴǎƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀǎ ŀ άǇƭŀŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ 
ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǊ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴέΦ  ²Ŝ Ŧǳƭƭȅ 
recognised the uncertainty associated with the Covid-19 
pandemic, and recognises that some flexibility will be 
appropriate. It is not the intention of the issues paper to suggest 
that public realm improvements are the only method to try to 
ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŎƻǾŜǊȅΦ  ²Ŝ Řƻ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŦƭŜȄƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ άǊŜ-
ƛƴǾŜƴǘƛƻƴέ ǿƛƭƭ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ǘƻ ƛƳǇact that it may have 
upon those who live within, or close, to the centre.  
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requirements of the NHM, the NHM may need to explore 
potential new development opportunities for this part of the 
{ƛǘŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ άǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƴŜǿ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ 
depending on what is suggested and the definition of the plan. 
The current approach could prevent the Site from coming 
forward for new supportive development, potentially leaving a 
part empty site in the heart of RBKC. This would go against 
the aims of the NPPF and the Intend to Publish London Plan. 
It is therefore requested that the Local Plan retains and permits 
a degree of appropriate flexibility. 
 
Places with a Particular National or International Reputation 
Lƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άtƭŀŎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ tŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǊ LƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 
wŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ bIa ƛǎ ǇƭŜŀǎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ƻǳǘƘ 
Kensington Strategic Cultural Area is included. There seems to 
be a discrepancy, however, between the aims of this grouping 
and the suggestions set out for the area in Figure 2.2 of the New 
Local Plan Review consultation document, see below. 
 
The aims of the grouping state that thought should be given to  
ow these areas and sites can re-invent themselves to become 
places which people will want to visit again following COVID. 
Whilst the long term impacts of COVID on town centres and 
footfall are unknown at this stage, the Council must 
acknowledge that there could be potential fundamental changes 
and therefore allow greater flexibility for these areas to develop 
accordingly. The current suggestions of public realm 
improvements for the South Kensington Cultural Area may, for 
example, not be sufficient to attract visitors again. More 
significant changes may be required, such as new uses, ancillary 
development or change of uses which may require some 
redevelopment. The Council should encourage new 
development in the area where appropriate to allow for 
businesses and institutions such as the NHM to better adapt to 
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changing needs, where necessary. 
 
White Paper 
In terms of the White Paper commentary, the NHM commends 
the pro activeness of the Council in terms of identifying Growth, 
Renewal and Protect Areas. The NHM would however be 
ŀƭƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ tǊƻǘŜŎǘ !ǊŜŀΦ ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜŀǎΦ ²Ŝ ƴƻǘŜ ŀ 
word of caution over this approach given that it is not yet clear 
ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ ǘƘŀǘ 
Protect Areas could be used to completely protect areas and not 
allow any development to come forward. Under such a scenario, 
the possible White Paper Planning Zoning set out under figure 
2.3 
would be very restrictive to development within RBKC and for 
any future development plans of the NHM. It is acknowledged 
that there are current restrictions in South Kensington such as 
Conservation Areas and it is important that the Local Plan does 
not provide additional restrictions unnecessarily. 
 
With specific reference to the Museum site, whilst the NHM 
respects that it is located within a sensitive area in terms of its 
historic value, the Council should recognise that not all the NHM 
is Grade 1 listed and that there are pockets of the Site which 
would be suitable for redevelopment subject to sensitive and 
appropriate design. Depending on the outcome of the White 
Paper, the Council should be prepared to alter its zoning to 
better reflect sites with the potential for redevelopment.  

KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)  

2. DISTINCTIVE PLACES OF THE BOROUGH 
 
It would be better and more logical if this part of the Plan came 
after the general policies, which guide what should happen in 
ǘƘŜ ǿƘƻƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ŀǊŜŀǎέΦ ²Ŝ ŀƭǎƻ 
have some doubts as to the usefulness of these chapters. The 

The Council has yet to have decided upon the structure of the 
future Local Plan.  Whilst we recognise that many have views on 
the nature of thŜ άǇƭŀŎŜέ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊǎΣ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ 
are of value. Their nature will be the subject of further 
discussions. 
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material might be better dealt with in SPDs. 
 
Q2.1: Do you think we have identified the correct Places? 
 
We agree with the list of places identified, with the following 
comments on individual items. However, it is important not to 
give the impression that their identification does not somehow 
relegate the rest of the borough to some second-rate status. 
There should perhaps be some general statement of vision for 
the places on between. 
 
Latimer: We see no problem with the area around Grenfell 
Tower and Lancaster Road (West) should be recognised 
separately. Whatever arrangement is made, the need to protect 
green spaces/recreational areas, including Meanwhile Garden, 
should be made clear. 
 
The Plan will need to recognise that there is a neighbourhood 
plan for the St Quintin/Latimer Road area. Hence there is a good 
case for arguing that this street does not need to be within a 
[ŀǘƛƳŜǊ ΨtƭŀŎŜΩ ŀǎ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ-policies already. 
 
While the StQW Forum supports this location attracting creative 
industries, this is only one street and it is not clear why this has 
ōŜŜƴ ǎƛƴƎƭŜŘ ƻǳǘ ŀǎ ŀ ΨŎǊŜŀǘƛǾŜ ƘǳōΩ ŀǎ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ CǊŜǎǘƻƴ 
Road, and Kensal Road (also an EZ).  
 
Kensal: this will need to say something about respecting Kensal 
Cemetery. 
 
Any extension of the Oxford Gardens conservation area will 
need to be the subject of separate (and early) consultation in 
first months of 2021, along with a SPD/design code for Latimer 
Road. So we are not clear why it is raised in this document. 

The purpose of the Places is to help shape the nature of 
development within them.  It is not to relegate the rest of the 
borough to second-rate status.  It is a reflection that the rest of 
the borough (the large majority of it) is less likely to seen 
pressure of significant development within it. 
 
Latimer 
Exclusion of the housing estates noted. 
The Local Plan will recognise the existence of the SQWNP, and 
the locally determined policies within it.  Thought will be given 
how to best consider these policies given that adoption was in 
2018, and referendum was in 2016.    
 
The Council recognises that the role that all the Employment 
Zones can play in supporting the creative industries.  The 
intention is not to single out a small part of Latimer Road, but to 
reflect the ambition of the SQWNP. 
 
Reference to the Latimer design code was intended to add 
context. 
 
Kensal 
Need to reference to Kensal Cemetery noted. 
 
Portobello 
Whether Portobello should be a stand alone place or combined 
with Golborne will be considered in future iterations of the plan.   
 
The Council recognises that the new Class E mean that planning 
permission is no longer required for the change of use of a range 
of former A class uses. The change of use of a shop to a café/ 
restaurant, or the amalgamation of existing units is not 
development which requires planning permission. 
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Portobello: This area ought to include Golborne Road, even if it 
means that the road is included in both sets of areas. The 
Portobello and Golborne Road markets run into each other and 
need to be considered part of the same distinctive place. There 
will also need to be something on protection (insofar as it is 
possible within the new planning rules) from loss of retail, and 
something on amalgamations to discourage large stores. 
 
Notting Hill Gate: There needs to be a new public realm 
makeover to change from a 1950s dual carriageway to a much 
more people-oriented space. We are also concerned that it 
should be seen as a significant centre of the evening economy 
there are a couple of clubs and food outlets (eg, Mcdonalds) that 
are open a large part of the night and usefully serve 
nightworkers. But the residential areas are very close and any 
further development of this street would need to be in areas 
where it did not impact significantly on residential amenity. We 
would see more advantage in the street being developed as a 
mixed retail, office and residential area. What we think is lacking 
is a town square or open space ς although this will be remedied 
if the Newcombe House redevelopment goes ahead.  
 
Kensington High Street: The vision needs revisiting to be more 
aspirational, needing more ǘƘŀƴ ŀ ȫΩŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ǿŀǎƘέΣ ƘŀǊƴŜǎǎƛƴƎ ƛǘǎ 
gravity as a significant physical place. 
 
 
Kensington Church Street has a reputation for high end antique 
shops which visitors do seek out. This should be fostered and the 
street recognised as a distinctive place, possibly as an add-on to 
Notting Hill Gate. 
 
South Kensington: There is a severe tension between Strategic 

Notting Hill Gate 
The Council recognises the value that significant public realm 
improvements could have on Notting Hill Gate.  However, we do 
not underestimate the difficulties associated with reducing the 
capacity of the road net work in this key route across the borough 
and into the centre of London. 
 
We recognise the proximity of the centre to residents.  In this 
way it is similar to other centres in the borough.  A balance may 
have to be reached between supporting the vibrancy of a centre 
in an economic climate where the function of centres is rapidly 
changing, and in supporting the amenity of those who live 
nearby.  
 
We see the value of mixed uses in the street. 
 
Kensington High Street 
We would welcome further engagement to hear the Kensington 
{ƻŎƛŜǘȅΩǎ ƛŘŜŀǎ ƻƴ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ ǿŀȅǎ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ YŜƴǎƛngton High 
Street can be maintained. 
 
The Council recognises that the nature of the antique trade has 
changed significantly over time, and the loss of antique shops is a 
reflection of this. 
 
South Kensington 
The Council recognises the dual role of the town centre, and the 
tension between those who have moved to the area and those 
who have visited the museums since the mid 1850s.  
 
Planning permission is no longer required for the change of use of 
one E Class use to another.  This includes the former A class uses 
as well as a number of social and community uses. 
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Cultural Area (which also has a strategic conservation status) 
and the district centre, separated from one another by Cromwell 
wƻŀŘΦ !ƴȅ ǇƭŀŎŜ άŎƘŀǇǘŜǊέ ǿƛƭƭ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘƛǎ ς there needs 
to be workable proposal to draw the two areas together in some 
form of harmony, as both benefit from the other. Facilities for 
local residents also need to be safeguarded.  
 
We note that in Figure 2.2: many of the captions are wrong. 
Note that Portobello Road is separate from Notting Hill Gate, 
and Golborne has been omitted.  

The Philbeach 
wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ 
(Froment)  

.ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜΣ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǎƛǘŜ 
needs an SPD, guidelines, codes and a pattern book of its own.  

Noted. 

Units, 2,3,4,5,7,8,10 & 
11 Latimer Ind Estate 
and Ivebury Court 
(Tania Martin)  

In terms of the choice of the 12 proǇƻǎŜŘ ΨtƭŀŎŜǎΩΣ ǿŜ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ 
[ŀǘƛƳŜǊ wƻŀŘ ōŜƛƴƎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ΨŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 
road will receive more focus in the new Local Plan and hopefully 
encourage investment in the road. 
 
As the success of road will depend on local amenities, we would 
suggest that the shopping parade on North Pole Road, which 
struggles with viability, is included in the Latimer Road area.  

{ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ [ŀǘƛƳŜǊ wƻŀŘ ŀǎ άŀǊŜŀ ŦƻǊ ŎƘŀƴƎŜέ 
noted. 
 
Inclusion of North Pole Road centre within the area noted.  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)  We would be happy with a general approach which identifies 
areas that can accommodate growth, and also town centres and 
areas which attract significant number of visitors which will be 
subject to change and may also be suitable for growth or 
renewal. However, this should not preclude or constrain growth 
and renewal in other sustainable and suitable locations in the 
borough. 
 
The Places 
Q 2.1 Do you think we have identified the correct Places? 
Areas of change 
We agree with Earls Court beƛƴƎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ΨŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ 

Support for inclusion as an area of change noted. 
 
¢ƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ŀƭƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘκ²ŀǊǿƛŎƪ wƻŀŘ 
will be reviewed.   This will include consideration of any extant 
permissions as well as the existing allocation.  It will also reflect 
the need for additional office floorspace following the Covid 19 
pandemic.  The 1,000 figure for offices is incorrect, and we 
ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŀƴǘ ǇŜǊƳƛǎǎƛƻƴ ƻǊ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ 
10,100 sq m.    
 
²Ŝ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ ƴŜǿ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǿƛƭƭ be 
before the Council later this year ς and this will help inform the 
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ŎƘŀƴƎŜΩΣ ŀ ΨƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀǊŜŀΩ ŀƴŘ ŀ ΨƴŜǿ ǳǊōŀƴ ǉǳŀǊǘŜǊΩΤ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŜŀǊŜŘ 
site is highly sustainable by virtue of its location between three 
underground stations and it is one of very few sites that can 
deliver development at scale to aŘŘǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ 
targets and ambitions for economic growth through the creation 
of new jobs. 
 
The NLPR suggests that the combined strategic sites of Earls 
Court and Warwick Road will deliver development to include: 
1,350 new homes and 1,000m2 of new offices. However, the 
2013 outline planning permission (RBKC ref: PP/11/01937) for 
that part of the Earls Court site that is within the RBKC included: 
ω wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ό/оύΥ мпмΣоофƳн όфол ƘƻƳŜǎύ 
ω .ǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ό.мύΥ млΣмонƳн 
ω wŜǘŀƛƭ ό!м-A5): 3,414m2 
ω Iƻǘel / Serviced Apartments (C1): 7,381m2 
ω 9ŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ κ IŜŀƭǘƘ κ /ƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ κ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ κ [ŜƛǎǳǊŜ ό5мκ5нύΥ 
6,067m2 
ω !ƴŎƛƭƭŀǊȅΥ нтΣпсоƳн 
 
This illustrates that there is scope to considerably exceed the 
NLPR suggested capacity and RBKC officers have been made 
aware that ECPL is undertaking a comprehensive optimisation 
assessment in order to better understand the full development 
potential of the site with an improved mix of uses to improve 
viability and one which would ensure the delivery of more 
affordable housing, better public realm and open space, and 
other community benefits. We look forward to working with the 
borough officers to establish how development can be 
optimised.  
 
Consideration should also be given to how housing delivery 
ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΩ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƻǇǘƛƳƛǎŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ 
delivery, and also to the designation of further areas for growth 

allocation.  We recognise the need to optimise the use of site, 
whilst still having regard to the other policies in the plan. 
 
Whilst the Issues Paper made reference to the potential PWP 
zones, we fully recognise that the detail/ implications will depend 
on the final outcome of the consultation.  This will be explored in 
greater depth in future iterations of the plan. 
 
This is will the case for the Portobello Road and South Kensington 
as ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘΦ   
 
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǿƛƭƭ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ǾŀŎŀƴǘ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ǘƻ 
{ƻǳǘƘ YŜƴǎƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴέ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ƻƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛǘŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ 
the area and providing for housing needs. 
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and change. We suggest that the Council investigates the 
potential for change and growth in all sustainable locations with 
good public transport connectivity ς especially around tube 
stations and other transport hubs. 
 
Places with a particular national or international reputation 
 
CƻǊ ΨǇƭŀŎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǊ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴΩ 
such as 1. Portobello Road, it should be made clear that growth 
which is sensitive to context and the character of the area would 
be appropriate. In particular, the infill of vacant sites, and 
redevelopment of underutilised sites and existing buildings. 
 
At 5. South Kensington Cultural Destination, the positive 
placemaking / design, housing delivery, economic and social 
benefits accruing from redeveloping vacant and under-used land 
adjacent to South Kensington tube station should be recognised 
and referred to alongside the development at Harrington Road.  

 
 

Places 

Q2.2: Do you have any views on the visions for the Places in the current Local Plan and how the new ones should be drafted? 

Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

The Labour Group - 
RBKC  

Kensal 
The Council argued for over three decades about the Kensal 
Gasworks site which they said could be used to build 
2,500/3,000 houses if they could persuade Crossrail to build a 
station there ς a station that Crossrail has consistently refused 
to agree to build even when the Council offered to pay £33 
million to build it and a further £15 million for the extra train 
rolling stock that would be required. The Labour Group has 

The Council supports the provision of a significant amount of 
affordable housing on the Kensal site.  Any allocation will reflect 
the considerable amount of work being carried out on the SPD 
for the site.  This will be consulted on later in the spring. 
 
The Council recognises the need high quality design across the 
borough. 
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consistently supported housing for the Kensal site but not luxury 
housing and certainly a significant proportion should be for 
social rent.  
 
The Group gave evidence at the 2010 Local Plan Inquiry 
supporting the building of a lower number of housing, as 
opposed to leaving the site vacant for a further twenty years 
whilst the various land owners haggled over how to get the 
largest possible site profit. The Labour Group said that a lower 
house-build development without a Crossrail station but with 
enhanced bus services and/or a rail link from North Kensington 
to Old Oak Common with a majority of housing for social rent 
was preferable to the current land banking policy that provided 
nothing. 
 
Qu 2.2 
²ƘŜǊŜ YŜƴǎŀƭ DŀǎǿƻǊƪǎ ŀƴŘ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘΣ ǿŜ 
must be aware that these areas will set the tone for 
development in the borough for generations to come. Design 
must be of the highest quality, we cannot simply warehouse 
people in high-rise because of decades of failure to provide 
housing. 
 
[ŀǘƛƳŜǊ wƻŀŘ Ƴǳǎǘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ΨǎŎŀƭŜŘ ǳǇΩΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƭƭ ƪƛƴŘǎ 
of jobs there for which there is local need, we should not push 
these businesses out of the borough to create private housing 
for incomers.  

The Council is not proposing the demolition and reprovision of 
commercial unit in the Latimer Road.  Each proposal will be 
considered on its merits as and when it is received.   We do 
recognise that redevelopment can lead to increased rental values 
as the quality of the accommodation is improved.  We are 
exploring the provision of affordable workspaces to provide units 
for those who cannot afford market rates.  However, we note 
that such floorspace cannot render proposals unviable. 
 
The Council recognises the value of businesses across  the 
borough, but particularly within the Employment Zones. Ongng 
engagement will help establish whether stakeholders share this 
view and support the protection of such uses where they are 
shown to be viable.  

Earl's Court Society 
(Malcolm Spalding)  

¢ƘŜ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ŀǎ ƛƴ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ /[tΣ 
since they were devised after much public consultation, which 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ƭƻǎǘΦ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ŀ bŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ tƭŀƴΣ 
based on the ECWKOA SPD which contains much of the 
substance already. 
 
/±уΥ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ 

{ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ tƭŀŎŜ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ    
 
It is not for the Council to bring forward a Neighbourhood Plan ς 
although would welcome any engagement for a potential 
Neighbourhood Forum.  Any forum would have to meet the 
minimum requirements, and a subsequent NP recognise the 
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The vision needs to be renewed to reflect the fact that the 
Hammersmith & Fulham have withdrawn most of their land 
from the development area. The outline planning permission 
will no longer be viable and will have to be completely 
reworked. There will probably not be enough space for a 
significant cultural offering, unless a significant proportion of the 
remaining site is devoted to it, along with consolidated open 
green space. 
 
The east-west cycling Quietway may also need to be reviewed, 
as it is not obvious where that could go, as would the Broadway 
N-S relief road for Warwick Road.  

nature of the area as one which will have significant 
development. 
 
The vision fƻǊ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘΦ 

Sandra Yarwood  Earls Court is known worldwide as a place for concerts and 
events irrespective of the demolition of the centre, this 
reputation persists. It is known for its bohemian, inclusive 
atmosphere and is associated with music and theatre and this 
should be built upon when considering any new development. 
The area is not a blank canvas with no history.  

{ǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ƛǎ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ŦƻǊ  ŎƻƴŎŜǊǘǎ 
noted. 

St Quintin and 
Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum 
(Henry Peterson)  

As above, the mini-vision statements on page 17 for each of the 
Ψ!ǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ /ƘŀƴƎŜΩ ƻǾŜǊ ǇǊƻƳƛǎŜ ƛƴ ƎǳŀǊŀƴǘŜŜƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ 
ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ ΨǘƘǊƛǾƛƴƎΩ ŀƴŘ ΨǾƛōǊŀƴǘ 
ŘŜǎǘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴǎΩΦ ²Ŝ ŦŜŜƭ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ ŘŜƎǊŜŜ ƻŦ ƘƻƴŜǎǘȅ ƛǎ 
needed about the fact that, under the present London Plan and 
Government directives, both Kensal Canalside and Earls Court 
risk being planned and built out at densities and heights which 
RBKC would probably not be going along with if the Council had 
full discretion on its Local Plan  

As noted above, the vision is intended to be aspirational as well 
ŀǎ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŀōƭŜΦ  ²Ŝ ǿƻǳƭŘ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ŜȄǇŜŎǘ 9ŀǊƭǎΩ /ƻǳǊǘ ŀƴŘ YŜƴǎŀƭ ǘƻ 
be thriving and successful places. 

Gerald Eve obo CEL - 
Cadogan Estates Ltd 
(Neil Henderson)  

Knightsbridge Vision ς The Estate supports the broad vision 
although considers Sloane Street to be a critical part of this 
vision that requires specific reference in the title due to its 
international status and reputation. 
 
Kings Road/Sloane Square ς The Estate supports the broad 

Support for the vision for Knightsbridge noted.  The Council 
recognises that the Knightsbridge place includes the northern 
part of Sloane Street. 
 
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƛǎ ǳƴŎƭŜŀǊ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƻŦ {ƭƻŀƴŜ {ǉǳŀǊŜέ ŀǊŜΦ  
²Ŝ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŦƻǊƳǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ wƻŀŘ tƭŀŎŜΦ 
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vision although there needs to be more specific reference to the 
objectives of Sloane Square within the vision statement.  

Lucia Scalisi  Covid calls (finally) for an opportunity to rethink the endless 
office developments. There is much empty office space across 
rbkc - why?  
 
When need for homes is a top priority & a need to bring 
responsible development for work, rest & play into our lives 
building more offices seems, well, at best lazy planning, at worst 
mad investment.  

The Council has commissioned an Employment Land Study to 
consider the need for office space over the lifetime of the plan.   
However, whilst we recognise the acute need for new housing we 
would not be in a position to require owners to change the use of 
offices to residential were they not to choose to.  

Kerry Davis-Head  lots village. less emphasis on development more emphasis on 
green open spaces. safer walkways.  

Noted.  The Council resist the loss of green space across the 
borough.  We also support initiatives to support walking. 

Oonagh Wohanka  More thought should go into diversity of economic and cultural 
opportunity in building development and rental of shops on the 
ƘƛƎƘ ǎǘǊŜŜǘΦΦ YŜƴǎƛƴƎǘƻƴ ƛǎ ΨŘȅƛƴƎΩ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ŘƻƴŜ ǘƻ 
stop it  

Noted.   The Council cannot influence the rent sough by land 
owners within our town centres.  We are of the view that 
diversity will be necessary if our centres are to thrive. However, 
we do recognise that diversity may conflict with those who live 
within / close to our centres. 

Princes Gate Mews RA (J 
Whewell)  

South Kensington Place 
I would comment here that there has been a problem raised by 
residents for several years now that the South Kensington 
district centre no longer provides sufficient local facilities and 
services - instead being increasingly dominated by a restaurant 
monoculture. We endorse the aspiration to provide value local 
facilities and services but questioned the use of the word 
continue given the current situation is already unsatisfactory. In 
particular we would ask that any existing text in the local plan 
which endorses increased provision of restaurants cafes or food 
courts at South Kensington be revised as the area is already 
saturated with restaurants.  

With the creation of the E Class order changes of use between 
the former A classes are not development which will require 
planning permission.   
 
Restaurant and café uses which serve those visiting the museum 
may play a valuable contribute to the continued viability of the 
centre. However, we do recognise that care must be taken to 
avoid an unacceptable impact of the amenity of those who live 
nearby.  
 
 

Mr Ehrman  The issues paper sees the Latimer Road Employment Zones as 
an area of change. That would be welcome but the proposal that 
it will "become a hub for new creative industries. Development 

The Council makes no apologies for an ambitious vision for 
Latimer Road.  This reflect that within the SQWNP. 
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will be intensified and will provide new modern workspaces and 
some new homes. Public Realm improvements will make the 
area feel safer and more inviting" is ambitious. The proposed 
design code may help, but the Enterprise Zone has struggled for 
a long time with poor transport and a lack of amenities. What it 
needs is a more flexible mix of uses - especially new homes - if it 
is to overcome these handicaps and generate the footfall and 
vitality to fulfil its potential. See Q7.3 below.  

We recognise that a greater diversity of uses, as supported by the 
SQWNP, will help achieve this. The Council will consider how the 
new Local Plan can reflect the policies within the SQWNP. 

G Thomson  As above, the Vision for Earls Court should be an ambitious 
statement that supports the transformation and optimisation of 
ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ǘǿƻ ōǊƻǿƴŦƛŜƭŘ hǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ !ǊŜŀ 
sites into a new, vibrant community. 
 
²Ŝ ŀƎǊŜŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘΣ άŀǎ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ 
highly built up area, with extraordinarily high land values, 
Kensington and Chelsea has very little space that is free for 
development. Most land that has not been built on is strongly 
ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƛǘǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƻǊ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ǾŀƭǳŜΦέ ¢ƘŜ 
opportunity for Earls Court to deliver sustainable development 
at scale should therefore be embraced. A clear statement 
identifying the Site as being fundamentally important to 
ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŀƭƻƴƎ 
with recognition of the potential of employment to create jobs. 
It should also make it clear that the Site is highly constrained by 
the existing rail infrastructure and there will be competing 
pressures on the Site that will need to be balanced. 
 
ECPL wishes to work with the Council and others to deliver an 
entirely new, ambitious vision for Earls Court which responds to 
its Opportunity Area designation and the surrounding context. 
¢ƘŜ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴΩǎ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǘŀƪŜ ƛƴǘƻ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŜƳŜǊƎƛƴƎ 
themes which ECPL are developing for Earls Court. We are keen 
to work collaboratively with the Council on the vision and share 
early thoughts and ideas.  

bƻǘŜŘΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ 
the area and the designation as an Opportunity Area. It will 
recognise the role that the areas must have in meeting the 
/ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘƛƴƎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘΦ  ²Ŝ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ 
engagement with the stakeholder to help develop an appropriate 
vision for the area. 
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Grove and Company 
(Roger Grove)  

More should be made of Sloane Square and Knightsbridge 
 
Considering their importance for tourists the subway to the 
museums should be upgraded 
 
South Kensington needs to be upgraded and the space 
previously populated by Christies repurposed  

The current vision supports the refurbishment of the pedestrian 
tunnels and the value these could have to those visiting the 
museums. 
 
Comment about the former Christies unit noted. 

Gerald Eve (Peter Edgar)  It is considered that the vision for South Kensington and 
Knightsbridge remains broadly appropriate. The innovative art 
gallery cluster scheme at Cromwell Place should be recognised 
along with the potential of South Kensington to become a focus 
for further commercial art galleries as a result. The vision 
statements should be updated to reflect the flexibility created 
through the recent amendments to the Use Classes Order and 
the introduction of Class E in particular.  

Support for vision noted. 
 
The Council recognises the contribution that art galleries could 
have upon the area. 
 
The new Local Plan will reflect the freedoms offered by the new 
Class E use. 

Sport England (Mark 
Furnish)  

ω v нΦн ς Many of visions propose new residential development 
but they are almost silent on supporting sport and recreation 
infrastructure to support this growth. The occupiers of new 
development, especially residential, will generate demand for 
sporting provision. The existing provision within an area may not 
be able to accommodate this increased demand without 
exacerbating existing and/or predicted future deficiencies. 
Therefore, Sport England considers that the new provision of 
sport and recreation facilities needed to support the growth of 
these areas should be specified. The level and nature of any 
provision should be informed by a robust evidence base such as 
an up to date Sports Facilities Strategy, Playing Pitch Strategy or 
other relevant needs assessment. Sport England is unaware that 
the Council have such a evidence bases (more detail is below). 
 
Sport England would also support the visions including links to 
ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ 
promote healthy communities. Sport England considers that 

The need for an appropriate and proportionate evidence base is 
noted. 
 
The Council recognises the impact that new development can 
have upon the need for sports and recreation infrastructure.  
However, such a requirement may not be best placed in the 
overarching vision for each area.  
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embedding physical activity, health and wellbeing within the 
high level visions would help ensure that it is entrenched within 
local areas and schemes coming forward within those areas.  

DP9 (Kate Outterside)  Q 2.2 The Council will look again at the existing visions for these 
Places and consider whether remain appropriate. Do you have 
any views on the visions for the Places in the current Local Plan 
and how the new ones should be drafted? 
 
Page 13 of the Borough Issues Consultation identifies 3,500 
homes within Kensal. We recommend that the targets 
identified, particularly the quantum of house, are identified as 
minimums. 
 
In addition to this, whilst it is acknowledged that additional 
connections are required within Kensal, we would suggest that 
explicit reference Maximising housing delivery, avoid being too 
ǇǊŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛǾŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ΨōŜǘǘŜǊ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΩ όŜΦƎ ǘǊŀƛƴ ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 
bridges) set out under Figure 2.1. The proposals at Kensal can be 
delivered independently of all the connections which require a 
substantial amount of coordination with numerous landowners 
to deliver. We would recommend that wording on the 
aspirations for Kensal are taken from the Kensal Canalside 
Opportunity Area SPD.  

The Council recognises that the vision for the Kensal Area must 
reflect the ambitions of the Kensal Canalside SPD. 

Linda Wade  The original SPD for the ECWKOA site was arrived at after much 
consultation, the error was not to consider the needs of the 
existing community with the use of an Area Action Plan. Any 
further documentation must not repeat the same error and both 
the needs of the existing and future development: employment, 
businesses, transport and hospitality need to be balanced.  
 
Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ нΦнΦ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ǘƘŜ 
requirement in the SPD for a replacement venue of national and 
international status providing a footfall of 760,000 p.a.  
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!ǇŀǊǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǿƘƛŎƘ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ǊƛŎƘ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭΣ ƳǳǎƛŎŀƭΣ ŀƴŘ 
theatrical tradition; The Finborough Theatre, The Draycott 
Theatre, The Royal Society of Sculptors, The Troubadour, Gallery 
нусΣ ¢ƘŜ aƻǎŀƛŎ wƻƻƳǎΣ DǊŀŘŜ L {ǘ /ǳǘƘōŜǊǘΩǎ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ŀƴŘ /ƘƻƛǊ 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ CƛƭƳ CŜǎǘƛǾŀƭΦ aǳǎƛŎ ƛǎ ŀ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǊ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ 
the other pubs in the area: The Boltons, The Courtfield and The 
YƛƴƎΩǎ IŜŀŘΦ  

William Wilson  Again no idea where do you find these?  The precis of the Place visions were included in the issues 
document, alongside an explanation of where the full visions can 
be found.   Additional signposted will be used in future iterations 
of the Local Plan as appropriate.  

Boka Hotel (Spencer 
Parsons)  

Yes earls Court as mentioned above and i will repeat here  
 
The Earls Court site should be utilised for a mix of housing and 
the replacement venue promised by the council in a previous 
local plan and also by the then mayor of London Boris Johnson 
but ridden roughshod over by the previous planners and Capco .  
 
RBKC itself is a prime example of how you can marry housing 
with non-housing having such a building as part of its own 
property estate. Chesterton Square is a garden square located 
above floors of Council offices in Pembroke Road which include 
Waste Management, Environmental Health, Transportation, 
Highways, Parking and other departments. This to me is an 
example of what could be done say what was Earls Court 1, a 
new exhibition and multipurpose venue at ground level ( much 
needed to help reinvigorate business ) with housing above in a 
similar garden square creation thereby getting the best of both 
worlds, much needed housing, safe and secure as it would be 
above a venue and the much needed venue that could breathe 
life back in to businesses in the area on the basement and 
ground level and have it of an attractive design. 

Need for replacement of the cultural venue noted. 
 
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǎƘŀǊŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŀǘ 9ŀǊƭǎΩ /ƻǳǊǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳǎŜǎ ŀ 
residential led mixed use site. 
 
The scale of the future development will reflect the existing 
permission as well as the nature of the surrounding area. 
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I do not think the mayor and GLA should be used to overdevelop 
ǘƘŜ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǎƛǘŜΣ ƳŀƪŜ ƛǘ Ǿƛǎǳŀƭƭȅ ŜȄtremely different or 
unappealing in the long term or for it to be built too high , doing 
that then you end up with a sink estate.  

Bikeworks CIC (David 
Dansky)  

Agree the priority in response to Covid/Climate Emergency 
should be about Localism for shopping and services, improved 
public realm with clear reduced driving targets  

Noted.   

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)  

In the last Local Plan: RBKC should review sections of Chapter 10 
Portobello with community groups. Whilst we support many of 
the observations concerning the Portobello to Golborne section 
more active enforcement is needed regarding inappropriate 
shop fronts such as the introduction of larger expanses of plate 
glass at the expense of the traditional shop window and the loss 
of period features such as corbels which create such an 
attractive back drop to the antiques and vegetable market. 
  
The protection and promotion of the unique antiques market, 
which is such a key feature of the area, should be a priority. 
RBKC should resist through planning the agglomeration of units 
which threatens the infrastructure of the arcades, but which 
favour chain retailers. All Saints/290 Westbourne Grove 
(junction of Westbourne Grove and Portobello Road) is an 
instructive case in point: A large antiques arcade was closed in 
favour of this chain fashion retailer which subsequently sublet 
part of its space to SoulCycle 115aPortobello Road a chain gym, 
as its revenues could not support the shop. The former retailer 
is in receivership, the latter is struggling and this key corner site 
which should be one of the welcoming vistas to the antiques 
market is empty.  
 
RBKC has always been keen to promote Portobello to 
international visitors. There is some criticism from residents that 

The Council will review the vision for the Portobello place with 
the relevant community groups. 
 
The Council has the policies in place which allow it to protect 
period shopfronts.  What is/ is not an appropriate design may be 
the subject of interpretation. 
 
The Council values the antiques market.  However, it should be 
noted that planning permission is not required from the change 
of use of one type of retailer to another.  The newly created Class 
E widens this flexibility further, and planning permission is now 
no longer required for the change of use of one town centre use 
to another.  This includes changes of use from shops to cafes, 
restaurants or gyms. Planning permission is also not required for 
the amalgamation of existing units. 
 
The Council recognises that the many tourists who visit 
Portobello Road have both benefits and disbenefits. They ensure 
that the centres remains vibrant in a rapidly changing retail 
market.  However, they will seek particular facilities and these 
may not be those sought by those living in the vicinity.   
 
The issue of signage has been passed on to the relevant team for 
further consideration.  However, the Council does recognise that 
Notting Hill Gate is the gateway for many visitors looking to visit 
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ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘƻƳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ άƭƛƪŜ 
ŀ ǘƘŜƳŜ ǇŀǊƪέ ŦƻǊ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎ άŘƻƛƴƎέ ǘƘŜ bƻǘǘƛƴƎ 
Hill film tour. The PA also recommends that there is better way 
finder signage at the NHG end of the trail, and better promotion 
of the use of Ladbroke Grove station to take tourists directly 
into the heart of the market for those uninterested in antiques 
rather than overloading the overcrowded Portobello Road 
route.  
 
We regret the proliferation of foreign exchange and cheap 
souvenir shops selling low grade foreign artefacts in the antique 
market section has increased to the detriment of the 
atmosphere. RBKC should take concerted action to protect this 
area both as a place for local people to buy fresh produce from 
market stalls and shops all year round and as a centre of 
antiques and vintage goods especially as tourists will not be so 
numerous during the pandemic. The unique mixture of sections 
from the NHG end of Portobello Road through to the flea 
market of Golborne add to the vibrant local atmosphere which is 
what attracts visitors and tourists. Where RBKC itself owns 
properties in the area it should strategically use these premises 
by renting them to local users who will add to the atmosphere 
and traditional character of the area. With the creation of the E 
classification and the general decline in on site retail we also 
fear too many cafes and restaurants will also be created which 
will overwhelm the area.  

Portobello Road, and an opportunity for businesses benefitting 
from the associated footfall.   
 
As noted above planning permission has never been required 
from the change of use of one type of retailer to another.  The 
newly created Class E widens this flexibility further, and planning 
permission is now no longer required for the change of use of 
one town centre use to another.  This includes changes of use 
from shops to cafes, restaurants or foreign exchanges.  By the 
same token the planning system cannot favour the provision of 
ƭƻŎŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǎ ƻǊ ŦƻƻŘ ǎƘƻǇǎ ƻǾŜǊ άŎƘŀƛƴ ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴέ ƻǊ ǎƻǳǾŜƴƛǊ ǎƘƻǇǎΦ 
 
The Council does actively manage the market, and the support 
for stalls which provide fresh produce remains. 
 
 

Sue Redmond  These places should develop homes for people with learning 
disabilities. I am a parent of a young lady with complex needs, 
when I am dead where will she live? Despite the Borough have 
25 years of assessments about her and her friends needs 
nothing has been created that we as families can trust. The Earls 
Court site offers this council the opportunity to develop 
something in partnership with families that could if done 
properly lead in service development for our particularly 

The Council recognises the value of truly accessible places, 
facilities and buildings. 
 
The Council also recognises the need for homes for those with 
complex needs.   
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vulnerable group of adults.  
 
Every single part of this plan should identify how it will be 
accessible for disabled people, parks, changing places, etc.  

Federica Lowndes 
Marques Leitao  

/±у ±ƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ƛƴ нлну ƛǎ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ 
reflect the changing dynamics of city living. 
There should be much greater emphasis on green areas, given 
the congested parks of the borough. Buildings envisaged for this 
space are characterless and will be undistinguishable from other 
city developments around urban centres.  
Lessons should be taken from recently concluded 
redevelopments and seize the opportunity to transform Earls 
Court back into a green space with lower density buildings.  

¢ƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǇŜǊƳƛǎǎƛƻƴǎΣ ƛǘǎ 
designation as an opportunity area and the homes that it is 
expected to provide.  It must also reflect the practicalities of 
development and that any allocation/vision must be deliverable.  
All these factors have implications on the nature of development, 
its scale and the extent of open space. 

Environment Agency 
(Lisa Mills)  

²Ŝ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ άǳǇƘƻƭŘ ƻǳǊ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǉuality of life 
through cherishing quality in the built environment, acting on 
ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƛǎǎǳŜǎΦΦέΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ 
include both measures to reduce the contribution to, and 
mitigate against, climate change. The London Plan (draft 2019) 
has set ambitious targets to become a zero carbon city by 2050. 
To reflect this, the built environment should also encourage the 
provision of high quality open spaces within land use decisions 
and the promotion and provision of cycling and walking 
infrastructure and greener transport. New buildings and 
infrastructure should utilise smart technologies and low carbon 
energy sources, make efficient use of water, reduce the impacts 
from natural hazards like flooding and heatwaves, while 
mitigating and avoiding contributing to the urban heat island 
effect. The new local plan vision should also prioritise adapting 
to the consequences of the environmental changes as result of 
climate change, including tidal flood risk management if 
development is proposed in a tidal flood zone, or within close 
proximity (16m) to the River Thames tidal walls and 
embankments. 

Comments noted. Please refer to our specific responses on 
Climate Change, flood risk, green infrastructure and biodiversity 
for further detail. 
 
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ !ƎŜƴŎȅΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ 
holistic approach for green infrastructure and open spaces. 
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We welcome the vision that focuses on Sustainable Drainage 
{ȅǎǘŜƳǎ ό{ǳ5ǎύΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ȅƻǳǊ ƭƻŎŀƭ Ǉƭŀƴ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ {ǳ5ǎ άǿƛƭƭ ōŜ 
commonplace throughout the borough, reducing the risk of 
flood events, especially in the west of the borough when 
combined with the upgrading of Counters Creek sewer and 
ǎǘƻǊƳ ŘǊŀƛƴΦέΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴ ƛǎ ŀǘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ Ǌƛǎƪ ŦǊƻƳ ǎǳǊŦŀŎŜ ǿŀǘŜǊ 
flooding, mainly due to the large extent of impermeable 
surfaces. In your current local plan, you have identified a need 
for Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) to be commonplace 
throughout the borough to help reduce surface water flooding. 
Your Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) should identify through 
your Local Flood Risk Management Strategies and Surface Water 
Management Plans 
areas where there are particular surface water management 
issues and aim to reduce these risks. This evidence based should 
help to inform if sites are appropriate for development. We are 
minded that other sources of flooding should also be 
incorporated into your future vision for places, where places 
influenced by current and future tidal flood risk should give 
regard to tidal flood risk management in line with national 
planning policy. 
 
We ŀƭǎƻ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άDǊŜŜƴ ƭƛƴƪǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŜƭǇ ǘƻ 
improve biodiversity and air quality and noise levels will have 
ōŜŜƴ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘΦέ ¢ƘŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴ tƭŀƴ όŘǊŀŦǘ нлмфύΣ ǎŜǘǎ 
high ambitions for the improvement of air quality. Policy GG3 
Creating a ƘŜŀƭǘƘȅ Ŏƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴ tƭŀƴ όŘǊŀŦǘ нлмфύΣ ǎŜŜƪǎ άǘƻ 
ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ŀƛǊ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅΣ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜ ǘƻ ǇƻƻǊ ŀƛǊ 
quality and minimise inequalities in levels of exposure to air 
ǇƻƭƭǳǘƛƻƴέΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ȅƻǳǊ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ƴŜǿ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ 
prioritise both the provision of green spaces, including 
biodiversity net gain. 
These green links should also be promoted in places that are 

 
We have one of the most restrictive SuDS policies in London as 
small development requires SuDS to provide a 50% betterment or 
reduction of surface water run-off.  
We have set out detailed guidance on SuDs in section 12 of our 
Greening SPD which demonstrates our direction in terms of 
requirements for new development.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
All sources of flood risk are included in flood risk assessments 
which are also required in Critical Drainage Areas (policy CE2b)   
 
 
 
 
 
Support for multiple benefits of green infrastructure noted. This 
is embedded in the vision as proposed ς putting green issues and 
environment at the heart of all new developments. The Council 
supports the reference to intertidal habitats to contribute to 
biodiversity net gain. 
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within close proximity of the River Thames tidal walls and 
embankments, seeking to enhance and preserve intertidal 
habitat and contribute to biodiversity net gain.  

The Pembridge 
Association (Fiona 
Fleming-Brown)  

RBKC should review sections of Chapter 10 Portobello with 
community groups. Whilst we support many of the observations 
concerning the Portobello to Golborne section more active 
enforcement is needed regarding inappropriate shop fronts such 
as the introduction of larger expanses of plate glass at the 
expense of the traditional shop window and the loss of period 
features such as corbels which create such an attractive back 
drop to the antiques and vegetable market.  
 
The protection and promotion of the unique antiques market, 
which is such a key feature of the area, should be a priority. 
RBKC should resist through planning the agglomeration of units 
which threatens the infrastructure of the arcades, but which 
favour chain retailers. All Saints/290 Westbourne Grove 
(junction of Westbourne Grove and Portobello Road) is an 
instructive case in point: A large antiques arcade was closed in 
favour of this chain fashion retailer which subsequently sublet 
part of its space to SoulCycle 115aPortobello Road a chain gym, 
as its revenues could not support the shop. The former retailer 
is in receivership, the latter is struggling and this key corner site 
which should be one of the welcoming vistas to the antiques 
market is empty.  
 
RBKC has always been keen to promote Portobello to 
international visitors. There is some criticism from residents that 
ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘƻƳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ άƭƛƪŜ 
ŀ ǘƘŜƳŜ ǇŀǊƪέ ŦƻǊ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎ άŘƻƛƴƎέ ǘƘŜ bƻǘǘƛƴƎ 
Hill film tour. The PA also recommends that there is better way 
finder signage at the NHG end of the trail, and better promotion 
of the use of Ladbroke Grove station to take tourists directly 
into the heart of the market for those uninterested in antiques 

The Council will review the vision for the Portobello place with 
the relevant community groups. 
 
The Council has the policies in place which allow it to protect 
period shopfronts.  What is/ is not an appropriate design may be 
the subject of interpretation. 
 
The Council values the antiques market.  However, it should be 
noted that planning permission is not required from the change 
of use of one type of retailer to another.  The newly created Class 
E widens this flexibility further, and planning permission is now 
no longer required for the change of use of one town centre use 
to another.  This includes changes of use from shops to cafes, 
restaurants or gyms. Planning permission is also not required for 
the amalgamation of existing units. 
 
The Council recognises that the many tourists who visit 
Portobello Road have both benefits and disbenefits. They ensure 
that the centres remains vibrant in a rapidly changing retail 
market.  However, they will seek particular facilities and these 
may not be those sought by those living in the vicinity.   
 
The issue of signage has been passed on to the relevant team for 
further consideration.  However, the Council does recognise that 
Notting Hill Gate is the gateway for many visitors looking to visit 
Portobello Road, and an opportunity for businesses benefitting 
from the associated footfall.   
 
As noted above planning permission has never been required 
from the change of use of one type of retailer to another.  The 
newly created Class E widens this flexibility further, and planning 
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rather than overloading the overcrowded Portobello Road 
route.  
 
We regret the proliferation of foreign exchange and cheap 
souvenir shops selling low grade foreign artefacts in the antique 
market section has increased to the detriment of the 
atmosphere. RBKC should take concerted action to protect this 
area both as a place for local people to buy fresh produce from 
market stalls and shops all year round and as a centre of 
antiques and vintage goods especially as tourists will not be so 
numerous during the pandemic. The unique mixture of sections 
from the NHG end of Portobello Road through to the flea 
market of Golborne add to the vibrant local atmosphere which is 
what attracts visitors and tourists. Where RBKC itself owns 
properties in the area it should strategically use these premises 
by renting them to local users who will add to the atmosphere 
and traditional character of the area. With the creation of the E 
classification and the general decline in on site retail we also 
fear too many cafes and restaurants will also be created which 
will overwhelm the area.  

permission is now no longer required for the change of use of 
one town centre use to another.  This includes changes of use 
from shops to cafes, restaurants or foreign exchanges.  By the 
same token the planning system cannot favour the provision of 
ƭƻŎŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǎ ƻǊ ŦƻƻŘ ǎƘƻǇǎ ƻǾŜǊ άŎƘŀƛƴ ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴέ ƻǊ ǎƻǳǾŜƴƛǊ ǎƘƻǇǎΦ 
 
The Council does actively manage the market, and the support 
for stalls which provide fresh produce remains. 
 

CBRE (Miss Nicks)  Portobello Road is identified as of international and national 
significance. Given its location in adjacency to Golborne, 
identified as an area of change, there is an opportunity to 
extend the market northwards, making use of the full extent of 
Portobello Road which supports CHLs regeneration objectives at 
Wornington. CHL would support a mix of non-residential uses 
within this location to support the new homes set to be 
delivered.  

The Council supports initiatives to attract visitors beyond the 
Westway to Golborne Road.  This forms part of the ambitions for 
the Portobello place. 

Savills (Matt Lloyd-Ruck)  It is our view that both the Lots Road and Kings Road/Sloane 
Square places should anticipate the introduction of a wider 
range of land uses, alongside appropriate intensification, as 
these places respond to the economic and social challenges that 
COVID-19 and digitalisation have brought. 

The Council recognises the wide ranging implications that the 
flexibility offered under class E will have on our centres.  The 
policies within the LP will reflect this. This flexibility will have its 
challenges but also allow our centres to adapt quickly to the 
changing realities of the retail climate. 
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Lƴ ǊŜƎŀǊŘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ŀƭƪ ŀƴŘ {ƭƻŀƴŜ {ǉǳŀǊŜ ŀǊŜŀ ǾƛǎƛƻƴΣ 
there is currently an emphasis of consolidating the heritage of 
YƛƴƎΩǎ wƻŀŘ ŀƴŘ {ƭƻŀƴŜ {ǉǳŀǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ 
assets. 
 
In light of the lack of public expenditure on high streets due to 
COVID-19, there should be a shift in focus towards revitalising 
our high streets, supporting local employment and the local 
economy.  
 
aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ΨtƭŀŎŜǎΩ ƘŀǾŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘ 
interchanges within them, that would be suitable for high 
density development in line with the Intend to Publish London 
tƭŀƴΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ΩtƭŀŎŜǎΩ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜ 
the potential to develop sustainably around transport nodes, 
such as Sloane Square. Part of this should include public realm 
improvements that support pedestrian movement and reduce 
the reliance on car use. This will create areas that attract larger 
amounts of footfall to our High streets, contributing to the 
vibrancy and vitality of the Borough. 
 
The new use class E presents an opportunity to increase footfall 
ǘƻ YƛƴƎΩǎ wƻŀŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǾƛōǊŀƴǘ ƳƛȄ ƻŦ ǳǎŜǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ 
within a major town centre location. This would provide 
employment opportunities to these area, by improving the 
commercial, business and retail offering. This opportunity 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ w.Y/Ωǎ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ YƛƴƎΩǎ wƻŀŘ ŀƴŘ 
Sloane Square.  

 
The Council will consider any opportunities to intensify uses 
within our town centres and in particular close to public transport 
interchanges.  Any such development must respect the nature of 
the local street scape. 
 
The Council recognises the value that public realm improvements 
can have in attracting visitors to centres and in increasing dwell 
times.  Both will increase the vitality and the viability of our 
centres. 
 
 

CHRA (I. Margaronis)  In the last Local Plan: RBKC should review sections of Chapter 10 
Portobello with community groups. Whilst we support many of 
the observations concerning the Portobello to Golborne section 
more active enforcement is needed regarding inappropriate 
shop fronts such as the introduction of larger expanses of plate 

The Council will review the vision for the Portobello place with 
the relevant community groups. 
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glass at the expense of the traditional shop window and the loss 
of period features such as corbels which create such an 
attractive back drop to the antiques and vegetable market.  
The protection and promotion of the unique antiques market, 
which is such a key feature of the area, should be a priority. 
RBKC should resist through planning the agglomeration of units 
which threatens the infrastructure of the arcades, but which 
favour chain retailers. All Saints/290 Westbourne Grove 
(junction of Westbourne Grove and Portobello Road) is an 
instructive case in point: A large antiques arcade was closed in 
favour of this chain fashion retailer which subsequently sublet 
part of its space to SoulCycle 115aPortobello Road a chain gym, 
as its revenues could not support the shop. The former retailer 
is in receivership, the latter is struggling and this key corner site 
which should be one of the welcoming vistas to the antiques 
market is empty.  
 
RBKC has always been keen to promote Portobello to 
international visitors. There is some criticism from residents that 
ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘƻƳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ άƭƛƪŜ 
ŀ ǘƘŜƳŜ ǇŀǊƪέ ŦƻǊ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎ άŘƻƛƴƎέ ǘƘŜ bƻǘǘƛƴƎ 
Hill film tour. The CHRA also recommends that there is better 
way finder signage at the NHG end of the trail, and better 
promotion of the use of Ladbroke Grove station to take tourists 
directly into the heart of the market for those uninterested in 
antiques rather than overloading the overcrowded Portobello 
Road route.  
 
We regret the proliferation of foreign exchange and cheap 
souvenir shops selling low grade foreign artefacts in the antique 
market section has increased to the detriment of the 
atmosphere. RBKC should take concerted action to protect this 
area both as a place for local people to buy fresh produce from 
market stalls and shops all year round and as a centre of 

The Council has the policies in place which allow it to protect 
period shopfronts.  What is/ is not an appropriate design may be 
the subject of interpretation. 
 
The Council values the antiques market.  However, it should be 
noted that planning permission is not required from the change 
of use of one type of retailer to another.  The newly created Class 
E widens this flexibility further, and planning permission is now 
no longer required for the change of use of one town centre use 
to another.  This includes changes of use from shops to cafes, 
restaurants or gyms. Planning permission is also not required for 
the amalgamation of existing units. 
 
The Council recognises that the many tourists who visit 
Portobello Road have both benefits and disbenefits. They ensure 
that the centres remains vibrant in a rapidly changing retail 
market.  However, they will seek particular facilities and these 
may not be those sought by those living in the vicinity.   
 
The issue of signage has been passed on to the relevant team for 
further consideration.  However, the Council does recognise that 
Notting Hill Gate is the gateway for many visitors looking to visit 
Portobello Road, and an opportunity for businesses benefitting 
from the associated footfall.   
 
As noted above planning permission has never been required 
from the change of use of one type of retailer to another.  The 
newly created Class E widens this flexibility further, and planning 
permission is now no longer required for the change of use of 
one town centre use to another.  This includes changes of use 
from shops to cafes, restaurants or foreign exchanges.  By the 
same token the planning system cannot favour the provision of 
local sƘƻǇǎ ƻǊ ŦƻƻŘ ǎƘƻǇǎ ƻǾŜǊ άŎƘŀƛƴ ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴέ ƻǊ ǎƻǳǾŜƴƛǊ ǎƘƻǇǎΦ 
 



78 

 

Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

antiques and vintage goods especially as tourists will not be so 
numerous during the pandemic. The unique mixture of sections 
from the NHG end of Portobello Road through to the flea 
market of Golborne add to the vibrant local atmosphere which is 
what attracts visitors and tourists. Where RBKC itself owns 
properties in the area it should strategically use these premises 
by renting them to local users who will add to the atmosphere 
and traditional character of the area. With the creation of the E 
classification and the general decline in on site retail we also 
fear too many cafes and restaurants will also be created which 
will overwhelm the area.  

The Council does actively manage the market, and the support 
for stalls which provide fresh produce remains. 
 

KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)  

This is a problematic area as too often long-term visions that 
become unsuitable or unachievable because of unpredicted 
events or changes in trends. So there needs to be wriggle room, 
and these sections should not be cast in too much detail or in 
too prescriptive terms. It may make sense to differentiate 
between actions that should be considered during say a 5-year 
time-scale, and a more uncertain idea of what we should be 
aiming for in the longer term ς although we have some doubts 
about the latter.  

A vision for a place is just that, a vision.  It should be ambitious.  
However, we do recognise that circumstances do change and that 
the Council must be in a position to adapt accordingly.  The 
current visions/ place policies allow for the necessary flexability.  
The new vision are likely to take the same approach, although 
their exact nature will be determined over time and with 
consultation with relevant stake holders. 

The Philbeach 
wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ 
(Froment)  

¢ƘŜ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜƳain as it is in the 
present CLP, since they were devised after much public 
ŎƻƴǎǳƭǘŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ƭƻǎǘΦ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ŀ 
Neighbourhood Plan, based on the ECWKOA SPD which contains 
much of the substance already. 
 
/±уΥ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ 
The vision needs to be renewed to reflect the fact that 
Hammersmith & Fulham have withdrawn most of their land 
from the development area. The outline planning permission 
will no longer be viable and will have to be completely 
reworked. There will probably not be enough space for a 
significant cultural offering, unless a significant proportion of the 

It is not for the Council to bring forward a Neighbourhood Plan ς 
although would welcome any engagement for a potential 
Neighbourhood Forum.  Any forum would have to meet the 
minimum requirements, and a subsequent NP recognise the 
nature of the area as one which will have significant 
development. 
 
¢ƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ 
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remaining site is devoted to it, along with consolidated open 
green space. 
 
The east-west cycling Quietway may also need to be reviewed, 
as it is not obvious where that could go, as would the Broadway 
N-S relief road for Warwick Road.  

Units, 2,3,4,5,7,8,10 & 
11 Latimer Ind Estate 
and Ivebury Court 
(Tania Martin)  

We would like to see Latimer Industrial Estate develop into 
buildings that support small to medium businesses/creative 
industries with housing above. 
 
We do not feel that Latimer Road, which is currently an 
Employment Zone and consists of a mix of industrial units, 
commercial buildings and residential housing, merits being 
included in the Oxford Gardens Conservation Area.  

The desire for Latimer Road to become a mixed use area, with 
commercial at ground floor noted. 
 
Any proposals to extend existing/designate new conservation 
areas will be drafted and consulted up as part of a process quite 
separate from that of the Local Plan.  All parties will be 
encouraged to participate at this time. 

Rolf Judd on behalf of 
Ballymore Group 
[ƛƳƛǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ {ŀƛƴǎōǳǊȅΩǎ 
Supermarkets L...  

As a key stakeholder and active participant in the regeneration 
of the Kensal Canalside Opportunity Area, Ballymore and SSL 
welcome early consultation on the New Local Plan to allow 
residents and businesses the opportunity to shape the plan at an 
early stage. 
 
hǳǊ ŎƭƛŜƴǘǎΩ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƛǎ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ 
the development and regeneration of the Kensal Canalside 
Opportunity Area. Along with other the landowners, our clients 
plan to deliver a significant number of new homes, alongside a 
replacement Sainsbury's store, employment and commercial 
floorspace and public open space to meet RBKC Policy 
requirements. 
 
Overall, we are supportive that the Issues Paper recognises the 
Kensal Canalside Opportunity Area as a key area of change and a 
ΨDǊƻǿǘƘ !ǊŜŀΩ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǎǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ 
 
Page 13 of the Issues Paper notes what redevelopment of Kensal 

The Council recognises the importance of ensuring that the new 
draft SPD and Local Plan are aligned.  This will assist in the 
successful delivery of one of key sites in the borough ς a site 
which is expected a large number of new homes. 
 
This includes a recognition that the development is viable and 
deliverable. 
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Canalside Opportunity Area could deliver, noting 3,500 homes, 
10,000 sqm of offices and a new superstore. It should be 
ensured through the drafting of the New Local Plan that there is 
consideration of the Kensal Canalside Supplementary Planning 
Document (SPD). We understand through engagement with 
RBKC Officers that the production of the SPD for the 
Opportunity Area is in the advanced stages and it is expected 
that formal consultation on the SPD will commence at the end 
of 2020. It is therefore important that the new draft SPD and 
Local Plan are aligned. 
 
Conclusion 
Overall, Ballymore and SSL have no significant concerns with the 
issues being raised to be considered as part of the New Local 
Plan and welcomes early engagement on this matter. It is 
important that the identified Opportunity Areas are further 
recognised within emerging policy and their ability to contribute 
to growth in RBKC, in particular much needed new homes. As 
noted above, it should be ensured that emerging policy aligns 
with the emerging Kensal Canalside SPD. 
 
However, as noted above, policies relating to Community 
Housing (affordable housing) need to be carefully considered 
relating to Opportunity Areas. As part of the redevelopment of 
the Kensal Canalside Opportunity Area, significant new 
infrastructure is required to enable the delivery of new homes. 
These factors impact on the overall viability and deliverability of 
the Opportunity Area. It is therefore appropriate that 
Opportunity Areas should be based on site specific viability and 
infrastructure evidence, which should be recognised in emerging 
planning policy.  

GLA (Hassan Ahmed)  The Mayor welcomes that the consultation document sets out 
w.Y/Ωǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŦƻŎǳǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ YŜƴǎŀƭ /ŀƴŀƭǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ 
the Earls Court/West Kensington areas. The indicative targets 

Support from the GLA for the approach taken for the Opportunity 
Areas is noted.  Any difference from the indicative growth targets 
within the London Plan will be fully justified. 
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set out in Table 2.1 of the ItP London Plan for Kensal Canalside 
Opportunity Area are to deliver in the region of 3,500 and 2,000 
new homes and jobs respectively and the indicative growth 
target for Earls Court/West Kensington Opportunity Area is to 
deliver 6,500 new homes and 5,000 jobs. These indicative 
capacity figures should be used as a starting point to be tested 
through an assessment process to establish the development 
potential of each area. The Plan should be clear about how this 
has been done and should provide justification where figures 
ŘƛŦŦŜǊ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴ tƭŀƴΦ w.Y/Ωǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ 
deliver 10,000m2 of new office space in the Kensal Canalside 
area should be supported by local and up-to-date evidence.  

TfL (Josephine Vos)  Section 2 - Areas of change 
Kensal 
We note the aspirations for this Opportunity Area. The 
residential and office developments should be car free (apart 
from Blue Badge parking) and car parking for other uses should 
be minimised in line with the approach to car parking set out in 
Policy T6 of the ItP London Plan. 
 
9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘκ²ŀǊǿƛŎƪ wƻŀŘ 
We note the aspirations for this Opportunity Area which extends 
into the adjacent borough; the residential and office 
developments should be car free (apart from Blue Badge 
parking) and car parking for other uses should be minimised in 
line with the approach to car parking set out in Policy T6 of the 
ItP London Plan. 
 
TfL Commercial Development will provide separate comments 
due to their interest in strategic sites 4 and 5.  

Noted.  The Council recognises that the scale of development 
expected within the Opportunity Areas could have the potential 
to have an impact on traffic generation.  This will be addressed 
the Local Plan progresses, having regard to the policies within the 
London Plan. 

TfL (Brendan Hodges)  Quod has prepared a response to this on behalf of ECPL. In 
summary, the vision for Earls Court should be an ambitious 
statement that supports the transformation of one of the 

The Council ƛǎ ŀǿŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ 
Opportunity Area will have to providing much needed housing in 
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.ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ǘǿƻ ōǊƻǿƴŦƛŜƭŘ hǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ !ǊŜŀ όh!ύ ǎƛǘŜǎ ƛnto 
a new, vibrant community. Given the constraints on space for 
development in the borough, the opportunity for Earls Court to 
deliver sustainable development at scale should therefore be 
embraced. A clear statement identifying the site as an important 
location for making a significant contribution towards meeting 
ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛǘ 
should also be clear that the site is highly constrained by the 
existing rail infrastructure and there will be competing pressures 
on the site that will need to be balanced. 
 
It is also important for a site allocation and vision to recognise 
that the site is part of a much larger development opportunity 
that also encompasses land in adjacent H&F owned by ECPL and 
TfL. It is important for there to be cross-borough coordination 
and cooperation in order that the benefits of development on 
the whole, larger site can be achieved. There is a great 
opportunity here for development to improve connectivity by 
addressing the physical barrier presented by the railway tracks 
in order to link the boroughs and local communities. 
 
ECPL wishes to work with the Council and others to deliver a 
new ambitious vision for Earls Court which responds to its 
Opportunity Area designation and the surrounding context.  

the borough.  This is explicit in the current allocation, and will be 
taken forward in a new allocation. 
 
That the RBKC element of the OA is a small part of the wider OA 
is also noted, and will continue to be so. 
 
We welcome working with developers to help ensure that all our 
major development sites deliver the homes and other uses 
needed by the borough and which makes the borough the place 
that it is.  

Hillgate RA ²Ŝ ǎŜŜƪ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǊŜŀ ό9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘύ ǘƻ ōŜǘǘŜǊ 
serve local needs, specifically with regard to retail provision and 
ǘƻ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ƛǎǎǳŜǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ Ƨǳǎǘ άǘƘŜ DŀǘŜǿŀȅ 
ǘƻ tƻǊǘƻōŜƭƭƻέ ό[ocal Plan Sept 2019) but an important centre 
with a strong but submerged local character. MOVE TO NHG 
PLACE SECTION 

 
Within our CA we also represent Westbourne Grove which we 
feel was not sufficiently described in the last Local Plan. In 
marked contrast to both NHG and Kensington High Street it has 

 



83 

 

Respondent Name Comments /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

proved to be relatively resilient to the impact of the modal shift 
to on-line shopping and the pandemic. There are some 
transferable ideas from this retail area in terms of public 
amenity and place making which we believe are significant not 
least the enhancement of what we term Meaningful Greening 
which benefits residents, especially those in the social housing 
units around Portobello Court, retailers and tourists alike. 
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Call for Sites 

Q3.1: Are you aware of any sites that may be suitable for new development? 
 
General comments regarding broad sites or types of land use which may be suitable for future development have been noted.   
 
Similarly comments of a more general nature, or those suggesting how the Council should conduct this search for additional sites, have been noted.  

Respondent Name Comments  /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ wŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ 

The Labour Group - 
RBKC  

Please clarify the objectives for land use in RBKC assets in Lots Road. There are three 
sites: Cremorne Wharf/Ashburnham Road; the car pound; and 65-73 Lots Road. These 
must be earmarked for affordable/social housing in an area of huge need. Some of the 
poorest people in the borough live in Guinness Estate off Edith Road; this is yet another 
area of extremes. The planned care home should be aimed at local need ς not yet 
ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ΨŎŀǾƛŀǊ ŎŀǊŜΩ ƘƻƳŜΦ  
 
Elkstone Road currently has a mix of light industrial, hospitality and a GP practice. A 
plan for this area should be considered, which gives it an identity as it is currently a 
twilight zone.  
 
Any research on these issues must look at who works there ς is it mainly local people, 
or not? A mix is of course acceptable, but many areas only have shops and business run 
by people from outside the borough. 
 
wŜΥ ΨƛƴŦƛƭƭ ŀƴŘ ŘŜƴǎƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΩ ς we must be careful not to confuse amenity space with 
brownfield. Buildings with some height need amenity space for residents to breathe, 
play and commune. Simply filling in such spaces takes away a valuable asset. Disused 
garages etc are a different matter.  

A separate SPD is being drafted for the area including the 
sites in question. The SPD will address the issues raised. 

Earl's Court Society 
(Malcolm Spalding)  

Underground and rail stations should be included in the Brownfield Sites Register. 
Permitted development should be retail or community uses at ground floor level, with 
residential above, up to 5 storeys (Ground plus 4) 
Run-down hotels, which are not viable (e.g. those in one, two or three houses) due to 
economy of scale, should have permitted change of use automatically to residential  

Noted. The Council cannot designate operational land 
without undertaking further detailed work. Comment on 
hotels noted. Permitted development rights are introduced 
nationally. 
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Sandra Yarwood  Land around railways. 
Some buildings could have one or two storeys added, such as Orpen House on Trebovir 
Rd.  

Noted. National permitted development rights allow 
upward extensions with certain conditions. 

St Quintin and 
Woodlands 
Neighbourhood 
Forum (Henry 
Peterson)  

The StQW Neighbourhood Plan identified Latimer Road for missed use, and RBKC own 
Unit 12 which should be reviewed as a potential housing opportunity. The narrow 
backland site at Highlever Garage (142A)is also allocate as a potential housing site. The 
Draft StQW Plan included the site at 3a Crowthorne Road but this was removed by the 
Examiner on the basis that a planning consent had been granted for a mixed use 
scheme. This consent has never been implemented, demonstrating that viability in this 
part of North Kensington remains marginal. On a new Local Plan, RBKC needs to 
examine why schemes have not come forward and whether this has been the result of 
onerous planning conditions. Fluctuations in the London housing market seem likely to 
continue for the foreseeable future, inhibiting development of smaller sites.  

Noted. These sites are included in list of potential 
allocations. However, Unit 12 will be included as part of 
Units 1-14 rather than on its own. 

Oonagh Wohanka  [ŜǘΩǎ ǊŜǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƎƘ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ  Noted. 

G Thomson  The Earls Court site is identified as an Area of Change and a Growth Area. On this basis 
it is assumed that the Site is already identified as a location for future development 
and no further information is required in relation to this question. Should further 
information be required we would be happy to provide a detailed submission.  

Noted. It is included as it is a currently earmarked for 
development and has an extant planning permission. 

Fraslo Investment 
Holdings Limited 
(Will Kumar)  

The site location 136 Bramley Road 
the potential type of development Residential 
the scale of development; and, 15 Storey + tower to deliver significant residential units 
and affordable housing. 
possible constraints on development such as historic buildings, parks and open space 
or protected uses such as offices, education, medical use. Conservation Area nearby 
 
See attached plan.  

Noted. The site will be considered. 

Historic England 
(Katie Parsons )  

Whilst Historic England does not advocate particular sites, we suggest that our 
published guidance is consulted as you are evaluating sites being brought forward from 
other parties. It is important to take account of the historic environment when 
deciding upon which sites will be carried through to the Local Plan. We have published 
an advice note on site allocations that may be helpful: The Historic Environment and 
Site Allocations and Local Plans - Advice Note 3 https://historicengland.org.uk/images-

Noted.  
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books/publications/historic-environment-and-site-allocations-in-local-plans/ 
 
3.2 All potential sites will need to be appraised against potential historic environment 
impacts. It is imperative to have this robust evidence base in place to ensure the 
soundness of the Plan. Cumulative effects of site options on the historic environment 
should be considered too. 
 
3.3 The in some instances Heritage Impact Assessments (HIAs) may be required to 
assess the suitability of certain areas for development and the impact on the historic 
environment. Should the HIA conclude that development in the area could be 
acceptable and the site be allocated, the findings of the HIA should inform the Local 
Plan policy including development criteria.  
 
3.4 When considering site allocations it is important to take a design-led approach to 
determine site capacities. These assessments should form part of the published 
evidence base in order to demonstrate conformity with the Emerging London Plan 
(ELP) (in particular ELP policies GG2; D1; and D3).  

Linda Wade  Some of the hotels in the borough that can no longer afford to upgrade and who wish 
to sell on as residential should be permitted to do so.  

Noted. The policy on hotels will be based on evidence of 
need. 

Andre Hellstrom  Kensal Evangelical Church, 324 Kensal Road W10 5BZ. I have never seen anyone go in 
there in my 16 years living here. That space is a waste of space.  
 
269-271 Kensal Road must have problems, building stopped and it's looking like a 
dump. What happened? 
 
Next to 263 Kensal Road there's an old laundry I think. I think it's unused so that's a 
waste of space too.  

Noted. We will consider the allocation but religious uses 
are a social and community use. 

TfL Planning, 
Transport for 
London (Richard 
Carr)  

TfL Commercial Development will respond separately to the call for sites.  Noted. 
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LanBikeworks CIC 
(David Dansky)  

Underneath the Westway - Which has some development such as the climbing centre 
ŀƴŘ ƎȅƳ ŀƴŘ ǎǇƻǊǘǎ ŎƻǳǊǘǎΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ǎƻƳŜ ƭƛƎƘǘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎŜǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ 
however a pleasant environment blighted by the Westway above. A challenge for any 
developed/architect would be to optimise the use of these spaces and minimise the 
effects of the Westway. There may be examples of places that better use motorway 
blighted spacers. (Recently Leicester City Council demolished a major flyover and vastly 
improved the public realm in that space-probably beyond the scope of the Borough ;)  

Noted. There is an existing SPD relating to Westway. 

Federica Lowndes 
Marques Leitao  

Brown belt sites, near tube lines and railtracks - riding the overground DLC one can 
identify many plots that are underdeveloped but central to the RBKC.  

Noted. Much of this land is designated Sites of Nature 
Conservation Importance. 

Environment Agency 
(Lisa Mills)  

Whilst we have no specific sites to recommend as suitable for development, we would 
encourage you to ensure that any sites put forward consider the following: 
 
Tidal flood risk 
 
The borough is constrained by areas of tidal flood risk and tidal breach flood risk. In line 
with the NPPF, sites that are proposed for development should be sequentially tested 
to ensure that development is steered away from areas at a high risk of flooding. Also 
in line with the NPPF, any sites that are proposed in a flood zone must be supported by 
a site specific flood risk assessment. Additionally, any sites that are proposed within 
the tidal flooding breach extent must ensure that all sleeping accommodation is 
located at or above the modelled tidal breach flood level (unless it can be 
demonstrated that a permanent fixed barrier is in place to prevent floodwater from 
entering any sleeping accommodation that is located below the modelled breach flood 
level), as stated in the NPPF. 
 
You should ensure that your Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) incorporates the 
latest flood risk data as an evidence based document to support the strategic site 
allocations of your new local plan. 
 
Surface water flooding 
 
London is at particular risk from surface water flooding, mainly due to the large extent 
of impermeable surfaces. In your current local plan, you have identified a need for 

Tidal flooding already is a priority for the Council. Policy 
CE2 f requires development adjacent to the Thames to be 
set back from the Thames flood defence to enable the 
sustainable and cost-effective upgrade of flood defences 
and to implement any other recommendations of the 
Thames Estuary 2100 plan (TE2100).  
The proposed sites will be sequentially tested, and this 
information will be available at later stages of the local plan 
development. Flood risk assessments are required for all 
development proposals in flood zone 3 as per national 
policy and our local policy CE2b.  
We are ŀǿŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ 9!Ωǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ 
sleeping accommodation in relation to breach levels. This 
change in policy took place after our current Local Plan was 
examined and could therefore not be included in the 
current Local Plan. It will be however, included in the new 
Local Plan.   
 
The SFRA will be reviewed and updated to reflect updates 
to evidence base, guidance documents and plans. The Local 
Flood Risk Management Strategy will be updated 
afterwards.   
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Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) to be commonplace throughout the borough to 
help reduce surface water flooding. Your LLFA should identify through your Local Flood 
Risk Management Strategies and Surface Water Management Plans areas where there 
are particular surface water management 
 
issues and aim to reduce these risks. This evidence based should help to inform if sites 
are appropriate for development. 
 
Proximity to tidal River Thames tidal defences and embankments 
 
The TE2100 plan focuses on the maintenance and raising of the River Thames tidal 
walls and embankments to protect the borough from current and future tidal flood 
risk. Any sites that are recommended suitable for development within 16m of the River 
Thames tidal walls and embankments must comply with the TE2100 policy. It will need 
to be demonstrated that proposals adjacent to flood defences will not have a 
detrimental impact on the integrity of the existing flood defences and should aim to be 
set back from the banks of the River Thames and those defences to allow their 
management, maintenance and raising to protect against current and future flood risk. 
The Riverside Strategies plan also compliments the TE2100 plan, to improve flood risk 
management in the vicinity of the river, create better access to and along the riverside, 
and improve the riverside environment. 
 
Proposed contaminative uses and Source protection zones (SPZs) 
 
We note that your borough has an area of SPZs 1 to 3 near Knightsbridge. Please use 
maps to understand where these SPZs are located http://apps.environment- 
agency.gov.uk/wiyby/37833.aspx . SPZs indicate areas designated for drinking water 
abstraction from groundwater and therefore the bedrock and groundwater are 
vulnerable to mobilised contaminants. In the interest in the protection of controlled 
waters, certain development is not permitted in SPZ1, including petrol stations, the 
storage of hazardous substances, new landfills and cemeteries. Therefore, you should 
consider the proposed development in these areas when determining your call for 
sites. Also, in line with the NPPF, any development site proposed on land known to be 
contaminated will need to ensure risks to controlled waters are suitably managed 

We are aware of surface water flooding and interaction 
with other sources of flooding. This will continue to be 
addressed in the Local Plan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Please refer to our response on tidal flooding above. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Constraints noted. The Environment Agency SPZ maps will 
be used.  
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through the provision of the preliminary risk assessment, where land remediation 
works may also be required.  

c david  Kensington Forum, Cromwell Road - this site should be requisitioned for 
redevelopment into social and key worker housing.  

Noted. The site will not be financially viable for the uses 
stated. 

Andre Michaud  Latimer Road. As above  Noted. 

CBRE (Miss Nicks)  CHL already have one site identified within the current Local Plan. However, they 
would also propose that the following be identified: 
Site 1: Bridge Training Centre [see supporting plan - enclosed] Type development: 
Residential led 
Scale: up to 280 residential units Constraints: not applicable 
Site 2: Friendship Centre [bring into Wornington Green allocation ς see enclosed plan] 
Type Development: Community led, together with supporting commercial floor space 
Scale: up to five storeys 
Constraints: not applicable  

Noted. The sites will be considered for allocation. 

Savills (Matt Lloyd-
Ruck)  

As stated within the accompanying questionnaire, we would like to propose both The 
Plaza and Sloane Square House in response to your call for sites.  
 
The Plaza has the benefit of a recent grant of consent for refurbishment to include 
some additional floorspace through upward extension capable of being supported by 
the existing  structure. In time, and as leases come into line, The Plaza offers the 
opportunity for comprehensive development. This could take the form of commercial 
or residential development, both of which would meet a Borough need. We would 
therefore support the identification of the Plaza for residential or commercial 
development over the plan period. We would be pleased to work with the planning 
authority to explore a capacity exercise as part of this plan making exercise against 
which any presumption in favour might be considered.  
 
Sloane Square House is an existing office building with residential above. It backs onto 
and over the District Line at Sloane Square. The site presents clear opportunities for 
intensification and, as with The Plaza, it is our view that both commercial and 
residential development could be appropriate here and both would meet a Borough 
need. As with the Plaza, we would therefore support the identification of this site for 

Noted. The sites will be considered for allocation. 
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residential or commercial use over the plan period and, as with The Plaza, we would be 
pleased to work with the planning authority to explore a capacity exercise as part of 
this plan making exercise against which any presumption in favour might be 
considered. 

Deloitte for Natural 
History Museum 
(Adam Donovan)  

The Council is seeking details of sites which are considered suitable for new 
development. The NHM is a large Site which is made up of the historic Grade I 
Waterhouse Building, the Grade I Earth Galleries Building, the Darwin Centre, the 
Palaeontology Building, the Grounds and the Grade I railings, and a series of back of 
house buildings that have no historic significance. As mentioned above, at some point 
over the next 5 to 10 years, there is the potential for these buildings to be 
repurposed/redeveloped. Whilst the NHM is not yet at the stage of identifying 
ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǳǎŜǎΣ ǊŜŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǘŀƪŜ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƴŜǿ Ǉƭŀƴ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΦ 
As such, the NHM requests that the Council considers this part of the NHM as a 
potential site which is suitable for redevelopment in the Local Plan process. We would 
welcome the opportunity to discuss this further with you.  

Noted. Given the Grade I listed status of the buildings and 
the fact that the cultural uses are also protected it would 
appear that the site allocation would not serve a purpose 
to provide new development. However, we would be very 
happy to engage with the museum to understand the 
development opportunity that is being considered. 

KENSINGTON 
SOCIETY (Amanda 
Frame)  

²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ ƴƻ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘƘŜ ȊƻƴŜǎ ƻŦ ΨƎǊƻǿǘƘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΩ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ 
the Issues paper. The implication of Kensington having been totally built up for over 
100 years means that major developments would require large-scale redevelopment ς 
few such opportunities come up. This means that what is displaced has to be taken into 
account, including our heritage areas and green spaces.  
 
Town centres ς both higher-order and local centres - ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ άǊŜƴŜǿŀƭ 
ŀǊŜŀǎέ όŀǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿƛƭƭ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ 
town centre strategies. This could be a positive opportunity for managing their future.  

Noted 

The Philbeach 
wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association 
(Froment)  

Underground and rail stations should be included in the Brownfield Sites Register. 
Permitted development should be retail or community uses at ground floor level, with 
residential above, up to 5 storeys (Ground plus 4). 
Run-down hotels, which are not viable due to economy of scale (e.g. those in one, two 
or three houses), should have automatic permitted change of use to residential.  

Noted. The Council cannot designate operational land 
without undertaking further detailed work. Comment on 
hotels noted. Permitted development rights are introduced 
nationally. 

Units, 2,3,4,5,7,8,10 
& 11 Latimer Ind 

The StQW Neighbourhood Plan identified Latimer Industrial Estate for mixed use 
development. The low level industrial buildings have the potential for the airspace 
above to be used for residential units. 

Noted. Units 1-14 will be considered for site allocation as 
per the work on the SPD. 
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Estate and Ivebury 
Court (Tania Martin)  

 
The Neighbourhood Plan identified the scope for 50-80 housing units to be delivered 
over time, through redevelopment of the light industrial/warehouse units 1-14 into 
mixed use buildings, with new housing above commercial space. Also, RBKC owns Unit 
12 which could offer potential housing opportunity. 
 
Constraints 
The industrial units are small sites and the affordable housing threshold of 650 sqm 
impacts viability of development of the units on such restricted sites. If the threshold 
was raised to 1,000 sqm, in line with national policy, there is a possibility to increase 
the overall potential housing units across the Industrial Estate by 30 units and 
development will become viable and attractive for investment. 
 
Existing Scenario - unviable 
650 sqm = approx. 6/7 units (1-3 beds) 
14 industrial Units = potential of 84-98 units 
 
Potential Scenario - viable 
1,000sqm = approx. 10/11 units (1-3 beds) 
14 industrial units = potential of 140-154 units 
 
Currently, under policy the existing commercial space needs to be retained within 
Employment Zones. Some of the units have added mezzanines, which means that the 
ground and first floors would need to remain as commercial units. As there are height 
restrictions to proposed development, we would like to see flexibility on this policy, 
with commercial required only at ground floor/street level with the potential for more 
residential above. 
 
As many of the industrial units are used for warehousing, if the ground floor were to 
become offices the employment density would increase, which would more than 
compensate the loss of commercial floorspace. 
 
The commercial units on Latimer Road are having to compete with 2.2million sqft of 
new high- quality offices accommodation in White City Regeneration Area. White City 
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office space is attractive to employers and employees as is short walk from excellent 
transport links, extensive shopping areas, and lively cafes and bars ς which Latimer 
Road and the local area lacks. 
 
Although we would like to think that Latimer Road will be able to compete with the 
White City area, the reality is that it will struggle because of the lack of amenities and 
poor transport links. Even though the rents are low, commercial units on Latimer Road 
still have problems attracting and retaining tenants. Plus, delays to the planned Wood 
Lane/Latimer Road underpass have not helped Latimer Road to flourish.  

TfL (Josephine Vos)  TfL Commercial Development will respond separately to the call for sites.  Noted. 

TfL (Brendan 
Hodges)  

TfL is a significant landowner in the borough. In addition to numerous underground 
stations and other public transport infrastructure we have a large and varied 
commercial portfolio of shops and workspaces that are let to small enterprises within 
stations, arches (including Lockton Street) and other premises. We also let space at and 
beneath the A40 / Westway for community and sports uses, including all weather 
pitches and climbing walls. Importantly, we own a number of sites that are suitable for 
redevelopment including: 
 
- The former Earls Court Exhibition Centre and adjacent land owned by Earls Court 
Partnership Limited (ECPL) - a JV with Delancey / DV4 and APG. Please note that this is 
part of a much larger development opportunity site which also comprises significant 
ƘƻƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ IŀƳƳŜǊǎƳƛǘƘ ŀƴŘ CǳƭƘŀƳ όIϧCύ ŀƭǎƻ ƻǿƴŜŘ ōȅ 9/t[ ŀƴŘ ¢Ŧ[Ωǎ 
Lille Bridge Depot (also in H&F). We propose a comprehensive regeneration project 
across the three elements but our representations on the NLPR only relate to the ECPL 
holdings in RBKC. 
ω [ŀƴŘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ {ƻǳǘƘ YŜƴǎƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǳƴŘŜǊƎǊƻǳƴŘ ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴΤ 
ω [ŀƴŘ ŀǘ 5ŀǊŦƛŜƭŘ ²ŀȅΤ ŀƴŘ 
ω {ƳŀƭƭŜǊ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀǘ IƻƭƭŀƴŘ wƻŀŘ ŀƴŘ tƻǊǘƻōŜƭƭƻ wƻŀŘΦ 
 
These sites are major opportunities in the Borough to deliver housing-led, mixed-use 
schemes. TfL CD seeks to work positively and in partnership with local planning 
authorities (LPAs) and communities in order to deliver sustainable development that 
makes a real difference. 

Noted.  
9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ς will be included as a site allocation given its 
significance. 
 
Land around South Kensington Station ς will be considered 
for site allocation 
 
Land at Darfield Way ς The sports uses are a protected 
social and community use and will not be taken forward as 
an allocation for residential. 
 
Land at Holland Road ς will be considered for site 
allocation 
 
Land Between Ladbroke Grove and Portobello Road ς site 
is a designated Site of Nature Conservation Importance. 
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Q 3.1 Are you aware of any sites that might be suitable for new development? 
 
Earls Court 
It is assumed that a submission for the Earls Court site is not required on the basis that 
the Site has already been identified as a Strategic Site in the Local Plan 2019. 
Furthermore, the site forms part of the West Kensington and Earls Court Opportunity 
Area in the London Plan. However, should further information be required we would 
be happy to provide a more detailed submission. 
 
Land Around South Kensington Station 
Our partner Native Land and London Underground Ltd have submitted a planning 
application for station enhancements and a mixed use residential, retail and office 
development on the 0.85ha site. The application includes: 
ω {ǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎΤ 
ω рл ƴŜǿ ƘƻƳŜǎ όŀ ƴŜǘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƻŦ нт ƘƻƳŜǎύΤ ŀƴŘ 
ω оΣлллƳн ƻŦ ƴŜǿ /ƭŀǎǎ 9 floorspace 
The site location plan is attached as Annex 1. 
Please see the letter from DP9 on behalf of Native Land [Kensington] Limited, TTL 
South Kensington Properties Limited and LUL for further information relating to this 
site. 
 
Land at Darfield Way 
Council officers have recently asked us to consider the feasibility of developing this 
0.91ha site for residential-led development and we would be happy to discuss this 
further. A site location plan is attached as Annex 2. 
 
Land at Holland Road 
TfL CD has been discussing the potential for housing development on this site with the 
Council for several months. We consider that it has capacity for 40-60 new homes. The 
existing cycle hire facility on the site would need to be integrated with new 
development or relocated. A site location plan is attached as Annex 3. 
 
Land Between Ladbroke Grove and Portobello Road 
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¢Ŧ[ Ƙŀǎ ƭŀǳƴŎƘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ лΦпо ƘŜŎǘŀǊŜ ǎƛǘŜ ǘƻ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ D[! ΨǎƳŀƭƭ ǎƛǘŜǎΣ ǎƳŀƭƭ 
ōǳƛƭŘŜǊǎ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΩ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜ ƘƛƎƘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜnt by SME house 
builders on available publicly-owned land in London. TfL has selected a development 
partner who has previously engaged positively with council officers about bringing 
forward development on this site. TfL CD believes the site has capacity for 60-100 new 
homes. A site location plan is attached as Annex 4.  

DP9 for Native Land 
(Kensington 
Limited), TTLSouth 
Kensington 
Properties and ...  

¢ƘŜ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tŀǊǘƴŜǊΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƭƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 
including the South Kensington Tube Station. The area of interest is outlined on the 
attached plan. For completeness, the legal address of the interest is: 
South Kensington Underground Station, 20-48 (even) and 36-46 (even) Thurloe Street, 
1-9 (odd) Pelham Street and 1-13 South Kensington Station Arcade, 20- 34 Thurloe 
Square, and the land along the north side of Pelham Street between Thurloe Square 
and the Oxblood Building at South Kensington Station, including 41 Pelham Street, 
London, SW7. 
 
The Development Partners have recently submitted a planning application1 for the 
Around Station Development at South Kensington Station (herein referred to as the 
Ψ!{5ΩύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǳōƳƛǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜŘ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǇǊŜ-application 
Ŏƻƴǎǳƭǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ w.Y/Ωǎ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 5ŜǎƛƎƴ ŀƴŘ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ǘŜŀms regarding the 
principles of this Site for development and the evolution of the design. Following this 
significant engagement period, it was acknowledged by the Council that this Site is 
suitable for development, at a scale which is represented in the Planning Application. 
 
The proposed ASD as submitted, would deliver a number of benefits including new 
housing, affordable housing and an increase in class E commercial floor space. It also 
delivers heritage benefits alongside the long-awaited completion of the Step Free 
Access from street level to the District & Circle Line platforms. 
 
Section 1.15 of the Review document outlines the priorities that the Local Plan needs 
to achieve. This includes providing new homes, including homes that are truly 
affordable and providing employment opportunities in the Borough. The proposed ASD 
would contribute to this vision in the New Local Plan. 
 
Call for sites 

Noted. We will consider the site for allocation. 
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It is acknowledged that the Review Document will set the framework for the 
development and eventual release of a New Local Plan in response to the 
DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ²ƘƛǘŜ tŀǇŜǊ 5ƻŎǳƳŜƴǘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭ 
that the planning system needs to be reviewed. This review includes the possibility of 
including zoning as a new method of managing development within each Borough. As 
noted in the Review Document, the White Paper indicates that Boroughs should divide 
their land into three zones, being: 
ω tǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ !ǊŜŀǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƻƴƭȅ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ 
ω wŜƴŜǿŀƭ ŀǊŜŀǎΥ {ǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǎome smaller scale development 
ω DǊƻǿǘƘ ŀǊŜŀǎΥ ǎǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 
 
Within the Review Document, the ASD Site is proposed to be zoned as a Protected 
!ǊŜŀΦ DƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ !{5 ƛǎ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ Ŏŀƴ 
therefore contribute to addressing the housing needs of the Borough, the 
Development Partners strongly believe that the ASD Site should be zoned as a Renewal 
Area, given that the site is suitable for regeneration and a defined quantum of 
development. 
 
Whilst the delivery of the ASD is currently subject to the approval of the submitted 
planning permission, the site is both able to accommodate and suitable for the delivery 
of a number of new homes, which will assist RBKC in meeting their ever-growing 
demand for housing across the Borough. The ASD is also capable of increasing the 
existing Class E floorspace for commercial purposes, ensuring that the street frontages 
remain activated, enhancing the vitality and viability of the town centre. Including this 
Site as a Renewal Area will help the RBKC deliver on the vision of the Local Plan for the 
Borough. 
 
The response to Question Three requires the following information: 
 
Site Location 
South Kensington Underground Station, 20-48 (even) and 36-46 (even) Thurloe Street, 
1-9 (odd) Pelham Street and 1-13 South Kensington Station Arcade, 20- 34 Thurloe 
Square, and the land along the north side of Pelham Street between Thurloe Square 
and the Oxblood Building at South Kensington Station, including 41 Pelham Street, 
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London, SW7. 
 
The potential type of development 
Mixed use development comprising Residential & Commercial Class E floor space- 
retail and office. Enhancement to designated heritage assists and the delivery of Step 
Free Access and associated improvements within the Station. 
 
Development quantum: 
- 50 new homes (a net increase of 27 homes) 
- 3,000 m2 of Class E floor space 
 
The scale of development 
Four Sites for Development: 
- Thurloe Street 
- Thurloe Square 
- Pelham Street 
- The Bullnose 
 
Possible constraints on development 
ThŜ {ƛǘŜ ƛǎ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ¢ƘǳǊƭƻŜ {ǘǊŜŜǘκ{ƳƛǘƘΩǎ /ƘŀǊƛǘȅ 
Conservation Area 
ω {ƻǳǘƘ YŜƴǎƛƴƎǘƻƴ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŀ DǊŀŘŜ LL [ƛǎǘŜŘ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ όǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ 
1392067) 
ω ¢ƘŜ {ƻǳǘƘ YŜƴǎƛƴƎǘƻƴ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǎǳōǿŀȅ ǘǳƴƴŜƭ ƛǎ ŀ DǊŀŘŜ LL [ƛǎǘŜŘ 
Building (reference 1392462) 
 
Associated improvements to South Kensington Station 
While the site constraints listed in the table above are matters that need to be 
considered when looking to redevelop the Site, they should not fundamentally affect 
the delivery of an appropriately scaled development across the ASD site. As 
demonstrated in the ASD proposal that is currently submitted for planning approval, 
providing residential development and commercial floor space can be provided while 
respecting the character and setting of the listed buildings and the conservation area. 
The proposed ASD provides significant heritage benefits through the restoration of the 
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listed elements of the Station, as well as the non-listed elements of the building along 
Thurloe Street, which is identified to have a positive contribution to the character of 
the conservation area. The mere fact that the area includes some heritage protection 
designations does not mean that the whole area needs to be zoned as a Protected 
Area. 
 
The ASD outlines how it is possible to create new space for development over and 
around the Station to deliver new homes and commercial floor space without causing 
substantial harm to the listed elements of the Station. 
 
Based on the matters listed above, the Site should be zoned as a Renewal Area within 
the New Local Plan given the significant benefits the redevelopment of this Site can 
bring to the Borough, including increasing housing supply.  

 

 

Blue ς Green future  
 

Issue 1: Climate change and building design  
 

Q4.1: Should the New Local Plan support the use of innovative materials, techniques and technology to assist in the retrofitting of existing buildings to ensure greater 
sustainability bearing in mind in some cases this may come at a cost to the character of the existing building stock and of our conservation areas?  
 

Respondent Name  Comments  /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ  
The Labour Group - RBKC   Materials must be tried and tested ς no more repeats of Grenfell! 

Modern methods of construction such as off-site modular 
construction are still fraught with problems, and cross-laminated 
timber, used as a material or for modular units, is under 
ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŦƛǊŜ ǎŀŦŜǘȅ ŜȄǇŜǊǘǎΦ [ŜǘΩǎ ǿŀƛǘ ǳƴǘƛƭ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ 
ōŜŜƴ ΨǎƴŀƎƎŜŘΩ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎ resolved by others.   
  
One of the ways should be looked at to improve our existing 
buildings is the internal insulation and building ceiling and walls to 

The Council notes the comments and suggestions of the Labour Group.  
  
We understand that there may be concern over the use 
of new materials, techniques and technologies. Policy D12 of the New 
London Plan sets high standards for the fire 
safety of new development that the Council is required to follow. This 
includes a requirement for major development to submit a fire 
statement.  
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save energy and keep the house/flat warm using the existing 
technologies instead of covering buildings externally with 
hazardous flammable materials.  
  
Also, to consider the use of solar panels on high rise buildings to 
generate enough power for heating lighting in common areas in the 
building and lifts.   
  
We should be lobbying for 0% VAT on retrofit and materials. It 
cannot be right that buildings are demolished and rebuilt simply to 
avoid VAT while ignoring whole-ƭƛŦŜ ŎŀǊōƻƴ ŎƻǎǘǎΦ ¢I9b ƭŜǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ 
on insulating older building stock.   

Following the Grenfell tragedy, the Building Regulations were amended 
to only allow non-combustible external materials to be used on 
residential buildings over 18m. From a regulatory perspective we have 
now returned to the former Greater London Council standards that were 
repealed in 1987. Regarding materials with limited combustibility, it is no 
ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ǇŜǊƳƛǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ΨŘŜǎƪǘƻǇ ǎǘǳŘƛŜǎΩ ǘƻ ƧǳǎǘƛŦȅ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
design and build. All materials must have undergone a third party (Body 
must be suitably accredited with UCAS) testing regime, to determine 
their fire resistance properties. The Council have also welcomed the 
introduction of a new Building Safety Regulator, as well as new Building 
Regulations requiring the provision of sprinklers and wayfinding in 
residential buildings over 11m.  
The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft Greening 
SPD in January 2021. Central to the SPD objectives are concepts such 
as the whole life-cycle approach, the circular economy, and the energy 
hierarchy, which includes supporting renewable forms of 
energy and retention, reuse and recycling of existing buildings and 
materials over demolition and new build where appropriate. The issue of 
retrofitting will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Earl's Court Society 
(Malcolm Spalding)   

Retrofitting can, and must be done, without cost to character of 
existing buildings and conservation areas  
The need to preserve their special architectural or historic 
character must be paramount.   

Comments noted.   
  
The Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance the character 
and appearance of conservation areas and therefore retrofitting existing 
buildings must be done in-line with this. The Council published its 
approach to retrofitting in the Draft Greening SPD in January 2021. This 
particularly focuses on buildings in a historic context and how to address 
them sensitively. The issue of retrofitting will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Sandra Yarwood   This feels too worrying and threatening to existing buildings of 
architectural merit.   

Comment noted.  
  
Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀƛƳ ƻǊ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ to harm conservation areas and 
the Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance the character 
and appearance of conservation areas and therefore retrofitting existing 
buildings must be done in-line with this.  

St Quintin and Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum 
(Henry Peterson)   

Blue Green future  
  
Carbon neutral or zero carbon largely means stopping using fossil 

Comments and suggestions noted.   
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fuels, so two issues are faced; reducing our energy needs and 
changing their source to non fossil i.e. electricity and heat from 
solar, wind and tidal.  
  
Therefore support for onsite generation of energy as well as 
insulating buildings is needed; it needs to be a two 
pronged approach as if all our energy is clean then the insulation 
requirements diminish  
  
We support new materials and retrofitting provided done 
sensitively. Key to reducing energy demand is to insulate the 
old building stock, and external insulation is easier to do than 
internal (but changes the appearance). We suggest that the rears of 
properties are often not so sensitive to the character of an area so 
over-cladding with insulation and render is not as harmful there.  
  
Conservation style photovoltaics are available which are barely 
visible in slate roofs and should be Permitted Development or 
consented even where an Article 4 Direction is in place. The same 
applies to the allowance of up to 150mm adjustment in roof levels 
for increasing insulation (StQW Policy C2).  
  
Most heat escapes through windows, and the norm is refitting 
triple glazing, which is much heavier and can be hard to achieve 
with large sash windows, so alternative opening arrangements 
should be allowed. External shutters which roll down with 
adjustable louvres should be allowed , as they provide shading and 
insulation as well as security. The top box can be invisible if 
integrated into the lintel   

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦt Greening SPD, published in January 2021, sets out our 
support for onsite generation of renewable energy where 
appropriate and the guidance in the SPD follows the New London Plan 
Energy Hierarchy.   
  
The Greening SPD also ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜǎ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ approach to 
retrofitting existing buildings, with particular focus on buildings in a 
historic context and how to address them sensitively. The suggestions 
made here, such as the fabric first approach, conservation style PV 
panels and upgrading windows are all included in the detailed guidance 
provided in section 9 of the Draft Greening SPD. The issue of retrofitting 
will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Lucia Scalisi   Too many developers & their estate agents -eg Crosstree - have too 
much say in the usage of land sites. Their plans are short term 
knowing that the land banks their clients seek are short to mid term 
gain & anything they build will be pulled down & redeveloped by 
the next investor - see current M& S site Kings Rd. it was built c. 
1989, the new investors have held it for 10 years & are now seeking 
development using plans drawn up before Covid 19.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council agrees that development proposals should seek to be more 
sustainable and long term. Our Draft Greening SPD establishes the 
/ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ this by encouraging all development to take a 
whole life-cycle carbon approach and applying circular economy 



100 

 

  
It is not enough for Any community to be held to ransom over their 
local environments.   
  
Councils/RBKC need to look at these development proposals from 
the environment of view o& exposure to communities of repeated 
redevelopments.   

principles (see sections 3 and 4). The whole life cycle carbon approach 
and circular economy concepts will be used to inform the NLPR.  

Kerry Davis-Head   conservation areas should not be sullied. nor should the areas 
surrounding them   

Noted. Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀƛƳ ƻǊ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ to harm conservation 
areas and the Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance the 
character and appearance of conservation areas and therefore 
retrofitting existing buildings must be done in-line with this.  

Nigel Crump   As an example of the council's inflexibility and backward looking 
approach to planning, an application has recently been submitted 
for the above property which takes into account climate change 
and how dwellings should be adapted for the future but the 
planning department are unwilling to support it for the usual 
ridiculous reasons, oh you can't build up in this terrace, it's out of 
keeping, so with this sort of approach then we are all wasting our 
time trying to bring about change when planning departments 
maintain absolutely no flexibility.  
  
These are my comments on the application.  
  
247A Portobello Rd, London W11 1LT  
  
I am a local resident and Architect and have lived on the Portobello 
Road for 27 years.  
  
This is an extremely impressive application and summarises 
brilliantly the reasons why this scheme should be allowed. We now 
live in a very different world and it is high time that local authority 
planning departments understand and respect the changes that are 
taking place in the built environment and respect this when 
considering planning applications of such a high standard.  
  
The first point to consider is the application seeks to make changes 

Noted.  
  
The Council is committed to addressing the impacts of climate change 
and we published our approach to this in the Draft Greening SPD in 
January 2021. However, the Council also has a statutory duty to assess 
each application on planning balance against all relevant Local 
Development Plan policy and objectives, including our duty to preserve 
and enhance designated Conservation Areas. In cases such as 
these, a bespoke solution needs to be found that allows the 
requirements of multiple policy objectives to be met. It is not possible to 
comment further on this particular application without a planning 
application reference to identify the specific application in question.  
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to the property without detriment to the immediate residents and 
to the wider borough. They wish to create change for the wider 
good, which may be an inspiration to other local residents to 
complete similar changes to reduce the impact of their lives on the 
environment.  
  
The proposals have been developed with reference to NPPF 
guidance and RBKC Local Plan adopted September 2019. It respects 
meeting the challenge of climate change. Accounts for the changing 
climate and a low carbon future of development.  
Lǘ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ Ψǘƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΩΦ Lǘ ǎŜǘǎ ƻǳǘ о ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎΣ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎΣ 
social and environmental.  
  
The proposed alterations will be a significant improvement to the 
existing Victorian building and terrace, there will be no significant 
visual alterations that will have any affect on the street scene or 
local amenities.  
  
The government have recently introduced legislation to encourage 
home owners to build upwards and outwards so that families can 
increase the size of their homes rather than being forced to move 
home, this is a perfect example of such a situation.   

Oonagh Wohanka   L ǘƘƛƴƪ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΣ ƴŜǿ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ Ƴǳǎǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴΩ 
energy saving buildings and adapt older one where its reasonable 
to do so   

Support for use of modern energy saving technologies and retrofit of 
existing buildings where reasonable is noted. We have outlined our 
support for this approach in our Draft Greening SPD, published in January 
2021.   

Tracey Rust   With technology evolving all the time, the Council could support 
the use of some innovative materials etc but not to the significant 
detriment of a building or conservation area.  
For instance, new slim-profile glazing which achieves high energy 
efficiency would not necessarily have a harmful impact on a 
building or conservation area.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft Greening 
SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on buildings in a historic 
context and how to address them sensitively, acknowledging the 
/ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ statutory duty to preserve and enhance the character and 
appearance of conservation areas. The suggesting intervention to 
windows is given consideration in the SPD. The issue of retrofitting will 
be picked up in the NLPR.  
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Mr Ehrman   The existing building stock in RBKC is much admired. Do not spoil 
it.   

Noted. Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀƛƳ ƻǊ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ to harm conservation 
areas and the Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance the 
character and appearance of conservation areas and therefore 
retrofitting existing buildings must be done in-line with this.  

G Thomson   Although retrofitting of existing buildings is unlikely to be directly 
relevant to the Earls Court site, we support the principle of 
updating older buildings using innovative materials, technology and 
techniques where feasible, viable and appropriate in the 
circumstances. It is important that the Borough evolves and is 
updated to meet the pressing need for environmental 
improvements and new homes at this time.   

Support for retrofitting existing buildings and use of innovative materials, 
technology and techniques where feasible and appropriate noted.   

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

Most of the borough is in Conservation Areas these should be left 
alone this would be a waste of money   

Comment noted.  
  
Planning can mainly influence new development, but we have taken the 
opportunity to provide guidance to householders in retrofitting existing 
buildings in a sensitive way, including in Conservation Areas in our Draft 
Greening SPD, published in January 2021.   

Gerald Eve (Peter Edgar)   The promotion of innovative materials, techniques and technology 
ǘƻ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ wƻȅŀƭ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ŎŀǊōƻƴ 
neutral target is supported. The need to balance this against 
impacts on existing character and heritage constraints is recognised 
ōǳǘ ƻƴŜ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊƛƭȅ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘǊƛƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
other.   

The Council notes support for the use of innovative materials techniques 
and technology.   

Port of London Authority 
(Michael Atkins)   

The PLA would be supportive of the use of innovative materials, 
techniques and technology to assist in the retrofitting of existing 
buildings to ensure greater sustainability, currently for any works 
proposed in the River Thames itself, it is must be shown that 
consideration has been given to the use of green technologies as 
part of any proposals (see link below)  
  
http://www.pla.co.uk/Environment/Green-Technologies-on-River-
Thames-Structures   

The /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ t[!Ωǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ innovative materials, 
techniques and technology.   

Historic England (Katie 
Parsons )   

Historic England is committed to action on the climate emergency, 
and strongly supports measures to cut carbon and energy. Our 
Position Statement can provide further guidance on this front .   
  

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ IƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ measures to cut carbon 
emissions and energy use.  
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4.2 A careful balance needs to be struck. The NPPG tells us that 
where energy efficiency improvements require planning permission 
local planning authorities should ensure any advice to developers is 
co-ordinated to ensure consistency between energy, design and 
heritage matters . The NPPF is clear that development plans should 
place great weight on the conservation of the historic environment 
given its irreplaceable nature, and that development plans should 
positively plan for the conservation and enhancement of the 
historic environment. Placing retrofit objectives over heritage 
objectives would effectively build in harm from the outset and risks 
the plan being unsound. There are or course ways to successfully 
adapt historic buildings and this can be made clear and can be 
encouraged. Policies can provide extra guidance on how this can be 
approached so that climate change mitigation measures can still be 
secured. We are happy to discuss this further.   
  
4.3 It is important that historic assets are not seen a constraining 
factor, but as a valuable aid to achieving sustainable development. 
For example historic buildings represent a significant investment of 
expended energy. Demolishing and replacing these historic 
structures would also require a major reinvestment of embodied 
energy and other resources. Therefore encouraging the reuse of 
existing historic buildings and spaces can help achieve sustainable 
development. The plan could recognise that the beneficial re-use of 
existing buildings is a sustainable approach in its own right.   
  
4.4 We have published the following technical guidance and 
information which may be of use:   
  
Energy Efficiency and Historic Buildings: How to Improve Energy 
Efficiency https://historicengland.org.uk/images-
books/publications/eehb-how-to-improve-energy-efficiency/  
  
Energy Efficiency and Historic Buildings - Application of Part L of the 
Building Regulations to historic and traditionally constructed 
buildings https://historicengland.org.uk/images-

4.2. This Council supports retrofitting that is sensitively designed so that 
the twin objectives of improving energy performance and protecting the 
special character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough can 
be achieved. We recognise the care that must be taken if we are to 
achieve both goals. The Council published its approach to retrofitting in 
the Draft Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on 
buildings in a historic context and how to address them sensitively.  
  
4.3. The Council supports taking a whole life-cycle carbon approach and 
applying circular economy principles to development, which is 
established in Sections 3 and 4 of the Draft Greening SPD. For the built 
environment these concepts are about prioritising retention and 
refurbishment over demolition and rebuilding, but also ensuring new 

development is constructed sustainably and for the long term.   
  
4.4 ς 4.7. The Council notes the technical guidance and 
advice suggested and will ensure these are taken into 
consideration and used to inform the NLPR.  
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books/publications/energy-efficiency-historic-buildings-ptl/    
  
Energy Efficiency and Historic Buildings: Energy Performance 
Certificates https://historicengland.org.uk/images-
books/publications/eehb-energy-performance-certificates/   
  
4.6 In addition to these technical guides we have produced a series 
ƻŦ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŦƻǊƳ ŀ ǳǎŜŦǳƭ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴΩǎ 
evidence base; these can also be found in our directory: 
https://historicengland.org.uk/content/docs/advice/technical-
conservation-guidance-and-research-brochure-pdf/   
  
4.7 With part funding from Historic England, the STBA has 
published guidance on retrofitting traditional buildings based on 
current research and practice. Planning Responsible Retrofit of 
Traditional Buildings https://historicengland.org.uk/images-
books/publications/planning-responsible-retrofit -of-traditional-
buildings/   

Linda Wade   The use of materials in new build can be considered but with 80% 
of the borough with Conservation Areas, and the use of materials 
being a significant part of their conservation status any materials 
will have to be demonstrated that they do not impair or take away 
from the original design or architectural merit. The emphasis of the 
NLPR should be that any alteration should be to enhance and 
improve rather than detract   

Comments noted.   
  
The Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance Conservation 
Areas and we recognise the care that must be taken if we are to achieve 
both goals. The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft 
Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on buildings in a 
historic context and how to address them sensitively.  

Woodland Trust (Bridget 
Fox)   

Wood as a building material is low carbon and if sustainably 
sourced makes a positive contribution to well-managed woodland.   
Use of green roofs, green walls, etc. brings multiple benefits for 
biodiversity and climate mitigation in addition to aesthetic 
enhancement.   

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ²ƻƻŘƭŀƴŘ ¢ǊǳǎǘΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ use of 
sustainably sourced wood and urban greening technologies.  
  
We support development that incorporates a range of urban greening 
technologies and interventions, including those suggested. We have 
included detailed guidance on these ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ мм ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ 
Greening SPD, published in January 2021. Encouraging development to 
incorporate urban greening will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Andre Hellstrom   I live in Quayside House on 302 Kensal road. My windows are so 
poorly designed so actually visitors think that my windows are 
OPEN! And the building was built 2004 so it's not an old building. 

Comment noted.  
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The housing association refuses to change my windows so I might 
pay for it myself. The warm energy going through the windows and 
out at winter is costly and bad for the planet.   

TfL Planning, Transport for 
London (Richard Carr )   

Cross references should be made in this section to the contribution 
of transport and travel choices in responding to the climate 
emergency and addressing issues of air quality, noise and vibration. 
Reducing travel by private vehicles will help to contribute to the 
aims and objectives set out here.  
  
Routes that are designed for active travel can be successfully 
integrated with green infrastructure. TfL has produced guidance on 
how green infrastructure can contribute to the Healthy Streets 
Approach: http://content.tfl.gov.uk/contributions-of-gi-to- healthy-
streets-approach.pdf.   

¢Ŧ[Ωǎ support for green infrastructure and reducing private car travel is 
noted.  
  
This Council supports development that incorporates urban greening to 
improve air quality and promote a healthier Borough. Detailed guidance 
on supported interventions, including electric vehicle charging 
infrastructure, can be found in sections 10 and 11 of our Draft Greening 
SPD.  
  
We are also committed to promoting better travel choices so 
that walking, cycling and public transport are preferred by residents and 
visitors to private car ownership/use. This is also outlined in section 10 of 
the Greening SPD and the adopted Local Plan (Policy CT1 for 
example). Supporting and facilitating walking, cycling, and other forms 
of active and sustainable transport are a key objective for the Council 
and will be continued in the New Local Plan.   

William Wilson   We should look to maintain the architecture and heritage of the 
Borough and try and re-cycle as much as possible   

Comment noted.  
  
The Council supports the application of circular economy principles as set 
out in section 3 of our Greening SPD. These seek retention, reuse and 
recycling of existing buildings and materials over demolition and new 
build where appropriate. The circular economy concept will be used to 
inform the NLPR.  

Boka Hotel (Spencer 
Parsons)   

However this can be done without ruining the external look and 
feel of existing buildings if thought and care is used   

Comment noted.  
  
The Council supports retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively designed 
so that the twin objectives of improving energy efficiency and protecting 
the special character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough 
can be achieved. The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the 
Draft Greening SPD in January 2021. The issue of retrofitting will be 
picked up in the NLPR.  

Bruno de Florence   Nostalgia, i.e. preservation of conservation areas, will not protect 
us from Climate Change.   

Support noted. A balance can be found between the two as set out in our 
Draft Greening SPD.   
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Bikeworks CIC (David 
Dansky)   

It's an interesting dichotomy Sustainability vs Character and 
conservation.  
  
Considering the times we are in with the social problems we have I 
would prefer to see a building become sustainable, last longer and 
be more energy efficient, or repurposed to house people or offer 
local services over conservation of bricks and mortar. (I would have 
a different view about re purposing the necessary green spaces in 
the Borough)   

Support noted.   

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)   

The HVRA supports the use of a new and innovative materials and 
technology to achieve sustainability goals but where these 
buildings are in or adjacent to a CA then every effort should be 
made to install them on the interior of the property. Green and 
grass roofs should be set within and behind the parapet.   
Shops and offices should not rely on artificial cooling, but as 
emissions and noise are reduced due to traffic calming, working 
people should be able to open a window or use natural 
air exchange systems within the building especially as working from 
home is now so important.  
  
¢ƘŜ I±w! ŀƭǎƻ ŜƴŘƻǊǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ 5ŀǾƛŘ ²ƛƭƭŜǘǘΩǎ 
recent Resolution Foundation paper. This calls for immediate action 
to create training schemes to help young people and those seeking 
re- skilling, in techniques and materials handling specific to 
retrofitted construction. A well skilled work force able to work to a 
high standard on period property with these additional skills is a 
necessity for the Borough to realise its targets and would help bring 
longer term and higher value employment to local people.   

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ I±w!Ωǎ support for the use of new and innovative 
materials and technology to achieve sustainability goals but not at the 
expense of conservations areas.  
  
The Council supports retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively designed 
so that the twin objectives of improving energy efficiency and protecting 
the special character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough 
can be achieved. We recognise the care that must be taken if we are 
to achieve both goals. The Council published its approach to retrofitting 
in the Draft Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on 
buildings in a historic context and how to address them sensitively.  
  
The Draft Greening SPD also contains guidance on urban greening 
interventions such as grass roofs (section 11), encouraging passive 
cooling and ventilation over air conditioning (section 5) and supporting 
and facilitating active and sustainable transport over the private car 
(section 10). These are all issues that will be picked up in the NLPR.  
  
The Council will explore options for re-skilling in techniques and 
materials handling specific to retrofitted construction. However, this is 
likely outside the scope of the planning system.  

Sue Redmond   Anything that makes our community environmentally friendly 
should be used. We should involve more local people in this. We 
should also include police in any developments in terms of crime 
prevention. For example my experience of Worlds End Estate is 
that it is extremely difficult to police due to the design of it, 

Comments noted.  
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cameras cannot be fitted to ceilings on landings because they are 
too low. Ultimately making it difficult to catch thugs.   

Environment Agency (Lisa 
Mills)   

In line with the London Plan (draft 2019), proposed development 
ǿƛƭƭ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǘƻ 
become zero carbon by 2050 by increasing energy efficiency, 
including through the use of smart technologies and utilising low 
carbon energy sources.   

¢ƘŜ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ !ƎŜƴŎȅΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ  
  
This Council has set the target to be a carbon neutral Borough by 
2040. We recently drafted a Greening SPD, published in January 
2021, which provides detailed guidance on a 
range supported decarbonisation measures as part of the planning 
application process. The adopted SPD will form part of the framework 
against which any future planning applications will be 
determined is aligned with the policies of the New London Plan which 
will enable us to meet our commitment to be a carbon neutral Borough 
by 2040. A key element of the work on the NLPR will be to transfer 
the guidance set out in the SPD into policy in the New Local Plan.  

The Pembridge Association 
(Fiona Fleming-Brown)   

The PA supports the use of a new and innovative materials and 
technology to achieve sustainability goals but where these 
buildings are in or adjacent to a CA then every effort should be 
made to install them on the interior of the property. Green and 
grass roofs should be set within and behind the parapet.   
Shops and offices should not rely on artificial cooling, but as 
emissions and noise are reduced due to traffic calming, working 
people should be able to open a window or use natural air 
exchange systems within the building especially as working from 
home is now so important.  
¢ƘŜ t! ŀƭǎƻ ŜƴŘƻǊǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ 5ŀǾƛŘ ²ƛƭƭŜǘǘΩǎ 
recent Resolution Foundation paper. This calls for immediate action 
to create training schemes to help young people and those seeking 
re- skilling, in techniques and materials handling specific to 
retrofitted construction. A well skilled work force able to work to a 
high standard on period property with these additional skills is a 
necessity for the Borough to realise its targets and would help bring 
longer term and higher value employment to local people.   

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ t!Ωǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ the use of new and innovative 
materials and technology to achieve sustainability goals but not at the 
expense of conservations areas.  
  
The Council supports retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively designed 
so that the twin objectives of improving energy efficiency and protecting 
the special character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough 
can be achieved. We recognise the care that must be taken if we are to 
achieve both goals. The Council published its approach to retrofitting in 
the Draft Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on 
buildings in a historic context and how to address them sensitively.  
  
The Draft Greening SPD also contains guidance on urban greening 
interventions such as grass roofs (section 11), encouraging passive 
cooling and ventilation over air conditioning (section 5) and supporting 
and facilitating active and sustainable transport over the private car 
(section 10). These are all issues that will be picked up in the NLPR.  
  
The Council will explore options for re-skilling in techniques and 
materials handling specific to retrofitted construction. However, this is 
likely outside the scope of the planning system.  
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C David   The council needs to be more ambitious in terms of banning private 
cars completely from the streets of Kensington and Chelsea. There 
is simply no justification for private cars being parked or driven in 
RBKC. Shared (on demand) electric vehicles can meet the needs of 
the elderly, the infirm and the lazy wealthy residents too arrogant 
to walk, cycle or use public transport.  
  
Smaller roads should be closed to traffic completely and completely 
greened apart from walkways. Larger roads should be reduced in 
size (for vehicles) and the space used for greening, pavements and 
cycle ways.   

Comments and suggestions noted. However, we cannot impose such 
restrictions through the planning regime.  

Clean Air in London (Simon 
Birkett)   

This is essential. Para 9.2.1 of the Intend to Public version of the 
[ƻƴŘƻƴ tƭŀƴ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ƘƻƳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǊƪǇƭŀŎŜs are 
responsible for producing approximately 78% of its greenhouse gas 
emissions. All development and refurbishment must be included, 
not just major development.  
Otherwise, it could be necessary to upgrade the entire legacy RBKC 
building stock at short nƻǘƛŎŜ ǎƘƻǊǘƭȅ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΩǎ ǘƻǘŀƭ 
carbon budget is exceeded! We need to upgrade 3-5% of the 
building stock pa to get to net zero by 2040. Please consider the 
ΨŀƛǊΩ ƘƻƭƛǎǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƛŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀƛǊ Ǉƻƭƭǳǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƎǊŜŜƴƘƻǳǎŜ ƎŀǎŜǎ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊΦ 
Please achieve Science Based Targets eg your share of 1.5c or 2.0c 
not simply 2030, 2040 or 2050 as these timescales may soon be out 
of date.   

Comments noted.  
  
This Council has set the target to be a carbon neutral Borough by 2040. 
We recently drafted a Greening SPD, published in January 2021, which 
provides detailed guidance on a range supported decarbonisation 
measures as part of the planning application process that are in 
accordance with the requirements set out in the New London 
Plan. Almost all sections of the SPD from energy policies and retrofit of 
existing buildings, whole life cycle carbon approach and the circular 
economy, as well as air quality, urban greening and biodiversity 
all contribute to reducing carbon emissions and air pollution.  

Tom Bennett   I support using innovative materials and techniques, but we 
shouldn't promote anything that damages the character of our 
existing buildings.   

Noted.   
  
The Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance Conservation 
Areas and we recognise the care that must be taken if we are to achieve 
both goals. The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft 
Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on buildings in a 
historic context and how to address them sensitively. The issue of 
retrofitting will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Savills (Matt Lloyd-Ruck)   Both CEG and Savills recognise the need to create sustainable 
ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ǘŀŎƪƭŜ ǘƘŜ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŜƳŜǊƎŜƴŎȅΦ 
However, any policy must consider the implications on the viability 
and the deliverability of a scheme should these financial burdens 

Comments noted.  
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be placed upon them. There remains an ongoing incremental shift 
within planning system to balance; sustainability, quality of 
development, need for growth, air quality and biodiversity, and any 
obligation placed upon the developer should recognise the need to 
prioritise and achieve other planning benefit, such as affordable 
housing. It would be counter-intuitive to require developers to 
meet this carbon-neutral target if it stopped sustainable 
development proposals progressing through the planning process.  
  
Developments could instead outline the steps taken to consider the 
materiality of the scheme, any sustainability features and how it 
complements the surrounding environment within their Design and 
Access statements. This would give the Case Officer an indication of 
the considerations made.   

The Council does not wish to hinder good growth and each planning 
application will continue to be determined based on planning balance 
against all relevant Local Development Plan policies and objectives.   
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 encourages all development to follow 
principles such as the whole life cycle carbon approach, circular 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΣ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊΩǎ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ƘƛŜǊŀǊŎƘȅ Ŝǘc. We have included guidance 
for applicants to help them demonstrate that these principles and 
objectives have been considered and addressed where 
possible/appropriate in a proposal, for example within the Design 
and Access statement. The whole life cycle carbon approach, circular 
economy and energy hierarchy concepts will be used to inform the 
NLPR.  

CHRA (I. Margaronis)   The CHRA supports the use of a new and innovative materials and 
technology to achieve sustainability goals but where these 
buildings are in or adjacent to a CA then every effort should be 
made to install them on the interior of the property. Green and 
grass roofs should be set within and behind the parapet.   
Shops and offices should, as far as practicable, not rely on artificial 
cooling, but as emissions and noise are reduced due to traffic 
calming, working people should be able to open a window or use 
natural air exchange systems within the building, especially as 
working from home is now so important.  
  
The CHRA also endorses the apprƻŀŎƘ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ 5ŀǾƛŘ ²ƛƭƭŜǘǘΩǎ 
recent Resolution Foundation paper. This calls for immediate action 
to create training schemes to help young people and those seeking 
re- skilling, in techniques and materials handling specific to 
retrofitted construction. A well skilled work force able to work to a 
high standard on period property with these additional skills is a 
necessity for the Borough to realise its targets and would help bring 
longer term and higher value employment to local people.   

The /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ /Iw!Ωǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ ŀƴŘ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛǾŜ 
materials and technology to achieve sustainability goals but not at the 
expense of conservations areas.  
  
The Council supports retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively designed 
so that the twin objectives of improving energy efficiency and protecting 
the special character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough 
can be achieved. We recognise the care that must be taken if we are to 
achieve both goals. The Council published its approach to retrofitting in 
the Draft Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on 
buildings in a historic context and how to address them sensitively.  
  
The Draft Greening SPD also contains guidance on urban greening 
interventions such as grass roofs (section 11), encouraging passive 
cooling and ventilation over air conditioning (section 5) and supporting 
and facilitating active and sustainable transport over the private car 
(section 10). These are all issues that will be picked up in the NLPR.  
  
The Council will explore options for re-skilling in techniques and 
materials handling specific to retrofitted construction. However, this is 
likely outside the scope of the planning system.  
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KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)   

¢Ƙƛǎ ŘŜǇŜƴŘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άŎƻǎǘέΦ CƻǊ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ ǿŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ 
solar panels on the visible roofs of heritage value, but not if not 
visible.   

Comment noted.  
  
The Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance Conservation 
Areas and we recognise the care that must be taken if we are to 
achieve both goals. The Council published its approach to retrofitting in 
the Draft Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on 
buildings in a historic context and how to address them sensitively, 
including the installation of solar panels (see section 9). The issue of 
retrofitting will be picked up in the NLPR.  

¢ƘŜ tƘƛƭōŜŀŎƘ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association (Froment)   

Retrofitting can, and must be done, without cost to character of 
existing buildings and conservation areas  
The need to preserve their special architectural or historic 
character must be paramount.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance Conservations 
Areas and we recognise the care that must be taken if we are to achieve 
both goals. The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft 
Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on buildings in a 
historic context and how to address them sensitively. The issue of 
retrofi tting will be picked up in the NLPR.  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)   Issue 1 Climate change and building design  
TfL is highly committed to environmentally sustainable 
development and addressing the climate emergency; indeed it is at 
the core of all that we do. TfL CD is in the process of adopting a 
Sustainable Development Framework which will be an industry-
leading approach to maximising environmental sustainability (as 
well as social and economic sustainability) within developments on 
our land. However, as a general point it would appear that the 
issues raised in this part of the NLPR duplicate policies already in 
ǘƘŜ ΨƛƴǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘΩ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴ tƭŀƴ όLǘt [tύΦ 
Government guidance is that Local Plans should not duplicate NPPF 
or London Plan polices.  
  
Q 4.1 Should the NLPR support the use of innovative materials, 
techniques and technology to assist in the retrofitting of existing 
buildings to ensure greater sustainability bearing in mind in some 
cases this may come at a cost to the character of the existing 
building stock and of our conservation areas?  
  

The Council notes ¢Ŧ[Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΦ  
  
Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀƛƳ ƻǊ ƛntention to duplicate policy found in the 
NLP or NPPF. We have a statutory duty to develop planning policy that 
conforms with these higher tiers of policy.  
  
The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft Greening 
SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on buildings in a historic 
context and how to address them sensitively.   
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As a general principle, TfL CD supports retrofitting existing buildings 
in order to improve environmental performance and reduce energy 
consumption as this has sustainability and cost savings benefits for 
the business. On our commercial estate, we will endeavour to do 
this where funding is available and where it is feasible and 
financially viable. TfL has a large portfolio of important heritage 
assets and we seek to protect that legacy from inappropriate 
development. At such buildings, if retrofitting is appropriate it will 
be undertaken in a way that is sensitive and which preserves the 
special historic and architectural interest.   

  
Issue 1: Climate change and building design 
  
Q4.2: For listed buildings we will need to find a balance between bringing them up to high standards of sustainability and the need to preserve their special 
architectural or historic character.  
 

Respondent Name  Comments  /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ  

The Labour Group - RBKC 
(Sir/ Madam)   

There are ways to do this without affecting character. For starters, 
most attics of Victorian housing stock are STILL not insulated! 
Secondary glazing and wooden window shutters are also effective 
in conservation areas.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft 
Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on buildings 
in a historic context and how to address them sensitively, including 
listed buildings and properties located in conservation areas (see 
section 9). The interventions suggested here, such as secondary 
glazing, shutters and insulation are all considered within the 
guidance set out in section 9 of the SPD. The issue of 
retrofit  and listed buildings will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Earl's Court Society (Malcolm 
Spalding)   

What is meant by άǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅέ ŀƴŘ ǿƘȅ ƛǎ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻǎƛǘŜŘ ŀǎ 
ƴŜŜŘƛƴƎ άōŀƭŀƴŎŜέ ǿƛǘƘ άǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴέ  
If the building is sustained it will be preserved, and vice-versa?   

In Q4.2 the term sustainability is used in the context of Climate 
Change and refers to improving the carbon 
footprint of listed buildings within the Borough.  
  
The reason this is posited as needing to 
be balanced with the preservation of listed buildings is that 
higher standards of sustainability such energy performance are 
often more challenging to achieve for historic buildings due to 
the need to preserve their appearance and character.  



112 

 

  
It should also be acknowledged here that preservation of existing 
buildings can indeed be sustainable solution as every building has a 
certain carbon cost associated with its materials and construction, 
not just its ongoing operation. This idea is built into the concepts 
of whole life cycle carbon and the circular economy and 
are supported by the Council ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ о ŀƴŘ п ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
Draft Greening SPD, published in January 2021. They are also key 
concepts in the New London Plan, which was published on 
02 March 2021. The Whole Life Cycle Carbon Approach and 
Circular Economy will also be used to inform the NLPR.  

Sandra Yarwood   Approach with caution. The buildings of architectural merit should 
be protected as a priority.   

Comment noted.  
  
The Council greatly values its built environment and has a statutory 
duty to protect and enhance the architectural significance of its 
many listed buildings. The Council published its approach to 
retrofitting in the Draft Greening SPD in January 2021. This 
particularly focuses on buildings in a historic context and how to 
address them sensitively, including listed buildings (see section 9).   

St Quintin and Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum 
(Henry Peterson)   

Listed Buildings need to be assessed for which parts of them are 
actually of historic value - instead of the carte blanche approach of 
protection - so that measures can be introduced where they do not 
harm fabric of value. Even covering valuable fabric can be done in a 
way that does not harm the history of it even though it makes it 
less visible.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft 
Greening SPD in January 2021. As explained in section 9, in the case 
of listed buildings or properties located within conservation areas, 
each application is dealt with on an individual basis to determine 
how a proposal may impact the special heritage interests of the 
property itself or the character of the wider conservation area.  

Gerald Eve obo CEL - 
Cadogan Estates Ltd (Neil 
Henderson)   

The extent of intervention needs to be balanced carefully between 
the significance of the heritage asset affected and the relative 
energy and sustainability benefits to be achieved over the lifetime 
of the building.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft 
Greening SPD in January 2021. This particularly focuses on buildings 
in a historic context and how to address them sensitively, including 
listed buildings (see section 9). This establishes that in the case 
of listed buildings, applications for retrofit must be assessed 
against the potential impact on the heritage value of the property 
and its setting.   
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Lucia Scalisi   The current planning of stripping whole character buildings & 
supporting only their frontages needs to be reviewed.   
The new builds hidden behind a culturally rich frontage is poor 
quality design. See the buildings a Knightsbridge - ǘƘŜ ǳƎƭȅ ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ 
ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘΩ ǿƛƴŘƻǿǎ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΦ   
Whatever the iconic FriezeGreen building on Kings Rd is going to be 
you can bet your life it will be ubiquitous in its design.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council supports retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively 
designed so that the twin objectives of improving 
energy efficiency and protecting the special 
character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough can be 
achieved.   

Greg Hammond   Preserving the historic built environment should take precedence if 
improved sustainability using current methods would cause harm.   

Comment noted.  
  
The Council also has a statutory duty to protect and enhance the 
architectural significance of its many listed buildings.   

Octavia Housing (Andrew 
Brown)   

Octavia Housing has a sizeable stake holding in the borough and 
with it come obligations to provide our residents with sustainable 
homes. Much of the local stock is older property and ensure that 
this meets sustainability obligations and modern living standards a 
degree of retro fit will be needed.   

hŎǘŀǾƛŀ IƻǳǎƛƴƎΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǊŜǘǊƻŦƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ   

Oonagh Wohanka   As I said, they should not be demolished but just bought up to 
acceptable standards where possible   

Support for retrofit noted.   

Tracey Rust   I do feel that as a starting point, where replacement windows are 
acceptable, new slim profile glazing which achieves improved 
performance for acoustic and/or energy efficiency could be 
considered for grade II listed buildings.   

Comment and suggestions noted.   
  
The Council published its approach to retrofitting in the Draft 
Greening SPD in January 2021. This includes guidance on 
windows in listed buildings (see section 9).   

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

Other than repairs and maintenance there is no reason to damage 
fabric to improve sustainability the uniqueness of the listed 
property will be lost   

Comment noted.  
  
The Council has a statutory duty to preserve and enhance the 
special architectural significance of its many listed buildings and 
this includes the fabric. The Council has published its approach to 
retrofitting listed buildings in the Draft Greening SPD (see section 
9). This establishes that an applicant or householder should always 
seek to bring a listed building up to a good standard of repair 
before considering retrofit options. As this will deliver performance 
benefits and ensure any retrofit interventions have the intended 
benefits. It goes on to explain that any intervention that may 
impact the special character or interest etc. of a listed building will 
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require planning permission and/or Listed Building Consent to 
ensure the special characteristics of the building are not damaged.   

Gerald Eve (Peter Edgar)   The principle of improving the sustainability standards of historic 
buildings is supported. In accordance with NPPF guidance, the 
significance of the heritage asset will need to be considered when 
making interventions and balanced with the benefits of improving 
the long-term sustainability of the building and contribution 
towards meeting carbon neutral targets. However, a more flexible 
approach should be applied to ensure buildings can be 
appropriately retrofitted to achieve better sustainability 
credentials.   

Support for improving the sustainability standards of historic 
buildings is noted.   

Historic England (Katie 
Parsons)   

We support the positive approach to tackle climate change. 
IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ƳŜŀƴ ƘŀǊƳΦ ²Ŝ ŀŘǾƻŎŀǘŜ ŀ άǿƘƻƭŜ 
ƘƻǳǎŜέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƴŘ ŀŘǾƛǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴȅ policies make specific 
reference to this. How energy efficiency approaches are applied 
will differ depending on whether the fabric is historic or if it is of 
modern construction. Policies should make this distinction clear.   

The Council notes Historic EngƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘΦ  
  
The Council has provided in-depth technical guidance on 
retrofitting existing buildings and supported interventions 
in section 9 of our Draft Greening SPD, published in January 2021. 
Special consideration is given to what is appropriate and achievable 
for different types of properties within the Borough, including 
listed buildings and buildings within conservation areas, with 
specific guidance on what is suitable for such properties. The 
guidance is clear that these will require a different approach to 
retrofit and that high standards that can be achieved in modern 
buildings are unlikely to be achievable in historic settings.    
  
Historic England has also responded to the consultation on the 
Draft Greening SPD in which they have expressed their support for 
the guidance on retrofitting existing buildings.   

Andre   
Hellstrom   

Of all northern European countries, England is famous for having 
very cold homes, they are poorly insulated. I realise some are listed 
but is that really more important than saving the planet for the 
future? There has to be a compromise.   

Comment noted.   
  
The Council also has a statutory duty to protect and enhance the 
architectural significance of its many listed buildings.   

William Wilson   We should look at more green things like solar panels on roofs etc 
where not seen from street level.   

Comment noted.   
  
This Council supports the use of solar panels where appropriate 
and has provided advice for householders and applicants on 
the use of solar panels in sections 7 and 9 of the Draft 
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Greening SPD. However, as explained in section 9, in the case of 
listed buildings or properties located within conservation areas. 
These must be dealt with on a case by case basis to determine how 
the installation of solar panels may impact the special heritage 
interests of the property itself or the character of wider 
conservation area.   

Boka Hotel (Spencer 
Parsons)   

Refits of existing buildings can be done without losing their current 
appearance if listed or in keeping with the area   

Comment noted.   
  
The Council has provided detailed guidance on retrofitting existing 
buildings and supported interventions in section 9 of our Draft 
Greening SPD, published in January 2021.   

Bruno de Florence   Nostalgia, i.e. preservation of conservation areas, will not help in 
lowering our energy bills.   

Comment noted.  
  
The Council also has a statutory duty to protect and enhance the 
architectural significance of its many listed buildings.   

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)   

There are a relatively small number of buildings nationally which 
are awarded listed status and the HVRA CA is fortunate in 
containing a number of Grade I and Grade II properties. We urge 
RBKC to be far more vigilant in planning decisions which involve 
listed buildings and not to consider them as like CA properties 
which are less protected. Where environmental considerations 
occur, which change or affect listed properties we advocate a 
conservative approach with the detailed involvement of RBKC 
historic building specialists, not just planning officers and the 
applicants highly partisan heritage consultants.   
New materials and techniques should be carefully assessed not just 
for their visual impact but also their effect on the historic fabric of 
ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ Lǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ άǊŜŀŘέ ǘƘŜ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ 
changes made to such important buildings and original material 
and design features should not be destroyed. We stress the 
importance of temporary and removeable changes such as 
secondary glazing to be installed on the inside surface. This would 
provide heat insulation in winter which could be removed to 
prevent over heating in Summer.  
  
We hope that the PWP anticipated design codes and pattern books 

The Council notes ǘƘŜ I±w!Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎΦ  
  
The Council supports retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively 
designed so that the twin objectives of improving 
energy efficiency and protecting the special 
character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough can be 
achieved. This is established in our Draft Greening SPD, published 
in January 2021. That said, the Council also has a statutory duty to 
protect and enhance the architectural significance of its many 
listed buildings. The guidance found in section 9 of the Greening 
SPD is clear that there are certain restrictions on what can be done 
to retrofit listed buildings in order to protect their special 
architectural/historic character and value.  
  
The guidance in the Draft Greening SPD also considers the impact 
of overheating and provides guidance on how to avoid this along 
with discouraging the use of energy intensive cooling systems, such 
as air conditioning.  
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will provide detailed and specific guidance of best practice in this 
area to prevent inappropriate additions specially those which mar 
the exterior of listed buildings and degrade the streetscape.  
  
The HVRA supports high standard of thermal insulation and 
techniques of passive cooling such as grass and green roofs and 
traditional sash windows and shutters rather than just the 
improvement of insulation without regard to the effect of this in 
hot weather. We already see that the over insulation of listed and 
CA properties can encourage applications for unsustainable air 
conditioning technologies as over insulated properties become 
unbearably hot in Summer. The inclusion of air conditioning with its 
accompanying damage to the fabric of the property and the 
environment is also a detrimental to our CA when views are marred 
by the unsightly presence of associated plant on roof tops which as 
it ages becomes increasingly noisy.  
  
Part of being more environmentally responsible is to avoid granting 
planning permission to aspects of applications which are 
unsatisfactory. We also hope that the Local Plan will prevent the 
increase of the size of hard standings for car parking where there 
are existing soft surfaces and will encourage the use of permeable 
gravel where off street parking is given permission. If new planning 
laws permit the reintroduction of under basements/double 
basements all the history in in the ground, the antique foundations 
and the earth figure will be lost. It also risks loss of original paved 
or brick floors of low walls and threatens the stability of the main 
building during construction. The addition of swimming pools is 
especially unsuitable for listed buildings as it produces effluent 
humid air and requires invasive electromechanical and energy 
consuming machinery.   

The Council is no longer giving permission for new car parking 
spaces with new development to help ease congestion on the 
roads.  

Sue Redmond   We need to keep our history and to respect it. But the building 
should also be fit for purpose for use of local residents. This is a 
tricky thing to achieve, but involving local business people might be 
helpful.   

Comment and suggestions noted.  
  
The Council seeks to involve the entire community of RBKC in all 
stages of its planning activities, including businesses. Consultations 
such as these are a key process for doing so.  
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Federica Lowndes Marques 
Leitao   

Public buildings such as libraries, council offices and other such 
buildings do need better insulation, heating/ cooling systems and 
efficient use of energy.   

Noted.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ /ƭƛƳŀǘŜ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ¢ŜŀƳ ƛǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ŀ 
Climate Emergency Action Plan which will set out our strategy 
to ensure all Council operations are carbon neutral by 2030.  

The Pembridge Association 
(Fiona Fleming-Brown)   

There are a relatively small number of buildings nationally which 
are awarded listed status and the PA CA is fortunate in containing a 
number of Grade I and Grade II properties. We urge RBKC to be far 
more vigilant in planning decisions which involve listed buildings 
and not to consider them as like CA properties which are less 
protected. Where environmental considerations occur, which 
change or affect listed properties we advocate a conservative 
approach with the detailed involvement of RBKC historic building 
specialists, not just planning officers and the applicants highly 
partisan heritage consultants.   
  
New materials and techniques should be carefully assessed not just 
for their visual impact but also their effect on the historic fabric of 
ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ Lǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ άǊŜŀŘέ ǘƘŜ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ 
changes made to such important buildings and original material 
and design features should not be destroyed. We stress the 
importance of temporary and removeable changes such as 
secondary glazing to be installed on the inside surface. This would 
provide heat insulation in winter which could be removed to 
prevent over heating in Summer.  
  
We hope that the PWP anticipated design codes and pattern books 
will provide detailed and specific guidance of best practice in this 
area to prevent inappropriate additions specially those which mar 
the exterior of listed buildings and degrade the streetscape.  
  
The PA supports high standard of thermal insulation and 
techniques of passive cooling such as grass and green roofs and 
traditional sash windows and shutters rather than just the 
improvement of insulation without regard to the effect of this in 
hot weather. We already see that the over insulation of listed and 

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ t!Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎΦ  
  
The Council supports retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively 
designed so that the twin objectives of improving 
energy efficiency and protecting the special 
character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough can be 
achieved. This is established in our Draft Greening SPD, published 
in January 2021. That said, the Council also has a statutory duty to 
protect and enhance the architectural significance of its many 
listed buildings. The guidance found in section 9 of the Greening 
SPD is clear that there are certain restrictions on what can be done 
to retrofit listed buildings in order to protect their special 
architectural/historic character and value.   
  
The guidance in the Draft Greening SPD also considers the impact 
of overheating and provides guidance on how to avoid this along 
with discouraging the use of energy intensive cooling systems, such 
as air conditioning.  
  
The Council is no longer giving permission for new car parking 
spaces with new development to help ease congestion on the 
roads.  
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CA properties can encourage applications for unsustainable air 
conditioning technologies as over insulated properties become 
unbearably hot in Summer. The inclusion of air conditioning with its 
accompanying damage to the fabric of the property and the 
environment is also a detrimental to our CA when views are marred 
by the unsightly presence of associated plant on roof tops which as 
it ages becomes increasingly noisy.  
  
Part of being more environmentally responsible is to avoid granting 
planning permission to aspects of applications which are 
unsatisfactory. We also hope that the Local Plan will prevent the 
increase of the size of hard standings for car parking where there 
are existing soft surfaces and will encourage the use of permeable 
gravel where off street parking is given permission. If new planning 
laws permit the reintroduction of under basements/double 
basements all the history in in the ground, the antique foundations 
and the earth figure will be lost. It also risks loss of original paved 
or brick floors of low walls and threatens the stability of the main 
building during construction. The addition of swimming pools is 
especially unsuitable for listed buildings as it produces effluent 
humid air and requires invasive electromechanical and energy 
consuming machinery.   

Clean Air in London (Simon 
Birkett)   

See answer to Q4.1.  
Please benchmark your plan against the Citȅ ƻŦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ !ƛǊ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ 
Strategy 2019-(which is best in class) 
https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/assets/Business/City-of-London-
Air-Quality-Strategy-2019- 24.pdf and its Climate Action Strategy 
https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/services/environmental- 
health/climate-action/climate-action-strategy.   

Noted.   
  
²Ŝ ǿƛƭƭ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅ ƻŦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ !ƛǊ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ нлмф ŀǎ ŀ 
benchmark, along with relevant guidance in the New London 
Plan, for policy development in the NLPR.  

Rosemary Andreae   Must preserve architectural and historic character.  
  
Sustainability is important but is too often used as an excuse for 
ugly innovation. Many historic buildings are environmentally 
friendly.   

Noted.  
  
The Council also has a statutory duty to protect and enhance the 
architectural significance of its many listed buildings. However, we 
support retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively designed so that 
the twin objectives of improving energy efficiency and protecting 
the special character or appearance of existing buildings in the 
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Borough can be achieved. This is established in our Draft Greening 
SPD, which provides specific guidance on what is achievable in 
listed buildings without leading to damage.   

Tom Bennett   Preserving their special architectural and historic character should 
take precedence, especially where any changes cannot be 
reversed.   

Noted.  
  
The Council also has a statutory duty to protect and enhance the 
architectural significance of its many listed buildings. However, we 
support retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively designed so that 
the twin objectives of improving energy efficiency and protecting 
the special character or appearance of existing buildings in the 
Borough can be achieved. This is established in our Draft Greening 
SPD, which provides specific guidance on what is achievable in 
listed buildings without leading to damage.   

CHRA (I. Margaronis)   There are a relatively small number of buildings nationally which 
are awarded listed status and the CHRA is fortunate in containing a 
number of Grade I and Grade II properties. We urge RBKC to be far 
more vigilant in planning decisions which involve listed buildings 
and their surroundings and not to consider them as like CA 
properties which are less protected. Where environmental 
considerations occur, which change or affect listed properties, we 
advocate a conservative approach with the detailed involvement of 
RBKC historic building specialists, not just planning officers and the 
applicants highly partisan heritage consultants.   
New materials and techniques should be carefully assessed not just 
for their visual impact but also their effect on the historic fabric of 
ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ Lǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ άǊŜŀŘέ ǘƘŜ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ and 
changes made to such important buildings and original material 
and design features should not be destroyed. We stress the 
importance of temporary and removeable changes such as 
secondary glazing to be installed on the inside surface. This would 
provide heat insulation in winter which could be removed to 
prevent over heating in Summer.  
  
We hope that the PWP anticipated design codes and pattern books 
will provide detailed and specific guidance of best practice in this 

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ t!Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎΦ  
  
The Council supports retrofitting that is suitably and sensitively 
designed so that the twin objectives of improving 
energy efficiency and protecting the special 
character or appearance of existing buildings in the Borough can be 
achieved. This is established in our Draft Greening SPD, published 
in January 2021. That said, the Council also has a statutory duty to 
protect and enhance the architectural significance of its many 
listed buildings. The guidance found in section 9 of the Greening 
SPD is clear that there are certain restrictions on what can be done 
to retrofit listed buildings in order to protect their special 
architectural/historic character and value.  
  
The guidance in the Draft Greening SPD also considers the impact 
of overheating and provides guidance on how to avoid this along 
with discouraging the use of energy intensive cooling systems, such 
as air conditioning.  
  
The Council is no longer giving permission for new car parking 
spaces with new development to help ease congestion on the 
roads.  
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area to prevent inappropriate additions specially those which mar 
the exterior of listed buildings and degrade the streetscape.  
  
The CHRA supports high standard of thermal insulation and 
techniques of passive cooling such as grass and green roofs and 
traditional sash windows and shutters rather than just the 
improvement of insulation without regard to the effect of this in 
hot weather. We already see that the over insulation of listed and 
CA properties can encourage applications for unsustainable air 
conditioning technologies as over insulated properties become 
unbearably hot in Summer. The inclusion of air conditioning with its 
accompanying damage to the fabric of the property and the 
environment is also a detrimental to our CA when views are marred 
by the unsightly presence of associated plant on roof tops which as 
it ages becomes increasingly noisy.  
  
Part of being more environmentally responsible is to avoid granting 
planning permission to aspects of applications which are 
unsatisfactory. We also hope that the Local Plan will prevent the 
increase of the size of hard standings for car parking where there 
are existing soft surfaces and will encourage the use of permeable 
gravel where off street parking is given permission. If new planning 
laws permit the reintroduction of under basements/double 
basements all the history in in the ground, the antique foundations 
and the earth figure will be lost. It also risks loss of original paved 
or brick floors and potentially threatens the stability of the main 
building during construction. The addition of swimming pools is 
especially unsuitable for listed buildings as it produces effluent 
humid air and requires invasive electromechanical and energy 
consuming machinery.   

KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)   

These decisions need to be taken on a case-by-case basis and it is 
difficult to set out any detailed policy. The Plan should perhaps 
make clear that adverse effects on the character of the area should 
always be taken into account and developments allowed only 
where it is clear that there is a substantive public benefit.  
  

Comments noted. The planning system cannot infringe on the 
rights of a homeowner in placing a blanket ban on extending an 
already large home in the way described. However, we can include 
policies that minimise the impact on the environment. Our 
direction of travel is set out in more detail in the Draft Greening 
SPD.  
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The Plan should also cover additions to non-listed buildings that are 
negative in environmental terms, e.g. air-conditioning, as well as 
positive, e.g. double-glazing. There is also an environmental cost to 
extensions to existing buildings. This can be offset where the 
extension creates a new dwelling or enlarges a small one to make it 
more liveable, but there is a strong environmental case for resisting 
extensions that merely enlarge already very large homes or blocks 
of flats with no increase in the number of housing units, bringing 
no public benefit, and in some cases entailing the loss of 
open/green space and increase in surface water run-off.   

¢ƘŜ tƘƛƭōŜŀŎƘ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association (Froment)   

The need to preserve their special architectural or historic 
character must be paramount.  
²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ƳŜŀƴǘ ōȅ άǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅέ ŀƴŘ ǿƘȅ ƛǎ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻǎƛǘŜŘ ŀǎ 
needinƎ άōŀƭŀƴŎŜέ ǿƛǘƘ άǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴέΚ  
If the building is sustained it will be preserved, and vice-versa?   

In Q4.2 the term sustainability is used in the context of Climate 
Change and refers to improving the carbon footprint of listed 
buildings within the Borough.  
  
The reason this is posited as needing to be balanced with the 
preservation of listed buildings is that higher standards of 
sustainability such energy performance are often more challenging 
to achieve for historic buildings due to the need to preserve their 
appearance and character.  
  
It should also be acknowledged here that preservation of existing 
buildings can indeed be sustainable solution as every building has a 
certain carbon cost associated with its materials and construction, 
not just its ongoing operation. This idea is built into the concepts of 
whole life cycle carbon and the circular economy and are 
ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ о ŀƴŘ п ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ 
Greening SPD, published in January 2021. They are also key 
concepts in the New London Plan, which was published on 02 
March 2021. The whole life cycle carbon approach and circular 
economy are concepts that will be used to inform the NLPR.  

TfL (Josephine Vos)   Cross references should be made in this section to the contribution 
of transport and travel choices in responding to the climate 
emergency and addressing issues of air quality, noise and vibration. 
Reducing travel by private vehicles will help to contribute to the 
aims and objectives set out here.  
  

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ¢Ŧ[Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΦ  
  
This Council is committed to promoting better travel choices so 
that walking, cycling and public transport are preferred by 
residents and visitors to private car ownership and use. This is 
outlined in CO3 of the adopted Local Plan and is also covered in 
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Routes that are designed for active travel can be successfully 
integrated with green infrastructure. TfL has produced guidance on 
how green infrastructure can contribute to the Healthy Streets 
Approach: http://content.tfl.gov.uk/contributions-of-gi-to-healthy-
streets-approach.pdf.   

section 10 of our Draft Greening SPD. Supporting and facilitating 
walking, cycling, and other forms of active and sustainable 
transport are a key objective for the Council and will be continued 
in the New Local Plan.  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)   Please see our response to Q 4.1.   ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ¢Ŧ[Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΦ Our response is provided in 
Q 4.1.  

 
 
Issue 1: Climate change and building...  
Q4.3: Should the NLPR require all new development to be zero carbon?  
 

Respondent 
Name  

Comments  /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ  

The Labour 
Group - 
RBKC (Sir/ 
Madam)   

RBKC declared a Climate and Environment Emergency at the January 2020 Council 
meeting, which represents a failure of at least the last ten years of governments 
and certainly longer. Sadiq Khan has probably done more than any other London 
mayor to start cleaning up the filthy chemical cocktail that kills 10,000 Londoners 
prematurely annually and damages the health of 40,000 more including babies, 
schoolchildren and the elderly with health problems. The Council needs to 
produce a strong and meaningful action plan to get its own operations to the 
promised Carbon Zero by 2030 and for the whole Borough to be carbon neutral 
by 2040.  
  
Qu 4.3  
Yes. There can be no excuse not to. There must also be post-occupancy 
ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ǳǎŜΣ ŀǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƭƛǾŜ ǳǇ ǘƻ ΨŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎΩΦ   

Comments noted.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ /ƭƛƳŀǘŜ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ¢ŜŀƳ ŀǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ŀ /ƭƛƳŀǘŜ /ƘŀƴƎŜ 
Emergency Action Plan which will ouǘƭƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǘƻ 
ensure its own operations are carbon neutral by 2030.  In terms of planning 
the Council published its Draft Greening SPD in January 2021 which covers 
all facets of planning that can contribute to reducing carbon emissions and 
promote a healthier borough.  
  
Support for all new development to be zero carbon noted. In terms of 
monitoring the Council encourages all development to build reporting and 
monitoring processes into their developments ƛƴ ƭƛƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊΩǎ 
energy hierarchy with requirements for major development to submit 
energy assessments, circular economy statements and whole life cycle 
assessments. This is outlined in section 8 of the Draft Greening SPD. Major 
development is also required to report on real performance against 
expected performance to the GLA upon completion to ensure buildings live 
up to expectations and to ensure we can learn from best practise. Options 
for zero carbon requirements for new development will be picked up in 
the NLPR.  

Earl's Court 
Society 

Difficult to monitor, control and police the entire supply chain via planning (e.g. 
Grenfell)  

Comment noted. However, it is beyond the scope of planning policy alone 
to influence such an outcome.  
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(Malcolm 
Spalding)   

  
Officers and Councillors need training in overlaps and conflicts between Planning, 
Building Control, Building Regulations and British Standards, as applied to 
approval of approving building materials in planning conditions. (cf Hackitt 
reforms of B. Regs approved document B)   

Sandra 
Yarwood   

That might be too high a bar, but to be aimed for where possible.   Support noted.   

St Quintin 
and 
Woodlands 
Neighbourh
ood Forum 
(Henry 
Peterson)   

For new construction net zero carbon should absolutely be the target   Support noted.   

Gerald Eve 
obo CEL - 
Cadogan 
Estates Ltd 
(Neil 
Henderson)   

The NLPR should set a target for net zero carbon to be achieved but this may be 
challenging in many circumstances due to the physical constraints or sensitivities 
concerning heritage issues. The requirement for net zero carbon may need to be 
balanced against wider planning benefits that would otherwise not be realised. 
The potential to achieve net zero carbon may improve during the life of the plan 
as technology and construction techniques evolve.   

Support noted.   
  
The Council is passionate about address the impacts of climate change, but 
we do not want to limit good growth. The Council has a statutory duty to 
determine each individual planning application on planning balance against 
all relevant Local Development Plan policy and objectives. This will 
continue and means that a proposal will not be refused or given 
permission based on sustainability considerations alone.  

Lucia Scalisi   At least the ideal.   
2 a penny ΨŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎΩ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƳƻǊŜ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ŦƻǊ ƻǳǊ ƘƛƎƘ 
streets, something they would be proud to put their names to instead of walking 
away from it & never seeing it again once they've finished.   

Support noted.   

Greg 
Hammond   

We should firstly recognise that re-using existing buildings will almost always be 
more carbon efficient than tearing them down and building new ones.  
  
New buildings, where appropriate, should be built to the most exacting net zero 
carbon standards - indeed the aim should be that their carbon operating costs 
should be carbon positive by incorporating power generation (eg solar and wind) 
wherever possible.  
  
We should not forget to price in the building and demolition costs into the overall 
carbon costs of new building.   

Support noted.   
  
This Council encourages all development to take a whole life-
cycle carbon approach and apply circular economy principles. This is 
established in sections 3 and 4 of our Draft Greening SPD. These both aim 
to retain, reuse and recycle existing building and materials over demolition 
and new build where appropriate.   
  
Sections 4 to 8 of the Greening SPD also encourage all development to 
follow the energy hierarchy set out in the New London Plan, which includes 
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provisions for onsite renewable energy generation. The Whole Lifecycle 
Carbon Approach, Circular Economy and Energy Hierarchy are all concepts 
that will be used to inform the NLPR.  

Octavia 
Housing 
(Andrew 
Brown)   

New buildings should demonstrate at planning stage an ability to accommodate 
zero carbon technology within their build envelope at the point that it becomes 
mandatory.   

Support noted.   
  

Nigel 
Crump   

Impossible to achieve.   Noted.   

Oonagh 
Wohanka   

The pollution in our area is on the rise. it is important to try and curb all dangers 
to the health of our environment   

Noted.  
  
The Council is aware that air quality is a significant concern In the 
Borough and has set guidance and requirements in line with New London 
Plan policy in section 10 of our Draft Greening SPD, published in January 
2021. This requires development to be air quality neutral and not cause any 
further negative impact. In addition, all provisions in the Draft Greening 
SPD will positively impact air quality, from encouraging urban 
greening, improving energy standards of new and existing homes, 
facilitating active and sustainable transport over the private car, and 
encouraging the application of concepts such as the circular economy and 
whole life cycle carbon approach. The issue of air quality will be picked up 
in the NLPR.   

Princes Gate 
Mews RA (J 
Whewell)   

We disagree with tƘŜ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜǘǊƻŦƛǘǘƛƴƎ ΨƎǊŜŜƴΩ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
allowed to damage historic fabric and conservation areas. Where this to be 
permitted it will become a licence for destruction masquerading as low carbon. 
Low carbon can be introduced without destroying historic fabric - it just takes 
imagination and a little bit more money. We should not encourage the lowest 
common do nominator by suggesting the character of our borough can be 
compromised. Once character has gone it is gone for all time green technology is 
improving and evolving and we should be challenging developers to pursue low 
carbon but not at the cost of our borough's history.   

Noted.  
  
The /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜǘǊƻŦƛǘǘƛƴƎ ΨƎǊŜŜƴΩ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
allowed to damage historic fabric and conservation areas. The Council 
greatly values its built environment and has a statutory duty to preserve 
and enhance its listed buildings and conservation areas. We recognise the 
care that must be taken if we are to achieve both goals, but there is no 
reason to believe that the twin goals of reducing carbon emissions and 
maintaining the special character of our conservation areas must be 
mutually exclusive. The Council has set out its approach to retrofitting in its 
Draft Greening SPD. The Issue of retrofit will be picked up in the NLPR.  

G Thomson   As a general note, policies relating to reducing and minimising carbon emissions 
throughout the life cycle of development are contained in the soon-to-be-
ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ LƴǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ tǳōƭƛǎƘ [ƻƴŘƻƴ tƭŀƴ όΨLǘt [tΩύΦ Lǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ŦƻǊ 

Comments and support for measures intended to address climate 
change noted.  
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the NLPR to repeat such policies. Nevertheless, we offer our strong support for 
the principle of measures intended to address climate change and we will be 
developing a comprehensive strategy for Earls Court with this requirement at its 
heart. Where targets are set for operational and embodied emissions, they 
should use real-world energy and not Part L.  
It is critical that any requirements in the NLPR are deliverable and policy should 
therefore not be unduly prescriptive. Environmental sustainability must also be 
balanced with other sustainability credentials in the broadest sense, i.e. economic 
and social sustainability as set out at paragraph 8 of the NPPF.   

Regarding repeating New London Plan policies. The NLP sets out policy that 
applies to schemes of a scale that is referable to the Mayor of London. The 
Council is not repeating NLP policy in the NLPR, we are looking to set 
requirements and policies for development in the Borough that is informed 
by and conforms with the NLP.  

Grove and 
Company 
(Roger 
Grove)   

I think market forces should determine if and when and to what extent carbon 
reductions are desirable and appropriate  
  
Bringing forward a raft of new regulations is unecessary   

Noted.  

Gerald Eve 
(Peter 
Edgar)   

Whilst the achievement of net-zero needs to consider heritage and other 
constraints, the strategic aim of achieving net zero carbon is strongly supported. 
The greening of the electricity grid and other technological improvements may 
make this easier in the future which should be recognised in the policy 
approach.   

Support is noted.  

Port of 
London 
Authority 
(Michael 
Atkins)   

The PLA supports the requirement for developments to be net zero carbon. The 
PLA in November 2020 has announced plans to more than halve its carbon 
emissions within five years and achieve Net Zero by 2040, or sooner. As part of 
the whole life cycle of development, as noted above the PLA considers that the 
promotion and use of the boroughs only Safeguarded Wharf at Cremorne Wharf 
must continue to be supported, particularly with regard to promoting the use of 
the river for freight transport and this should be highlighted as part of the Local 
Plan review.   

PLA support is noted.  
  
Cremorne Wharf continues to be safeguarded and protected. This was 
confirmed by the Cremorne Wharf direction which came into force on 
1st March 2021 and is available at:  
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/safeguarding_direction_cre
morne_wharf.pdf  
  
This will be reflected in the new Local Plan.  

Fraslo 
Investment 
Holdings 
Limited (Will 
Kumar)   

Puts significant strain on cost of construction viability and delivery of homes.   Noted.  

DP9 (Kate 
Outterside)   

Q 4.3 Should the NLPR require all new development to be net zero carbon? This 
means looking at the whole life cycle of development from the design and 
materials used during construction to how the building is used to ensure it does 
not generate any additional carbon. Carbon can also be reduced by using 

Noted.  
  
The Council published a Draft Greening SPD in January 2021, in which we 
encourage all development to consider whole life cycle carbon 

https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/safeguarding_direction_cremorne_wharf.pdf
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/safeguarding_direction_cremorne_wharf.pdf
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renewable energy sources to provide the energy needed  
ōȅ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΩǎ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜǊǎΦ   
  
The NLPR should accord with the latest position of the NPPF and London Plan. 
More appropriate wording would be beneficial about targeting zero carbon by 
2050 (in line with the Indent to Publish London Plan), and as such schemes should 
seek to include certain aspects.   

approach, ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇƭȅ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊΩǎ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ 
hierarchy, setting requirements for major development, in line with the 
requirements of the London Plan.  

Woodland 
Trust 
(Bridget 
Fox)   

Climate change, with the biodiversity crisis, is the greatest threat we face. It is 
important that planning policies assist in the urgent need to reduce CO2 
emissions.   

¢ƘŜ ²ƻƻŘƭŀƴŘ ¢ǊǳǎǘΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ  

Andre 
Hellstrom   

Being respectful to the planet is good, but it cant control us TOO much.   Noted.  

William 
Wilson   

Not if the building is of historic interest and needs special needs or attention, 
however otherwise should be where possible.   

Noted. Q4.3 is referring to setting requirements for new development so it 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ historic buildings. Retrofit of existing buildings is 
considered in Q4.1 and 4.2.   

Boka Hotel 
(Spencer 
Parsons)   

Pretty self explanatory really, new builds must be carbon zero or the council 
should not give permission, even if the developer offers cash grants for the area 
as to be honest they rarely help those who need it.   

Support for requiring new development to be net-zero carbon 
noted. Options for zero carbon requirements for new development will be 
picked up in the NLPR.  

Bruno de 
Florence   

This would be equivalent to forward evaluation and acting towards creating a 
bearable future.   

Support noted.  
  

Bikeworks 
CIC (David 
Dansky)   

Either net zero or minus producing renewables to feed back to the grid with Solar 
and other tec   

Support noted.  

The Hillgate 
Village 
Residents' 
Association 
(Sophia 
Massey-
Cook)   

Carbon neutrality whether it is achieved by 2030 or less satisfactorily 2050 is an 
established global and national imperative.   

Noted. The Council has set the target of becoming a carbon neutral 
borough by 2040.  

Environmen
t Agency 
(Lisa Mills)   

Whilst we have no comments within our remit, we would like to remind you that 
the London Plan (draft 2019) states that all cities must face up to the reality of 
ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŀƴŘ άǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƛƳƛǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŀƧƻǊ 
Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳέΦ Therefore the borough should aim to require developments to 
ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ȊŜǊƻ ŎŀǊōƻƴ ōȅ нлрл ōȅ 

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ !ƎŜƴŎȅΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΦ The Council 
has set the target of becoming a carbon neutral borough by 2040.  
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increasing energy efficiency, including through the use of smart technologies, and 
utilising low carbon energy sources.   

The Council recently published a Draft Greening SPD which aligns our policy 
with the NLP and demonstrates our direction of travel toward the 2040 
target.  

The 
Pembridge 
Association 
(Fiona 
Fleming-
Brown)   

Carbon neutrality whether it is achieved by 2030 or less satisfactorily 2050 is an 
established global and national imperative.   

Noted. The Council has set the target of becoming a carbon neutral 
borough by 2040.  

Clean Air in 
London 
(Simon 
Birkett)   

See answer to Q4.1. Please note that we need to achieve zero air emissions from 
ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΦ ΨbŜǘΩ ȊŜǊƻ ŀǎǎǳƳŜǎ ƻŦŦǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ƻǊ ƻŦŦ-site measures which not the 
answer. Relying on off-setting, for example, would allow people to take no action 
and simply pay for the off-set.  
  
tƭŜŀǎŜ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ YbtΩǎ tƻƭƛŎȅΥ ¦ǘƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΤ tƻƭƛŎȅ 
35: Renewable energy, KBR36: Retrofitting existing buildings and KBR40: Healthy 
people which may be some of its most important policies. 
https://www.knightsbridgeforum.org/media/documents/knp_made_version_dec
ember_2018_1312 18_website.pdf. Please note for example the need to remove 
hurdles for developers to achieve zero air emissions (such as BREAAM policies or 
others which encourage decentralised energy from fossil fuels (e.g. local CHP) or 
the use of local heat networks which will become white elephants as buildings 
electrify). Hydrogen and/or natural gas are not a long term answer.  
  
CAL considers that the following steps are urgently required:  
1. A full review of all existing uncontrolled CHP units in UK cities in order to 
identify emission sources and contributions to local air quality limits (plus gas 
boilers, diesel farms and biomass burners);  
2. All existing CHP units must be regulated and NO2 emissions tightly controlled 
όƛΦŜΦ 59Cw! ǘƻ ŎƭƻǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƻǊȅ ΨƎŀǇΩ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǘ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜǎ ŜȄƛǎǘǎύΤ  
3. Implement a moratorium on new CHPs in cities;  
4. The immediate closure of all units causing a breach of WHO guidelines (annual, 
hourly or daily);  
5. A commitment and plan to close all existing units within the shortest time 
possible, starting with those located in sensitive areas, such as near schools and 
hospitals.   

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ /ƭŜŀƴ !ƛǊ ƛƴ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ 
Greening SPD published in January 2021, explicitly states that the Council 
does not support CHPs that use fossil fuels (see section 6). It also states that 
there are currently no heat networks in the Borough. It is considered that 
these comments are largely addressed in the Draft SPD which sets out our 
direction of travel.  
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Rosemary 
Andreae   

Probably not possible. Must be pragmatic.   Noted.  

Tom 
Bennett   

We should encourage low-carbon development, however, I think net zero carbon 
development is too onerous a standard at this time.  
  
One specific measure I would advocate is getting developers to finance an electric 
car charging point on their land or, better still, on the street whenever 
development above a certain size takes place.   

Comments and suggestions noted.  
  
The Council supports development that incorporates urban greening 
techniques such electric vehicle charging infrastructure. We published 
guidance on this on our Draft Greening SPD (see section 10).  
  

CBRE (Miss 
Nicks)   

CHL support GLA emerging Local Plan position   Noted.  

Savills (Matt 
Lloyd-Ruck)   

Both Savills and CEG support the aspiration of a net-zero carbon development. 
However, obligations such as these can form barriers to development due to the 
burden on developmental costs.  
As previously stated, there remains an ongoing incremental shift within planning 
system to balance; sustainability, quality of development, need for growth, air 
quality and biodiversity. Any obligation placed upon the developer should 
recognise the need to prioritise and achieve other planning benefit, such as 
affordable housing.  
Should the borough wish to support a net-zero carbon development, then this 
should ōŜ ŀ ǘŀǊƎŜǘΣ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŀ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘΣ ƻǊ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ŀ ǎŎƘŜƳŜΩǎ ǾƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅΦ   

Noted.  
  
The Council is passionate about address the impacts of climate change, but 
we do not want to limit good growth. The Council has a statutory duty to 
determine each individual planning application on planning balance against 
all relevant Local Development Plan policy and objectives. This will continue 
and means that a proposal will not be refused or given permission based on 
sustainability considerations alone.  

CHRA (I. 
Margaronis) 
  

Carbon neutrality whether it is achieved by 2030 or less satisfactorily 2050 is an 
established global imperative.   

Noted. The Council has set the target of becoming a carbon neutral 
borough by 2040.  

Deloitte for 
Natural 
History 
Musuem 
(Adam 
Donovan)   

The NHM is actively engaged in educating the public about climate change and is 
going above and beyond by dedicating its Grounds to the UNP for scientific 
research and to educate visitors. It understands the challenges faced and is an 
advocate for actively tackling climate change. The NHM is, however, an historic 
asset within a Conservation Area. Whilst it is aiming to be net zero carbon by 
2035, the NHM recognises that there is a difficult balance between bringing 
historic assets up to high sustainability standards whilst also preserving the 
special architectural interest. The NHM encourages the Council to recognise this 
within the new Local Plan and agrees with question 4.1 and 4.2. New materials 
and technologies are emerging and the NHM encourages the Council to accept 
that these do not necessarily have to have a negative effect on the character of 
historic assets. In terms of new development, the NHM urges the Council to take 
a pragmatic approach to determining whether the development should be net 

The Council notes the bIaΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ for climate action.  
  
wŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ǘƻ vпΦм ŀƴŘ пΦн ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ to retrofit of 
existing buildings, including listed buildings and those in conservation 
areas. The Council is not suggesting that retrofitting measures should be 
allowed to damage historic fabric and conservation areas. The Council 
greatly values its built environment and has a statutory duty to preserve 
and enhance its listed buildings and conservation areas. We recognise the 
care that must be taken.  
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carbon neutral or not. As the Council notes, sometimes this would not be 
appropriate.   

KENSINGTO
N SOCIETY 
(Amanda 
Frame)   

We support this ambition, although it will not be easy ς for instance trying to 
regulate what happens to building waste once it leaves the borough ς possibly 
taken by cowboys towards the illegal sites in Essex.   
  
It is not uncommon these days for perfectly good residential buildings to be 
demolished in order that they can be rebuilt as a more expensive sort 
of accommodation ς 80 Holland Park is a prime example and three 1950s houses 
in the Ladbroke area, not in bad condition, have just been demolished to be 
replaced with two bigger ones. Ideally, the environmental costs of replacing old 
buildings v. refurbishment ought to be brought into the equation.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council published a Draft Greening SPD in January 2021, in which we 
encourage all development to consider whole life cycle carbon approach, 
circular economy ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇƭȅ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊΩǎ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ƘƛŜǊŀǊŎƘȅΣ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ 
requirements for major development, in line with the requirements of the 
London Plan. The whole life cycle carbon approach and circular economy 
are concepts that will be used in inform the NLPR.  

The 
Philbeach 
wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association 
(Froment)   

This may be a desirable aim, but must be balanced by the practicalities and cost 
of so doing.  
  
It is difficult to monitor, control and police the entire supply chain via planning 
(e.g. Grenfell)  
  
Officers and Councillors need training in overlaps and conflicts between Planning, 
Building Control, Building Regulations and British Standards, as applied to 
approval of approving building materials in planning conditions. (cf Hackitt 
reforms of B. Regs approved document B)   

Comment noted. However, it is beyond the scope of planning policy alone 
to influence such an outcome.  

TfL (Brendan 
Hodges)   

Policies relating to reducing and minimising carbon emissions throughout the 
whole life cycle of development are contained in the soon-to-be-adopted ItP LP. It 
should not be necessary for the NLPR to repeat such policies.   

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ¢Ŧ[Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΦ  
  
Regarding repeating New London Plan policies. The NLP sets out policy that 
applies to schemes of a scale that is referable to the Mayor of London. The 
Council is not repeating NLP policy in the NLPR, we are looking to set 
requirements and policies for development in the Borough that is informed 
by and conforms with the NLP.  

  

Issue 2: Air Quality  
Q4.4: {ƘƻǳƭŘ ǘƘŜ b[tw ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ƴŜǿ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ άŀƛǊ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƴŜǳǘǊŀƭέ ŀǘ ŜŀŎƘ ǎǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ƭƛŦŜΚ  

Respondent Name  Comments  /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ  
The Labour Group - RBKC 
(Sir/ Madam)   

Yes. But let us remember that the emphasis on electric cars 
excludes people on lower incomes. Electric cars are still very 
expensive, and are not long-lasting like petrol cars, which makes no 

Noted. The Council does not wish to penalise residents for using a private 
car but seeks to encourage the use of active and sustainable modes 
of transportation where possible. This approach is established in our 
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sense in relation to whole-life carbon costs.  
  
The types of extraction/flues for woodburning or solid fuel fires 
should be tightly controlled. External heaters for outdoor seating 
areas must also be controlled as they use fossil fuel to heat air.   

current Local Plan and the Draft Greening SPD and will be continued in 
the NLPR.  
  

Earl's Court Society (Malcolm 
Spalding)   

Maximising consolidated green space in each development, 
including green walls and roofs etc.  
Maximising sustainable rain-water soak-away or collection for 
green watering. (SUDS)   

Suggestions noted.  
  
The Council supports development that incorporates urban greening and 
techniques for minimising flood risk and increasing natural drainage such 
as SUDS. In-depth technical guidance on supported interventions can be 
found in our Draft Greening SPD. Encouraging urban greening and 
measures to minimise flood risk will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Sandra Yarwood   If realistically possible.   Noted.  
St Quintin and Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum 
(Henry Peterson)   

A desirable aim but beyond our technical competence to comment 
on its realism.   

Noted.  

Gerald Eve obo CEL - 
Cadogan Estates Ltd (Neil 
Henderson)   

The NLPR should set a target for air quality neutral to be achieved 
but this may be challenging in many circumstances due to the 
nature of the scheme. Consideration of whether air quality neutral 
is possible will need to be weighed against the potential of 
discouraging investment and securing wider planning benefits that 
would otherwise not be achieved. The potential to achieve air 
quality neutral may improve during the life of the plan as 
technology and construction techniques evolve.   

Comments and suggestions noted.  
  
The Borough is within an air quality management area. As such, the 
Council encourages all proposals to consider air quality impacts 
and requires all applicants to minimise increase exposure to existing poor 
air quality. Major development is required to be air quality neutral and 
ǘƘƛǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀƴ !v!Φ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǎŜǘ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ мл ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ 
Greening SPD. The issue of air quality neutral requirements for new 
development will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Lucia Scalisi   Road/route planning should be included in this. The endless traffic 
jams around the borough because of poor planning due to 
roadworks, temporary light systems - 2.5 (!) bridges out of 
commission across the river at the same time because of lack of 
joined up thinking between boroughs?   
This is pollution & a waste of energy.   
Plus the increased traffic across another delicate bridge -(Albert) 
has not even been considered by ANYone in RBKC or Wandsworth 
planners.   

Noted.  
  
The Council is aware of the traffic issue in the Borough and as such is not 
giving permission for any new parking spaces with development 
proposals at alleviate this issue.   
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Greg Hammond   Clean energy generation should be encouraged wherever it is is 
possible to do so without causing harm to listed buildings or 
conservation areas.   

Suggestion noted.  
  
The Council supports the implementation of on site renewable energy 
generating sources in both new development and retrofit scheme where 
appropriate. This is set out in section 7 and 9 of our Draft Greening SPD, 
published in January 2021.   

Kerry Davis-Head   for large scale developments, but the individual householder 
should not be penalised in this way as it would be prohibitively 
expensive as a one off   

Suggestion noted. The requirements will be proportionate to the size 
of development and will not penalise householders.  

Octavia Housing (Andrew 
Brown)   

New buildings should demonstrate at planning stage an ability to 
accommodate air quality neutral technology within their build 
envelope at the point that it becomes mandatory.   

Support noted.  

Mr Ehrman   It seems over prescriptive   Noted.  
G Thomson   Policies relating to improving air quality are contained in the soon-

to-be-ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ LƴǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ tǳōƭƛǎƘ [ƻƴŘƻƴ tƭŀƴ όΨLǘt [tΩύΣ including a 
requirement for all proposals to be at least Air Quality Neutral. It 
should not be necessary for the NLPR to repeat such policies. 
Nevertheless, we support the principle of measures to improve air 
quality within the Borough. As new proposals for Earls Court are 
progressed we will be developing a new air quality strategy, 
consistent with national and London Plan policy. Policy 
requirements above and beyond London Plan policies would need 
to be thoroughly tested and balanced against other 
sustainability credentials and policy requirements to ensure they 
are deliverable.   

Support noted.   
  
Regarding repeating New London Plan policies. The NLP sets out policy 
that applies to schemes of a scale that is referable to the Mayor of 
London. The Council is not repeating NLP policy in the NLPR, we are 
looking to set requirements and policies for development in the Borough 
that is informed by and conforms with the NLP.  

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

Best left to market forces,   
  
The aspiration is good ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ Ƨƻō ǘƻ Ǉƭŀȅ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 
health look at the diesel car fiasco   

Noted.  

Gerald Eve (Peter Edgar)   The principle of air quality neutral and the resulting health benefits 
is supported but individual constraints of building and 
developments should be taken into consideration on a site by site 
basis. A blanket requirement may constrain schemes with other 
multiple planning benefits coming forward.   

Support noted. The requirements will be proportionate to the size of 
development.  

Port of London Authority 
(Michael Atkins)   

The PLA considers that by giving more emphasis in the Local Plan to 
the use of the River Thames for both passengers and freight, 

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ t[!Ωǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎΦ  
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ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀȄƛƳƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ 
Safeguarded Wharf, progress can be made in addressing carbon 
emissions in the borough. For information the PLA recently 
published its Air Quality Strategy in 
https://www.pla.co.uk/Environment/Air-Quality-and-Green-
Tariff/Air-Quality which includes a number of actions to improve 
vessel emissions and encourage more freight services on the river.   
  
In addition it is considered that reference must be included in the 
proposed Local Plan to the potential use of existing piers and 
structures as part of the delivery of small scale freight over the 
timescales of the Local Plan. This could further help to achieve the 
.ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾƛƴƎ ŀƛǊ 
quality as well as decreasing road congestion for local 
communities.   

Policy SI 14 of the New London Plan states that development plans 
should seek to maximise the multifunctional social, economic and 
environmental benefits of strategic waterways such as the River 
Thames.   
  
Policy SI 15 states that Development proposals should protect and 
enhance existing passenger transport piers and their 
capacity and facilitate an increase in the amount of freight transported 
ƻƴ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ǿŀǘŜǊǿŀȅǎΦ  
  
The Council aims to be in conformance with all relevant London Plan 
policy and will ensure opportunities to maximise the benefits of the 
River Thames for passenger and freight transport are picked up in the 
NLPR.  

Fraslo Investment Holdings 
Limited (Will Kumar)   

Measures to reduce car use and have more parks and trees should 
be put before having to make developments air quality neutral.   

Noted.  
  
We are also committed to promoting better travel choices so 
that walking, cycling and public transport are preferred by residents 
and visitors to private car ownership and use. This is outlined in CO3 of 
the adopted Local Plan and will be continued in the NLPR.  
  
The Council agrees about the importance of trees and green open spaces 
such as parks and the current local plan contains policies that ensure we 
protect existing trees and green open spaces but also take advantage of 
opportunities brought by development to plant additional trees and 
create new green spaces (Policy CR5 and CR6). These are policy 
objectives that will also be continued in the NLPR.  

Linda Wade   On large site, although already considered to be parking permit 
free, consideration has to be calculated as to the amount of 
additional travel will be generated by the site:   
a. during the construction phase   
b. on completion   

Suggestion noted.  
  
The Council published its approach to this in section 10 of our Draft 
Greening SPD in which we encourage all development to minimise an 
increase in traffic congestion. We require high trip generating 
development to be located in areas well served by existing public 
transport connections and to add capacity if required through committed 
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infrastructure improvements. Ensuring development supports public 
transport infrastructure will be picked up in the NLPR.  

William Wilson   We need to improve the air quality within the Borough.   Support noted.  
Boka Hotel (Spencer 
Parsons)   

All developments be carefully looked at and also local people 
involved and asked opinions as whilst not planning professionals 
they do have valid opinions and often very good points to place on 
the table re green issues without damaging an areas feel   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council aims to include everyone in all stages of the planning 
process. Consultations such as these are a key process for doing so.  

Bruno de Florence   Poor air quality is a public health issue that is linked to the 
development of chronic diseases and can increase the risk of 
ǊŜǎǇƛǊŀǘƻǊȅ ƛƭƭƴŜǎǎΦέ  
Quoted from https://www.london.gov.uk/what-we-
do/planning/london-plan/current-london- plan/london-plan-
chapter-seven-londons-living-spac-16   

Noted.  

Bikeworks CIC (David 
Dansky)   

Yes. My company is piloting delivery of construction materials by 
cargo cycles with Mace construction. We deliver loads up to 
650kg from a holding area in the Olympic Park into The City and 
Borough construction sites. This could be tested in K&C   

Noted.  
  
We will consider added support for delivery of construction materials 
by cargo cycles in the NLPR.  

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)   

Neutral air quality should be achieved by the greening of 
construction practices and use of green and sustainable materials. 
We support retrofitting where possible over the wholescale 
redevelopment of sites where all previous construction fabric is 
lost. Having opposed the Brockton Capital scheme for the 
development of Newcombe House with RBKC at the public inquiry 
we were astonished that the plans for modest refurbishment of the 
site (retaining the affordable housing element and other 
community facilities) which were shown as evidence to the 
Inspector were not more seriously considered.   
  
We also advocate that requirements are placed on developers to 
increase tree planting to assist with pollution reduction and also to 
assist with air cooling. Heat tracking studies show the considerable 
positive cooling effect which matures trees create around them in 
marked contrast to the unsustainable effect of air conditioning 
which cools an interior whilst producing warm air outside. The 
environmental considerations of tree planting scheme in new 
developments are closely allied to social and health benefits but 

The I±w!Ωǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ  
  
This Council encourages all development to take a whole life-cycle 
carbon approach and apply circular economy principles. This is 
established in sections 3 and 4 of our Draft Greening SPD. These both aim 
to retain, reuse and recycle existing building and materials over 
demolition and new build where appropriate. The Whole Lifecycle 
Carbon Approach, Circular Economy and Energy Hierarchy are all 
concepts that will be used to inform the NLPR.  
  
The Council agrees that trees are of great benefit in addressing air quality 
in the borough. Policy CR6 of the current local plan sets out that the 
Council will protect existing trees and aim to plant additional trees where 
possible/appropriate. We currently have over 8,000 street trees across 
the Borough. This policy will be continued in the NLPR.   
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they also create a more pleasant visual environment in keeping 
with the character of much of our treelined CA so that new and old 
housing would merge more sympathetically. As a respondent in the 
2019 NHG/Holland Park Save Our Trees petition observed, trees 
ŀŘŘ ƛƴǘǊƛƴǎƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜΥ ά{ƘŀŘŜ ƛƴ ǎǳƳƳŜǊΣ ǎƘŜƭǘŜǊ ƛƴ ²ƛƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ōŜŀǳǘȅ 
ŀƭƭ ȅŜŀǊ ǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƻǊ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜέΦ   

Sue Redmond   I live on Warwick Road, it is frankly toxic, I frequently wash thick 
black dust from the front of our house and we are breathing it. 
Earls Court 'non development' showers white dust across our 
properties and gardens and we dont actually know what 
this contains? Has anyone looked at this. Anything that can be done 
to improve air quality should be done.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council published our Constriction Code of Practice (2019) in which 
we set restrictions and standards on construction sites in line 
with national and international standards to limit the impact of noise, 
dust and nuisances associated with development as far as possible.  
  
If you would like to make a complaint about a noise or nuisance please 
ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ƭƛƴƪ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
website: https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/environment/environmental-
health/noise-and-nuisance  

Environment Agency (Lisa 
Mills)   

Whilst we have no comments within our remit, we would like to 
remind you that Policy GG3 Ψ/ǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ ƘŜŀƭǘƘȅ ŎƛǘȅΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴ 
tƭŀƴ όŘǊŀŦǘ нлмфύΣ ǎŜŜƪǎ άǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ŀƛǊ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅΣ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ 
public exposure to poor air quality and minimise inequalities in 
ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ƻŦ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜ ǘƻ ŀƛǊ ǇƻƭƭǳǘƛƻƴέΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ƴŜǿ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 
should prioritise energy efficiency, to minimise the  
contribution to greenhouse gas emissions that impact on both air 
quality and the urban heat island effect of London.   

Noted.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜǎ ŀƭƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŀǇǇƭȅ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊΩǎ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ 
hierarchy which prioritises reducing energy demand as set out sections 4-
8 of our Draft Greening SPD.  

The Pembridge Association 
(Fiona Fleming-Brown)   

Neutral air quality should be achieved by the greening of 
construction practices and use of green and sustainable materials. 
We support retrofitting where possible over the wholescale 
redevelopment of sites where all previous construction fabric is 
lost. Having opposed the Brockton Capital scheme for the 
development of Newcombe House with RBKC at the public inquiry 
we were astonished that the plans for modest refurbishment of the 
site (retaining the affordable housing element and other 
community facilities) which were shown as evidence to the 
Inspector were not more seriously considered.   

¢ƘŜ t!Ωǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ  
  
This Council encourages all development to take a whole life-cycle 
carbon approach and apply circular economy principles. This is 
established in sections 3 and 4 of our Draft Greening SPD. These both aim 
to retain, reuse and recycle existing building and materials over 
demolition and new build where appropriate. The Whole Lifecycle 
Carbon Approach, Circular Economy and Energy Hierarchy are all 
concepts that will be used to inform the NLPR.  
  

https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/environment/environmental-health/noise-and-nuisance
https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/environment/environmental-health/noise-and-nuisance
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We also advocate that requirements are placed on developers to 
increase tree planting to assist with pollution reduction and also to 
assist with air cooling. Heat tracking studies show the considerable 
positive cooling effect which matures trees create around them in 
marked contrast to the unsustainable effect of air conditioning 
which cools an interior whilst producing warm air outside. The 
environmental considerations of tree planting scheme in new 
developments are closely allied to social and health benefits but 
they also create a more pleasant visual environment in keeping 
with the character of much of our treelined CA so that new and old 
housing would merge more sympathetically. As a respondent in the 
2019 NHG/Holland Park Save Our Trees petition observed, trees 
add iƴǘǊƛƴǎƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜΥ ά{ƘŀŘŜ ƛƴ ǎǳƳƳŜǊΣ ǎƘŜƭǘŜǊ ƛƴ ²ƛƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ōŜŀǳǘȅ 
ŀƭƭ ȅŜŀǊ ǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƻǊ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜέΦ   

The Council agrees that trees are of great benefit in addressing air quality 
in the borough. Policy CR6 of the current local plan sets out that the 
Council will protect existing trees and aim to plant additional trees where 
possible/appropriate. We currently have over 8,000 street trees across 
the Borough. This policy will be continued in the NLPR.  

Clean Air in London (Simon 
Birkett)   

Air Quality Neutral (AQN) is totally different to Carbon Neutral or 
Net Zero Carbon. AQN means the current development cannot be 
more polluting than the previous development whereas the latter 
mean zero air emissions (plus or minus offsetting). This could 
therefore be the difference between zero and 100% reductions in 
emissions!  
  
Please therefore conform with the ITP version of the new London 
Plan which combines AQN and air quality positive and points to 
zero air emissions (mainly driven by the energy policy). Please also 
align to the London Environment Strategy 2018 which is a statutory 
document.  
  
tƭŜŀǎŜ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǳǎŜ ƻǊ ǊŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ŘŀǘŜ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ D[!Ωǎ 
2014 advice on AQN which is not technology neutral e.g. because it 
would allow more polluting fuels to pollute more.  
Please note that many ƎǊŜŜƴƘƻǳǎŜ ƎŀǎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ΨŎŀǊōƻƴΩ ǇŜǊ ǎŜ 
e.g. ozone which is becoming an increasing problem.   

/ƭŜŀƴ !ƛǊ ƛƴ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ  
  
The Council recently published its Draft Greening SPD in January 2021 in 
which we set out our approach to achieving air quality neutrality in 
accordance with the requirements of the New London Plan (see section 
10). The provisions of the Draft Greening SPD are in accordance with or 
go beyond the London Environment Strategy 2018.   

Tom Bennett   This is even more important than reducing carbon. I don't whether 
it is economically viable to require developments to be completely 

Support noted.  
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neutral, but we should advocate for any negative impact on air 
quality to be as small as possible.   

Savills (Matt Lloyd-Ruck)   While this principle of providing more sustainable development 
proposals are supported, there should be no restrictive measures 
put in place that would increase the burden on the 
developer, especially in light of increased planning obligations, high 
land values and the implications of COVID- 19 on the economy and 
the need to balance other planning benefit, such as affordable 
housing. As there are substantial requirements already in place for 
the developer, increasing these would result in less growth coming 
forward within the Borough.   

Noted.  
  
The Council is passionate about address the impacts of climate change, 
but we do not want to limit good growth. The Council has a statutory 
duty to determine each individual planning application on planning 
balance against all relevant Local Development Plan policy and 
objectives. This will continue and means that a proposal will not 
be refused or given permission simply based on sustainability 
considerations alone.  
  

CHRA (I. Margaronis)   Neutral air quality should be achieved by the greening of 
construction practices and use of green and sustainable materials. 
We support retrofitting where possible over the wholescale 
redevelopment of sites where all previous construction fabric is 
lost. Having opposed the Brockton Capital scheme for the 
development of Newcombe House with RBKC at the public inquiry 
we were astonished that the plans for modest refurbishment of the 
site (retaining the affordable housing element and other 
community facilities) which were shown as evidence to the 
Inspector were not more seriously considered.   
  
We also advocate that requirements are placed on developers to 
increase tree planting to assist with pollution reduction and also to 
assist with air cooling. Heat tracking studies show the considerable 
positive cooling effect which matures trees create around them in 
marked contrast to the unsustainable effect of air conditioning 
which cools an interior whilst producing warm air outside. The 
environmental considerations of tree planting scheme in new 
developments are closely allied to social and health benefits but 
they also create a more pleasant visual environment in keeping 
with the character of much of our treelined CA so that new and old 
housing would merge more sympathetically. As a respondent in the 
2019 NHG/Holland Park Save Our Trees petition observed, trees 

¢ƘŜ /Iw!Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ are noted.  
  
This Council encourages all development to take a whole life-cycle 
carbon approach and apply circular economy principles. This is 
established in sections 3 and 4 of our Draft Greening SPD. These both aim 
to retain, reuse and recycle existing building and materials over 
demolition and new build where appropriate. The Whole Lifecycle 
Carbon Approach, Circular Economy and Energy Hierarchy are all 
concepts that will be used to inform the NLPR.  
  
The Council agrees that trees are of great benefit in addressing air quality 
in the borough. Policy CR6 of the current local plan sets out that the 
Council will protect existing trees and aim to plant additional trees where 
possible/appropriate. We currently have over 8,000 street trees across 
the Borough. This policy will be continued in the NLPR.  
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ŀŘŘ ƛƴǘǊƛƴǎƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜΥ ά{ƘŀŘŜ ƛƴ ǎǳƳƳŜǊΣ ǎƘŜƭǘŜǊ ƛƴ ²ƛƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ōŜŀǳǘȅ 
ŀƭƭ ȅŜŀǊ ǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƻǊ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜέΦ   

KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)   

We support this.   Support noted.  

The tƘƛƭōŜŀŎƘ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association (Froment)   

Maximising consolidated green space in each development, 
including green walls and roofs etc.  
Maximising sustainable rain-water soak-away or collection for 
green watering. (SUDS)   

Suggestions noted.   
  
The Council supports development that incorporates urban greening and 
techniques for minimising flood risk and increasing natural drainage such 
as SUDS. In-depth technical guidance on supported interventions can be 
found in our Draft Greening SPD.  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)   Policies relating to improving air quality are contained in the soon-
to-be-adopted ItP LP. It should not be necessary for the NLPR to 
repeat such policies.   

¢Ŧ[Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ  
  
Regarding repeating New London Plan policies. The NLP sets out policy 
that applies to schemes of a scale that is referable to the Mayor of 
London. The Council is not repeating NLP policy in the NLPR, we are 
looking to set requirements and policies for development in the Borough 
that is informed by and conforms with the NLP.  

  
 

Issue 3: Noise and vibration  
 

Q4.5: What noise and vibration sources should be addressed directly in the Local Plan?  
 

Respondent Name  Comments   /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ  
The Labour Group - RBKC 
(Sir/ Madam)   

Vibration and ΨƘǳƳƳƛƴƎΩ Ŏŀƴ ŘǊƛǾŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŘƛǎǘǊŀŎǘŜŘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ Ƴǳǎǘ 
ōŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ŜƴŦƻǊŎŜƳŜƴǘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊǳƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƛŦ ȅƻǳ Ŏŀƴ ƘŜŀǊ 
ƛǘΣ ƛǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŀƴǘΩΦ   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council is aware that the ambient noise levels in many parts of the 
borough are high, which are exacerbated by noise from plant and 
equipment attached to buildings, road traffic and construction. In 
addition, vibration, largely caused by surface and underground trains is 
an issue in certain areas of the Borough.   
  
Policies within Chapter 24 ς Respecting Environmental Limits of the 
Local Plan aim to control and reduce such noise. For example, Policy CE6 
ς Noise and Vibration requires the Council to carefully control the 
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impact of noise and vibration generating sources which affect amenity 
both during the construction and operational phases of development.  
  
The Council aims to improve/update these policies where appropriate to 
reflect changes in the way we live and work, along with the introduction 
of new technologies associated with efforts to reduce carbon 
emissions. The issue of noise and vibration will be picked up in the 
NLPR.  
  
Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ /ƻŘŜ ƻŦ tǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ όнлмфύ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ 
detailed guidance on our construction site management requirements, 
which aim to minimise the impact of construction on residents as far as 
ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΦ  

Earl's Court Society 
(Malcolm Spalding)   

Demolition. Air Conditioning plant. Ventilation and extraction plant. 
Covering-over of railway and underground tube lines.   

Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Sandra Yarwood   Air conditioning units and extraction systems   Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  
St Quintin and 
Woodlands Neighbourhood 
Forum (Henry Peterson)   

The RBKC Construction Code has helped but too many contractors 
(even when confronted with a copy by local residents) continue to 
ignore it.   

Noted, the Council requires Contractors to follow the requirements set 
out in the Construction Code of Practice (2019). If you are aware of 
incidents where they are not, please contact the 
/ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ construction management team via email at: 
environmentalhealth@rbkc.gov.uk or tel: 020 7361 3002.  

Lucia Scalisi   The vibration from the Friezegreen site on Kings Rd is so bad that 
now the people in RBKC noise have stuck their fingers in their ears 
over that one.   

Noted. The issue of noise and vibration will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Kerry Davis-Head   air conditioning. enforcement has failed in this aspect. also the siting 
of cafes etc in amongst housing, vis a vis the permitted change to 
become takeaways, if flats are situated above then they suffer. the 
constant stream of delivery mopeds should also be considered.   

Noted.   

Nigel Crump   Air conditioning plant and machinery   Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  
Oonagh Wohanka   Residential areas should be considered where new buildings are to 

ōŜ ōǳƛƭǘΦΦ ƴƻ ǿƻǊƪ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǿŜŜƪŜƴŘǎ ŀƴŘ Ψ ƴƻƛǎŜΩ ŦǊŜŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ 
where possible   

Noted. ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ /ƻŘŜ ƻŦ tǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ όнлмфύ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ 
detailed guidance on our construction site management requirements, 
which aim to minimise the impact of construction on residents as far as 
ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ powers. This includes 
restrictions on working hours which do not allow any construction works 
at the weekend.  
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Regarding noise free buildings, the New London Plan Agent of Change 
Principle requires new residential buildings to give due regard to 
adequate sound proofing in order to protect the amenity of new and 
existing residents.   

Tracey Rust   Only on when it relates to development proposals for major 
construction and/or basement development.   

Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  

G Thomson   As new proposals for Earls Court are progressed we will be preparing 
a noise and vibration strategy, to include inter alia, road and rail 
sources. Again, policies relating to noise and vibration are contained 
in the soon-to-be-adopted ItP LP and it should not be necessary for 
the NLPR to repeat such policies however we agree with the principle 
of creating an appropriate environment for noise sensitive 
development, including residential dwellings and schools.   

Support and comments noted.   
  
Regarding repeating New London Plan policies. The NLP sets out policy 
that applies to schemes of a scale that is referable to the Mayor of 
London. The Council is not repeating NLP policy in the NLPR, we are 
looking to set requirements and policies for development in the Borough 
that is informed by and conforms with the NLP.  

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

Construction  
Utility construction  
Railways especially the Underground   

Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Port of London Authority 
(Michael Atkins)   

It is considered that the Local Plan must include reference to the 
Agent of Change principle, specifically with regard to the 
Safeguarded Cremorne Wharf and the need to ensure that 
development proposals located in close proximity to the wharf are 
designed to minimise the potential for conflicts of use and 
disturbance, including noise matters in line with the Agent of Change 
Principle. This is particularly important as wharf sites can often 
operate up to 24 hours a day, in line with the tides. As noted under 
question 2.1 this would be in line with policies D12 (Agent of Change) 
and SI 15 (Water Transport) of the emerging London Plan and 
paragraph 182 of the NPPF.   

Noted. This Council supports the Agent of Change principle as it is set 
out in the New London Plan and intends to include explicit reference to 
the Agent of Change Principle in the NLPR.  
  
Cremorne Wharf continues to be safeguarded and protected. This was 
confirmed by the Cremorne Wharf direction which came into force on 
1st March 2021.  
  
This will be reflected in the new Local Plan.  

Fraslo Investment Holdings 
Limited (Will Kumar)   

Only operational one.   Noted.  

Linda Wade   The NLPR should address the issue of noise and vibration from the 
construction and completed phases of a development, particularly in 
relation to air conditioning and extraction units on residential and 
business sites.   
a. demolition   
b. air conditioning and extraction units   
c. ventilation plant   

Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  
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William Wilson   We should look a restoration and renovation rather than building 
completely new.   

Noted. The Council supports this approach which is established in our 
Draft Greening SPD where we encourage all development to apply 
circular economy principles. For the built environment this aims to 
retain, reuse and recycle existing buildings and materials over 
demolition and new build where appropriate. The circular economy is a 
concept which will be used to inform the NLPR.  

Boka Hotel (Spencer 
Parsons)   

Any source of noise and vibration should be looked at and taken in to 
account is it of an acceptable level short term during a build, 
and that any demolition the building is enveloped so dust and debris 
do not leave the site as happened with Earls Court and the 
surrounding streets coated in dust and the comments at council 
were well that it was the residents who were dirty ???? when 
evidence was available in photographic form that the demolition 
company used small barriers so dust etc just went round and over.   

Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  
  
The Council published a Construction Code of Practice in 2019. This sets 
out a range of requirements for construction site management in the 
Borough, include controlling dust and debris and we require all 
contractors to adhere to the code.   

Elizabeth Harrap   Currently due to COVID, more neighbours work from home and have 
done so this summer. The noise, vibration and dust from the 
basement development at no 41 Kenway Road has been distressing 
to those next door and including as far as my home. To put our 
communities first, the Council needs to further restrict the disruption 
which basement excavations are permitted to inflict on neighbours. 
Without alteration this Plan will not achieve this.   

The Council has one of the tightest policies governing basement 
developments. Having been the first in the country to introduce a policy 
restricting the extent of basements, we produced a Supplementary 
Planning Document in 2016. In addition, we have also now introduced a 
Code of Construction Practice in 2019. The issues raised should be 
ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ¢ŜŀƳ ǿƘƻ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ 
contacted via email at: environmentalhealth@rbkc.gov.uk or tel: 020 
7361 3002.  

Bruno de Florence   See: 
https://www.lichfielddc.gov.uk/downloads/file/1160/environmental-
health-technical-guide- on-noise-vibration   

Noted.  

Bikeworks CIC (David 
Dansky)   

Traffic noise   Noted. Primarily planning can influence new development and therefore 
existing traffic noise is likely beyond the remit of the planning regime to 
control. That said the Council is no longer granting permission for new 
car parking spaces with development proposals to address the traffic 
noise and congestion issue as far as we can through planning. This issue 
will be picked up in the NLPR.  

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)   

Complaints to the HVRA regarding noisy air condition and servicing 
plant especially when roof mounted have escalated recently. These 
installations are often unsightly and noisy especially when in view 
but unscreened. Application plans do not show the height and 
impact of such equipment accurately for residents living on same 

The I±w!Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ are noted.  
  
The Council is aware that the ambient noise levels in many parts of the 
borough are high, which are exacerbated by noise from plant and 
equipment attached to buildings, road traffic and construction. In 
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level as this plant. There is also a need for prompt RBKC enforcement 
where these have been installed without planning consent or 
enforcement actions have been instituted but the owner does not 
complete or upkeep the plant.   
  
We are also concerned that the presence of the required extraction 
machinery for cafes and restaurants will dramatically increase as 
retail premises fall vacant and easing of use class restrictions permits 
their transition to cafes, restaurants and bars. The residential 
premises above them will then become much less pleasant places to 
live. The large number of AirBnB type rentals in parts of our CA are a 
typical bi product of this cycle where longer term residents vacate 
areas which then become full of transitory occupiers who can 
tolerate these conditions as it is only temporary. This does not 
promote social cohesion and leaves areas very vulnerable when 
tourist levels fall as currently.   
  
Where extraction equipment is installed it must be enclosed in an 
internal soundproof vibration proof duct ideally made of brick and in 
a vertical format. In new builds these ducts should be internal and 
ideally also where retrofitting is required. Unsightly and noisy ducts 
rattling up the back elevations of properties are a serious visual and 
audio nuisance and should be avoided through planning and 
enforcement where illegally fitted.  
  
Construction noise and vibration can be unendurable even where 
RBKC construction hours guidelines were observed during the 
working from home period of lockdown. In parts of our CA where 
residents are living in bedsits, hostels or HMO accommodation in 
Linden and Clanricarde Gardens there is nowhere from which 
residents can escape the noise which is almost directly surrounds 
them. There is a real need for contractors to follow best practice 
advice such as using acoustic absorbency screening.  
  
We also advocate the banning of petro-mechanical devices in favour 
of the quieter practice of electrical extraction which can be conveyor 

addition, vibration, largely caused by surface and underground trains is 
an issue in certain areas of the Borough. The issue of noise and 
vibration will be picked up in the NLPR and the suggestion of requiring 
extraction equipment to be enclosed will be considered.   
  
Lǘ ƛǎ ǿƻǊǘƘ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴƛƴƎ ƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 
explicitly discouraging active cooling methods, particularly air 
conditioning from a carbon reduction perspective as well. This is also 
something that will be looked at in the NLPR.  
  
Regarding construction site noise and vibration, the /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
Construction Code of Practice (2019) restricts construction hours as far 
ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΦ Lǘ 
also includes guidance requiring the use of electric generators.  
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belted to near pavement side skips for collection. This ensures that 
contractors can then quickly move skips without lengthy 
periods waiting (frequently with engines idling) whilst extraction 
flows load. This also discourages the backing up of idling vehicles 
approaching sites.   

Sue Redmond   Noise levels of lorries, motorbikes and of course the high powered 
cars driven by morons down Warwick Road should be addressed as 
should the speed they travel...never see any police to monitor this. 
Warwick Road is an accident waiting to happen.   
  
The development of Earls Court should also be thought and residents 
have a go to person to raise any concerns we may have.   

Noted. Primarily planning can influence new development and therefore 
existing traffic noise is likely beyond the remit of the planning regime to 
control. That said the Council is no longer granting permission for new 
car parking spaces with development proposals to address the traffic 
noise and congestion issue as far as we can through planning. This issue 
will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Federica Lowndes Marques 
Leitao   

Ambulance services near residencial areas, take due care in 
balancing the need to urgently carry patients but also be aware of 
residents near hospitals  
Heathrow flights, much too low flying over London.  
Road speed on the Warwick Road and Earls Court road, reduced and 
cycle lanes in place.   
Traffic of HGV restricted to certain hours.   

Noted, primarily planning can influence new development and therefore 
existing traffic noise, flightpaths, etc are likely beyond the remit of 
the current planning regime to control.  

The Pembridge Association 
(Fiona Fleming-Brown)   

Yes. Complaints to the PA regarding noisy air condition and servicing 
plant especially when roof mounted have escalated recently. These 
installations are often unsightly and noisy especially when in view 
but unscreened. Application plans do not show the height and 
impact of such equipment accurately for residents living on same 
level as this plant. There is also a need for prompt RBKC enforcement 
where these have been installed without planning consent or 
enforcement actions have been instituted but the owner does not 
complete or upkeep the plant.   
  
We are also concerned that the presence of the required extraction 
machinery for cafes and restaurants will dramatically increase as 
retail premises fall vacant and easing of use class restrictions permits 
their transition to cafes, restaurants and bars. The residential 
premises above them will then become much less pleasant places to 
live. The large number of AirBnB type rentals in parts of our CA are 
a typical bi product of this cycle where longer term residents vacate 

The t!Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ are noted.  
  
The Council is aware that the ambient noise levels in many parts of the 
borough are high, which are exacerbated by noise from plant and 
equipment attached to buildings, road traffic and construction. In 
addition, vibration, largely caused by surface and underground trains is 
an issue in certain areas of the Borough. The issue of noise and 
vibration will be picked up in the NLPR and the suggestion of requiring 
extraction equipment to be enclosed will be considered.   
  
It is worth mentioning heǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 
explicitly discouraging active cooling methods, particularly air 
conditioning from a carbon reduction perspective as well. This is also 
something that will be looked at in the NLPR.  
  
wŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǎƛǘŜ ƴƻƛǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǾƛōǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
Construction Code of Practice (2019) restricts construction hours as far 
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areas which then become full of transitory occupiers who can 
tolerate these conditions as it is only temporary. This does not 
promote social cohesion and leaves areas very vulnerable when 
tourist levels fall as currently.   
  
Where extraction equipment is installed it must be enclosed in an 
internal soundproof vibration proof duct ideally made of brick and in 
a vertical format. In new builds these ducts should be internal and 
ideally also where retrofitting is required. Unsightly and noisy ducts 
rattling up the back elevations of properties are a serious visual and 
audio nuisance and should be avoided through planning and 
enforcement where illegally fitted.  
  
Construction noise and vibration can be unendurable even where 
RBKC construction hours guidelines were observed during the 
working from home period of lockdown. In parts of our CA where 
residents are living in bedsits, hostels or HMO accommodation in 
Linden and Clanricarde Gardens there is nowhere from which 
residents can escape the noise which is almost directly surrounds 
them. There is a real need for contractors to follow best practice 
advice such as using acoustic absorbency screening.  
  
We also advocate the banning of petro-mechanical devices in favour 
of the quieter practice of electrical extraction which can be conveyor 
belted to near pavement side skips for collection. This ensures that 
contractors can then quickly move skips without lengthy periods 
waiting (frequently with engines idling) whilst extraction flows load. 
This also discourages the backing up of idling vehicles approaching 
sites.   

ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΦ Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ 
guidance requiring the use of electric generators.  

C David   Building/construction noise. Reduce the amount of unnecessary 
redevelopment/improvement. Focus on construction which will add 
to the amenity of the area - social housing, business space and other 
public amenities. Stop building any more luxury flats.   

Noted.  
  
wŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǎƛǘŜ ƴƻƛǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǾƛōǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
Construction Code of Practice (2019) places controls that limit the 
impact ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀǎ ŦŀǊ ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
planning powers.  
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The Council encourages all development to adopted circular economy 
principles which seeks to retain, reuse and recycle existing building 
where appropriate. This is set out in our Draft Greening SPD, which was 
published in January 2021.  

Clean Air in London (Simon 
Birkett)   

Those from buildings, construction and vehicles. See also the 
YƴƛƎƘǘǎōǊƛŘƎŜ bŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ CƻǊǳƳΩǎ ōŜǎǘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ƎǳƛŘŜ ƻƴ 
construction standards and procedures 
https://www.knightsbridgeforum.org/best-practice-guidance-
construction-standards-and- procedures/   

Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  

Rosemary Andreae   Cranes; JCBs; removal of earth; drilling, including for ground pumps 
(long and slow);   

Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  

CBRE (Miss Nicks)   This should be dependent on the scale of development and not 
duplicate separate building regulation requirements   

Noted.  

Savills (Matt Lloyd-Ruck)   While it is part of good planning practice to protect the amenities 
enjoyed by neighbours, the realities of construction within RBKC 
mean there will be noise and vibration impacts during the 
construction phases of any development. The current procedures of 
a suitable Acoustic Assessment and the mitigation methods that 
follow are completely adequate in alleviating any adverse impacts 
and do not need alteration.   

Noted.  

CHRA (I. Margaronis)   Complaints to the CHRA regarding noisy air condition and servicing 
plant especially when roof mounted have escalated recently. These 
installations are often unsightly and noisy especially when in view 
but unscreened. Application plans do not show the height and 
impact of such equipment accurately for residents living on same 
level as this plant. There is also a need for prompt RBKC enforcement 
where these have been installed without planning consent or 
enforcement actions have been instituted but the owner does not 
complete or upkeep the plant.   
  
We are also concerned that the presence of the required extraction 
machinery for cafes and restaurants will dramatically increase as 
retail premises fall vacant and easing of use class restrictions permits 
their transition to cafes, restaurants and bars. The residential 
premises above them will then become much less pleasant places to 
live. The large number of AirBnB type rentals in parts of our CA are a 

The /Iw!Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ  
  
The Council is aware that the ambient noise levels in many parts of the 
borough are high, which are exacerbated by noise from plant and 
equipment attached to buildings, road traffic and construction. In 
addition, vibration, largely caused by surface and underground trains is 
an issue in certain areas of the Borough. The issue of noise and 
vibration will be picked up in the NLPR and the suggestion of requiring 
extraction equipment to be enclosed will be considered.   
  
Lǘ ƛǎ ǿƻǊǘƘ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴƛƴƎ ƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴg SPD 
explicitly discouraging active cooling methods, particularly air 
conditioning from a carbon reduction perspective as well. This is also 
something that will be looked at in the NLPR.  
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typical bi product of this cycle where longer term residents vacate 
areas which then become full of transitory occupiers who can 
tolerate these conditions as it is only temporary. This does not 
promote social cohesion and leaves areas very vulnerable when 
tourist levels fall as currently. Such business models should be 
severely restricted.  
  
Where extraction equipment is installed it must be enclosed in an 
internal soundproof vibration proof duct ideally made of brick and in 
a vertical format. In new builds these ducts should be internal and 
ideally also where retrofitting is required. Unsightly and noisy ducts 
rattling up the back elevations of properties are a serious visual and 
audio nuisance and should be avoided through planning and 
enforcement where illegally fitted.  
  
Construction noise and vibration can be unendurable even where 
RBKC construction hours guidelines were observed during the 
working from home period of lockdown. In parts of our CAs where 
residents are living in bedsits, hostels or HMO accommodation in 
Linden and Clanricarde Gardens there is nowhere from which 
residents can escape the noise which is almost directly surrounds 
them. There is a real need for contractors to follow best practice 
advice such as using acoustic absorbency screening.  
  
We also advocate the banning of petro-mechanical devices in favour 
of the quieter practice of electrical extraction which can be conveyor 
belted to near pavement side skips for collection. This ensures 
that contractors can then quickly move skips without lengthy periods 
waiting (frequently with engines idling) whilst extraction flows load. 
This also discourages the backing up of idling vehicles approaching 
sites.   

wŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǎƛǘŜ ƴƻƛǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǾƛōǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
Construction Code of Practice (2019) restricts construction hours as far 
ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΦ Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ 
guidance requiring the use of electric generators.  

{ǘ IŜƭŜƴΩǎ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ό{ǘŜǾŜ 
Divall)   

Keeping work to Mon-Fri ΨƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƘƻǳǊǎΩ ŀƴŘ ǎǘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŜȄŎŜǎǎƛǾŜ 
noise/vibration e.g. from basements projects.   

Noted.   
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ /ƻŘŜ ƻŦ tǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ όнлмфύ restrict construction 
hours to Mon-Fri (8am-6pm). We also have one of the tightest policies 
governing basement developments. Having been the first in the country 
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to introduce a policy restricting the extent of basements, we produced a 
Supplementary Planning Document in 2016.  

KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)   

Air source heat pumps are likely to become an increasing way to heat 
properties as gas use is reduced. The Plan should ensure they are 
subject to the same requirements on noise and vibration as air 
conditioning plant.  
  
Light pollution should also be covered as this is an increasing 
problem with the fashion for picture windows, large rooflights and 
garden lights, and with many offices and commercial premises 
illuminated 24/7. Especially when lighting is next to a green space, it 
can also adversely affect biodiversity. There may also be a case for 
restricting light in shop windows when shops are not open (although 
dim lights may be required in some premises as a safety measure).  
  
Outside heaters: During the pandemic there is a premium on being 
able to eat and drink outside and it is difficult to quarrel, as winter 
approaches, with the increasing use by pubs, cafés and restaurants 
of outside hearers. But in the longer term, as these are extremely 
energy inefficient, a restrictive policy would be appropriate. There 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŦƻǊ άƘŜŀǘ ŎǳǊǘŀƛƴǎέ ƻƴ ƻǇŜƴ ǎƘƻǇ ŀƴŘ 
restaurant frontages.   

The Kensington Societies comments are noted, and these issues will be 
picked up in the NLPR.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ǎŜǘǎ ƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ 
for air source heat pumps to be accompanied by a noise and vibration 
assessment.  
   
Regarding light pollution, this issue is included within the requirements 
set out in Policy CL5 of the current Local Plan, which states that the 
Council will require all development ensures good living conditions for 
occupants of new, existing and neighbouring buildings. That said, the 
historic character and dense nature of the borough means that the living 
conditions that might be expected elsewhere in modern developments 
are most unlikely to be achieved here. Particular attention needs to be 
paid to these matters to attempt to address rising public expectations in 
relation to living conditions, including access to open space. However, 
implementing living conditions by fixed standards, normally derived 
from modern sǳōǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǳƴŘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
duty to preserve and enhance the character and appearance of 
conservation areas. It is the overall design, taking all factors into account 
ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀƴǘ ƻŦ ǿƘether a 
proposal provides reason- able living conditions.  

¢ƘŜ tƘƛƭōŜŀŎƘ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association (Froment)   

Demolition. Air Conditioning plant. Ventilation and extraction plant. 
Covering-over of railway and underground tube lines.   

Noted, these issues will be picked up in the NLPR.  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)   Again, policies relating to noise and vibration are contained in the 
soon-to-be-adopted ItP LP and it should not be necessary for the 
NLPR to repeat such policies. As a general principle, the Council 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŀǇǇƭȅ ǘƘŜ Ψ!ƎŜƴǘ ƻŦ /ƘŀƴƎŜΩ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ όLǘt [t ǇƻƭƛŎȅ 5моύ ŀƴŘ 
other relevant policies to new housing developments that are 
adjacent to transport infrastructure in order to mitigate, if necessary, 
the impacts of potential noise and vibration.   

Comments noted.  
  
This Council supports the Agent of Change principle as it is set out in the 
New London Plan and intends to include explicit reference to the Agent 
of Change Principle in the NLPR.  
  
Regarding repeating New London Plan policies. The NLP sets out policy 
that applies to schemes of a scale that is referable to the Mayor of 
London. The Council is not repeating NLP policy in the NLPR, we are 
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looking to set requirements and policies for development in the Borough 
that is informed by and conforms with the NLP.  

  
 

Issue 4: Flood risk  
Q4.6: Should the Local Plan take a more proactive approach to reducing the impact of surface water (rain) flooding?   
 

Respondent Name  Comments  Response  
The Labour Group - RBKC 
(Sir/ Madam)   

We are constantly amazed that there is no enforcement whatever of 
the regulation preventing concreting over of gardens and driveways. 
Most residents have no idea it is against planning policy, and there is 
zero enforcement despite evidence that flooding occurs during 
downpours due to rainwater entering drains instead of the aquifer. 
There should be a determined campaign of information on this, plus 
how to create a SUDS system that is climate-friendly. Far too many 
people concrete, pave or use plastic grass/astroturf in their gardens, 
eliminating a wide variety of insects and birds, and making a hostile 
environment for small mammals. Educate and enforce!   

The Council notes the comments of the Labour Group.  Information 
about paving front gardens has been included on our Greening SPD 

and SuDS webpage: https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-

control/planning-policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems   
Also, policy CE2i explains that the Council will resist impermeable 
surfaces in gardens and landscaped areas.  
  
The enforcement team are aware of the issue and we are working 
together to address it.  
  

Earl's Court Society 
(Malcolm Spalding)   

Maximising consolidated green space on each development for 
SUDS   

Suggestions noted.  
  
The Council supports development that incorporates urban greening and 
techniques for minimising flood risk. We have provided in-depth 
technical guidance on supported interventions in our recent Greening 
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD). The SPD explains our SuDS 
requirements  and provides examples. The SPD will form part of the 
framework against which any future planning applications will be 
determined.  

Sandra Yarwood   By encouraging maximum green space and resisting paving over of 
gardens.   

Suggestions noted. Please see above.  

St Quintin and Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum 
(Henry Peterson)   

We think that RBKC Policy CE2(f) resisting impermeable surfaces in 
front gardens is often missed by applicants and could usefully 
referred to alongside conservation policies rather than included isn a 
separate chapter of the Local Plan.   

Suggestion noted. The relevant policy is policy CE2i  of the 2019 Local 
Plan. It explains that we will resist impermeable surfaces in gardens and 
landscaped areas. All policies should be read together when deciding a 
planning application so the fact that it is not within a conservation policy 
should not deter from it being used by applicants and planning 
colleagues.  

https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems
https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems
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Kerry Davis-Head   more green open spaces, not filling every sq metre with concrete   Comments noted.  
The Council supports development that incorporates urban greening and 
techniques for minimising flood risk. We have provided in-depth 
technical guidance on supported interventions in our recent Greening 
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD). The SPD explains our SuDS 
requirements and provides examples. The SPD will form part of the 
framework against which any future planning applications will be 
determined.  

Octavia Housing (Andrew 
Brown)   

Soakaways and SUDS can be utilised   Comments noted. Please see above.  

Oonagh Wohanka   Water storage wherever possible   Comment noted. Please see above.  
Tracey Rust   The Council are pro-active already and in some respects too rigid in 

their policy particularly for very small scale development.  
Existing policy CE2 with particular regard to surface water run-off and 
a 50% reduction for very small-scale development is extremely 
onerous and is not cost effective to the applicant.  
Whilst it is important to safeguard the borough from flooding, there 
needs to be robust evidence to justify any further measures.   

Support for the /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ policies and comments are noted. The 
current policy CE2g is backed by evidence base and has undergone public 
examination. In constrained sites the policy can be relaxed if it is too 
onerous to implement.  

G Thomson   We recognise the importance of green infrastructure in such a 
densely populated Borough and support proposals to actively 
encourage innovative solutions to reduce the impact of surface water 
flooding. It is very important that sites can respond flexibly to secure 
the most appropriate mitigation for that location and therefore we 
would not support a prescriptive approach that seeks to introduce 
formulaic responses to the reduction of surface water flooding. The 
NLPR should not repeat policy contained in the ItP LP.   

Support for green infrastructure noted.  
Our current policy CE2g is very prescriptive of what is required in 
different development proposals. We have also provided further 
information on our SuDS webpage:  
https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-
policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems  
  

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

Localised issues can be within the remit of the Council but flooding 
and similar should be handled by the Mayor's office dealing with all 
boroughs   

Noted. The Mayor has an overarching strategic role but Unitary 
Authorities have since 2010 their own statutory roles on Flood Risk as 
they are Lead Local Flood Authorities.   

DP9 (Kate Outterside)   Q 4.6 Should the NLPR take a more proactive approach to reducing 
the impact surface water (rain) flooding, and if so, how can the 
benefits of green infrastructure be maximised?  
  
We would recommend that the policy seeks to follow the hierarchy 
within the Intent to Publish London Plan Policy SI 13 as follows:  
  

Suggestions noted. Our current policy CE2g already follows the London 
Plan hierarchy and builds upon it to address the critical drainage issues 
we have in the borough.  
  

https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems
https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems


149 

 

Development proposals should aim to achieve greenfield run-off 
rates and ensure that surface water run-off is managed as close to its 
source as possible. There should also be a preference for green over 
grey features, in line with the following drainage hierarchy:  
  
1) rainwater use as a resource (for example rainwater harvesting, 
blue roofs for irrigation)  
2) rainwater infiltration to ground at or close to source  
3) rainwater attenuation in green infrastructure features for gradual 
release (for example green roofs, rain gardens)  
4) rainwater discharge direct to a watercourse (unless not 
appropriate)  
5) controlled rainwater discharge to a surface water sewer or drain  
6) controlled rainwater discharge to a combined sewer.   

Linda Wade   Yes, more emphasis on water saving measures, the use of grey water 
for irrigation, green roofs, water features, green spaces, trees   

Suggestions noted. We agree that water efficiency and reuse are key.  
  
The Council supports development that incorporates urban greening and 
techniques for minimising flood risk. We have provided in-depth 
technical guidance on supported interventions in our recent Greening 
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD).  The SPD explains our SuDS 
requirements and provides examples. The SPD will form part of the 
framework against which any future planning applications will be 
determined.  

Woodland Trust (Bridget 
Fox)   

We welcome a proactive approach to encouraging green 
infrastructure and Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDS). In 
addition to flood protection, such natural flood management 
approaches provide multiple biodiversity enhancements and natural 
capital benefits.   
  
Urban trees make a valuable contribution to SUDS. Planting trees can 
slow the flow of water and reduce surface water runoff by up to 62% 
compared to asphalt. Trees intercept water as it falls, which is then 
directly evaporated back into the atmosphere. Roots help the 
infiltration of water into the soil, lowering the risk of surface water 
flooding. Tree roots can increase infiltration rates in compacted soils 
by 63%, and in severely compacted soils by 153%. Integrating SUDS 

Support for a proactive approach to green infrastructure and SUDS is 
noted.  
  
  
  
  
The draft Greening SPD explains the importance of green infrastructure, 
including trees. It provides guidance and examples of our SuDS 
requirements. The SPD will form part of the framework against which any 
future planning applications will be determined.  
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and tree pit design can have a sigƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ΨǎƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƭƻǿΩΦ 
Adequate soil volumes provided within hard surfaces can retain 
substantial volumes of water within the soil matrix, reducing 
inundation and providing slow release back into natural or 
engineered drainage systems.   
  
This is in addition to the other environmental benefits of urban tree 
cover, including provision of shelter and shade, cooling through 
transpiration, screening from pollution and CO2 sequestration, as 
well as providing a valuable contribution to biodiversity and mental 
wellbeing.   

William Wilson   Flooding needs to be avoided and re-use of rain water in parks etc   Comment noted. Our current policy CE2 aims to address flood risk and 
proactively encourages SuDS to reduce one of the key flood risk sources 
in the borough (surface water).  

Boka Hotel (Spencer 
Parsons)   

more green areas , no artificial grass and paved over gardens helps 
reduce surface water a lot   

Suggestions noted. Policy CE2g requires SuDS and policy CE2i explains 
that the Council will resist impermeable surfaces in gardens and 
landscaped areas.  

Bikeworks CIC (David 
Dansky)   

Not mu expertise though if this is considered a likely hazard then of 
course being proactive in crucial. Being re-active leads to disaster   

Comment noted. Our current policy CE2 aims to address flood risk and 
proactively encourages SuDS to reduce one of the key flood risk sources 
in the borough (surface water).  

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)   

Maximise green infrastructure: RBKC should resist the use of front 
garden paving for cars parking. The loss of garden soft surfaces both 
front and rear is an avoidable factor in flooding and hard surfaces 
ŘŜŎǊŜŀǎŜ ōƛƻŘƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ I±w! ŀƭǎƻ ƻǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŜ άƳƻǾƛƴƎέ ƻŦ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ 
trees for development/transport purposes unless essential and 
therefore unavoidable. Trees provide an additional permeability 
factor in the landscape There are too many frivolous applications 
ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǿƘŜǊŜ άǘǊŜŜǎ ǎǇƻƛƭ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿέ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ 
sufficient evidence that garden walls are being undermined. The 
NHG/Holland Park Save our Trees petition in 2019 received over 
11,000 local signatures indicating the depth of concern that many 
residents have for the protection of large and varied street trees for a 
variety of environmental reasons and they remain one of the best 
loved features of our CA.  
  
We support the additional planting of street trees and shrubs 

Suggestions noted.  
  
Policy CE2i explains that the Council will resist impermeable surfaces in 
gardens and landscaped areas. The draft Greening SPD explains the 
importance of green infrastructure, including trees. It provides guidance 
and examples of our SuDS requirements. The SPD will form part of the 
framework against which any future planning applications will be 
determined  
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especially in new developments but there is a real role for the RBKC 
arboriculturists to access proposed soft landscaping applications for 
viability and longevity. We see too many plans adopting a greenwash 
approach with unfeasible trees in pots, which do not survive well 
without rooting in earth as they cannot retain enough water and 
have insufficient root ball size. Even worse is the use of plastic 
ǎƘǊǳōōŜǊȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀŘŘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿŀǎǘŜ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴΦ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎΩ 
illustrations are often misleading in showing unviable trees such as 
the large plane tree shown against the Newcombe tower which 
would take over a century to reach the height shown and which 
would never survive in that location, against the tower. Rather than 
being an after though we would like to see tree planting and soft 
landscaping applications required to meet high standards for 
sustainability especially given the continuance of global warming.   
  
!ǎ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ vмΦм ǘƘŜ I±w! Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ w.Y/Ωǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻƴ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛƻƴ 
of double basements. We are concerned about the environmental 
damage involved especially the measures taken in basement 
construction which redirect ground water levels thereby affecting 
neighbouring properties and altering the water table. We have also 
had complaints from our members concerning the acoustic issues 
arising from the amplification of tube noise where basements act as 
sound boards  
  
We urge RBKC to continue to support the targeted programme of 
SUDS infrastructure with rainwater drainage tanks beneath roads. 
Where these have been implemented in roads such as Chepstow 
Place and Arundel Gardens there has been no subsequent flooding.   

Support for trees and shrubs is noted. The Greening SPD includes a 
section on trees in chapter 11. Where developments include new streets, 
we expect new street trees to be planted to match the high standards set 
by the Council, in accordance with Policy CR6. The existing Tree SPD will 
be updated and will form part of the framework against which any future 
planning applications will be determined.  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
Support for our basement policy CL7 noted.  
  
  
  
  
  
  
Policy CE2l. supports the provision of water and sewage infrastructure 
which will lead to a substantial and long-term reduction of local flooding, 
providing the need outweighs any adverse effects during construction 
and operation and appropriate mitigation measures are in place.  
We have worked with Thames Water to reduce flood risk from the 
Counters Creek project. Further information can be seen here:   
 https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-
policy/flooding/counters-creek-project  

Environment Agency (Lisa 
Mills)   

London is at particular risk from surface water flooding, mainly due 
to the large extent of impermeable surfaces. In your current local 
plan, you have identified a need for Sustainable Drainage Systems 
(SuDS) to be commonplace throughout the borough, reducing the 

Comments are noted.  
  
w.Y/Ωǎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƻƴ ƳƛƴƛƳƛǎƛƴƎ ŦƭƻƻŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŦƭƻƻŘ Ǌƛǎƪ ŎƻƴŦƻǊƳ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
of the emerging New London Plan. We have actually gone a step further 
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risk of flood events especially in the west of the borough when 
combined with the upgrading of Counters Creek sewer and storm 
drain. Your LLFA should identify through your Local Flood Risk 
Management Strategies and Surface Water Management Plans areas 
where there are particular surface water management issues and 
aim to reduce these risks.  
Development proposals should aim to achieve greenfield run-off 
rates and ensure that surface water run-off is managed as close to its 
source as possible. There should also be a preference for green over 
grey features, in line with the drainage hierarchy as identified in 
Policy SI 13 Sustainable drainage in the draft (2019) London Plan. 
Please also refer to the London Sustainable Drainage  
  
Action Plan that contains a series of actions to make the drainage 
system work in a more natural way with a particular emphasis on 
retrofitt ing.  
  
Often SuDs can be designed and implemented in ways that promote 
multiple benefits including increased water use efficiency, improved 
water quality, and enhanced biodiversity and contributing to 
biodiversity net gain, urban greening, amenity and recreation. 
However, it should be noted the SuDs should be used with caution if 
there is previous land contamination on site, or if the proposed 
development has the potential be contaminative, in the interests of 
groundwater protection.  
  
Infiltrating water has the potential to cause mobilisation of 
contaminants present in shallow soil/made ground which could 
ultimately cause pollution of underlying groundwater resources.  
It is important that other sources of flooding are also considered.   
  
The borough includes areas of tidal flood risk, where tidal flood risk 
management should be a priority for the borough. This includes 
ensuring that new development is sequentially tested to steer 
development away from areas of flood risk and complies with the 

by requiring greenfield run-off for major applications and a 50% 
reduction of surface water run-off for minors. Please refer to policy 
CE2g.  
  
We have also identified critical drainage Areas in the SWMP and the 
LFRMS contains specific actions to address local flood risk.   
  
The draft Greening SPD explains the importance of green infrastructure, 
including trees. It provides guidance and examples of our SuDS 
requirements. The SPD will form part of the framework against which any 
future planning applications will be determined  
  
The SFRA will be reviewed and updated to reflect updates to other 
guidance documents and plans. The Local Flood Risk Management 
Strategy will be updated afterwards.   
  
  
  
  
The need to maximise the multiple benefits of SuDS is noted and agreed. 
This is explained in detail in the Greening SPD.  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
The need to address water quality is noted and included in the Greening 
SPD.  
  
  
  
Noted. All potential sources of flood risk will continue to be addressed in 
future policies.  
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NPPF and TE2100 plan. As discussed above, your SFRA will need to be 
updated to reflect this.   

The Pembridge Association 
(Fiona Fleming-Brown)   

RBKC should resist the use of front garden paving for cars parking. 
The loss of garden soft surfaces both front and rear is an avoidable 
factor in flooding and hard surfaces decrease biodiversity. The PA 
ŀƭǎƻ ƻǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŜ άƳƻǾƛƴƎέ ƻŦ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ ǘǊŜŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘκǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘ 
purposes unless essential and therefore unavoidable. Trees provide 
an additional permeability factor in the landscape There are too 
many frivolous applications currentlȅ ǿƘŜǊŜ άǘǊŜŜǎ ǎǇƻƛƭ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿέ 
and it is claimed without sufficient evidence that garden walls are 
being undermined. The NHG/Holland Park Save our Trees petition in 
2019 received over 11,000 local signatures indicating the depth of 
concern that many residents have for the protection of large and 
varied street trees for a variety of environmental reasons and they 
remain one of the best loved features of our CA.  
  
We support the additional planting of street trees and shrubs 
especially in new developments but there is a real role for the RBKC 
arboriculturists to access proposed soft landscaping applications for 
viability and longevity. We see too many plans adopting a greenwash 
approach with unfeasible trees in pots, which do not survive well 
without rooting in earth as they cannot retain enough water and 
have insufficient root ball size. Even worse is the use of plastic 
ǎƘǊǳōōŜǊȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀŘŘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿŀǎǘŜ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴΦ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎΩ 
illustrations are often misleading in showing unviable trees such as 
the large plane tree shown against the Newcombe tower which 
would take over a century to reach the height shown and which 
would never survive in that location, against the tower. Rather than 
being an after though we would like to see tree planting and soft 
landscaping applications required to meet high standards for 
sustainability especially given the continuance of global warming.   
  
!ǎ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ vмΦм ǘƘŜ t! Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ w.Y/Ωǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻƴ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
double basements. We are concerned about the environmental 
damage involved especially the measures taken in basement 
construction which redirect ground water levels thereby affecting 

Information about paving front gardens has been included on our SuDS 
webpage: https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-
control/planning-policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems   
  
Also, policy CE2i explains that the Council will resist impermeable 
surfaces in gardens and landscaped areas.   
The draft Greening SPD explains the importance of green infrastructure. 
It provides guidance and examples of our SuDS requirements. The SPD 
will form part of the framework against which any future planning 
applications will be determined.  
  
  
  
  
  
  
Support for trees and shrubs is noted. The Greening SPD includes a 
section on trees in chapter 11. Where developments include new streets, 
we expect new street trees to be planted to match the high standards set 
by the Council, in accordance with Policy CR6. The existing Tree SPD will 
be updated and will form part of the framework against which any future 
planning applications will be determined.  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
Support for the basement policy CL7 is noted.  
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neighbouring properties and altering the water table. We have also 
had complaints from our members concerning the acoustic issues 
arising from the amplification of tube noise where basements act as 
sound boards.  
  
We urge RBKC to continue to support the targeted programme of 
SUDS infrastructure with rainwater drainage tanks beneath roads. 
Where these have been implemented in roads such as Chepstow 
Place and Arundel Gardens there has been no subsequent flooding.   

  
  
  
  
  
Policy CE2l. supports the provision of water and sewage infrastructure 
which will lead to a substantial and long-term reduction of local flooding, 
providing the need outweighs any adverse effects during construction 
and operation and appropriate mitigation measures are in place.  
We have worked with Thames Water to reduce flood risk from the 
Counters Creek project. Further information can be seen here:   
 https://w ww.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-
policy/flooding/counters-creek-project  

C David   Close roads (see above) and convert to green areas to increase the 
amount of soak away land.   

Comment noted. Our current policy CE2 aims to address flood risk and 
proactively encourages SuDS to reduce one of the key flood risk sources 
in the borough (surface water) and increase natural drainage.  

Clean Air in London (Simon 
Birkett)   

See the Knightsbridge Neighbourhood Plan Policy KBR29: Sustainable 
water. 
https://www.knightsbridgeforum.org/media//documents/knp_made
_version_december_2018_131 218_website.pdf  
Please bear in mind that SUDS is a broad category of measures and 
we need the best not average or poor forms of SUDS or blue-green 
development. See: https://www.imperial.ac.uk/civil- 
engineering/research/research-engagement/featured-research/blue-
green-dream/  
Please expect higher wind speeds also from climate change.   

Comment noted. Our current policy CE2 aims to address flood risk and 
proactively encourages SuDS to reduce one of the key flood risk sources 
in the borough (surface water). We are working with Imperial and other 
stakeholders to ensure the quality of the SuDS required is high and are in 
accordance with current guidance.  

Rosemary Andreae   Don't let so many people build basements   Noted.   
  
Policy CL7 of the adopted Local Plan places restrictions on basement 
development.  

Savills (Matt Lloyd-Ruck)   The existing requirements by the Borough to provide Sustainable 
Drainage Strategies and Flood Risk Assessments are more than 
adequate to mitigate any risk. Therefore, there is no need to 
introduce more methods of measuring the impacts of surface water 
runoff within schemes.   

Support for current Local Plan policies is noted.  
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CHRA (I. Margaronis)   Maximise green infrastructure: RBKC should resist the use of front 
garden paving for cars parking. The loss of garden soft surfaces both 
front and rear is an avoidable factor in flooding and hard surfaces 
decrease biodiversiǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ /Iw! ŀƭǎƻ ƻǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŜ άƳƻǾƛƴƎέ ƻŦ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ 
trees for development/transport purposes unless essential and 
therefore unavoidable. Trees provide an additional permeability 
factor in the landscape There are too many frivolous applications 
currently where άǘǊŜŜǎ ǎǇƻƛƭ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿέ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ 
sufficient evidence that garden walls are being undermined. The 
NHG/Holland Park Save our Trees petition in 2019 received over 
11,000 local signatures indicating the depth of concern that many 
residents have for the protection of large and varied street trees for a 
variety of environmental reasons and they remain one of the best 
loved features of our CA.  
  
We support the additional planting of street trees and shrubs 
especially in new developments but there is a real role for the RBKC 
arboriculturists to access proposed soft landscaping applications for 
viability and longevity. We see too many plans adopting a greenwash 
approach with unfeasible trees in pots, which do not survive well 
without rooting in earth as they cannot retain enough water and 
have insufficient root ball size. Even worse is the use of plastic 
ǎƘǊǳōōŜǊȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀŘŘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿŀǎǘŜ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴΦ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎΩ 
illustrations are often misleading in showing unviable trees such as 
the large plane tree shown against the Newcombe tower which 
would take over a century to reach the height shown and which 
would never survive in that location, against the tower. Rather than 
being an after though we would like to see tree planting and soft 
landscaping applications required to meet high standards for 
sustainability especially given the continuance of global warming.   
  
!ǎ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ vмΦм ǘƘŜ /Iw! Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ w.Y/Ωǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻƴ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛƻƴ 
of double basements. We are concerned about the environmental 
damage involved especially the measures taken in basement 
construction which redirect ground water levels thereby affecting 
neighbouring properties and altering the water table. We have also 

Suggestions noted.  
  
Information about paving front gardens has been included on our SuDS 
webpage: https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-
control/planning-policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems   
Also, policy CE2i explains that the Council will resist impermeable 
surfaces in gardens and landscaped areas.   
  
The draft Greening SPD explains the importance of green infrastructure. 
It provides guidance and examples of our SuDS requirements. The SPD 
will form part of the framework against which any future planning 
applications will be determined.   
  
Support for trees and shrubs is noted. The Greening SPD includes a 
section on trees in chapter 11. Where developments include new streets, 
we expect new street trees to be planted to match the high standards set 

by the Council, in accordance with Policy CR6. The existing Tree SPD 

will be updated and will form part of the framework against which any 
future planning applications will be determined.  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
Support for the basement policy CL7 is noted.  
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had complaints from our members concerning the acoustic issues 
arising from the amplification of tube noise where basements 
remove several metres of soil between the tube and the new deeper 
structure.  
We urge RBKC to continue to support the targeted programme of 
SUDS infrastructure with rainwater drainage tanks beneath roads. 
Where these have been implemented in roads such as 
Chepstow Place and Arundel Gardens there has been no subsequent 
flooding.   

  
  
  
  
  
Policy CE2l. supports the provision of water and sewage infrastructure 
which will lead to a substantial and long-term reduction of local 
flooding, providing the need outweighs any adverse effects during 
construction and operation and appropriate mitigation measures are in 
place.  
We have worked with Thames Water to reduce flood risk from the 
Counters Creek project. Further information can be seen here:   
 https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-
policy/flooding/counters-creek-project  

KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)   

We would like to see restrictions on impermeable paving of back 
gardens as well as front ones.   
  
  
The definition of run-off should include run-off into gutters and 
drains, not just run off into the street or the neighbouring property, 
which is how enforcement officers currently interpret it. There may 
be a case for requiring large developments to have separate systems 
for soil and rainwater, with water retention and reuse.   

Noted. Information about paving front gardens has been included on our 
SuDS webpage: https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/planning-and-building-
control/planning-policy/flooding/sustainable-drainage-systems   
Also, policy CE2i explains that the Council will resist impermeable 
surfaces in gardens and landscaped areas.  
Surface water run-off includes onsite and offsite runoff. Normally 
developments have two drainage systems, one for surface water and one 
for foul water which are joined at the point of discharge into the sewer 
system.  
  
Support for SuDS is noted.  

¢ƘŜ tƘƛƭōŜŀŎƘ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association (Froment)   

Drainage and sewerage systems need to be created or enhanced to 
cope with a considerable margin above that expected to ensure 
flooding does not occur.  
  
Maximising consolidated green space on each development for 
SUDS   

Suggestions noted. The drainage systems are designed to follow British 
Standards, DEFRA non-statutory SuDS standards and ¢ƘŀƳŜǎ ²ŀǘŜǊΩǎ 
specification.   
  
Support for SuDS is noted and in line with our policy CE2g.  
  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)   Again, policies relating to flood risk and sustainable drainage are 
contained in the soon-to-be-adopted ItP LP and it should not be 
necessary for the NLPR to repeat such policies.   

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƴƻǘŜǎ ¢Ŧ[Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΦ  
  
w.Y/Ωǎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƻƴ ƳƛƴƛƳƛǎƛƴƎ ŦƭƻƻŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŦƭƻƻŘ Ǌƛǎƪ ŎƻƴŦƻǊƳ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
of the emerging New London Plan but go further as we have evidence 
base to back up the need for further restrictions as we need to address 
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past flooding events. The draft Greening SPD explains the importance of 
green infrastructure, including trees. It provides guidance and examples 
of our SuDS requirements. The SPD will form part of the framework 
against which any future planning applications will be determined.   

 

 

Issue 5: Biodiversity  
Q4.7: Do you have any ideas about how new developments can improve biodiversity in the Borough  
 

Respondent Name  Comments  Response  
The Labour Group - RBKC 
(Sir/ Madam)   

Planting should be carried out with great care to use native plants 
that support native wildlife, and there should be space for 
overgrowth, green walls etc. Even small corners left wild will support 
a huge variety of wildlife.   

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
The CƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ Draft Greening SPD sets out guidance on urban 
greening and interventions to deliver a Biodiversity net gain (see section 
11 to 13). This demonstrates our current direction of travel on these 
topics.  

Earl's Court Society 
(Malcolm Spalding)   

9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀ ōƻǊƻǳƎƘ ȊƻƻΦ 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ŦŀǊƳ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ 
site.  
Reduce human residential population, by decreasing number of 
housing units, to increase green space for rarer species and for 
targeted replanting of native species  
Supporting Covid-inspired, and post-Covid, migration out of inner 
cities   

Noted. However, many of these suggestions are beyond the remit of the 
current planning regime to control and a decrease in housing units would 
be contrary to our statutory requirement to facilitate sustainable 
development which is stipulated in the NPPF.   

Sandra Yarwood   Encouraging planting and greening and creating maximum green 
space.   

Suggestions noted. Policies that encourage and support urban greening 
and biodiversity enhancement will be included in the NLPR.  
  
The current local plan contains policy which states the Council 
will protect existing green open spaces and require new space to be 
provided (see policy CR5). This is also a policy that will be carried 
forward in the NLPR.  
  

St Quintin and Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum 
(Henry Peterson)   

It would help to try to create green links between all green spaces so 
that wildlife is not isolated in pockets.  

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
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Green verges with wildflowers introduced where paving widths 
allow.   

  
Regarding green corridors and blue-green networks. These are supported 
in the current Local Plan (see policy CE4 for example). This is also a policy 
that will be carried forward in the NLPR.  

Lucia Scalisi   More green spaces - an absolute must & every single new 
development should have a built in green space in their plans.   

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ǎŜǘǎ ƻǳǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ 
and intervention to deliver a Biodiversity net gain (see section 11 to 13). 
This demonstrates our current direction of travel on these topics.  
  
The current local plan contains policy which states the Council 
will protect existing green open spaces and require new space to be 
provided (see policy CR5). This is also a policy that will be carried 
forward in the NLPR.  

Kerry Davis-Head   more green space. more trees. green walls   Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ǎŜǘǎ ƻǳǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ 
and intervention to deliver a Biodiversity net gain (see section 11 to 13). 
This demonstrates our current direction of travel on these topics.  
  
The current local plan contains policy which states the Council 
will protect existing green open spaces and require new space to be 
provided (see policy CR5). This is also a policy that will be carried 
forward in the NLPR.  
  
Policy CR6 of the current Local Plan states that the Council will protect 
existing trees and seek opportunities for additional trees to be 
planted. This again is a policy that will be carried forward in the 
NLPR. There are currently over 8,000 street trees in the Borough.  

Oonagh Wohanka   Planting new trees and providing green areas should be as important 
as parking for new developments   

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
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Policy CR6 of the current Local Plan states that the Council will protect 
existing trees and seek opportunities for additional trees to be 
planted. This is a policy that will be carried forward in the NLPR. There 
are currently over 8,000 street trees in the Borough.  
  
The current local plan contains policy which states the Council 
will protect existing green open spaces and require new space to be 
provided (see policy CR5). This is also a policy that will be carried 
forward in the NLPR.  

G Thomson   As new proposals for Earls Court are progressed we will be preparing 
a strategy for improving biodiversity on site. We support the 
opportunity for development to adopt innovative approaches to 
securing improvements. Incorporating flexibility within the policy will 
ensure that constrained sites can be optimised in the most suitable 
ǿŀȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƴŜǿ 
housing opportunities are not lost on under-used or derelict sites, 
ŜǾŜƴ ƛŦΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ b[tw ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜǎΣ ǘƘŜȅ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ άǘŜmporarily 
ǘŀƪŜƴ ƻǾŜǊ ōȅ ǿƛƭŘƭƛŦŜέΦ !ƎŀƛƴΣ ǘƘŜ b[tw ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ǊŜǇŜŀǘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ 
contained in the ItP LP.   

Support noted.   
  
The Council does not wish to hinder good growth and is aware that sites 
are constrained. We have a statutory requirement to determine each and 
every planning application on balance against all relevant policy and 
objectives. We will always look for the most appropriate solution that 
provides as many benefits as possible.   
  
Regarding repeating New London Plan policies. The NLP sets out policy 
that applies to schemes of a scale that is referable to the Mayor of 
London. The Council is not repeating NLP policy in the NLPR, we are 
looking to set requirements and policies for development in the Borough 
that is informed by and conforms with the NLP.  

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

Green roofs in appropriate locations   Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜning SPD sets out guidance on urban greening 
and intervention to deliver a Biodiversity net gain (see section 11 to 13). 
This demonstrates our current direction of travel on these topics.  

Port of London Authority 
(Michael Atkins)   

For riverside developments, consideration should be given to the 
estuary edges guidance, which provided information on ecological 
ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŦƻǊ ǎƻŦǘŜƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊƛǾŜǊǎƛŘŜ ΨŜŘƎŜǎΩ ǘƻ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜ ǿƛƭŘƭƛŦŜ ƛƴǘƻ 
urban estuaries. The guidance was co-ordinated by the Thames 
Estuary Partnership with input from the Environment Agency, Port of 
London Authority, Tideway, Jacobs and the Institute of Fisheries 

The Council notes the t[!Ωǎ comments. We will give due consideration 
to the Estuary Edges guidance when formulating relevant policy in the 
NLPR.  
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Management, and a link to the guidance can be found at: 
https://www.estuaryedges.co.uk/   

DP9 (Kate Outterside)   ¢ƘŜ bt[w ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŀŘƻǇǘ ǘƘŜ D[!Ωǎ ¦Ǌōŀƴ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ CŀŎǘƻǊ 
methodology for calculating biodiversity increase within a site of 0.3 
for commercial sites and 0.4 for predominately residential sites. It 
would be inappropriate to request sites to go beyond this and as 
such all sites should be treated equally.   

Noted. ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ Draft Greening SPD sets out that we will adopt the 
UGF and require a score of 0.4 for residential development and 0.3 for 
commercial.   

Linda Wade   West Brompton Wetlands, a historic legacy of the Kensington Canal 
feeding down to the Thames as a stream, is a unique space which 
could be maintained, upgraded. The area that belongs to National 
Rail alongside the track at the station could be a biodiversity 
άƴǳǊǎŜǊȅέ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŜƴκǇƻƭƭƛƴŀǘƻǊ ŎƻǊǊƛŘƻǊΥ .ǊƻƳǇǘƻƴ 
Cemetery and the use of the railway bank along the borough 
ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ŀǎ ŀ άǿƛƭŘέ ŀrea.   

Noted.  

Woodland Trust (Bridget 
Fox)   

Trees outside woods, including urban park, garden and street trees, 
provide valuable micro-habitats and contribute to habitat 
connectivity.   
We recommend setting a borough-wide target for tree canopy cover 
as part of the local plan review. We further recommend adding that a 
specific target for tree canopy cover and other green infrastructure, 
ideally of 30 per cent, should be set for development sites: to be 
pursued through the retention of important trees; the appropriate 
replacement of trees lost through development, ageing or disease; 
and by new planting to support green infrastructure.   
  
Before seeking biodiversity gains, planning policies must ensure that 
any proposed development minimises land take, and avoids damage 
to any existing high-quality habitats, including small areas of ancient 
woodland and veteran trees.   
  
We encourage a presumption in favour of the retention and 
enhancement of existing trees, woodland, and hedgerow cover 
on development sites, and that where there is an unavoidable loss of 
trees on site, that an appropriate number of suitable replacement 
trees will be required to be planted.   
We recommend setting a proposed ratio of tree replacement, which 

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
Policy CR6 of the current Local Plan states that the Council will protect 
existing trees and seek opportunities for additional trees to be 
planted. This is a policy that will be carried forward in the NLPR. There 
are currently over 8,000 street trees in the Borough. Policy CR6 also 
stipulates that we will require trees to be replaced if development 
must remove existing trees.  
  
{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ мо ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ƻǳǊ 
direction of travel with regard to biodiversity requirements and is in 
accordance with relevant New London Plan policy.   
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reflects the Woodland Trust guidance on Local Authority Tree 
Strategies (July 2016) with a ratio of at least 2:1 for all but the 
smallest trees and ratios of up to 8:1 for the largest trees. We would 
further encourage the specification where possible of UK & Ireland 
sourced and grown tree stock for new planting, to support 
biodiversity and resilience.   
  
We support setting a greater than 10% target for net gain. By setting 
a more ambitious target, the Local Plan increases the chances that 
worthwhile amounts of net gain will be delivered, given the 
possibility that initiatives intended to deliver such gain may fall short 
in practice.   
  
We would also encourage considering development of a local metric 
for more urban/brownfield sites, such as the London Urban Greening 
Factor, because such sites may already have a very low level of 
biodiversity and therefore a percentage increase may not in practice 
deliver significant enhancements.   
  
Where net gain is delivered offsite, we urge that this is part of a 
comprehensive Nature Recovery Network approach that includes 
conservation, enhancement and connection of existing habitats, 
including veteran trees and pockets of ancient woodland. The 
Woodland Trust is happy to contribute towards mapping projects to 
identify the best habitat opportunities for a Natural Capital 
investment approach.   

William Wilson   More planting of trees shrubs etc in all green areas such as 
Gloucester Road where it is needed to absorb polution and noise.   

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
Policy CR6 of the current Local Plan states that the Council will protect 
existing trees and seek opportunities for additional trees to be 
planted. This is a policy that will be carried forward in the NLPR. There 
are currently over 8,000 street trees in the Borough.  
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Bikeworks CIC (David 
Dansky)   

All the parks  
Diverse trees on streets and public placers-Good for shade too   

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
The current local plan contains policy which states the Council 
will protect existing green open spaces and require new space to be 
provided (see policy CR5). This is also a policy that will be carried 
forward in the NLPR.  
  
Policy CR6 of the current Local Plan states that the Council will protect 
existing trees and seek opportunities for additional trees to be 
planted. This again is a policy that will be carried forward in the 
NLPR. There are currently over 8,000 street trees in the Borough.  

The Hillgate Village 
Residents' Association 
(Sophia Massey-Cook)   

Υ ¢ƘŜ I±w! ŀŘǾƻŎŀǘŜǎ ŦƻǊ άƳŜŀƴƛƴƎŦǳƭ ƎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎέ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǾƛŀōƭŜΣ ƴŀǘƛǾŜ 
& drought resistant planting for longevity. Fashionable and 
Instagramable plants such as tree ferns, for example should not be 
planted in developments without consideration as to the suitability 
of position. Unmaintained greened areas which look attractive for a 
short marketing phase which are then subsequently left to die 
ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǿŀǎǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƻǊ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ŎŦ CǊƻƎƳƻǊŜΩǎ 
²Ŝǎǘ ±ƛƭƭŀƎŜΩǎ ƛƭƭ-fated green walls. No biodiversity is achieved by 
dead plants.  
  
RBKC should resist development schemes which do not have on 
going plans for maintenance, it should be a condition of consent and 
there should be an agreement that this is passed on to the freehold 
owners or management company of the building. There is a greater 
role generally for RBKC advice and vetting of applications concerning 
landscaping to make the aspiration for future sustainability and 
biodiversity a reality rather than something a developer ticks off a 
check list with no real regard for longevity.  
  
The HVRA encourages a community led gardening approach on 
estates which has many social and health benefits. RBKC should 
support education initiatives in local schools at primary and 
secondary level to build not just biodiversity and environmental 

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ мм ŀƴŘ мо ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ƻǳǊ 
direction of travel with regard to urban greening biodiversity 
requirements and are in accordance with relevant New London Plan 
policy.   
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awareness but practical gardening skills which empower young 
people to assist with green improvements within their communities. 
Such initiatives, however, require long term support and investment. 
A number of schools and community housing estates have previously 
started such schemes with great energy, but it is now clear that many 
of the raised vegetable beds are abandoned to weeds. Respect for 
the environment requires sustained effort and planting for maximum 
effect.  
In the proposed Growth Areas community gardening and biodiversity 
boosting schemes could be an especially valuable way of building a 
new and integrated community. The PA would also certainly support 
any RBKC initiative to encourage projects likely to engage new 
residents such as the suggested creation of an urban farm on the 
Canalside development.   

Sue Redmond   More green spaces should be mandatorily included in any 
development, roof gardens for residents to grow their own food 
should also be included.   

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ мм ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ƻǳǊ 
direction of travel with regard to urban greening requirements and is in 
accordance with relevant New London Plan policy.  

Federica Lowndes Marques 
Leitao   

New developments should have a far greater diversity of 
landscaping, beyond common plants to a rich ecosystem of insects, 
birds, trees, plants, wilding of space within the city.   

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  

Environment Agency (Lisa 
Mills)   

tƻƭƛŎȅ DDн ΨaŀƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴ plan (draft 
нлмфύ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άǇǊƻǘŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ƻǇŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎΣ 
including the Green Belt, Metropolitan Open Land, designated nature 
conservation sites and local spaces, and promote the creation of new 
green infrastructure and urban greening, including aiming to secure 
ƴŜǘ ōƛƻŘƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ Ǝŀƛƴǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜέΦ !ƭǎƻΣ ǘƘŜ bttC όǇŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘ 
мтлύ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ 
ŀƴŘ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ōȅΧ ƳƛƴƛƳƛǎƛƴƎ 
impacts on and provision net gains for  
ōƛƻŘƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΦέ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŀ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ 
for proposals to achieve biodiversity net gain where it is feasible and 

Section 13 of the SPD demonstrates our direction of travel on 
biodiversity, outlining the requirement that all development should have 
due regard for the protection and enhancement of biodiversity with the 
additional requirement for a 10% net gain with major development, 
which is in line with the New London Plan.  
  

1. Noted and agreed. The multiple benefits of SuDS 
are also recognised in the Greening SPD (figure 12.2).   

  
The Local Flood Risk Management Strategy will be reviewed shortly 
and will include actions to address surface water flooding, 



164 

 

proportionate to do so. Please refer to the guidance from Natural 
England for more detail on applying biodiversity net gain in planning. 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/58509086742
28224 .  
  
Developments can improve biodiversity of the borough by:  
  
1) Incorporating SuDs (both in new developments and 
retrospectivity). SuDs can be designed and implemented in ways that 
promote multiple benefits including increased water use efficiency, 
improved water quality, and enhanced biodiversity and contributing 
to biodiversity net gain, urban greening, amenity and recreation.  
2) Enhancing and development ecological networks. The 
enhancement of biodiversity in and around the development should 
be led by a local understanding of ecological networks, and should 
seek to include:  
- Habitat restoration, recreation and expansion.  
- Prioritising native species and invasive species management  
- Improved links between existing sites  
- Buffering of existing important sites  
- New biodiversity features within the development, and  
- Securing management for long term development.  
  
3) Protecting and enhancing intertidal habitat. Any development 
within 16m of the River Thames should seek to protect and enhance 
the valuable intertidal habitat of the River Thames. Please see our 
estuary edges guidance for further information - 
https://www.estuaryedges.co.uk/   

preference of green over grey SuDS and reference to the London 
Sustainable Drainage Action Plan.  

  
2. Section 13 of the SPD also states that the Council 
expects developers to follow the recommendations and 
guidance set out in the British Standards for Biodiversity: 
BS42020, to ensure that best practice can be implemented at 
each stage of the planning process and that developments are 
informed by sufficient and appropriate ecological information.  

  
3. The need for a riverside strategy will be considered as 
part of the NLPR. Strategic priorities for the borough are not 
considered as part of SPDs but as part of the Local Plan process.  

  

The Pembridge Association 
(Fiona Fleming-Brown)   

¢ƘŜ t! ŀŘǾƻŎŀǘŜǎ ŦƻǊ άƳŜŀƴƛƴƎŦǳƭ ƎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎέ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǾƛŀōƭŜΣ ƴŀǘƛǾŜ ϧ 
drought resistant planting for longevity. Fashionable and 
Instagramable plants such as tree ferns, for example should not be 
planted in developments without consideration as to the suitability 
of position. Unmaintained greened areas which look attractive for a 
short marketing phase which are then subsequently left to die 
ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǿŀǎǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƻǊ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ŎŦ CǊƻƎƳƻǊŜΩǎ 

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
  
Section 11 and 13 of the CouncilΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ƻǳǊ 
direction of travel with regard to urban greening biodiversity 
requirements and are in accordance with relevant New London Plan 
policy.   
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²Ŝǎǘ ±ƛƭƭŀƎŜΩǎ ƛƭƭ-fated green walls. No biodiversity is achieved by 
dead plants.  
  
RBKC should resist development schemes which do not have on 
going plans for maintenance, it should be a condition of consent and 
there should be an agreement that this is passed on to the freehold 
owners or management company of the building. There is a greater 
role generally for RBKC advice and vetting of applications concerning 
landscaping to make the aspiration for future sustainability and 
biodiversity a reality rather than something a developer ticks off a 
check list with no real regard for longevity.  
The PA encourages a community led gardening approach on estates 
which has many social and health benefits. RBKC should support 
education initiatives in local schools at primary and secondary level 
to build not just biodiversity and environmental awareness but 
practical gardening skills which empower young people to assist with 
green improvements within their communities. Such initiatives, 
however, require long term support and investment. A number of 
schools and community housing estates have previously started such 
schemes with great energy, but it is now clear that many of the 
raised vegetable beds are abandoned to weeds. Respect for the 
environment requires sustained effort and planting for maximum 
effect.  
In the proposed Growth Areas community gardening and biodiversity 
boosting schemes could be an especially valuable way of building a 
new and integrated community. The PA would also certainly support 
any RBKC initiative to encourage projects likely to engage new 
residents such as the suggested creation of an urban farm on the 
Canalside development.   

  

C David   Close roads and convert to green space.   Noted.   
Clean Air in London (Simon 
Birkett)   

tƭŜŀǎŜ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ YƴƛƎƘǘǎōǊƛŘƎŜ bŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ tƭŀƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ Y.wфΥ 
Roofscapes, KBR10: Urban greening, KBR12: Metropolitan Open 
Land; KBR37: Natural environment, KBR38: Trees: KBR39: Sustainable 
water; and KBR40 Healthy people. 
https://www.knightsbridgeforum.org/media/documents/knp_made_
version_december_2018_1312 18_website.pdf .  

Noted.  
  
{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ мм ŀƴŘ мо ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 demonstrates our 
direction of travel with regard to urban greening biodiversity 
requirements and are in accordance with relevant New London Plan 
policy.   
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!ƭǎƻ ǘƘŜ YbCΩǎ .Ŝǎǘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ƎǳƛŘŜ ƻƴ ¢ǊŜŜ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴǎ 
https://www.knightsbridgeforum.org/best-practice-guidance-tree-
management-plans/  
Please conform fully to the London Environment Strategy 2018 which 
is a statutory document eg re the need to ensure that the urban 
forest is resilient to climate change diseases and pests.   

  

Rosemary Andreae   Roof gardens   Noted. {ŜŎǘƛƻƴ мм ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘes our 
direction of travel with regard to urban greening requirements and 
includes support for green roofs.  

Savills (Matt Lloyd-Ruck)   Incorporating suitable landscaping methods within development can 
contribute towards higher standards of amenity, alleviating climate 
change and improving air quality. Within a highly constrained 
Borough such as RBKC, there should be an emphasis to deliver a high 
amount of small scale biodiversity improvements within 
development rather than a small amount of large scale biodiversity 
improvements.  
  
There are an increasing amount of modern technologies able to 
increase bio-diversity within the urban realm. For example, the 
introduction of green walls and planting has the potential to increase 
the Urban Greening Factor of any development and should therefore 
be supported. Increasing the Urban Greening of any development 
also brings with it a wellness and tranquillity to this busy central 
London location as well as enhanced visual outlook, appearance and 
improved air quality, leading to more pleasant spaces and thus and 
increased footfall of town centres.  
  
More creative methods can be put in place within schemes to 
increase biodiversity within the Borough. For example, alterations to 
the public realm to create shared spaces that prioritise the needs of 
pedestrians, rather than roads. This invites people to use public 
space, creating more vibrant areas within RBKC and should be 
supported.   

Noted.   
  
The Council does not wish to hinder good growth and is aware that sites 
are constrained. We have a statutory requirement to determine each and 
every planning application on balance against all relevant policy 
and objectives. We will always look for the most appropriate solution 
that provides as many benefits as possible.   
  

CHRA (I. Margaronis)   ¢ƘŜ /Iw! ŀŘǾƻŎŀǘŜǎ ŦƻǊ άƳŜŀƴƛƴƎŦǳƭ ƎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎέ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǾƛŀōƭŜΣ ƴŀǘƛǾŜ ϧ 
drought resistant planting for longevity. Fashionable and 
Instagramable plants such as tree ferns, for example should not be 

Suggestions noted, these will inform policies that encourage and 
support urban greening and biodiversity enhancement will be included 
in the NLPR.  
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planted in developments without consideration as to the suitability 
of position. Unmaintained greened areas which look attractive for a 
short marketing phase which are then subsequently left to die 
ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǿŀǎǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƻǊ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ŎŦ CǊƻƎƳƻǊŜΩǎ 
²Ŝǎǘ ±ƛƭƭŀƎŜΩǎ ƛƭƭ-fated green walls. No biodiversity is achieved by 
dead plants.  
  
RBKC should resist development schemes which do not have on 
going plans for maintenance, it should be a condition of consent and 
there should be an agreement that this is passed on to the freehold 
owners or management company of the building. There is a greater 
role generally for RBKC advice and vetting of applications concerning 
landscaping to make the aspiration for future sustainability and 
biodiversity a reality rather than something a developer ticks off a 
check list with no real regard for longevity.  
  
The CHRA encourages a community led gardening approach on 
estates which has many social and health benefits. RBKC should 
support education initiatives in local schools at primary and 
secondary level to build not just biodiversity and environmental 
awareness but practical gardening skills which empower young 
people to assist with green improvements within their communities. 
Such initiatives, however, require long term support and investment. 
A number of schools and community housing estates have previously 
started such schemes with great energy, but it is now clear that many 
of the raised vegetable beds are abandoned to weeds. Respect for 
the environment requires sustained effort and planting for maximum 
effect.  
  
In the proposed Growth Areas community gardening and biodiversity 
boosting schemes could be an especially valuable way of building a 
new and integrated community. The CHRA would also certainly 
support any RBKC initiative to encourage projects likely to engage 
new residents such as the suggested creation of an urban farm on 
the Canalside development.   

  
{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ мм ŀƴŘ мо ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ƻǳǊ 
direction of travel with regard to urban greening biodiversity 
requirements and are in accordance with relevant New London Plan 
policy.   
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Deloitte for Natural History 
Musuem (Adam Donovan)   

The NHM recognises the importance that biodiversity and green 
infrastructure plays in urban areas. The UNP in the Grounds of the 
NHM will play a vital base for understanding this in more detail. The 
NHM encourages that the Council seeks that green infrastructure is 
incorporated into developments across the Borough, although it 
encourages that the Council should take a pragmatic view and only 
encourage it where it is feasible. Not all development will be suitable 
for green infrastructure for example. When considering biodiversity 
and green infrastructure, the Council should consider the overall 
benefits of a proposal rather than the immediate potential impact on 
existing biodiversity.   

Comments noted.   
  
The Council does not wish to hinder good growth and is aware that sites 
are constrained. We have a statutory requirement to determine each and 
every planning application on balance against all relevant policy and 
objectives. We will always look for the most appropriate solution that 
provides as many benefits as possible.   
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ǎŜǘǎ ƻǳǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ 
and interventions to deliver a Biodiversity net gain (see section 11 to 13). 
This demonstrates our current direction of travel on these topics.  

¢ƘŜ tƘƛƭōŜŀŎƘ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association (Froment)   

Ensure they provide plenty of space for a wide variety of plants. 
Animals will follow if plants can thrive.  
  
9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀ ōƻǊƻǳƎƘ ȊƻƻΦ 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ŦŀǊƳ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ 
site.  
Reduce human residential population, by decreasing number of 
housing units, to increase green space for rarer species and for 
targeted replanting of native species  
  
Supporting Covid-inspired, and post-Covid, migration out of inner 
cities   

Noted. However, many of these suggestions are beyond the remit of the 
current planning regime to control and a decrease in housing units would 
be contrary to our statutory requirement to facilitate sustainable 
development which is stipulated in the NPPF.  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)   Again, the ItP LP contains policies relating to biodiversity and the 
Urban Greening Factor and it should not be necessary for the NLPR 
to repeat such policies.  
  
RBKC has extensive conservation area coverage which may influence 
the scale of development opportunities. Therefore it is imperative 
that new housing opportunities are not lost on under-used or derelict 
sites, even if, as the NLPR recognises, they may have been 
άǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊƛƭȅ ǘŀƪŜƴ ƻǾŜǊ ōȅ ǿƛƭŘƭƛŦŜέΦ hƴ ǎǳŎƘ ǎƛǘŜǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ 
be possible to provide features such as green and brown roofs, green 
landscaping and public realm, bird and bat boxes etc that will 
accommodate wildlife in a manner that is appropriate to the 
ōƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΦ   

Noted.  
  
Regarding repeating New London Plan policies. The NLP sets out policy 
that applies to schemes of a scale that is referable to the Mayor of 
London. The Council is not repeating NLP policy in the NLPR, we are 
looking to set requirements and policies for development in the Borough 
that is informed by and conforms with the NLP.  
  
The Council does not wish to hinder good growth and is aware that sites 
are constrained. We have a statutory requirement to determine each and 
every planning application on balance against all relevant policy and 
objectives. We will always look for the most appropriate solution that 
provides as many benefits as possible.   
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LǎǎǳŜ рΥ .ƛƻŘƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΧ  
Q4.8: Are there any areas which you think should be recognised for their importance to biodiversity?  
 

Respondent Name  Comments  Response  
The Labour Group - RBKC (Sir/ 
Madam)   

Grand Union Canal, cemeteries, Little Wormwood Scrubs. Roof 
gardens with their use restricted to certain times can also 
support insects and birds. The regulations on roof gardens and 
balconies should be opened up, with strictly enforced time 
restrictions, to allow better use of flat roofs where it is safe to do 
so.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.   
  
Regarding roof gardens, there is a concern among residents 
that roof gardens lead to overlooking and a loss of privacy.  

Earl's Court Society (Malcolm 
Spalding)   

Holland Park, River Thames, NHM, Trees, Garden Squares, 
Private Gardens, Churches and Cemeteries, Parks and Parklets, 
public planting sites, community gardens, schools, roof gardens, 
paved areas, underground tube lines, alongside railway lines, car 
parks, underneath the Westway and other bridges etc.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.   

Sandra Yarwood   Under railway bridges.   Suggestion noted. This will be considered in the NLPR.  
St Quintin and Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum (Henry 
Peterson)   

All existing open spaces. A new Local Plan should make clear a 
high level of protection to Local Green Spaces designated via a 
neighbourhood plan, along with open spaces that have emerged 
in the Borough through local community efforts, such as 
Meanwhile Gardens.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.   

Lucia Scalisi   The river.   
RBKC has been astonishing in not allowing high rise 
developments along their tract of the riverside.   
It looks, smells & feels great to be along the river, we need more 
walking & more trees to build on that investment.   
Not cyclists though.   

Suggestion noted. This will be considered in the NLPR.  

Kerry Davis-Head   parks and gardens IF they are properly maintained. The scorched 
earth policy does nothing for diversity.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
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biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

Kensington Gardens   Suggestion noted. This will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  

Linda Wade   This area is already recognised but requires maintenance, but 
ǘƘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ άŎƻǊǊƛŘƻǊǎέ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŦƻǊ ŘƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƛƴ ƘŀōƛǘŀǘΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 
garden squares, our parks, private gardens, allotments, and the 
railway bank.   

Noted.  

Woodland Trust (Bridget Fox)   The Woodland Trust hosts the Ancient Tree Inventory. In 
ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ōƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ƳŀƧƻǊ ǇŀǊƪǎ ŀƴŘ ŎŜƳŜǘŜǊƛŜǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ 
important veteran trees at locations across the borough 
including Royal Crescent in Holland Park; Arundel Gardens and 
Stanley Crescent in Ladbroke Grove; Ladbroke Square Gardens; 
Old Church Street, Paultons Square in Chelsea; and the Chelsea 
Physick Garden.   
  
The Trust will be happy to contribute to evidence on SINC areas 
in due course. We also recommend working with Greenspace 
Information for Greater London CIC (GiGL) to identify 
environmentally-important areas.   

Comments noted.   
  
Policy CR6 of the current Local Plan states that the Council will 
protect existing trees and seek opportunities for additional trees 
to be planted. This again is a policy that will be carried forward 
in the NLPR.   

William Wilson   All the Boroughs Parks, would like to see more wild areas within 
the parks with no access to public   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites 
of biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  

Boka Hotel (Spencer Parsons)   West Brompton cemetery   Suggestion noted. This will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  
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The Hillgate Village Residents' 
Association (Sophia Massey-
Cook)   

Communal gardens throughout RBKC, Parks especially Holland 
Park and its wonderful ecology area, the Royal Parks, the Natural 
History Museum climate gardens, Meanwhile Gardens, 
Westbourne Grove Turquoise Island and the varied tree scape 
and street trees through Westbourne Grove some of which 
include mini planted areas at their base. It is noticeable that in 
ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ мфулΩǎ t! ǎŎƘŜƳŜ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ 
RBKC has encouraged many of the retailers to add 
supplementary planting outside their shops and many of the 
terraces above these shops and the roof terraces above these 
are also full of plants. Good practice engenders good practice.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  
  
The Council welcomes support of for encouraging retailers to 
add supplementary planting outside their shops.  

Sue Redmond   Bees. www.naturalbeekeepingtrust.org .   Noted.  
Federica Lowndes Marques 
Leitao   

Earls Courts redevelopment and surround spaces.   Suggestion noted. This will be considered in the NLPR.  

Environment Agency (Lisa 
Mills)   

Our remit to comment on biodiversity is within 8m of a main 
river, or 16m of a tidal main river, as identified by the 
Environment Agency. We note that your borough does not have 
any main rivers, other than the River Thames. In line with the 
estuary edges guidance (please see here - 
https://www.estuaryedges.co.uk/) we would encourage any 
development or works within close proximity of the River 
Thames to ensure biodiversity is protected and where possible, 
enhanced.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
We will give due consideration to the Estuary Edges guidance 
when formulating relevant policy in the NLPR.  

The Pembridge Association 
(Fiona Fleming-Brown)   

Communal gardens throughout RBKC, Parks especially Holland 
Park and its wonderful ecology area, the Royal Parks, the Natural 
History Museum climate gardens, Meanwhile Gardens, 
Westbourne Grove Turquoise Island and the varied tree scape 
and street trees through Westbourne Grove some of which 
include mini planted areas at their base. It is noticeable that in 
the latter aǊŜŀ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ мфулΩǎ t! ǎŎƘŜƳŜ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ 
RBKC has encouraged many of the retailers to add 
supplementary planting outside their shops and many of the 
terraces above these shops and the roof terraces above these 
are also full of plants. Good practice engenders good practice.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  
  
The Council welcomes support of for encouraging retailers to 
add supplementary planting outside their shops.  

C David   Not sure that we have a remarkable rich mix of plants and 
animals   

Noted.  
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Clean Air in London (Simon 
Birkett)   

Local Green Spaces and Royal Parks.   Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  

Rosemary Andreae   Garden squares   Suggestion noted. This will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  

CHRA (I. Margaronis)   Communal gardens throughout RBKC, Parks especially Holland 
Park and its wonderful ecology area, the Royal Parks, the Natural 
History Museum climate gardens, Meanwhile Gardens, 
Westbourne Grove Turquoise Island and the varied tree scape 
and street trees through Westbourne Grove some of which 
include mini planted areas at their base. It is noticeable that in 
ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ мфулΩǎ t! ǎŎƘŜƳŜ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ with 
RBKC has encouraged many of the retailers to add 
supplementary planting outside their shops and many of the 
terraces above these shops and the roof terraces above these 
are also full of plants. Good practice engenders good practice.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  
  
The Council welcomes support of for encouraging retailers to 
add supplementary planting outside their shops.  

KENSINGTON SOCIETY (Amanda 
Frame)   

Squares and communal gardens, and areas where a number of 
back gardens meet, creating a large green space.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  

¢ƘŜ tƘƛƭōŜŀŎƘ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association (Froment)   

Holland Park, River Thames, NHM, Trees, Garden Squares, 
Private Gardens, Churches and Cemeteries, Parks and Parklets, 
public planting sites, community gardens, schools, roof gardens, 
paved areas, underground tube lines, alongside railway lines, car 
parks, underneath the Westway and other bridges etc.   

Suggestions noted. These will be considered in the NLPR.  
  
Paragraph 2.2.41 of the adopted Local Plan identifies the many 
parks and green spaces in the borough as key sites of 
biodiversity, such as Holland Park, Kensington Gardens, Little 
Wormwood Scrubs, etc.  
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Issue 6: Green Infrastructure  
 

Q4.9: Should the new Local Plan take a more holistic approach to ensure green infrastructure and its benefits are maximised in new development?  
 

Respondent Name  Response  Comments  
The Labour Group - RBKC (Sir/ 
Madam)   

We need to introduce new planning policies in major 
developments:  
  
1. To install industrial air purifying systems in the new 
developments in major city centres especially central London.  
2. To pay the cost of installing an electrical charging point for 
every housing unit they build.  
3. To pay for air purifying systems to be installed in the most 
polluted areas in the borough within no more than a mile from 
the development.   

Suggestions noted.  
  
We will take the recommendation for adding requirements for 
major development to install industrial air purifying systems, to 
cover the cost of installing EV charging points and to pay for 
installing air purifying systems forward.  
  
  
{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ мл ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 
includes provisions and requirements for major development to 
support EV charging infrastructure. This should demonstrate our 
direction of travel.  

Earl's Court Society (Malcolm 
Spalding)   

Reducing the area of built-up developed land in the borough, by 
demolition of high-rise tower blocks.  
Green roofs and roof terraces mandatory on all new 
development, to replace area of footprint exactly, but at a higher 
level.   

Suggestions noted. However, demolition of high-rise tower 
ōƭƻŎƪǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǊȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǘƻǊȅ Řǳǘȅ ǘƻ 
deliver homes according to the housing target set out the Mayor 
in the NLP. It would also be contrary to concepts like the circular 
economy, whole life cycle carbon approach and energy 
hierarchy, which we conform with in line with the NLP.  
  
We support green roofs as set out in section 11 of the Draft 
Greening SPD. However, we are there is concern among 
residents about the roof terraces due to the potential for 
overlooking and a loss of privacy.  

St Quintin and Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum (Henry 
Peterson)   

All flat roofs should be either green or solar panelled.   Suggestions noted.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜǎ ƻǳǊ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǎƻƭŀǊ 
energy (see section 7 and 9) and green roofs (see section 11) 
where appropriate. However, due to the highly constrained 
nature of the Borough and the large number of 
conservation areas and listed buildings it would not be 
appropriate to introduce an edict that all flat roofs should have 
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green roofs or solar panels. We need to consider each property 
on an individual basis.  

Lucia Scalisi   Absolutely.   
Instead of land bankers putting up the first thing that comes into 
their ads to fill a space maybe introduce a moratorium on 
buildings & have 5-10 year park plans?  
Even mini parks along high streets would enable rest & 
forethought. Im thinkƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎǎ ²ŀƭƪ ΨǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ƳŀƭƭΩ ŀǎ ŀƴ 
example. Why build something straight away? especially as times 
are changing so rapidly now.   
Give us a break, bring in the green land bankers.   

Support noted.  
  
A key principle that we are taking forward in the NLPR is the 
idea of introducing small green spaces such as pocket parks 
where possible.  

Greg Hammond   We should explore the potential for green roofs and greenery on 
walls in new buildings. We should ensure that the design 
codes/pattern books for the growth areas contain a requirement 
for communal green spaces. Any new roads should have street 
trees as a matter of course.   

Suggestions noted. {ŜŎǘƛƻƴ мм ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 
outlines our support for green roofs, green walls and greens 
spaces etc. In addition, our Arboriculturally Team are always on 
the look out for opportunities to plant additional trees around 
the Borough and we already have over 8,000 street trees. These 
are policy which will continue in the NLPR.  

Nigel Crump   The planning department still have an outdated policy objecting 
to roof terraces when the rest of the world knows that the more 
plants that can be squeezed in to urban locations the better.   

Comment noted. We support green roofs as set out in section 11 
of the Draft Greening SPD. However, we are there is concern 
among residents about the roof terraces due to the potential for 
overlooking and a loss of privacy.  

G Thomson   As an area of change and an opportunity area, the Earls Court 
Site is expected to deliver a significant quantum of development 
to help the Council to meet its housing and growth targets. Given 
the constrained nature of the site, proposals for Green 
infrastructure will need to utilise a variety of different forms. On 
this basis we strongly support the Council adopting a flexible 
approach to how Green Infrastructure can be accommodated.   

Noted.  
  
The Council does not wish to hinder good growth and we will 
always look to find the most appropriate and beneficial 
solution that meets the requirements of all relevant Local 
Development Plan policy as far as possible. Green infrastructure 
considerations will not take precedence over planning objectives 
such as affordable housing.  

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

They shouldn't require to be spelled out in the local plan if 
people and companies want these things they will happen you 
should have more confidence in the people and companies in the 
borough   

Noted.  

Gerald Eve (Peter Edgar)   Historically there has been a resistance to green walls within the 
Royal Borough. Technology and design of these elements has 
evolved significantly in recent years enabling these to be 

Suggestion noted. The Council encourages all development to 
consider opportunities to incorporate urban greening including 
support for green walls and green roofs. Our direction of travel 
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successful features within new developments. The benefits of 
green walls should be recognised and promoted, alongside the 
benefits of green roofs and other urban greening initiatives.   

on this topic can be seen in section 11 of our Draft Greening SPD 
published in January 2021.  

Sport England (Mark Furnish)   ω v пΦф - Playing fields/pitches are likely to fall within green 
infrastructure and should be protected to align with National 
Planning Policy. The New Local Plan Review (NLPR) should ensure 
that the function of playing fields are protected and are not 
eroded by schemes, including those that may involve planting. 
Sport England welcomes the multi-use of parks and open spaces 
for physical actively but any works should not be to the 
detriment of any playing field use as this would be contrary to 
Sport England and National Planning Policy.  
  
Sport England also recommend considering elements of Active 
Design guidance when seeking to maximise green infrastructure. 
Active Design is a guide to planning new developments that 
create the right environment to help people get more active, 
more often in the interests of health and wellbeing. The 
guidance sets out ten key principles for ensuring new 
developments incorporate opportunities for people to take part 
in sport and physical activity, including examples of how space 
can be enhanced to be multi-functional. The Active Design 
ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŀƛƳŜŘ ŀǘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǘƘŜ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ 
desire for the planning system to promote healthy communities 
through good urban design. Sport England would commend the 
use of the guidance in the master planning process for new 
residential developments. The document can be downloaded via 
the following link:   
  
https://www.sportengland.org/how-we-can-help/facilities-and-
planning/design-and-cost-guidance/active-design   

Suggestions noted.  
  
The NLPR will be in accordance with the NPPF and will ensure 
due consideration is given to the needs of playing/sports fields 
and pitches within our green infrastructure policies.  
  
Thank you for the suggestion for using Active Design Guidance, 
the Council will use this to inform relevant policy in the NLPR.  
  
  

DP9 (Kate Outterside)   The use of the D[!Ωǎ ¦Ǌōŀƴ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ CŀŎǘƻǊ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ƘŜǊŜ 
as a tool to assess the green infrastructure proposed   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council has introduced the Urban Greening Factor 
(UGF) approach in section 11 of our Draft Greening SPD in 
accordance with the New London Plan  
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Iceni Projects (Charlotte 
Orrell)   

Imperial seeks   
- a Plan which rises to the challenge of climate change by being 
bold and ambitious in sustainability requirements and tackling 
the Climate Change Emergency.  
  
- a Plan which acknowledges that technology is evolving and that 
planning policy should support and encourage the utilisation of 
these new technologies to harness the potential of these 
changes.   

Suggestions noted.  
  
Our Draft Greening SPD, published in January 2021 demonstrates 
our direction of travel on tackling the Climate Change 
Emergency through the planning system. We include support for, 
and guidance on a range of established and emerging 
technologies. We are aware that technology is evolving all the 
time and aim to ensure we support the best and most 
appropriate technologies.  

Historic England (Katie 
Parsons)   

Yes. Landscape parks and open space often have heritage 
interest, and it would be helpful to highlight this. It is important 
not to consider ΨƳǳƭǘƛ-ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭΩ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
natural environment, health and recreation. It may be helpful to 
make reference in the plan policies to the role GI can have to 
play in enhancing and conserving the historic environment. It can 
be used to improve the setting of heritage assets and to improve 
access to it, likewise heritage assets can help contribute to the 
quality of green spaces by helping to create a sense of place and 
a tangible link with local history. Opportunities can be taken to 
link GI networks into already existing green spaces in town or 
existing historic spaces such as church yards to improve the 
setting of historic buildings or historic townscape. Maintenance 
of GI networks and spaces should also be considered so that they 
continue to serve as high quality places which remain beneficial 
in the long term.   

Suggestions noted. The Council will give due consideration to 
the heritage aspect of green infrastructure in relevant NLPR 
policy.  

Linda Wade   Each development will have to complȅ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊΩǎ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 
Greening Strategy and incorporate different elements according 
to the layout and design of the plan, but it is essential that the 
plans have ensured that there are the correct conditions to allow 
for sustainability and not for just for window dressing.   

Comment noted. ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ 
our direction on green infrastructure and has been produced in 
conformance will all relevant New London Plan policy.  

Woodland Trust (Bridget Fox)   The benefits of green infrastructure can be maximised by linking 
to other policy priorities, such as mitigating CO2 emissions, 
contributing to biodiversity net gain, and improving 
environmental quality, for example by screening from pollution 
as well as enhancing mental well-being.   

Comments noted.  
  
The Council recently published a Draft Greening SPD in January 
2021. This sets out our approach to a range of greening and 
sustainability issues and demonstrates our direction on these 
topics. The SPD includes support for a range of green 
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Design guidance should incorporate the protection and 
extension of green infrastructure including support for SUDS in 
all new developments, and encouragement of green links, such 
as tree lines and urban hedgerows, to frame residential areas 
and connect existing habitats.  
  
Green infrastructure should be protected, enhanced and 
integrated into development plans, including through local tree 
strategies, landscape management plans or urban development 
briefs.  
  
Natural green infrastructure is cost-effective: for example, trees 
cost less to maintain than regularly-mown turf and have wider 
biodiversity benefits. To achieve ongoing benefits, green 
infrastructure needs to be protected and maintained. CIL 
allocations should include green infrastructure, including 
management plans and funding for maintenance.   

infrastructure, trees, SuDs etc, as well as guidance explaining the 
importance of proper maintenance (see section 11-13).   
  
The Council will explore whether how CIL allocations can 
include green infrastructure and provision and maintenance.  
  
  

William Wilson   Any new developments should have green areas, squares or 
garden roof tops   

{ǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜǎ ƻǳǊ 
support for green infrastructure includes green roofs, 
walls, spaces etc. This demonstrates our direction of travel and 
we will pick these interventions up in the NLPR.  

Boka Hotel (Spencer Parsons)   Also developers must be made to follow through with promises, 
all too often park and greenwalks are no more than a few trees 
and a pavement area and have been previously welcomed by 
councils and former planning offciers   

Noted. Applicants are required to deliver development proposals 
to the exact specifications agreed to by the Council. We are able 
to enforce otherwise.  

Bruno de Florence   Ecosystems and their services are maintained and enhanced by 
establishing green infrastructure and restoring at least 15 % of 
degraded ecosystems.   

Noted.  

Bikeworks CIC (David Dansky)   Encouraging local small plot shared gardens and local allotments  
(The're is a lovely growing space on Exmore St/St Charles Sq)  
Seed bank for residents to use in their gardens  
Gardening education  
Continuation of the leaving fallow of areas in parks for wild 
flowers. Should happen in all Parks.  
  

Suggestions noted, these will be used to inform relevant green 
infrastructure policy in the NLPR.  
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Also joint Borough work on this issue as wildlife doesn't 
recognise Borough Borders   

The Hillgate Village Residents' 
Association (Sophia Massey-
Cook)   

w.Y/Ωǎ ƴŜǿ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎŜǘ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ Ŧor up to 50% 
of a developed area to be garden based. There are very 
important health, commercial and social benefits which result 
from prioritising garden space: When half of the land is devoted 
to garden whether private, mixed or communal, there is an 
marked increase in occupation during the week and more 
importantly at the weekend. This is crucial for the survival of 
local livelihoods in places such as the HVRA CA which suffer from 
absenteeism in parts. It also leads to a vibrant social life and 
better use of local markets and shops which really meet local 
requirements. This would move the borough closer to the urban 
ideal of the 5-15 minute local walk to shop or leisure activities 
rather than the environmental damaging alternative of a car 
journey or multiple deliveries.  
  
Given the objective of greater volumes of Affordable Housing 
envisaged by the PWP in RBKC which is one of the most 
expensive places in Europe to build, it is worth looking at 
successful local examples which balance high residential density 
with shared green spaces. E.g. Elgin Crescent where communal 
gardens are a significant size, is capable of supporting a mixed 
but integrated community of residents (including those resident 
in properties owned by Housing Associations, private landlords 
and assured tenancy and private owner residents). Garden 
maintenance costs are proportionate to income and size of 
dwelling, but everyone enjoys an enhanced environment. The 
density of habitation around Arundel and Elgin Gardens is equal 
to that achieved in many local authority social housing estates. 
This is not an isolated example, Create Streets cites many other 
similar instances of high densities within Victorian buildings in 
London www.createstreets.com   
  
Developments should be prevented from using plastic foliage, 
plants and trees in their marketing and subsequent occupancy. 

Suggestions noted, these will be used to inform relevant green 
infrastructure policy in the NLPR.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ Dreening SPD sets the requirement for major 
development to be deliver with a UGF score of 0.4 (if residential 
and 0.3 (if commercial). This requirement is in line with the New 
London Plan and is expected to deliver high quality green 
infrastructure with new development.   
  
It should be noted here that RBKC is a highly constrained 
borough and this controls what green infrastructure can be 
delivered. The Council encourages all development to give due 
consideration to urban greening and has provided guidance on 
a range of possible inventions in section 11 of the Greening 
SPD. We aim to be flexible and seek the best, most appropriate 
solution to urban greening and green infrastructure specific to 
each development proposal.   
  
It is not usually in the remit of planning to set requirements on 
what type of plants can be used. That said, we will explore 
what is possible in the NLPR.  
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w.Y/ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜǎƛǎǘ ǳƴǾƛŀōƭŜ άǿƛƴǘŜǊ ƎŀǊŘŜƴǎέ ƻǊ ƳŀǘǳǊŜ ǘǊŜŜǎ ƛƴ 
Ǉƻǘǎ όŎŦ .ǊƻŎƪǘƻƴ /ŀǇƛǘŀƭΩǎ bŜǿŎƻƳōŜ IƻǳǎŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƘŜǊŜ ŀ 
mature street tree incorporating a street seat on NHG will be lost 
and the proposed greening consists of small trees in planters 
which are unlikely to survive beneath the canopies).   

Federica Lowndes Marques 
Leitao   

Capture the moment and review the Earls Court development 
plan to include much more green spaces, both private and 
public. Tree planting throughout the RBKC should be 
reenforced.   

Suggestion noted.  
  
The Council ǿƛƭƭ ǎŜŜƪ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǎƛǘŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ 9ŀǊƭΩǎ 
Court. Given their strategic and long-term nature there is a need 
for development to be future proof. Schemes of the scale such as 
9ŀǊƭΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ŀ ǿƛŘŜ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ 
possibly have exemplary standards.   
  
wŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘǊŜŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ !ǊōƻǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ¢ŜŀƳ ƛǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ 
looking for opportunities to plant more trees across the Borough 
and we currently have over 8,000 street trees. Policy CR6 of the 
current Local Plan states that the Council will protect existing 
trees and seek opportunities for additional trees to be 
planted. These will continue with the NLPR.  

Environment Agency (Lisa 
Mills)   

We support the holistic approach for incorporating SuDs, both in 
new developments and retrospectivity. SuDs can be designed 
and implemented in ways that promote multiple benefits 
including increased water use efficiency, improved water quality, 
and enhanced biodiversity and contributing to biodiversity net 
gain, urban greening, amenity and recreation.  
We would also encourage that you prioritise the riverside 
strategies plan as a holistic approach to promote green 
infrastructure and networks along the River Thames riverside 
frontage. The concept is for local authorities to produce riverside 
strategies to improve flood risk management in the vicinity of 
the river, create better access to and along the riverside and 
improve the riverside environment. This includes ensuring the 
provision of the raising of tidal flood defences to adapt to future 
climate change, and the provision of access to the riverside to 
ensure connectivity with the River Thames. Therefore a strategic 
priority for the borough should be to ensure access to the 

¢ƘŜ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ !ƎŜƴŎȅΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ƘƻƭƛǎǘƛŎ 
approach and incorporating SuDs is noted.  
  
We have set out detailed guidance on SuDs in section 12 of our 
Draft Greening SPD which demonstrates our direction in terms of 
requirements for new development.   
  
The need for a riverside strategy will be considered as part of 
the NLPR.  
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riverside is protected, enhanced and adapts to the challenges of 
climate change and population growth.   

The Pembridge Association 
(Fiona Fleming-Brown)   

w.Y/Ωǎ ƴŜǿ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎŜǘ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ŦƻǊ ǳǇ ǘƻ рл҈ 
of a developed area to be garden based. There are very 
important health, commercial and social benefits which result 
from prioritising garden space: When half of the land is devoted 
to garden whether private, mixed or communal, there is an 
marked increase in occupation during the week and 
more importantly at the weekend. This is crucial for the survival 
of local livelihoods in places such as the PA CA which suffer from 
absenteeism in parts. It also leads to a vibrant social life and 
better use of local markets and shops which really meet local 
requirements. This would move the borough closer to the urban 
ideal of the 5-15 minute local walk to shop or leisure activities 
rather than the environmental damaging alternative of a car 
journey or multiple deliveries.  
  
Given the objective of greater volumes of Affordable Housing 
envisaged by the PWP in RBKC which is one of the most 
expensive places in Europe to build, it is worth looking at 
successful local examples which balance high residential density 
with shared green spaces. E.g. Elgin Crescent where communal 
gardens are a significant size, is capable of supporting a mixed 
but integrated community of residents (including those resident 
in properties owned by Housing Associations, private landlords 
and assured tenancy and private owner residents). Garden 
maintenance costs are proportionate to income and size of 
dwelling, but everyone enjoys an enhanced environment. The 
density of habitation around Arundel and Elgin Gardens is equal 
to that achieved in many local authority social housing estates. 
This is not an isolated example, Create Streets cites many other 
similar instances of high densities within Victorian buildings in 
London www.createstreets.com   
  
Developments should be prevented from using plastic foliage, 
plants and trees in their marketing and subsequent occupancy. 

Suggestions noted, these will be used to inform relevant green 
infrastructure policy in the NLPR.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ǎŜǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ƳŀƧƻǊ 
development to be deliver with a UGF score of 0.4 (if residential 
and 0.3 (if commercial). This requirement is in line with the 
New London Plan and is expected to deliver high quality green 
infrastructure with new development.   
  
It should be noted here that RBKC is a highly constrained 
borough and this controls what green infrastructure can be 
delivered. The Council encourages all development to give due 
consideration to urban greening and has provided guidance on a 
range of possible inventions in section 11 of the Greening SPD. 
We aim to be flexible and seek the best, most appropriate 
solution to urban greening and green infrastructure specific to 
each development proposal.   
  
It is not usually in the remit of planning to set requirements on 
what type of plants can be used. That said, we will explore 
what is possible in the NLPR.  
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w.Y/ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜǎƛǎǘ ǳƴǾƛŀōƭŜ άǿƛƴǘŜǊ ƎŀǊŘŜƴǎέ ƻǊ ƳŀǘǳǊŜ ǘǊŜŜǎ ƛƴ 
pots (cf Brockton /ŀǇƛǘŀƭΩǎ bŜǿŎƻƳōŜ IƻǳǎŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƘŜǊŜ ŀ 
mature street tree incorporating a street seat on NHG will be lost 
and the proposed greening consists of small trees in planters 
which are unlikely to survive beneath the canopies).   

Savills (Matt Lloyd-Ruck)   Green Infrastructure increases the vitality and vibrancy of 
spaces, and thus footfall, and should be supported in policy 
terms.  
  
A more holistic approach to green infrastructure is supported by 
the CEG and Savills. There is also opportunity to increase green 
infrastructure within the public realm. The NLP should build 
ǳǇƻƴ w.Y/Ωǎ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ ǎƘƛŦǘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ƳƻǊŜ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ 
transportation systems by reducing the reliance on private cars 
and increasing more environmentally friendly methods of 
transportation such as walking and cycling, especially around 
Transport Hubs such as Sloane Square Station. This can be done 
by creating a more attractive environment for these sustainable 
methods, such as shared spaces and larger public highways.  
Developers should take the opportunity to implement green 
infrastructure as part of their development should they wish to 
do so, but not be forced to do this in policy terms so any 
ǎŎƘŜƳŜΩǎ Ǿƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻǊ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƛǎ ŘŜǘǊƛƳŜƴǘŀƭƭȅ ƛƳǇŀŎǘŜŘΦ   

Support for a more holistic approach and green infrastructure 
noted.  
  
Objective CO3 of the current Local Plan ς encouraging the use of 
active and sustainable modes of transportation over the private 
car is an objective that will be continued in the NLPR. Section 10 
of ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ Ƙƻǿ 
development to support this and enhance walking and cycling 
routes across the Borough so that they are inclusive and 
attractive to all.  
  
The Greening SPD also sets green infrastructure requirements for 
major development that are in accordance with New London 
Plan policy (see section 11).  

CHRA (I. Margaronis)   w.Y/Ωǎ ƴŜǿ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎŜǘ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ŦƻǊ ǳǇ ǘƻ рл҈ 
of a developed area to be garden based. There are very 
important health, commercial and social benefits which result 
from prioritising garden space: When half of the land is devoted 
to garden whether private, mixed or communal, there is an 
marked increase in occupation during the week and more 
importantly at the weekend. This is crucial for the survival of 
local livelihoods in places such as the PA CA which suffer from 
absenteeism in parts. It also leads to a vibrant social life and 
better use of local markets and shops which really meet local 
requirements. This would move the borough closer to the urban 
ideal of the 5-15 minute local walk to shop or leisure activities 

Suggestions noted, these will be used to inform relevant green 
infrastructure policy in the NLPR.  
  
¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ {t5 ǎŜǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ƳŀƧƻǊ 
development to be deliver with a UGF score of 0.4 (if residential 
and 0.3 (if commercial). This requirement is in line with the New 
London Plan and is expected to deliver high quality green 
infrastructure with new development.   
  
It should be noted here that RBKC is a highly constrained 
borough and this controls what green infrastructure can be 
delivered. The Council encourages all development to give due 
consideration to urban greening and has provided guidance on a 
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rather than the environmental damaging alternative of a car 
journey or multiple deliveries.  
  
Given the objective of greater volumes of Affordable 
Housing envisaged by the PWP in RBKC which is one of the most 
expensive places in Europe to build, it is worth looking at 
successful local examples which balance high residential density 
with shared green spaces. E.g. Elgin Crescent where communal 
gardens are a significant size, is capable of supporting a mixed 
but integrated community of residents (including those resident 
in properties owned by Housing Associations, private landlords 
and assured tenancy and private owner residents). Garden 
maintenance costs are proportionate to income and size of 
dwelling, but everyone enjoys an enhanced environment. The 
density of habitation around Arundel and Elgin Gardens is equal 
to that achieved in many local authority social housing estates. 
This is not an isolated example, Create Streets cites many other 
similar instances of high densities within Victorian buildings in 
London www.createstreets.com   
  
Developments should be prevented from using plastic foliage, 
plants and trees in their marketing and subsequent occupancy. 
RBKC ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜǎƛǎǘ ǳƴǾƛŀōƭŜ άǿƛƴǘŜǊ ƎŀǊŘŜƴǎέ ƻǊ ƳŀǘǳǊŜ ǘǊŜŜǎ ƛƴ 
Ǉƻǘǎ όŎŦ .ǊƻŎƪǘƻƴ /ŀǇƛǘŀƭΩǎ bŜǿŎƻƳōŜ IƻǳǎŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƘŜǊŜ ŀ 
mature street tree incorporating a street seat on NHG will be lost 
and the proposed greening consists of small trees in planters 
which are unlikely to survive beneath the canopies).   

range of possible inventions in section 11 of the Greening SPD. 
We aim to be flexible and seek the best, most 
appropriate solution to urban greening and green infrastructure 
specific to each development proposal.   
  
It is not usually in the remit of planning to set requirements on 
what type of plants can be used. That said, we will explore 
what is possible in the NLPR.  
  

{ǘ IŜƭŜƴΩǎ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ό{ǘŜǾŜ 
Divall)   

¸ŜǎΗ [ŜǘΩǎ Řƻ ŀƭƭ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴ ǘƻ ƎǊŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ς with planters and 
innovative ways of introducing plants (such as have been 
suggested at public meetings of the Westway Trust ς to grow 
ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ƻǾŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ όƛƴ ŀ ǿŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ 
degrade the structures!)   

Support noted. These suggestions will be taken forward and 
used to inform relevant NLPR policy on green infrastructure.  

James Heard   ¸ŜǎΗ [ŜǘΩǎ Řƻ ŀƭƭ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴ ǘƻ Ǝreen the area ς with planters and 
innovative ways of introducing plants (such as have been 
suggested at public meetings of the Westway Trust ς to grow 

Support noted. These suggestions will be taken forward and 
used to inform relevant NLPR policy on green infrastructure.  
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ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ƻǾŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ όƛƴ ŀ ǿŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ 
degrade the structures!)   

KENSINGTON SOCIETY 
(Amanda Frame)   

Yes. The OPDC Draft Local Plan has a draft policy on biodiversity 
which could be drawn upon.   

Support noted. The Council will review the OPDC Draft Local 
Plan policy on biodiversity and use it to inform relevant NLPR 
policy.  

¢ƘŜ tƘƛƭōŜŀŎƘ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ 
Association (Froment)   

Reducing the area of built-up developed land in the borough, by 
demolition of high-rise tower blocks.  
Green roofs and roof terraces mandatory on all new 
development, to replace area of footprint exactly, but at a higher 
level.   

Suggestions noted. However, demolition of high-rise tower 
ōƭƻŎƪǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǊȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǘƻǊȅ Řǳǘȅ ǘƻ 
deliver homes according to the housing target set out the Mayor 
in the NLP. It would also be contrary to concepts like the circular 
economy, whole life cycle carbon approach and energy 
hierarchy, which we conform with in line with the NLP.  
  
We support green roofs as set out in section 11 of the Draft 
Greening SPD. However, we are there is concern among 
residents about the roof terraces due to the potential for 
overlooking and a loss of privacy.  

TfL (Brendan Hodges)   Again, the ItP LP contains policies relating to green infrastructure 
and it should not be necessary for the NLPR to repeat such 
policies. However, the borough should prepare a green 
infrastructure strategy.   

¢Ŧ[Ωǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘŜŘΦ   
  
The NLP sets out policy that applies to schemes of a scale that is 
referable to the Mayor of London. The Council is not repeating 
NLP policy in the NLPR, we are looking to set requirements and 
policies for development in the Borough that is informed by and 
conforms with the NLP.  
  
Our Draft Greening SPD sets out our direction of travel on green 
infrastructure policy (please see section 11).  

  

 
Issue 7: Waste Management  
 

Q4.10: Should the New Local Plan support the Circular Economy approach and require development to prepare circular economy statements? If so, should this be for all 
development or just major development?  
 

Respondent Name  Response  Comments  
The Labour Group - RBKC (Sir/ 
Madam)   

We should look at areas where they have had considerable success, 
such as in Wales! We are sure Kensington and Chelsea residents are 

Suggestions noted.  
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intelligent enough to learn how to recycle properly. We need 
proper advice freely available on bins and bin sheds, how to exclude 
vermin, better advice on composting food; rats and mice are a huge 
problem and a threat to public health.   
  
There should be ways to allow recycling on housing estates and in 
homes without front gardens, without having to keep smelly 
rubbish in the home until bin day, attracting vermin and ill-health.   

The New London Plan sets requirements for waste storage in new 
development and the Council will conform relevant policy with this.  
  
Regarding waste and recycling advice, this is outside the remit of the 
ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǿŀǎǘŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ 
team.  
  

Earl's Court Society (Malcolm 
Spalding)   

Just major.  
Adequate waste storage in all others.  
Area waste to heat generation plant   

Noted.   
  
We have set the requirement for major development to submit a 
ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ о ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ 
SPD.  
  
The New London Plan sets requirements for waste storage in new 
development and the Council will conform relevant policy with this.  
  
RBKC does not have any waste management facilities within the 
borough and likely does not have the space to accommodate any. We 
maintain relationships with neighbouring boroughs to manage waste 
disposal.  

Sandra Yarwood   Just major. Probably too great a burden for small ones.   Noted.   
  
We have set the requirement for major development to submit a 
ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ о ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ 
SPD.  

St Quintin and Woodlands 
Neighbourhood Forum (Henry 
Peterson)   

An awareness of the Circular Economy should be incorporated in all 
new developments   

Noted.   
  
We have set the requirement for major development to submit a 
circular economy statement and encourage all development to 
incorporaǘŜ ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ о ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
Draft Greening SPD.  

Lucia Scalisi   I do not know what this is? Terminology needs some descriptive 
here.   

A Circular Economy is one where materials are retained in use at their 
highest value for as long as possible and are then reused or recycled, 
leaving a minimum of residual waste. For the built environment this is 
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about prioritising retention and refurbishment of existing building and 
materials over demolition and rebuilding where appropriate.  

Kerry Davis-Head   for major developments as they have maximum impact   Noted. We have set the requirement for major development to submit 
a circular economy statement in ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ о ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ 
Greening SPD.  

Oonagh Wohanka   Small example  
No more plastic bags provided at all. in Copenhagen if you forget 
your bag you are forced to carry your produce home in your arms. 
You only forget once!!!   

Noted. Day to day municipal waste and recycling is largely outside the 
ǊŜƳƛǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǿŀǎǘŜ 
management team. That said, the New London Plan sets requirements 
for waste storage in new development and the Council will conform 
relevant policy with this.  

G Thomson   The need for major development to provide a Circular Economy 
Statement is a requirement of London Plan Policy. We have no 
particular view on whether it is appropriate for smaller sites to be 
required to produce such a statement.   

Noted. We have set the requirement for major development to submit 
ŀ ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ о ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ 
Greening SPD in line with New London Plan policy.  

Grove and Company (Roger 
Grove)   

Within reason yes but reusing building items for example is 
expensive and rarely saves money   

Noted. We have set the requirement for major development to submit 
ŀ ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ о ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ 
Greening SPD.  

Gerald Eve (Peter Edgar)   The reduction of waste and recycling of materials is supported. The 
requirement for a circular economy statement should be 
proportionate to the proposed development. For example, it should 
be recognised that there is very limited opportunity to incorporate 
these principles into minor extensions or changes of use.   

Suggestion noted.  
  
We have set the requirement for major development to submit a 
ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ о ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ 
SPD. This demonstrate our direction of travel. The Council agrees 
that the requirement for a circular economy statement should be 
proportionate to the proposed development and this will be reflected 
in the NLPR.  

Port of London Authority 
(Michael Atkins)   

Related to this, the PLA considers that Cremorne Wharf should 
continued to be safeguarded as a safeguarded waste site, in line 
with Adopted Local Plan policy CE3 (Waste)   

PLA support is noted.  
  
Cremorne Wharf continues to be safeguarded and protected. This was 
confirmed by the Cremorne Wharf direction which came into force on 
1st March 2021.  
  
This will be reflected in the new Local Plan.  

DP9 (Kate Outterside)   Q 4.10 Should the NLPR support the Circular Economy approach and 
require development to prepare circular economy statements? If so 
should this be for all development or just major development?  
  

Support for circular economy principles is noted.  
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We welcome the inclusion of the circular economy approach within 
the NLPR. Policy SI 7 of the Intend to Publish London Plan sets out a 
methodology for resource conservation, waste reduction and 
material re-use and recycling.  
  
Policy SI 7 (Intend to Publish London Plan) provides the criterion for 
what is required to be included within a Circular Economy 
Statement, required to be submitted for referable schemes, as 
follows:  
  
1) how all materials arising from demolition and remediation works 
will be re-used and/or recycled  
нύ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ material 
demands and enable building materials, components and products 
to be disassembled and re-used at the end of their useful life  
3) opportunities for managing as much waste as possible on site  
4) adequate and easily accessible storage space and collection 
systems to support recycling and re-use  
5) how much waste the proposal is expected to generate, and how 
and where the waste will be managed in accordance with the waste 
hierarchy  
6) how performance will be monitored and reported  
  
We consider that the GLA requirements and targets should be the 
basis of any RBKC policy and should not seek to impose anything 
greater.   

We have set the requirement for major development to submit a 
ŎƛǊŎǳƭŀǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ о ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 5ǊŀŦǘ DǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ 
SPD, in accordance with the New London Plan.  

Linda Wade   Yes. All applications that come in for re-developments of existing 
buildings should incorporate sufficient capacity for appropriate 
waste disposal facilities.   
  
Major developments should incorporate waste reduction/recycling 
facilities on site.   

Support for all development to be required to apply circular economy 
principles noted.  

William Wilson   A better re-cycle plan for the Borough with more large bins on the 
street area to bring re-cycle materials to   

Noted. However, day to day municipal waste and recycling is largely 
outside the remit of the planning regime and is managed by the 
/ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǿŀǎǘŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǘŜŀƳΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ǎŀƛŘΣ the New London Plan 
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sets requirements for waste storage in new development and the 
Council will conform relevant policy with this.  

  
The Hillgate Village Residents' 
Association (Sophia Massey-
Cook)   

The HVRA believes that retrofitting, conversion, adaptation or 
enhancement is a more efficient energy use both at outset and in 
maintenance than demolition. It also represents an important way 
to reduce the impact of developments on communities & 
environment.   
The UK construction industry is considered to be one of the largest 
users of resources consuming 400 million tonnes of material every 
year. This consumption of material alone accounts for some 10% of 
UK carbon emissions. Buildings consume energy and emit CO2 at 
every point in their lifecycle, but construction is an especially 
environmentally damaging process as it typically requires raw 
material extraction and their subsequent processing, manufacture, 
transportation and assembly. Subsequent use of energy and 
materials through maintenance, operation (heating, lighting etc) 
can be improved through the application of green technologies but 
the embedded construction environmental cost is effectively 
wasted each time a building is demolished and added to each time a 
new building is constructed.  
  
The HVRA therefore believes that when any decision is taken to 
demolish, refurbish or build a new property RBKC should require 
developers to consider: the energy already embedded in the 
property, the energy required to demolish it and the energy 
required to replace it. We also urge RBKC to encourage developers 
and architects with projects in the borough to familiarise 
themselves with the Retrofit First 
campaign https://www.architectsjournal.co.uk/news/introducing-
retrofirst-a-new-aj-campaign-championing-reuse-in-the-built-
environment   
  
To further the move towards a more responsible attitude to 
refurbishment we also believe that local authorities should petition 
government to legislate to make demolition a less advantageous 
choice. New builds should not enjoy the advantage over 

Support for circular economy noted.  
  
The Council has set out our support for all development to consider 
circular economy principles and take a whole life cycle carbon 
approach, requiring major development to submit a circular economy 
statement and whole life cycle assessment, in accordance with relevant 
New London Plan policy in our Draft Greening SPD.  
  
Both the whole life cycle approach and circular economy 
seek retention, reuse and recycling of existing building and materials 
over demolition and new build where appropriate.  
  
The Greening SPD also provides detailed guƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
approach to retrofitting (please see section 9).  
  

https://www.architectsjournal.co.uk/news/introducing-retrofirst-a-new-aj-campaign-championing-reuse-in-the-built-environment
https://www.architectsjournal.co.uk/news/introducing-retrofirst-a-new-aj-campaign-championing-reuse-in-the-built-environment
https://www.architectsjournal.co.uk/news/introducing-retrofirst-a-new-aj-campaign-championing-reuse-in-the-built-environment



