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Consultation Comments and Council Response

Name Comments

CBRE I write on behalf of the freeholders of the Heythrop College site, the Jesuits in Britain.

As you are aware we have made representations to the Heythrop College Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) Issues and Options 
publication in November 2015 and the draft document issued in January 2016.

On the 28th April 2016 the Council published the final draft Heythrop College Supplementary Planning Document recommending that 
a key decision should be made to adopt the SPD.

We note that the Council have considered the representations received during the consultation periods and have amended the 
document where they see fit.

We have had the opportunity to review the final document and wish to make further comments in respect of the sports courts and 
access to ensure consistency and accuracy.

Sports Court

As we have advised previously, the sports court within the grounds is a private facility for the College. They do not provide a resource 
for local schools and clubs. There is an ad hoc arrangement with one local school’s (Thomas’s) who have been allowed to use it is a 
gesture of good will, there is no formal arrangement.

We note that when referring to the sports courts you have amended the wording on page 10 of the SPD to remove “much needed 
resource for local schools and clubs”. This is welcomed but we request that this is amended further to confirm that the sports courts 
are a private facility for the College.

Further to this, paragraph 3.27 of the SPD states “the sports courts within the grounds provide a resource for local schools and clubs 
that lack sufficient outdoor space.” As outlined above, this is not accurate and we request that this should be amended to state “the 
sports court within the grounds is a private facility for the College.”

There is no formal arrangement for this or for any other school or club in the area to use the facilities and on this basis its loss would 
have a negligible impact on the local community.

Access

We remain of the view that a case could made for the creation of improved access to the site off of Kensington Square in a similar way 
to that which already exists in the north eastern and south western corners of the square.

The officers response to our representations made in February 2016 states that “the SPD does not support a second vehicular entrance 
to the site from Kensington Square (para 3.9) due to the impact on the character and appearance of Kensington Square Conservation 
Area and the setting of the neighbouring listed buildings.”

As you will see from the document attached prepared by Paul Davis and Partners, historically Kensington Square was open on all 
corners. The 1797, 1830 and 1860 maps all show an open space in this corner and routes out of the square. This gap seems to have 
been lost with the construction of the main college building in the mid-1870s. Thus there is an opportunity to recreate the historic 
opening in the southwest corner of the square which would enhance the character and appearance of the conservation area.

Further to this No. 25 Kensington Square which adjoins the site has an undercroft style vehicular access from the square. Therefore the 
opening of the southwest corner in a manner in keeping with the listed neighbouring property reflects the character of the 
conservation area and would reinstate this historic route.

In light of this we request that further consideration is given for the inclusion of a vehicular access from Kensington Square in the SPD.

Council Response Sports Court

The use by local schools of the sports area is factual in the SPD. The wording was amended following the previous representation from 
CBRE. 

Para 3.27:
The sports courts within the grounds provide a resource for local schools and clubs that lack sufficient outdoor space. Preservation of 
the use of this facility or one like it will need to be considered in future plans for the site (Policy 3.6 of the London Plan; Policy CR5, 
Chapter 33, CLP, Sport England policy).

The SPD makes no reference to a formal arrangement between the college and school and is considered to factually represent the 
status of the sports court.

Access

Whilst Kensington Square may have been open at this corner in the 18th and 19th centuries, historic maps (as seen below) demonstrate 
that this was not a point of access. Not to mention that prior to this, the open nature of this corner of the square would not have been 
to accommodate motor vehicles. The current character of the square has been as such since the construction of the college in the mid-
1870s. To open up this corner of the square would be to ignore the character and appearance of the square established over two 
centuries ago.
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The SPD does not, therefore, support a second vehicular entrance to the site from Kensington Square due to the impact on the 
character and appearance of Kensington Square Conservation Area and setting of the neighbouring listed buildings.
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