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LOTS ROAD CAYLIGHT ANAL Y$13

CHELSEA SCHEME RECEIVED 11802
LONDON EW1D COMPARED TO EXASTING BUILDINGS

EXISTING PROPOSED LDSS el 055 EXISTING

Room floom Lsa Windiorw VSC VSC ¥SC viL Room Room Use Window ADF _ TOTAL

74 Loty Road 74 Lots Read

Ri15/10 HALLWAY WD 1454 54 L] 3210 R15/10 HALLWAY waEn on om 03 a3l
R16/10 LTVING ROOM waho 17.44 1541 03 1164 R16/10 LIVING ROOM WXI10 [ E ] o7

R16/10 LIVING ROOM WILNo Fo Xl 0.0 4.59 s R16/10 IIVING ROOM W3Lho 1.8 1.9

R18/10 LIVING ROOM Wiz pEB- 3 1958 ER 14.10 R1E/10 LIVING ROOM Wiyio 1.00 165 a9 17
RSJ1L EEDROOM Wi - 300 o 559 19.96 R9/11 BEDRCOM wizh 153 3.+

R9/11 EEOROOM wisfiL B3 ns? 1.8 1987 A9f11 BEDROOM, wihy 1.5 308 133 164
R9/12 BEDROCM Wisfi2 30.46 Pt 547 am RS/12 BEDROOM wisa2 141 119

RS712 BEDROGH W16f12 xnn ux 842 .1 351 R3f12 BEDROOM W1sn2 1.9 84 1.2 3
76 Lots Road 76 Lot Road

R13f10 HALLWAY Wsnn 1297 a 4.9 T4S R13/10 HALLWAY W30 .. [ ] 031 o
R14f10 LUIYING ROOM LTl 16 66 40 L7 10.68 R14/10 LIVING ROOM W20 0.0 0.7

R14/10 LIVING ROOM w27ho 2191 n.r 414 171 R1a}10 LIVING ROOM wae in 157

R14/10 UVING ROOM wasfo 297 001 .96 1209 Al4/10 UVING ROOM wamho 0% 157 o9 in
RE/LL BEDROOM w1/ 718 F+ ¥ 5.33 1961 R8s11 BEDROOM Wil 1.5 1.9

RE/11 BECRDOM WISt 274 18 537 1%.51 REj11 BEDROOM W1s/11 iR 102 n 260
R8/12 BEDROCH Wiy W86 D35 631 nz7 A8f12 BEDROOM Wwil/12 1.9 1.17

R8/12 SEDROOM Wi/l 004 nn 610 u.07? ARf12 BEDROOM Wi4/12 1.9 E ] 118 35
78 Loty Rosd 718 Lots Road

R11/10 HALLWAY w21e 11.58 B4 M MK RrR11/10 HALLWAY wnho oy 0.37 8.2 0.
A1/ 10 LIVING RDOM w2210 1397 14.10 187 i.n R11/1D LIVING ROOM wano a5 0.74

R12/10 UVING ROOM Ww23/10 an 19.18 414 17.75 R12/10 UVING ROOM w2 1M 1.54

R1Zf10 LIVING ROOM W1 2 1%.90 84 124 R12{10 LIVING ROOM W24/10 -8} 352 050 e
RZ{11 BEDROOM W1l/11 %59 u.09 580 20.58 R7{11 BEDROOM Wiz 1Le 1.27

R7/11 BEDROOM W14/11 E-3 ) 1.57 52 19.5% R7I11 BEDROOM Wit 1.9 297 L 2355
R7112 BEDROOM W1l b1 3 ns7 651 .39 R7i12 BEDROOM with2 137 114

R7{12 BEDROOM wizliz E- - .08 618 .2 AZf12 BEDROOM winz L3 174 118 31
30 Lots Road B0 Lots Road

RS&/10 HALLWAY Wi 14 10.31 443 30.05 R9/10 HALLWAY w17/10 1.8 1.5 1.2 1.5
niejio0 LIVING ROOM wisf 11 &% ] 0 12.26 Ri0ft0 LIVING ROOM Wi o.n on

R10/10, UVING ROOM W19/10 2100 18,40 450 .00 R10/10 UVING ROOM wisho in 19

R10/10 UVING ROOM w2o/10 318 pLE+ 34 144} R10/10 LIVING ROOM. WaHo am EE ] 090 110
R6/11 BEDROCM Wil fik 3 f.ih ] 53 .89 RS/11 BEDROOM Wit 1.4 1.24

R&/11 BEDRDOM wizhl 0.6 WED 566 .53 RA6J11 BEDROOM wizn 14 o, 1.25% i4
R6f12 BEDROOM W9/l 05 9 614 unes R6J12 BEDROOM w12 in 1.12

REf12 BEDROOM W10/12 2.5 o8 6.4 nss R5{12 BEDROOM W12 %) 267 113 .24
%2 Lots Road B2 Lots Road

R7/10 HALLWAY wi3no p B} 124 13 6342 R7/10 HALLWAY W1A0 0.5 0.5 0.15 038
RB/10 LIVING ROOM W14/10 1335 @5 034 629 RB/10 LIVING ROOM widfn on o.58

RB/10 LIVING ROOM wisfio .03 1762 3.47 15.43 RB/J10 LIVING ROOM w1510 15 146

RES10 LIVING ROOM Wi6/10 2212 1972 340 1471 RBJ10 LIVING ROOM W16/10 0.8 k) Q.50 304
RS5{11 BEDROOM wIf11 2.5 19.57 19 1672 R5f11 BEDROOM WOl 1.1 L2

RSf11 BEDRDOM W01 442 19.52 490 .M RS5{11 BEDROOM wign1 141 im 122 142
R5/12 BEDROOM wIh2 6.11 2115 495 1%.00 R5/12 BEDROOM w12 1.2 109

R5/12 BECROOM w12 .8 21.45 583 237 RS5/12 REDROOM wehz 1.4 .56 11t 120
84 Lots Road Bd Lots Road

RSf10 HALLWAY w9/10 803 79 0.10 1.5 A5/10 HALLWAY WD oR 0.32 [y} o
RE/10 UIYING ROOM W10f10 10.75 11.5% 4.0 T4 R5/10 LIVING ROOM wio/l 06} 05§

RE/10 LIVING ROOM w1110 1764 16.64 1.00 567 R&/10 LIVING ROOM Wilie 1% 141

RE/1D LIVING ROOM W12/10 2.3 15.77 1.96 9.02 REf10 LIVING ROOM WIZNo 095 b 099 .95
Raf11 BEDROOM wihl 19.82 19.44 138 4956 R4/1L BEDROOM Wi 11 116

R4f11 BEDROOM Wi R 18.56 5 1190 R4/11 BEDROOM w1l 1.3 FL . ) 118 234
Raj12 BEDROOM wi/12 a5 009 2.50 107 R4712 BEDROOM Wiz 1.4 1.06

R4J12 BEDROOM We/12 2422 .57 5% 1507 R4f12 BEDROOM WE2 1.0 34 1.08 13
R2f13 BEDROOM W31 25.19 188 pEx] 1a01 R2f13 BEDROOM W13 . F 2 0.75

R2/132 BEDROOM Wi4f1] r-Bod .56 4.43 15.94 R2/1) BEDROOM W43 0.5 168 .75 1.5
86 Lots Road 86 Lots Road

R3/10 HALLWAY WSAD 208 TS 4.0 ~M15 R3/10 HALLWAY wifo 04 Q.40 0.56 0.56
R4/10 LIVING RDOM Ww8/10 9.46 10.39 083 E L] R4[10 LIVING ROOM WE/1D 6.8 0.62

R4J10 UVING ROGM W7/10 1433 15.40 <107 -147 R4710 UVING ROOM W7i10 15 1.4

Raj/10 LIVING ROOM werng 1837 1949 .12 .62 Raf10 LIVING ROOH W3/10 0L 2.7 LB ] 185
R3/11 BEDROOM WS/1L 16,12 17.14 0.42 -5 R3If11 BEDROOM W5/l 1.09 11

R3I/11 BEDROOM W5f11 130 17.92 0.1k 0.61 R3If11 BEDROOM Wil 1.8 124 1.14 125
R3f12 BEDROOM w12 1941 13.58 043 L R3/12 BEDROOM wyLe 104 102

R3f12 BEDRDOM wal2 20.78 19.65 1.13 S R3/12 BEDROOM LLLTEF 10 1 1.05 w07

ewiaxs 4 o0y
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LOTS ROAD
CHELSEA
LONDON TW1a

DAYLIGHT ARALYEIS
SCHEME RECEIVED 2211102
COMPARED TO EXISTING BIRLDINGS

“EXISTING _ PROPOSED OS5 %elDss EXISTING
Room Room Uss Window veC ¥sC vSC ViC Revermn Room Lse Window ADF  TOTAL
88 Lots Road 3 Lot Road
R1/10  LIVING ROOM win 95 s 0.0 o Ri/l0 LIVING ROOM wio 0. X
R1/10  LIVING ROOM W10 1154 us .78 5  Ate LIVING ROOM w210 m 207
R1/1D LIVING ROOM wie 1677 17.% 059 Az Ry LIVING ROGH Wi OBt 139 083 147 0m
R2/10 LIVING ROOM w12 122 1208 a1 £ R210 LIVING ROOM w410 18 13 14 143 08
Rif11 BEDRIOM wi n L.x 000 om Rifit EEDROOM wim L 054
R1/11 BEDROOM want 1388 1408 o 26 A BEDROOM w21 18 151 -
R1/11 BEDROOM wim 1898 1905 o007 237 A1 BEDROOM w11 ors 2™ 07 i Do
R2{11 BEDROOM waL 1.7 15m Y] as R EEDROOM w41 14 13 1% 1% 4m
R1f12 BEDROOM w2 1551 1554 027 1% A1z BEDRDOM w2 16 150
R1/12 BEDROOM wlnz 1249 1261 . 104 - A2 BEDROOM Wiz B .40
R1/12  BEDROOM Wiz EY T 0.00 o RL12 BEDROOM wim 2 41 219 413 oM
R EEDROOM wz 17.0 1597 044 153 RY12 BEDROOM winz 2 1m0 1% 1% om
R1S/13  EEDROOM w3 872 1837 038 187  R15/13  BEDROOM wim 00 om
R15/13  BEDROOM w2l # 2.4 ¥t 66  R15/13  BEDROOM w13 0% 17 oS LA 06
R16/13  BEDROOM W5 17.m B2 L5 77 RIG/I  EEDROOM w3 oM oM 03 om 002
MEATHERLEY SCHDOL OF FINE ART, LOTS ROAD HEATHERLEY SCHOOL OF FINE ART, LOTS RDAD
R3/140 w0 14.45 125 189 53 R4 Wi oM .68
R3/140 WE/140 13.60 1194 166 22 &30 wihea 102 13
R37140 worLe 1nm an 13 Ba R WI/140 o ]
R3/140 wiohat 0.00 0 000 000 R3/140 Wi to 0.00
R3/140 Wil P 000 0.00 00 R3fL40 wilfieo 00 20 oo 260 o
R&f141 wuj1aL 1518 14.85 o.m 204 Raf141 WoS4L 1% L33
Raf141 Winj161 m13 16,65 148 L5 Raf1al W18/141 i fe
R4/141 witnal 189 1450 2m 1A Réj14 Wi L 4mM 136 415 00
RS/141 Wizl 1599 145 z00 n RS/ wizia 085 o -
R5/141 w1314 16,14 1450 1.7¢ 078 RS/141 wadjtel 142 152
RS/141 Wi 1.8 1200 152 124 R5/14a1 Wi o.M 059
RS/141 WS/ nn B 0.00 00 RSj141 wWishal 37 218
RS/141 Wisf141 747 T4 o 00 RS/141 - WS4L m 788 @ .747 oA
A1/151 WS 1459 1246 213 1450  R1f151 W1/1s1 0 .69
R1/151 wr1s1 1L 5.13 210 80 R1/151 w2151 143 127
R17151 W51 1569 e 265 158 RLASL wif151 am 313 o6 82 0N
R1/152 wins: 067 1B 233 1 RN Wi152 % e
AL/152 WS %93 25.06 187 684  R1/152 wihs: W 7a4 1B4 659 DAS
ASHEURNHAM COMMUNITY CENTRE, 69 TETCOTT ROAD ASHBURNHAM COMMUNITY CENTRE, 69 TETCOTT ROAD
R1/140 wanw 1516 1313 03 77 RI18 WA 287 5
R1/140 WS40 4.2 29 182 734 Rlj1e WS on on
R1{140 WEN% FrES on 185 789 Rij140 WE[140 03 332 831 315 017
R2/140 W1/140 21.96 1872 524 DS R0 wijie % 191
R2/140 w2l 19 152 47 o R2/140 w2/140 ] 128
R27140 Wi .33 1566 457 297 R4 wiheo 055 43 058 A 067
R1/141 ws/aL 3593 34.06 187 520 Ri/14% WS/141 157 244
R1/141 WE{141 0.09 00 000 ooe  R1/141 wef1a1 015 018
R1/141 w4 007 007 000 ooy R1f14L WL o 280 009 268 032
RZ/141 Wil 565 181 684 %67 R4 winat 216 L%
R2/141 wa2ns1 25,04 18.56 50 M8 R W2/141 283 508 245 421 088
RI/141 Wi 2438 19.80 55 am  RIL4L Wit a7 345
n3/ 141 Wafia FTE 1.5 08 078 R34l wajiel 0 677 M sA 0%
R17142 WS/t . 553 174 467 RL/142 w2 286 254
R17142 W6[142 17.94 35.74 220 s&  R1/142 we142 ] 3.7
RL{142 w7142 708 .68 24 550 R1j142 Wi W 9/ 248 BB O
R2/142 wif1a2 991 zn 702 247 RN Witz 20 L9
R2/142 w42 3.5 201 s na RN wanaz I sE LT 4T 0m
R3f142 wiie 2560 2% (%} 192  R3I/L4 Wi 454 3.9
R3/142 W2 =4 D4 509 175 R34 WAL 2 26)
R3/142 wenea 2%6.53 =% 017 067  R3f142 waji42 W sS4 197 X 104
ASHEURNHAM AOVENTURE PLAYGROUND, LOTS ROAD ASHEURNHAM ADVENTURE PLAYGROUND, LOTS ROAD
A1/130 w1130 04 1268 7.7 3796 R1/130 w113 WP 303 2@ Lm0 0TS
r2{130 wno .10 1.9 (131 a8 RZNN WL mw e m w3 s
LOTS ROAD PUBLIC HOUSE LOTS ROAD PUBLIC HOUSE
A1/120 winm an 1698 628 7.5 RL/120 winzm 47 147 1@ 1m0
R2/120 winm 1766 3763 002 008 RZ{120 wInD 19 140
/{120 wanm 37M %92 D4z 12 R2120 WU ] 17
R2/120 w120 8.8 3417 111 115 R2/10 wilm 138 1
R2/120 W12 7315 3057 259 71 w2120 WaL0 15 1.7
R2{120 WS120 .45 2433 452 1535 R2Y120 WS 17 158
R2{120 WE/120 =04 085 5% anr  R® wEnm 125 944 105 &85 DSB
R1/121 wsna 3090 5.7 5.0 68 RLA2A WS/121 280 2%
R1f121 wEf121 B0 215 585 252 Ri12t w121 64 Se4 218 453 om
R2J121 wina 36,00 n7s 128 147 Rz wina 53 EX>
R2/121 Wizl N n.10 b a3 R2NA T 35 654 294 62 0.1
R3f121 winn rat 3741 0.03 0m@  R31Z wina mn n
R3f121 wana 3732 %595 037 0 RIIN Wiz EXTOR % I T S SURN ¥ )
RINT2 wsan Er% ) %90 () 17 RINR wshz 216 186
R1/122 W22 nn 262 769 M% RN wenz 5 4% LA 6L O
r2/122 winz .30 M L 4 R winn 0] 235
R2/122 wehaz 85 3180 .09 B8 R wa2 PR BT YRR R S ¥- 3
R3f122 w122 37.46 3748 o0 003 RV wina 165 265
R3/122 w122 w08 %% 0.0 e R3IR2 wihn 252 S16 250 514 002

AN oA

X ]

<83

104

0.31

L

1

b

59

455

w77

62

512

1320

4.35

17.27

1461

5,54

16.2%

4.2

.08

€12

14.83

s
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LATS ROAD DAYLIGHT ANALYES

CHELSEA SCHEME RECEIVED 1211702

LOKDON SWt0 COMPARED TO EXISTING DURLDINGS
l EXISTING  PROPOSED LOSS  “lOSS EXISTING

Rom Room Lse Windowr V5L wsC VSE ¥sL Room Roorh Uise Window ADF _ TOTAOL

SITES SITER

2 Admirnl Squara 2 Admiral Square

R1/60 KJTCHEN WILED mn .50 am .12 R1/60 KITCHEN WIsL 0.9 058

ALfeo KITCHEN w20 na 1R 4.3 »nn R1/60 KITCHEN w20 n 115 165 x 087
R1if61 LIVING ROOM W2261 37 %43 7.54 .54 R1/61 LIYING ROOM W2SL 207 1.7

RIf61 LEVING ROOM W21 »ny 7.0 7.5 .15 R1/61 LIVING ROOM W23EL 201 Ln

R1J61 LIVING ROOM WIB/EL .15 a7 0.3 402 Rij/61 LIVING ROOM WBs1 oAy 025

R1J61 LIVING ROGM WML n» 211 0.25 1.47 R1J6L UVING ROOM wukl 0% 0.5

R1/61 LIVING ROOM WXL R 2056 0.0 .00 R1/61 LIVING ROOCM WiEL 0.5 8.7 .53 ] 599 a.7s
R1/52 BEDROOM w22/62 s M|WE1 598 1.3 R1f62 BEDROGM W2s2 168 144

R1/62 BEDROOM W25 po X ] nH 5% 15.2 Rif62 BEDROOM W26 167 1.44

R1/62 BEDROOM wame 288 nxs 0.5 fA ] R1/62 BEDROOM W22 0.51 Q.50

R1/62 BEDROOM W22 854 . 0.2 045 R1/62 BEDROOM W2/62 0.65 0.65

R1/62 BEDROOM WK pad ] naes a0 Q.00 R1/62 BEDROOM WX 0.59 5.2 .59 473 0.49
R1f63 BEDROOM wiml M4 F ¥ ] 4.5 14.24 R1/63 BEDROOM WM 1.1 058

R1/53 BEDRDOM w2s3 M08 299 456 1308 R1/63 BEDROOM WIET 1 Q.98

R1/E3 BEDROOM WIS e 2. Q17 051 R1/63 BEDROOM wzE) o5 116 0.54 90 0.2
R1J64 COMSERVATORY W12/64 M noz .80 10.51 R1f64 CONSERVATORY W14 i i1m 3.3 33 oM
4 Admiral Squary 4 Admiral Square

A2/s0 KITCHEN W19/60 18.57 905 .82 51.27 R2/60 IQTLHEN W 0497 0.L4

R2/60 KITCHEN W20/E0 p-E nx 9,58 4314 R2/60 KITCHEN W20 P2 117 1.57 n 0.9
R2/61 UVING ROOM W20/81 .51 2.4 a7 387 R2/61 UVING ROCM w51 17 P

R2/6L LIVING ROOM w211 N %648 793 3.05 R2/61 LIVING ROCM. wisl 218 433 1% 152 .61
R2/82 BEDROOM WM M a0 6.47 LT RZJ62 BEDROOM w252 0 1.0

R2S62 BEDRDOM wIig: ME2 an 6.3 18.20 R2/62 BEDROOM w22 00 401 1™ 340 061
R2/63 BEDROOM W25 .15 xn0 5.12 e RZ/6X BEDROOM wum 29 u13 188 1.06 0%
R3J63 BEDROOM w2/ o frxi 897 53 1537 A3I63 BEDROOM W23 1.5 1.96 171 i1 0.
R13/64 CONSERVATORY WL 354) nx 413 1166 R13/64 CONSERVATORY Wilj4 M 174 33 2,36 0.3
6 Admiral Square £ Admiral Square

R3/60 UVING ROOM w170 % 2 10.55 45.35 R3/60 LIVING ROGHM W10 164 113

Ra/60 LIVING ROOM Wins0 1878 .50 9.68 SLol RY/60 LIVING ROOM W10 [k} .62 054 1.7 08s
R3/61 KITCHEN wiBf1 M2 05.08 873 pLE. ] R3/61 KITCHEN wissl1 219 1,74

A3 E1 KITCHEN W19/81 M . %-1] 854 4.5 A3/61 KITCHEN W19)61 zu 417 1.7% 149 X}
R1f62 BEDROOM widsd »n o7 651 19.7% R3/62 BEDROOM w1k 201 189

R3f62 REDROOM W19/62 9] .18 6.7% 19.32 R3/&2 BEDROOM W12 0 1.04 1.7 3.9 0.65
R4f63 BEDRDOM W19/63 .44 28.98 546 1585 R4/6I BEDROOM W19/63 210 2.10 18] 1.0 0.8
R5/63 BEDROOM wWisx) »e 359 5.8 1821 R5/63 BEDROOM wie 158 198 n in 0.27
RIT6A CONSERVATORY Wi10/64 562 n=s 4.3 12.24 3164 CONMSERVATORY WiDxE4 M p AL M 13 .40
8 Admirsl Square 8 Admiral Square

LEF ) KITCHEN LAt 18.58 LK. 1] 10.7 5680 R4/60 KITCHEM W1560 0.4 o.61

R4/60 KITCHEN W16/60 286 1198 1091 1.7 R4JED KITCHEN W15/60 wn 3.2 158 12 10
R4J61 LIVING ROOM W61 9 25.6] 9.3 2.62 Raf61 EIVING ROOM WisS61 29 .

R4/61 LIVING ROOM W17l 3482 250 9.00 2585 Ra/E1 LIVING ROOM Wi1T/61 19 438 i1n 143 0.93
R4/62 BEDROOM Wi6%2 35.00 7.74 1M 092 R4/62 BEDROOM WIS/ 01 168

R4/62 AEDROOM w172 3458 750 708 024 R4 /62 BEDROOM wivns2 0 4.05 159 3.36 0.6%
REf63 BEDROOM W16/ »3T B57 590 17.07 RE/6) BEDROOM W16%3 1.4 107

R&/&D BEDROGM w17/6] e an sn 16.56 RE[E3 BEDROOM. W17/63 1.4 4 107 14 [ )
R4j64 CONSERVATORY WO 2860 3106 4,54 .75 R4j64 CONSERVATORY wos4 1M .M p k] 33 (X1}
10 Admiral Square 10 Admiral Square
RS/8Q SITCHEN w1460 15.20 79 1.5 5880 RS/80 KITCHEN W10 29 [:F ]
AS/60 KITCHEN W14%0 311 11.57 11.54 594 R5/60 KITCHEN W40 M 3.4 1.4 208 118
R5/61 LIVING ROOM W14/ 35.14 =28 9.0 14 R5/61 LIVING ROOM W14/61 2.2 1™

AS{61 LIVING ROOM wiseL 3505 2541 S.64 .5 AS/EL LIVING ROOM WLSL 22 440 i 342 059
RS{62 BEDROOM W14/62 5.2 27.39 789 .3 RS/62 BEDROOM Witk 04 166
RS5/62 BEDROOM W15M52 5.2 27.54 766 am R5/62 BEDROOM WiskL 0 407 187 113 .74
R7/&3 BEDROOM W12 MEs 29 615 177 RZ/E3 HBEDROOM W1s%) s 216 1.4 L84 [ -]
RB/EY BEDROOM w1463 .75 n.3 637 i8.13 RB/63 BEDROOM W14/63 19 1.9 159 1.6% 0.30
RS/64 CONSERVATORY WEBjE. 1523 n80 503 14.04 R5/54 CONSERVATORY WE/G4 an .77 31 331 0.45
12 Admiral Square 12 Admiral Square
R14/60 LIVING ROOM W11/60 pak. | 11.0§ 10 5253 R14/60 UVING ROOM Wil 165 o7
R14/60 LIVING ROCM W1Zs0 19.19 a1 i.m 5.0 R14/60 LIVING ROOM W1us0 [ ] 2.85 0.59 1.66 099
R16/61 KITCHEN WIzs1 3520 192 10.318 241 R16/61 KITCHEN W12/61 4 1569
R16f61 KITCHEN w11 3515 5.10 10.05 m.5 R16{61 KITCHEN WwiIeL p i} 442 1.0 3.38 1.03
RE/62 BEDROOM W12/62 B4 nn ax pxii] REJE2 BEDROOM, Wize2 m 164
REfE2 BEDROOM wiis2 5z a0 8.08 290 RE/62 BEDRODM Wikl n 407 14535 = o7
R%/63 BEDROOM Wizs3 483 27,94 634 19.90 R9/63 EEDROOM Wikl 18 1.0§
R9/63 BECROOM W1)%63 n7s .18 6.59 12.96 R9/83 BEDRDOM w1383 15 250 1.05 .10 a.4¢
REf64 COMSERYATORY WS4 1586 037 5.9 150 RE/54 CONSERVATORY W4 1% s 127 327 0.50
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LOTS ROAD DAYLIGHT ANALYSIS
CHELSEA SCHEME RECEIVED 201102
LONDON SW1d COMPARED TO EXIRTHG BLRLDINGS
EXISTING PROPOSED LOsS %l 055 EX1STING PROPOSED T
Recm Room Usa Window VSO vSC vsC VSC Room Room Lhe Window ADF_ TOTAL ADF  TOTAL LOSS
14 Admiral Squara 14 Adwniral Square
A&/6D KITCHEN WRED 15.40 .87 un a5 RE6JE0 KITCHEM WeEL 1.0 a5
RE/6D KITCHEN W00 39 1187 wn .69 R6SE0 KITOHEN W08 1% 3% 1,45 0 p k]
RE/E1 LIVING ROOM W10/61 3535 24.69 1066 0.15 R&/61 LIVING ROOM W10%61 f &1 168
R6/61 LIVING ROOHM W11 353 24.80 16.5) &M R&/61 LIVING ROOM W16l ra 443 1.68 138 107
T BEDROOM Wwin/62 15.45 1 M 2465 R7/62 © BEDROOM w102 05 163
RIf62 BEDROOM WLLE2 1545 ®27 (K] 20 R7 {62 BEDROOM wiys2 08 410 154 3.z o.82
RLG/E3 EEDROOM w1063 el o3 n nm R10/63 BEOROOM W1UES 1.2 1.0
RIO/E3 EEDROOM WiLES E 2] % a4 D% R10/63 BEDROOM w13 1.5 .50 104 um 043
R7164 COMSERVATORY w554 *.01 30.05 596 16,55 A7 {64 CONSERVATORY WEN4 ;A .7 124 ER a3
16 Admiral Square 18 Admiral Square
R7}60 KITCHEN W7sa 19.59 767 1192 60.85 RZ[E0 KITCHEN W70 10 LR )
R7té0 KFTCHEN WBSD .58 ui7 1219 5259 XL ] KITCHEN wajgo 217 b ] 1.45 04 124
R7/61 LIVING ROOM WBEl 15583 M52 1091 nn RZI61 LIVING ROOM Wikl L3 157
A6l UVING ROOM WKL 8547 MM 10.73 30.25 R7jE1 LIVING ROGM W61 a2 443 168 335 110
RB}62 BEUROOM WBE2 3562 .47 9.15 25.69 AB/62 BEDROOM was2 206 1.62
RB/E2 BEDRDOM wIs2 35.57 .56 a5l 25.08 RB/62 BEDROOM wos2 2.06 4.11 183 128 085
R11/63 BEDROOM WISl »sn 7.4 7.55 .57 R11/63 EEDROOM. W93 FAL 17 i, ) 1.7 0.39
R1Z/63 BEDROOM WiN) 35.06 an 1. 2.¥% A12/&3 BEDROOM Wikl 200 200 154 1564 0.17
R2s64 CONSERVATORY W54 K06 249 657 18.22 RAB/64 CONSERVATORY WS L% n 220 .2 0.5%
18 AdmIral Squara 10 Admirsl Square
Rufs0 LIVING ROOM WS%0 2411 1187 1.4 50.77 R/60 LIVING ROOM W50 p ] in
Ra/60 LIVING ROOM W60 155 s 15 (X4 RB/60 UYING ROOM WD 1.0 7 0.5 1.0 1m
AR{E1 KITCHEN w551 5.0 Fa B ] .7 30.56 R8/61 KITCHEN WhL 10 165
AB/EL KITCHEN WTkK1 547 452 1085 n.n Aaje1 KITCHEN WIsL wn 443 157 1M 109
R9J62 BEDROOM W62 LT 5.24 9.07 BT R3/62 BECROCM Wi/62 .04 161
R3f62 BEDROOM LF/ 7 359 2445 912 15.63 RO/62 BEDROOM w762 206 410 162 3.4 .86
A13/63 BEDROOM W7%3 35.04 7.4 1m0 p- . R13/63 BEDROOM w72 17 17 1.78 inm LK
R14{E3 BEDROOM W63 .92 16 2. nn R14/63 EEDROOM. WE/S3 .00 .00 1.63 163 0.3%
R3/64 CONSERVATORY wa 3541 .96 .45 B2 R9/64 CONSERVATORY W4/ .3 an 216 115 0.57
20 Admiral Square 20 Admiral Square
fAgl6l w451 %.53 17.04 9 577 A9/E1 W41 1.1 on
AS/E1 WSS n 2165 987 nau R3f61 W51 13 .59 1.06 197 062
R10/62 WAEL 27.15 18.96 [ BL) maz7 A10/62 w452 1.85 L0
RIO/62 W54 nm n.m 850 .33 R10/62 WiE2 1.4 15 1.50 PX.13 [+ R
R15/63 W45 @BE3 s 708 2462 R15/63 W61 107 o.ns
R15/63 W53 3290 659 7n on R15/63 WES1 119 225 058 188 0.40
R10/64 WikA 1nm 30 5.04 17.26 R1D}&4 WG ERb] 31 259 69 0.4
1-18 Adminal Court 1-18 Admiral Court
R%/40 W60 18.97 .54 100 527 AS/60 W0 1.15 o.rs
Asteu w2Ixn 16.89 325 164 an R9/50 w2360 o9 213 093 187 .46
R10/60 W20 1 13 958 43.04 R10/60 W2/so 152 1.8 25 .58 108
Ri1/60 W1%0 15.14 11.04 [ B1] 2.3 A11/60 W10 114 Q83
R11/60 W24/50 034 0.4 o.00 o000 RI1L/6D W40 345 450 345 4. o
R12/60 W2550 3.9 250 0.00 0o R1Z/60 Wi5/60 EL 3156 3.96 1.9 [E]
R13/60 WIE/60 30.61 piF > 0.00 0.00 R13/60 Ly ] 3n i an n 0.00
R11/61 W3/61 3550 .28 9.52 25.59 R11/61 WL 15 16%
Ai11/61 W24/61 17.92 16.88 1.06 552 R11/61 WHsL p I+ 137 1.16 FE H 0.5z
R12/81 was1 »xa .56 (£ ] 2445 R12/81 WKL 5.5 518 +09 409 106
R13/61 WSl 3589 784 805 243 R13f61 W61 214 1.
RI3/61 W2T/sL 0.0 08 0.00 0.0o A1}/ 61 W2TAL k2] 583 14 5.3 6.4
R14/61 W25/51 n06 30,08 0.00 00 R14/61 Wsms1 138 199 3s8 358 Q.00
R15/61 W2iE1 30.52 .52 0.00 000 R15/61 WsKL m 1% n .0 0.00
R11/62 Wikl %08 2785 .20 7 A11/62 Wil 118 1.7%
A11}62 W22 19.13 1864 [E ] 156 R11/62 W2m2 1% 141 1.24 .M 0.44
R12/62 W22 3549 ®.7m nn a1l R12/62 |77 409 4.0% 335 3.3% o4
R13/62 W2 %13 8.9 717 1985 R1ME2 w12 216 1M
R13/62 wW2TkL 0.80 3080 om 0.00 R13/E2 W27 ER ) 5.65 349 5. 0.36
R14{52 W2EN2 .08 .08 0.00 0.00 R14/62 w62 39 1% 158 158 a.00
R15/62 Wis%2 ;.52 .52 o 000 R15/62 W25/62 in i 3. p X1} 0.00
R16/63 wims? 3%.30 b 702 19.34 R16/63 Wil i3 184
R16/63 W24/63 2235 n.20 0.15 067 R16/63 W26 140 1.60 11 18 037
R17/83 Wl .75 002 673 18,31 R17/83 w153 a4 414 348 34 056
R1B/63 WLEY X185 2093 645 172.7 R14/63 w3 Fat) 185
RIB/63 WTE3 n7 nns .00 0.0p A13/63 W2763 45 6.4 431 6,15 .34
R19/83 W21 .75 n7s 00 a.00 R19/63 W26/5) 500 3.0 5.00 500 0.00
R20/63 w253 s s a0 0.00 RI0/63 W25/63 450 4.80 4.60 4.50 0.00
R11/64 W2 %.13 595 612 17.50 R11/64 W24 33 19 335 3115 0.58
n12/64 WG4 3755 3795 9.00 400 R12{64 WG4 ) 177 m 3.7 0.00
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LOTR ROAD DAYLIGHT ANALYE!S
CHELSEA SCHEME RECEIVED 2p1102
LONDON W10 GCONMPASED TO EXISTING BULDINGS

L EXISTING  PROPOSED OS5 %l0S5 EXISTING

Room Aoom Use Window s vSC vse ¥5€ Inm R thte Window ADE_Yorst

Agartment No. 33 Carivle Coort Apartmant No. 33 Cartvie Couct

RS/70 EATHROOM WILR 432 404 0.2 5a R9/70 BATHROOM wim 13 w2 119 118 o004 3141
A10/70  REDROOM Wi -1 415 0.2¢ 547 RID/70  BEDROOM W10 LM 1w 140 149 004 285
R11/70 BEDROOM Wiy 520 08 0.14 163 R11/70 BEDROOM. WwiNG 137 187 1.4 104 0m 150
Apsrtment No. 35 Earivie Court Apartmeat No. 35 Cartyte Coust

R9/71 BEDROOM wimn mez 1851 0.3% 191 R3f71 BEDROOM WILTL 1.6% 159 167 167 0.02 1.18
RI1Of71  BEDROOM wimn 1882 1255 0.137 196 RI0/71  BEDROOM win 162 142 150 150 oz L8
R11/71  BEDROOM wiyn .45 .15 0.3% 16 R11/71  BEDROOM winn 3 T ] .0t 207 002 100
Agartmant No. 37 Caryia Court Apartmant Mo, 17 Carivie Court

Re/72 BEDROOM wiyR aw nu 31 085 R9JT2 BEDROOM Wi 180 18 1% 1.79 0.01 0.55
R10/72  CEDROOM wiyn a4 nxn [+ 107 R1D/72  EEDROOM wigmn 1M LM ] L7 om 052
R172 BEDROOM wimn a0 083 ax o9 R11/72 SEDROOM wWlmnR 25 .25 P2 B a0l 0.58
Apartmant No. 39 Carlyla Court Apartment No. 39 Carivie Court

R§I73 BEDROOM Wi 247 am 008 0.38 RT3 BEDROOM Wil 1% LP» 17 LA 001 0.z
R10/73  BEDRDOM wiyn “n 2408 0.16 056 QIof73  SEDROOM wim A 1R 1.7 1R o 0.4
R11/73  BEDROOM W1/73 nm arn 014 0.59 RI1/73  REDROOM Wiy P2 B ¥ ] L 20 001 045
Apartment No. 40 Cardyle Court Apartment Mo, 40 Carlyle Court

RE[TD EEDROOM wim 17.% 1300 L¥ o1 RE/70 BEDROCH Wi/ 361 163 .07 107 0.55 1535
R7/70 BEDROOM WE 1595 1 “u .44 R7{70 BECROCH W6 258 245 245 047 1599
RS70 BATHROOM W77 1218 553 246 na: RE/70 BATHROOM win 215 215 187 147 02?7 nn
Apartmant No. 41 Carlvie Court Apartmant Mo. 41  Carivia Court

R1/70 kitchen werm 805 404 201 nn R1{70 kitchen we/n 144 144 1.16 116 017 1901
R270 LIVING ROOM w1 1953 1429 5 2.2 R2/70 LIVING RCOM w0 wn 1M

R2470 LIVING ROOM w2m 1914 143 503 %0 R2J7¢ LIVING ROOM wyR 1.6 141

R2/70 LIVING ROOM w070 147 0 Fx .18 R2/m0 LIVING ROOM win/m o8 1% 0.78 BT ] 082 18.23
R3/70 BEDROOM Wi .33 18 47 2564 R3170 BEDROOM wim 187 167 1.40 140 027 1609
R4/D BEDROCM wern 10.37 958 L%, 742 A4/70 BEDROOM Wi 147 147 L4 t 008 a
Apartment Mo, 43 Carhyle Court Apartmant No. 43 Carlyle Court

RE/71 BEDROOM wan 4t 27.25 418 1324 RSJ71 BEDROOM W4T a2z Iz 29 X [ 10.23
RE/7L BEDROOM wih 0.1 E- 22 407 13.25 R&[71 BEDROOM Wi FX_ L] 299 269 (1% ] 10.06
271 BEDROOM WE/TL F-¥- ] 2545 n 1308 R7}7T1 BEDROOM W71 218 L8 1.97 197 o 9.62
RO/TL BEDROOM wih Fr8 ] riss 1.63 1330 Asf71 BEDROOM W 216 116 196 196 620 9.45
Apartmant No. 44 Carlyle Court Apartment Na. 44 Carlvia Court

AU LIVING ROOM wim ni n5n % 1435 R1/71 LIVING ROOM win (%] 1158

A1{71 LIVING ROOM worn 1% 15.56 243 17.37 ALf71 LIVING ROGH WL in 1.53

R1/71 LIVING ROGM w0 LR 285 318 1% ALIT1 LIVING ROOM Wi 106 407 .97 165 0.42 1026
R2/71 BEDRCOM WL nee 2925 443 1167 2471 BEDROOM wam 64) 643 5.70 5. [ %) 1n2
AT BEDROOM wimn .5 F B 4.3 135 A7 BEDROOY w371 258 168 E ] 239 0.9 10,67
R4/71  BEDROOM waim 25.75 439 1% ¥ ] R4/71 BEDROOM Wt 204 204 197 197 008 367
Apartmant Mo, 46 Cadyle Court Apartmant No, 46 Carfvle Court

RSI72 BEDROOM waT 200 2286 w2 10,04 RS{72 BEDROOM WAT2 ERTI ¥ 298 29 0.2 754
R6I72 BEDROOM WSR2 31.60 F- 0] 316 10.00 R§/72 BEDROOM wSIT2 X T b EX, ) 0.24 7.82
R7{72 BEDROOM we/2 0.3 fra Y] 9.94 A7/72 BEDROOM WEIT2 n 18 206 206 017 7.55
Anj72 BEDRDOM Wi a8 %67 28 10.09 RBIT2 BEDROOM W b3 N 1 205 205 0.16 773
Apartmant fo. 47 Cartyle Court Agartment Mo, 47 Carvia Court

R1/72 LIVING ROOM wyT2 nm 3383 400 JIEH R1/72 LIVING ROOM w172 1.3 118

A7 LIVING ROOM wain 5.8 004 188 1BH R17T2 LIVING ROOM w2 14 1.25

R1/72 LIVING RDOM Wi b1 1) =18 2569 932 R172 LIVING ROOM WO 118 388 187 1.50 0.35 9.19
R2T2 BEDROOM w2/72 M 0.0 .m 10.96 AT BEDROOM wamn 641 64 584 5.4 0.50 5.25
a3/72 BEDROOM Wi n.is 2N 3.45 10.40 R3/72 BEDROOM w2 o wn 24 24 [F>] 8.47
Raj?2 BEDROOM wam 2.07 mi? 0.5 110 Ra/T2 BEDROOM w2 an  ia 216 216 0.05 2
R1/73 BEGROOM wun nos 048 337 9.50 R1/73 BEDROOM w1 103 147

R1/73 BEDROOM w1/ 15 nn wn 652 aif73 BEDROOM W2 FYCE Y ) 150 1.7 (¥ 6393
R2/73 REDROOM w273 3456 nw 19 512 R2/73 BEGROOM Wy M LM 452 452 0.42 738
R3f73 BEDROOM 4 w3 N 30.62 3] 60 R3/73 BEDROOM 4 wim 24 204 150 19 018 EAT)
R4/7I EEDROOM WR/TE 1.5 77 122 163 RAITI BEDROOM wur 15 1.5

R4J73 EEDRDOM walTs M M 1.8 544 Ra/73 BEDROOM wom ET I % ) 351 00 o 419
Apartmant No. 49 Caryle Caurt Apartmant Ho, 49 Carlyle Court

RSI73 BEDROOM w3 1245 nw 248 1% R5/73 BEDROOM W4T3 0 o 180 260 0.20 661
R6/TY BEDROOM Wi 3244 .00 244 514 RE73 BEDROOM w5 M 1M 248 185 019 654
R?/73 BEDROOM wsm X 298 251 758 R7I73 BEDROOM weiT 21 L 197 197 .11 524
RE/73 BEDROOM Wi 382 74 % 191 RB/73 BEDROOM wImn 210 210 197 197 0.13 557

eI TONT




LOTS ROAD DAYLIGHT ANALYSIS
CHELEEA SCHEME RECEVED 20111102
LONDON SW10 COMPARED TO EXISTING BUTLDINGS

073

EXISTING PROPOSED LOsS Sl 0SS EXISTING mm&g\‘! TAL %LOSS

Room Roam e Window VEC VsC vsC VSC Room Room sa Window ADF  TOTAL ADF AL [+33] ADF;
Apartmant No. 50 Carlvis Court Apartment Ne. 50 Cartvle Court

ALf7a KITCHEN Wi naz 2.5% L2 151 RL74 JICHEN wim FX. ] 05 19 199 005 it
A2IT4 LIVING ROOM WLi74 3360 054 186 782 R2J74 UVING ROOM WL [ %] 0.54

RLI74 UVING RDOM wuM ME7 na 4 T R2J74 LIVING ROOM WM 1.5 i1

R1I74 LIVING ROOM warM om 0.00 a.m b.oa R2i74 LIVING ROOM W3/ 0.00 [ 7s]

RZ/74 UVING ROOM W9 1783 %25 1.5 4.18 R2S74 LIVING ROOM. W4 207 199

R2f74 LIVING ROCOM WA * 000 000 0.00 .00 R2/74 LIVING ROOM W04 o 4.9 0.00 426 0.24 5.3
RS0 warn 5 143 1.07 4280 RS/70 W 1% L% 1312 LR 0.4 HEY
AgartmentNo. 1 The Quadranqle Apartmant No. 1 The Ouadranale

R13/80 LIVING ROOM W16/80 30.03 332 L pr 2] R13/80 LIVING ROOM W16/8G 19 180

R13/8D LIVING ROOH w120 0.00 000 0.00 a0d R13/80 LIVING ROOM WL a.co .00

R13/80 LIVING ROOM wiaso 19.11 15.11 .00 po0 R13/80 LIVING ROOM. wie/s0 pRU) 401 210 169 0.32 1.8
R14/80 KITCHEN W1m0 513 n.% 37 253 R14/80 KITCHEN WS om 189 % 1% 0.8 1.1
R15/80 BATHROOM W14/30 229 no1 am 27 R15/80 BATHROOM w1480 k) 333 255 153 [ X 044
R16/0D BEDROOM Wi/ M am nss .11 RA1E/80 BEDROOM w1/ 467 4587 x b1 097 20.M
Apartment No. 3 Tha Quadmngle Apartment No. 3 The Quadrangla

R1/80 BEDROOM wizpe zn 15.7 107 .05 R1/80 BEDROCM Wizsg 1M 184 1.4 146 0.3 2.5
ae BEDROOM w180 .15 jLE .89 a2.: A2iBa BEDROOM Wl 387 157 05 285 o7 1995
Apartmant No. 4 The Quadrangle Apartmant No. 4 Tha Quadrangle

R13/81 LIVING ROOM WS/ 3116 5.9 587 10.64 R1J/EL LIVING ROOM Wwi6/a1 197 169

R13/51 LIVING ROOM W21/81 012 212 Qoo 0.00 A11/81 UVING ROCM w2iai 2.2 0.2

ALIfn UVING ROOM w281 .04 ane 0,00 0. R1M/91 LIVING ROOM w2z an 439 LB 411 o 5.40
RiafulL KITCHEN wismeL 20.73 24.13 885 53 R14f01 KITCHEN wisal m 102 5 5 [-X ] 15,19
R15/%1 BATHROOM Wi4E nn DES 7.9 4.2 A15/81 RATHROOM wiajsl 29 .M 38 f >} 0.5] 1823
Al6/m BEDROOM W13/ s 24.45 7.90 24 R16/81 BEDROOM w1yt R k] i

R1&/01 BEDROOM w1 1961 17.52 209 10.66 R1&/81 BEDRDOM W21 269 8,52 251 562 0.90 11.7%
RZziE1 BEDROOM w1521 15.90 1541 14 (P 2281 BEDROOM Wieml 1565 165 1.57 1.57 o 538
Apartment Na. § Tha Quadranale Apartment No. §  The Quadrangie

R1{M1 BEDROOM wizet .50 17.34 516 ».1 ax/el BEDROOM Wi2m1 1 188 1.5% 1.5% 0.33 17.44
R2/81 BEDROOM wilmel 7.0 2071 6.59 24.14 R2/81 BEDROOM wils 167 3.67 304 3.04 0.62 16.97
Apartment No. 7 Tha Qusdrangle Apartmant No, 7 The Quadranale

ALY/ 02 LIVING ROOM Wi4m2 nmw 26,29 437 155 R13/92 LIVING ROOM. Wisamg 095 D84

R3M N2 LIVING ROOM W19B2 155 1.55 9. 0.00 R13/92 UVING ROOM Wiz on 0.7

R13/82 LIVING ROOM WXR2 231 a1 0.00 o R13/82 LIVING ROOM wxon: R 406 3 195 o1 81
R14/82 KITCHEN wWXm2 3286 nn .64 17.16 R14/82 KITCHEN W29/82 541 6,41 5.54 5.54 o087 11.58
R15/92 BATHROOM wiim ne 685 414 18.61 R15/02 BATHROOM. Ww1im2 615 6.1§% 525 535 0,50 1458
Ri5/82 BEDROOHM W28z na 2553 6.75 091 R16{/82 BEDROOM Wi82 1.7 .5

R16/82 BEDROOM wisam n13 19.47 188 N R16/82 BEDROOM W12 iM LF+ 168 4.18% 045 965
R22/02 BEDROOM W17/82 13.20 1587 1.0 n R22/82 BEDROOM wizmz 17 1.7 165 168 n0s 445
A No. 3 Tha Duad I/ Apai No. 9 Tha Quad 1!

R1/82 BEDROOM wilm: 2405 13.05 5.0 2.7 R1je81 BEDROOM wilm2 131 1.91 1865 1.85 0.z? 1292
AL BEDRDOM win/m2 f-BFJ @am 5 13.06 R2/92 BEDROOM Wwi0/82 s L 3.24 324 6.51 13.64
Apartmant No. 10 The Quadrangia Apartment Mo, 10 Ths Quadrangls

R13/83 LIVING ROOM Wi4m 3 w61 1M 11.55 R13j83 UYING ROOM Wi483 .3 ] 050

R13/A3 LIVING ROOM W1%/8) 148 348 000 0.00 R13/83 LIVING ROOM wisne3 110 1.10

R13/03 UIVING ROOM W20/83 25.90 25.90 0.p0 0.00 R13/83 LIVING ROOM wan/el 256 4.54 .56 4.5 0.09 1.96
R14/83 KITCHEN W83 307 2.5 4.35 12.54 R14/83 KITCHEN wam (%] &.58 569 5.89 [ A] 10.56
R15/83 BATHROOM wiye 33.96 .24 42 1390 R15/83 BATHROGM WiIm 831 [ 559 5.5% 0.7 1143
R16/83 BEDROOM Wi2/83 3.9 .00 519 1554 R16/A3 BEDROOM W12/8) 184 181

R16/03 BEDROOM wie/ms 3.4 21.86 1.58 67 A16/83 BEDROOM w1883 30z 4.85 88 4.9 0.37 7.55
R22/33 REDROOM wirm) 19.69 18.53 1.16 589 R22/83 BEDROCM Wi7/83 182 182 1.75 175 0.07 169
Agartment No. 12 The Quadrangla Apsrtment No. 12 Tha Quadranals

R1/83 BEDROOM wim 2461 »n83 n 15.3% R1/u3 BEDROOM wiim 194 1.54 1.74 1.74 a0 10.3%6
RZ/EY BEDROOM w10/83 809 25.04 405 1392 R2/83 BEDROOM wiom3 M M 345 345 [ 2] 0.0
Apartment No, 13 Tha Cuadranale Apartmant No. 13 The Quadrangls

R13/34 IIVING ROOM Wis/ 6.44 6.44 ¥ ] 0.00 R1dJB4 LIVING ROOM W19/84 152 152

R13/84 LIVING ROOM W24 .09 =209 0.00 0.00 R13/N4 LIVING ROOM wWm in mn
R11/84 UVING ROOM Wizl/84 3141 3085 .56 7465 R13/B4 LIVING ROOM W11/ 104 57 0.98 5.20 0Q7 128
Ri4/84 KITCHEN Wi4fe4 8} 3164 pE. ) 8.38 R14/54 KITCHEN W14/ 675 675 6.25 525 0.50 74
R15/84 BATHROOM wlifes 1489 1L65 14 3 R15/84 BATHROOM W13/ 645 6,46 5.95 595 0.52 800
R16/04 BEDROOM Wil/e4 34.09 30.50 3.5 10.53 R15/84 BEDROOM Wi2fo4 193 1.7

R15/R4 BEDROOM wis/m4 26.04 4.74 1.0 499 R16/84 BEDROOM W1h/B4 15 517 113 an 0.28 5.4
R2Z2/84 BEDROOM w174 &9 .34 106 498 R22/84 BEDROOM W17/ 181 151 188 1.85 0.06 319
Apartmant No, 15 Tha Quadranqle Apartmant No. 15 The Quadranale
R1j44 BEDROOM Wil/e4 2518 5 258 10564 Rij84 SEDRDOM Wil 197 197 1.8 183 0.14 -
R1/B4 BEDROOQM wW10/34 0.1 27.51 287 9.45 R2/B4 BEDROOM W10/24 197 197 169 189 b2 7.15

LT



LOTE RQAD DAYLIGHT ANALYSIS
CHELEEA SCHEME RECETVED 2811102
LONDON $Wid COMPARED TO EXJSTRNG BUILDINGS

li EXISTING  PROPO LOSS  %el0SS I EXISTING

Room Room Use Windaw vse VSC vsc ¥5C Room Roam LUss Window ADF_ TOTAL

Apartmant No. 16 Tha Quadrasgle Apartment No. 16  The Quadranale

R13/R5 UIVING ROOM WSS 3535 185 1.5 424 A13/ES LIVING ROGM W55 8

R13j05 LIVING ROOM wuas 9.45 545 .0 om R13{85 LIVING ROOM w21 0

R13/35 LIVING ROOM W22RSs 9.3 2.3% LE: ] 0.0% R13[B5 LIVING RDOM wams 207 6.77

R14/¥3 KITCHEN W1S/ES M3 1263 L7 .04 R14/85 KITCHEN W1585 m B ) 115 3.16 a.14 435
R1S/RS BATHROOM Wises HH o s 139 5 R1S/B5 BATHROOM wims 3.1 116 3_01.0 o 015 5.0
R16/85 BEDROOM w1lms 3158 nn u 50 AL6/85 BEDROOM Wiyas +2 19

R16/85 BEDROOM waopms B.15 7.9 119 +00 R1§/AS BEDROOM W 18 .75 341 7.4 [ L] L¥ |
RI2IN3 BEDROOM WLS/AS palrsy .15 1.06 &5 RI2/85 BEOROOM W19RS 201 o2 156 19% .06 o2
RB/86 UYING ROOM Ll 3.1 4.58 118 447 RESE6 LIVING ROOM WU 1.8 p v ) 347 3587 012 3.0,
R9/B% UIVING ROOM wlms 3554 (Lo 094 .57 R9/16 LIVING ROOM W1 a5 s 295 785 0.2 9
R10/88 LIVING ROOM W3ms 3165 16S 0.00 .00 R1o/86 LIVING ROGM WiIms 4.7 427 427 4.7 [E: ] 0.00
Apartmant No. 18 The Quadranrale Apartmant No. 13 Tha Ouadrangle

R1/45 BEDROOM Ww1iras P 02 1L 6,64 R1/8S BEDROOM wizfes 200 0o 191 191 0.0y 465
R2/85 BEDRDOM w1185 e 0.35 1n 569 R2J15 BEDROOM W1LRS 4.16 416 387 157 018 4.59
R7{9% UVING ROOM WwWiLme P28 617 104 e R7/86 LIVING ROOM W11/85 27 287 X, E 2] o.08 LTS
Apartment No. 15 The Quadrangle Apartment No. 13 The Quadrandgle

R0 BEDROOM W1O/80 918 u.iz 0.06 78 R3/BO0 BEDROOM Wi ia 5. 422 4.22 108 19.95
R4/80 EEOROOM Wi »52 .53 839 p- 1 R4/R0 BEDROOM w0 7.5 7.8 .77 5T 1.4 .5
Apartment No. 20 The Quadrangle ' Apartroent No. 20 The Quadranale

R5/80 BEDROOM Woybo .74 058 (&3 2.4 R5/80 BEDROOM. Wim0 7.n .23 5.8 5.58 1.5% 2143
R&/8D BEDROOM w7mo me p.i¥ox] nes unn R&/30 BEDROOM Wi 3.3 524 +.00 408 118 205
Apartment No. 21 The Quadrangle Aparimant 83, 21 Tha Quadranale

RIf01’ wioml 0.8 ax 495 200 R3f81 w101 5.4 5.43 4.50 4.5 an 17.01
R4/EL wo/aL 30.56 .75 . 3.5 R4/81 WL 7.4 7.46 416 6.15 1.0 17.48
Apartment No. 22 The Quadranala No. 2 The di k

Rs/81 kT 0.7} .25 4 MM RS/81 WiRL 7.4t 72 607 &Q7 135 18.13
R6J81L w7l 88 2.3 r.is 5.37 RE6j21 wim 537 5.37 4.38 439 100 18.57
Apartment No. 23 Tha Quadrangle Apartmant No. 23 The Quadrangle

R3/82 BEDROOM WImL 1125 8.5 5.66 1.1l R3fE2 BEDROOM w2 5.5 5.58 480 460 017 1w
Ra/N2 BEDROOM waez 194 w08 5.86 18,35 R4/82 BEDROOM wim TAS 7E5 6.57 657 108 14.15
Apartmant No. 24 The Quadranale Apartmant No. 24 The Quadrangle

R5/92 BEDROOM w782 nrs 5,66 6.08 19.18 RS/82 BEDROOM. WIE2 781 161 5.4 5499 112 140
R5/81 BEDROOM W62 3091 24.76 6.15 1990 RE{02 BEDROOM W2 5.5 552 459 459 o 14.99
Apartmant No. 25 The Quadrangla Nou 25 Tha d |

RN BEDROCM, Wo/E3 3233 28.07 4.2 133 R3/8D BEDROOM w3 R 57 513 513 a50 10.43
R4je3 BEDRDOM Wi/ 397 .53 442 n4a R4/83 BEDROOM wa/sa 758 186 101 7.0 .85 10.76
Apartment Ho. 26 Tha Quadrangle No. 26 Tha drang!

RI/E3 BEDROOM wHml 3201 2.1% 462 14.00 R5/83 BECROOM w3 m 782 695 6.95 Qsa 1.2
A6/ BEDROOM WE/83 o7 139 468 14.59 RE/BY BEDROOM WE/) 560 558 5.4 S.04 D.65 1.3
Apartment No. 27 The Quadrangls Apartment No. 27 The Quadrangle

RJ/84 BEDROOM Wi ns3 B/EKI 3.0 8952 RajB4 BEDROOM Wo/s4 592 552 LE ] 54 04 740
R4/04 BEDROOM WBAs Hnw 095 ER Y 5.6 R4/84 BEDROOM wa sm 808 746 7 a5z H
Apsrtmant No. 28 The Quadrangle Apartment Mo, 28 Tha Quadranqle

R5/94 BEDROOM Wik 12 x0.59 1.3 9.07 R5/194 BEDRODOM W 805 B.0S 20 .39 068 8.4
REjN4 BEDROOM WE/B4 B43 0.4 R 10,14 RE[B4 BEDROOM Whin4 58 s5s8 540 540 04 a3
Apartment No. 29 Tha Quadrangls Apartmant Ne. 29 Tha Quadranals

R3/ES BELROOM winfas 5.07 3316 9 545 R3/85 BEDROOM W0/a5 614 6.14 5 584 0.30 .81
R4/2S BEDROGOM. W9/ES 1507 3.10 157 582 R4j8S BEDRQOM wI/es BB L ¥ 788 7.88 041 497
REJUG LIVING ROOM Win/et p¥ ] »n 115 n R&/BE LIVING ROOM w10/ 1% ER) EX ] 14 e 29
Apa: M. 30 The Quad ¢ Apartmant No. 30 The Quadranals

R505 BEDROOM weas 9] mn 2.14 6.13 R5/BS BEDROOM WaRes B [ F. .82 7482 K] 5.36
RE/ES BEDRDOM w7es 3493 Er A 3 17 5.2 RE/85 BEDROOM L 6.12 6.1 578 5. 0.33 5.4
R5/B6 LIVING ROOM W38 3559 n» 1.3 346 R5/86 LIVING ROOM W 186 EL X XL 612 116
A Mo, 31 Tha Quad, I Apartmant No, 31 The Quadranale

R7/80 BEDROOM WE/S0 26.65 17.72 893 3351 R7/{80 GEDROOM W80 180 160 2.7 2.7 0.84 na
RE/80 BEGROOM W50 382 1549 8.3 M7 RE/H#D BECROOM W5/80 150 150 j R H 145 0.45 3.5

AmETAEE 1o



LOTS ROAD DAYLIGHT ANAL YIS
CHELSEA SCHEME RECENVED 1111102
LONDON SWiD COMPARED TO EXISTING BUILDINGS

EXISTING PROPOSED LO5S "%l 0SS EXISTING PROPO!

Roam Room Lse Window VSL NSC VSC YiC Room Room Liva Window ADF_ TOTAL ADF

Agartment No, 32 The Quadrangls Apartment No, 32 The Quadranate

R17/80 BEDRCOM W2 n» 067 12 ¥%.18 R17/80 BEDROOM wirm 6.0% 490

A17j80 BEDROOM it 1x Lt mn 882 R17/BO BEDROOM WIS/ 1.41 7.4 046 486 160 M
R1%/80 BEDROOM WIS nrn z2a 10.5% o .3 R18/B0 EEDROOM wiy/s0 49 1.9

R1&/B0 BEDROOM wam 558 0.00 668 £00.00 EEDROOM w2 am a0

Riz/ED BEDROOM WILM an 047 090 7 Ri0j80 BEDROOM WiLm 19 .23 n e 106 nn

-

A1s/sa Ralay W30/%0 b . 0.0 82 R19/00 Balcony 1493 14.50 4.2 14.24 0.0 a7
R20/80 BEDROOM W2/ 87 a7 0.720 242 R20/80 BEDROOM w280 sn 512 5.0 523 6.10 180
Apartmant No. 33 The Quadranale Apargmant No. 33 The Quadranale

RY®0 BEDROOM Wa/m0 nn 1787 .85 9 R9/ED GEDROOM WA EE ) 1.4 ) 243 059 68
R10/80 BEDROOM wim ».3n 1875 1153 071 R10/80 BEDROOM am N 152 152 [ ] B.93
R11/80 MITCHEN W2 on 15.50 11.20 L1 R11/80 KTCHEN W 2% 180 00 100 [F ) an
RI12/B0 LIVING ROOM wl/so M 171 11 .41 nyen LIVING ROOM Wi 1n 112

R12/80 LIVING ROOM w2 N5 19.67 us 3706 R12/B0 LIVING ROOM wam 297 15

Rizien UVING ROOM W2/ 1.5 (Y .52 987 R12/EBO UVING ROOM W 166 6,96 0.06 15 193 45.42
Apartmant No. 34 The Quadrangle Apartmunt No. 34 Tha Quadraagie

RTf01 wem a0 19.77 753 785 A7l e/ 368 3.68 29 196 o.rn t9.59
Ra/m wiEl 2.0 17.18 715 nn Rajel Wiml 193 j %2 ) 154 1.54 [} 1983
Apartmant No. 35 The Quadrangle Apartment Ne. 35 The Quadranals

R17j8% SEDROOM wism 4l .32 909 7un R17/E1 BEDROOM wisal N +.58

Ri7iN BEDROOM Wiy LX) 142 .46 aMq1 R17/81 BEDROOM, wiys 1 715 o352 510 208 - & ]
RibfeL BEDROOM w2181 MEL 2%.28 8% #15 R18/H1 BEDROOM wriml 450 17

R1B/&1 BEDROOM W3X/81 x4 2958 0.7 143 R18/01 BEDROOM W0/ 4.3 4035

R1B/31 BEDROOM wizm 703 0.37 566 9474 R18/781 REDROOM W3sL 0% 9.61 0.0 7.95 1487 17.39
R19/31 Bakmny wam1 032 267 0.65 Lis ris/81 Baknar wam 15.15 15.35 1509 15.09 0.2% L.66
R20/81 BEDROOM WL 0.1 .14 057 186 Rxofei BEDROOM w1 5.9 5.5 5.50 5.50 0.08 145
Apartmant No. 36  The Quadranale Apartmant No. 36 The Quadrancia

R/ 0L BEDROOM w4l 30.90 20.51 1039 3362 R3/21 BEDROOM W4l 3.5 267

f9fu1 BEDROOM wi7/el n.m 17.89 335 1592 R9/91 BEDRDOM wiTL n 6.2? FEL 511 1.18 18.5%
R10/81 BREDROOM wamsL %47 19.36 .11 M1 R10/81 BEDROOM Wiml 18 wm 10 110 059 24.80
R11/81 KITCHEN wam [01 15.09 992 .20 Ai1fa1 KITCHEN w1 m M 8 218 o 4.54
R12/A1 LIVING ROOM w181 862 19.88 5.76 1293 R12/81 LIVING ROOM wimi 159 145

R12/01 UIVING ROOM W25/81 7.7 o4 296 27.58 R12/81 LIVING ROOM Wil 0% 24

A12/81 LIVING ROOM W27m .94 1.4 668 .13 R12/E1 LIVING ROOM wars 171 LY 066 4.51 s 32.24
R21/81 BEDROOM wismeL pLEY 15.73 6 14.58 AZ1/91 BEDROOM wiafl 1M L7 1.59 1.59 018 9.01
Apartment No. 37 Ths Quadrangle Apartment No. 37 Tha Quadranala

R7/82 BEDROOM w5/82 . Jral 22.00 6.1 2.00 R7/82 BECRCOM W58 3.7% .7 317 317 0.59 1571
R8/22 BEDROOM. wang Fal ) 1899 547 36l RA/8Z BEDROOM WaB2 153 195 164 1.64 [ 1131 15.02
Agartmant No, 38 The Quadranale Apartmant No. 33 The Quadranqgie

R17/%2 BEOROOM W2is2 e a2 6.28 18.2 R1i7/82 BEDROOM wom 48 415

R17/82 BEDRODM wilmz 908 17 535 5912 R17/a2 BEDRDOM wiis2 L4 6.32 250 508 127 2012
R1E/22 BEDROOM wziel 1n Fob ] 394 1682 R18782 BEOROGM wumi 3.9 108

A1s/82 BEDROOM wan/al N 31,94 (11 1569 R1Dj02 BEDROOM wan k5 1.3

R18/82 BEDROOM wWiys 750 m 157 €227 [bLF:r) BEDROOM Wiz 0.8 a7 0.56 5.94 [1h-k] 1,82
R15/82 Hakany w22 z5n 12.00 0.51 1.57 Rig/e2 Bakoey Wi 1.2 5.2 1602 16.02 o 128
R20/32 BEDROOM W/R2 1267 priva] 0.44 1.35% R20/82 BEDROOM w2s/02 449 449 444 4.44 D.os 109
Apartment No, 39 The Quadrangls Apartment No, 39 Tha Quadrangla

R3/82 BEDROOM Wik 31.06 a2 BE4 mn R9J02 REDROOM wim 167 1312

R9f82 BEDROOM wism 22.587 pL A 275 1213 R9/B2 BEDROOM wisar 204 4.50 261 393 0.57 1070
R10/82 BEDROOM ws .50 2335 as5s 25,80 R10/82 BEDROOM wime 614 4.14 489 489 1.2% 20.31
Ril/u2 KITCHEN wam 163 an nis ».37 R11/82 KITCHEN w2l 609 6.09 488 409 a 15.69
R12/92 LIVING ROOM wLBz u97 1.9 8.04 583 R1Z/32 LIVING ROOM w1l 093 .75

R12/02 LIVING ROOM W28 313.55 nn 517 18.39 R12/92 LIVING ROOM W/BL 315 268

Ri2/82 LIVING ROOM Ws/B2 B47 3.60 447 0.5 R12/82 LIVING ROOM WsmB2 177 5.64 113 4.56 1.3 m
R11/82 BEDROOM Wism2 19.52 17.33 219 112 R21782 REBROOM wisiaz 101 181 168 168 0.1¥ 7.03
Apartmant No. 40 The Quadrangle A Na. 40 Tha Quad: L

AZ/83 BEDROOM wsm) 5.4 24.52 472 15.14 R7/83 BEDROOM w5/l 186 385 bE i} ER 0] 0.46 1.82
RB/B3 BEDRQOM W/l 15.43 20.90 +.53 17.81 Ra3/83 BEDROOM W48 19 1.5 174 1.74 0.24 1219
Agartmant Na, 41 The Quadranals Apartmant bo. 41 Tha Ouadranaly

R17783 BEDROOM wom i 66 in 10.4% R17783 BEDROOM w2 49 453

R17/83 BEDROOM Wi 9.19 5.77 Rl 7u R172/92 BEDROOM wilnl 145 6.44 113 5.67 0.7 1208
R18/83 wamsl 1599 3.3 353 10.25 R1&/83 wifal 186 132
FRE TS kY W28/83 po. 1 34.36 040 1.18 A18/83 W28/8] 154 151

R18/03 wiue 788 500 n 35.37 Rigf83 w3zgl 056 B.1& 0.7 .59 0.57 6.94
R19/83 Bakony w27/ un Ml 017 106 n19/e3 Balcony w3 7u 170 1708 17.05 0.18 0.9%
R20/83 BEDROOM w83 M 34.51 032 092 R20/83 BEDROOM w251 a4 4.7 470 4.70 004 05z

WL TV



LOTS ROAD
CHELSEA
LONDON §W10

DAYLIGHT ANALYE(S
SCHEME RECEIVED 281102
COMPARED TO EXSSTING BULDINGE

EXISTING PROPOSED LOSS Yl 0SS EXISTING
Room Room Use Window (51 VS VSC viL Raem Rocm Use Window ADF__10TAL
Apartmant No. 42 Tha Quadrangie Aparthent No. 42 The Quadrangle
RS/23 BEDROOM Wil n 2554 .73 0EE RI/EI BEDRODM wim 1.73
R9/33 BEDROOM wism3 “.52 an 214 8.7 Asfel BEDROOM WwWisml 300 473
R10/E3 BEDRDOM, wazm 318 .51 687 0.0 R10/83 BEDROOM wam 6,28 635
R11/3 KITCHEN win3 pex ] w47 6.51 1974 r11/83 KITCHEN win en én

-

R12/8) UVING ROOM wuel n% 5.8 528 19.56 A12/83 LIVING ROOM wisl o.97
R12/83 LIVING ROOM wi4ja3 nn 0.5 1% 10.92 R12/83 LIVING ROOM w24/ 3.
R11/83 LIVING ROGM w2sm .05 5483 i 1565 R12/83 LIVING ROOM w25/l 184 605
R21/81 BEDRDOM WisR) mnar 19.19 188 s R BEDROOM W15m) 15 183
Apartmant No. 43 The Quadrangie Apartment Nex 43 The Quadrangle
R7/e4 BEDROOM Wi 0.5 27.1) 137 105 AT {84 BEDROOM W5B4 EL ] iR
RB/24 BEDROOM W4/ne x09 .80 P ] 1261 RRiS4 BEDROOM WA 20 o
Agartment No. 44 Tha Quadrangle Apartmant No. 44 The Quadranate
Ri7ind4 BEDROOM w2384 3¥%.10 nM 88 792 R17/04 BEDROOM W2 S09
R17i04 BEDROOM wil/ss .32 579 253 2718 R17/84 REDROOM W3lme 14 6.5%
Ri8/84 BEDROOM WL 3.5 1140 29 902 Ris/e4 BEDROOM WL a7
R18/84 BEDROOM WZa /a4 92 ;LS .27 on Ris/84 BEDROOM W24 375
R18/z4 EEDROOM WIZB L2} €02 fAt ) 2.9 R1D/84 BEDROOM WL (K} 844
R19/04 Bakony W2 %.99 %.M4 0.28 058 R1%/84 Bakony WIT 825 1828
R20/04 BEDROOM W2E4 3692 R o2 057 R20/04 BEDROOM W26/84 501 $o01
BApartmant No. 45 The Quadrangle Apartmant No. 45 The Ouadrangle
R9j84 BEDROOM W3/ae 1342 n.7 470 14.06 RS REDROOM. W34 18
R9/2a BEDROOM Wis/m 2704 5.52 1.5 5852 R4 BEDROCM Wil an 504
R10704 BEDROOM wise .36 371 4.65 1153 R10/84 BEDROOM W4 6.54 654
Ri1/84 KITLHEN Wime 3 I 4,52 133 R11/84 KITCHEN we4 6.5 6.51
RIZi84 LIVING ROOM wifee e B0 439 1233 R12/04 UVING ROOM W14 1m
R1Z/94 UVING ROOM W24/ 9 na .69 769 R12{04 LIVING ROOM W24/84 k-
R12/84 LIVING ROOM W25 9.56 p¥- ] ¥ WMos R12/84 LIVING ROGM WS/ 183 5.19
R21/04 BEDROOM WIG/B4 .53 a3 1.2 533 R21/84 BEDROOM W15/04 1.5¢ 158
Apartment No. 45 The Dusdranale A No. 46 Tha Quad 1
R7/85 BEDROOM WE/BS 15 xneol 14 LX) R7/85 BEDRODM WE/SS 4.8 418
RB/AS5 BEDROOM w585 ne7 77 210 82 RA/BS BEDROOM LT H] 206 06
R4/E6 LIVING ROOM Wa/es w27 2706 1 4.8 R4/08 LIVING ROOM WH/sE ERE ] 315
A No. 47 Tha di ! Apartmant Mo, 47 The Quadrangle
R17/85 BEDROOM W2B/8s .40 nx im LEX R17/85 BEDROOH W2 R )
R17/85 BEDROOM WIS 14.04 152 52 1755 R17/85 BEDROOM wiyes 1.4 527
f1L/e5 BEDROOM wasmes nn M 0.18 0.47 R10/BS BEDROOM wisas z.61
K185 BEDROOM Wt el 3585 Mo o597 0 R10/05 BEDROOM WERS a8
R1B/E5 BEDROOM wizes 194 10.% im 1731 R1&/0S BEDROOM W32/85 1.2 635
R13/85 Raiony Wia/Bs 1 3868 0.16 on A19/8% Balcony w2l 1785 1785
R20/3S BEDROOM Wil 3|52 n»7 0.15 033 RZ0/85 BEDROGM W21/85 3.5 50
[:3§¥] LIVING ROOM W4/ e 34.75 0.10 0.28 R11/06 LIVING ROOM WS ais 2.8
Ri2/88 LIVING ROOM W5/85 .5 631 27 546 A12j88 LIVING ROOM WS 457 457
Apsrtmant No. 48 Tha Quadrangle A No. 4% The d )
Ro/a5 BEDROOM W4/ms 35.32 3253 2. 790 R9/8S BEDROOM waas 399
R9/0S BEDROOM w17l 30.08 D18 052 .06 R9/85 BEDROGM wimms 34 146
A10/05 BEDROOM W¥B3 381 .10 2 a2 A10/85 BEDROOM wins 12 iz
R11/25 SITCHEN waes 3.5 .53 266 792 R11/85 KITCHEN WS 3 328
R12/85 LIVING ROGM W1/85 3482 .18 L4 7.58 R12/85 LIVING ROOHM wims 180
RrR12/08 LIVING ROOM W2 14.48 119 12 1581 R12/85 LUVING ROOM wxal 265
R12{085 LIVING ROOM WXIRS 15.04 1169 235 1552 Al2jaes LIVING ROOM WS n 797
R21/85 BEDROOM WIS 4.3 s 073 300 RZ1J05 BEDROOM WisAs 20 i
R1/86 LIVING ROOM. WISt 35.04 .9 125 149 RL{8§ LIVING ROCM wme a5 256
R2/06 LIVING ROOM WEBE %47 H2 3 617 R2/R6 LIVING ROOM W6/ES 5.47 547
R3/8E RIVING ROOM wims -3 b b3 .45 167 R3fes LIVING ROOM wiss 407 407
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LOT& ROAD
CHELSEA
LONDON SWie

DAYLIGHT ANALYELS
SCHEME RECEIVED ZR11002

COMPARED TO EXISTING BULDINGS

I_ EXISTING  PROPOSED 0SS %LOSS EXISTING

Aoom Room Use Window VEC vse vsC VEC FRioom Room Usa Window A0F_ [OTAL

The Chambers Tha Chamben

R1/90 W6/50 5 755 0. 204 a1/y0 WE/50 311 31

R2/30 W70 5. 508 0.2 507 R2i%0 WI50 wn F A2}

RI/90 Wi B0 6.72 6.7 0.45 [ %] R3f%0 wamo o 188 7 rh
Rafon w50 181 1308 225 1242 Ra/s0 - wos0 i 1m 1.54 1.54
R5/50 Wigs0 Al 213 105 2% RS/30 W10/0 59| 559 5., S8
RE/90 Wiy %549 e im 14.35 REf90 w1im0 [T T F ) 820 [®.]
A7i90 W1z/90 6.12 20 412 15720 R71%0 w1230 632 R 58 83
REJ30 wis0 1387 12,73 0.4 10 RE/90 w550 b2 ] 287

REJ90 wiyso 15.46 10.56 +.90 nsy Raf90 w150 EYTRE & 3.59 5.4
R9/90 w1450 14.51 (%1 626 4234 R9/90 W14/90 4 4an 184 344
R10/%0 Wm0 %950 DM .06 (-] R10/50 Wi 600 5.54

R10/90 w1550 15.3 761 i 0.6 R10/%0 wite 40 W0 08 .52
R11/90 w2550 Erat 1519 197 (%] Aa11/%0 W20 660 650 (¥ [
R12/%0 w3/ 7.5 3551 1.57 419 R12/90 w0 L ¥ I B ] 882 [7+]
R13/90 W4/S0 37.55 36.40 118 3.09 R13/90 W40 68 684 6.63 651
R1/91 WeS1 355 283 0.2 347 AL/ WE/S1 a0y 409 400 400
R2/91 w2g1 an an 0.9 n R2/931 w1 4% 4% 24 4.4
N wam 237 ) an L 567 R3/91 w1 416 416 an1 40
Ra/91 Wo/s1L 1853 17.01 166 LX) R4/91L w1 18 19 145 145
RS5/91 w1001 %% zine n 9.15 RS/91 w1051 4R an 405 4.05
R6/91 Wwils1 naz 428 104 11.43 RE6/91 wist 05 s08 .65 155
R7/91 wizm b1 21 267 LM 1204 R7/9% w251 458 4% 119 1%
RE/%1 w1351 2.0 1827 19 2.55 RE/91 wiysl 16 161 1.51 151
991 W51 1431 1418 0.13 L% RIM91 WS 1m 1.77

R3/91 W14/51 »na 259 554 .96 991 W491 0 59 151 5.9
R10/91 wism1 nR 228 8.47 .57 R10/91 wissL 555 5.8 442 442
R11/91 wim 36.10 3348 2462 7.5 ALL191 wusL 1% 214

f11/91 wism 0.9 nm .79 nn Aii9l w1551 44 1M 139 [ %]
R12/91 w2A1 %58 1500 188 1.5 R12/91 WZN1 451 483 a3 4N
R13/31 wWast 718 1587 1.3 352 R1I/9K wisL 613 61 s 592
R14/91 Was1 3747 38.50 057 .59 R14/91 WASL a5 a8z 4.9 4.40
R1f92 W62 an 2R 062 219 R1/92 w692 M iy i
R2/92 w2 2747 =7 0.65 251 A2/92 w1 4% 456 448 448
R3/92 wam2 70 w40 0$2 .36 R3/92 Wiz w8 29 82 1 H]
R4/92 woNZ 21.04 19.7% 1.25 S.54 R4[92 wem2 184 164 1.50 1.58
R5/92 w10/92 7.0 %89 1.5 6,63 R5/92 wWi0/52 2% 2% 7 28
RE/92 Wi 30,55 nx 245 7.9 RE/92 wus sos 5.8 “H LX)
R7/92 w1251 -1 R X ] w56 R7192 w1292 0 300 80 1m0
RE/S2 W1VS nxn W58 t.62 13 RE/92 w1Ine in 1 152 1862
Re/92 wsp2 1681 16.68 013 .77 R9/92 w582 17 1.74

A9r92 w1492 2,28 2785 540 16.24 R9}92 Wi492 F1 R ) 24 417
Rt0f92 w1582 ne %85 (1] 30 R1D/92 . w582 55 5s2 462 462
R11/%2 wim 37.55 LY. ] 2% .02 R11/92 wimz % 107

R11/92 W15/52 3391 %03 728 0 R11/52 WEEAZ 647 wn 544
R12/92 w2s2 17569 %26 1.4 1’ R12/92 w2 LEL I R 1] 1% 199
R13/92 Wi/s2 3195 26.64 L1 292 R13/92 Wiz 581 S 553 5.6)
R14/92 W42 1750 107 08 219 R14f92 was2 401 401 352 391
RL/93 W63 3104 n58 LE ] 1.55 R1{93 we/9 0+ 304 100 100
R2/43 wWs3 1043 597 045 151 R2193 w7 ez 49 4.6 485
f3/93 wa/9) 2019 863 .56 185 R3/92 we m an 1.06 1.06
R4/53 w9/5] .14 nw 0.54 406 R4J93 w93 17 17 1™ 170
R5/53 w1 344 .07 137 436 R5/93 wWi0/93 w3 3 292 192
R&/93 w118 »ns 0392 1n 5.5y RE/9Y w1193 5% 5% 512 5.12
R7/93 w19 3204 015 189 590 R7/53 w1293 3 10 10
R2/93 w1193 2426 254 132 S44 R8/93 w133 1% 180 1M 174
A9/93 wis 1873 13,61 0.1z 0.64 R2/93 w53 1.85 1.86

R§/93 WisMd .55 2069 387 1.0 R9/93 W14/93 W0 4% 62 440
R10793 w153 i1 08 sm 1427 105932 W15/53 $.69 543 50 501
R11/93 w192 7.0 *.00 182 480 R11/93 w19 .} 113

A11/93 WisM3 35.05 238 587 15.18 R11/93 WEN3 10 63 260 57
R12/93 w23 38,00 36.83 117 108 12793 W93 a1 418 405 +.0%
R13/93 w39 .23 1733 050 2.35 R13/93 w53 585 5.88 L, 571
R14/93 wa/ 39.14 37.47 067 1.7 R14/93 WA/S3 401 403 156 1%
R1/94 W6/54 33.50 258 032 L.58 R1j94 WE/S4 10 120 318 116
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION I E ROYAL

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX OUGH OF

Executive Director M J FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cert TS 'T
| L

Lance Harris Switchboard: ) 64

Anstey Horne ' Extension: 2467
Direct Line: 020 7361 2467

g Lodﬂg Lane Facsimile: 020 7361 3463

ondon Email: johnw.thorne@rbke. gov.uk

EC1A 9HF KENSINGTON
23/01/2003 AND CHELSEA

My reference: DPS/DCSW/JT Your reference: LJH Please ask for: John W Thorme

/PP/02/1324
Dear Mr Harris

Town & Country Planning Act 1990
Lots Road Power Station Redevelopment

Furthe to my letter of 4™ September 2002 and our subsequent site visit, please find enclosed application
plans and Environmental Statement Appendix K2 in respect of the proposed redevelopment of the
above site.

I would be most grateful if you could carry out an analysis of the Gordon Ingram report and its
conclusions. It is my intention to make the scheme the subject of a report to this Council’s Planning

Services Committee in March 2003.

Please contact me on the above number if you wish to discuss the matter further or require additional
information.

Yours sincerely

John W Thorne 7 @

Area Planning Officer
For Executive Director, Planning & Conservation



Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Directorate of Planning Services - Policy Observations

TP No: Address: Date Received Date of Ops.
PP/02/1324 | Lots Road Power Station 27/1/03
UDP Prop Alts ) ’ Obj. No obj. \
Paras/Policies
Development: Revised proposals HMO? No. of Dwelling Units
Existing Proposed
D.C. Officer Policy Officer
JT cIT

Comments:

Mix of commercial uses.

I note that the applicants have stated that they have not proposed a change in the quantum of
commercial and retail floorspace. However, I am concerned that the revisions have resulted in a 34
per cent reduction of light industrial floor space {from 1571 sq m. proposed in the June application to
just 1031 sq. m. currently proposed.) The light industrial floor space would be restricted to part of
the ground floors of Blocks KC1 and KC2 and part of the basement of KC3. The proposed office
floor space has remained largely unchanged, at 4961 sq. m.

This 540 sq. m. reduction in light industrial floor space has largely been due to the provision of a
nursery, with a floor area of 418 sq. m., on the ground floor of a reconfigured Block KC2. 1 also note
that the light industrial floor space originally proposed on the ground floor of Block KC4 has been
replaced with residential accommodation.

As discussed in the observations for the June application, the site should make an important
contribution to the stock of business premises and employment activity within the Zone. Light
industrial units are considered to play a particularly valuable part in fulfilling this role. Therefore, the
reduction in the provision of light industrial floor space is a retrograde step.

I note that the proposed nursery has been provided following discussions with the Council. Itis a
social and community use which will play a positive role and as such it is welcomed. However, it
should not be provided at the expense of light industrial floorspace. Does the nursery meet the
standards expected by OFSTED? Have the applicants spoken to Education to ensure that the most
appropriate form of nursery care is provided?

The applicants should amend the proposals to ensure that the 1570 sq. m. of light industrial floor
space, proposed in the June application, is maintained. (The loading bay on the ground floor of Block
KC3 was not included in the calculations of B1(c) floor space in the June application, and should not
be included as such now.) A possible solution may be for the applicants to revert to the original light
industrial use of the ground floor of Block KC4. As well as allowing for the provision of a nursery
yet maintaining adequate levels of light industrial floor space it would have the secondary benefit of
maintaining the entirely commercial nature of the Lots Road frontage of the scheme. The commercial
frontage was seen as a positive feature of the June proposals as reinforces the Employment Zone'’s
commercial character. The proposed affordable housing units should be located elsewhere within the
scheme.

Housing

The amendments would seem to be in line with the discussions held with Stan Logan of Housing. I
note that 35 percent of the proposed units will be managed by a RSL, whether as rented
accommodation or as part of a shared ownership scheme. I understand the accommodation type has
been the subject of other discussions and is considered to be “affordable”. The 5 percent of units
taking the form of key worker housing will be over and above the 35 percent of conventional
affordable housing. - -

Top copy DC case file; Second copy to Policy Obs. file; third copy to be retained by Policy Officer




Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Directorate of Planning Services - Policy Observations
Notwithstanding my concerns about the loss of light industrial floor space the relative pro ortlon of
residential/non residential uses remains unchanged. The propertion of residential floor spac
appropriate for a mixed used proposal within a Major Development Site within the Emplo
Zone.

A breakdown of the net internal floor areas of the proposed residential units would be useful to ensure
that all units comply with the Council’s relevant Housing Standards. In a scheme such as this I would
expect all accommodation to comply with these minimum standards. Similarly, have the discussions
regarding access to those with special mobility needs and the ‘lifetime homes’ been resolved?

Light industrial uses

My original comments concerning the light industrial uses remain valid. A condition or S106
agreement will be appropriate to retain the supply of light industrial floor space, and preclude it from
changing to a Bl(a) use. We have yet to receive a diagram illustrating how the applicants intend to
service these units. This information would be useful. Similarly a detailed section illustrating the
floor/ceiling heights of these units would be useful. The applicants have stated that they still intend
to make some of these units available at a reduced rate to local businesses. Details have not been
supplied.

Gym use.
The original comments regarding the gym use remain valid. Reasonable access should form part of a
S106 agreement.

Retail use.

The supplied floor plans illustrate a food store with a floor area of approximately 500 sq. m. as well as
a chemist and a post office. These uses are welcomed although I do not know if the applicants have
specific operators in mind.

Social and community uses.

Section 5.3.1 of the applicant’s amended Environmental Statement still states that a number of
commercial and community uses will be provided which are intended to complement those which
already exist in the area. The amended plans do illustrate a doctor’s surgery. This is welcomed
aithough I do note that it will have a floor area of just 150 sq. m. Have they discussed this with the
RBK&C Primary Care Trust? Will it meet the Primary Care Trust standards? The Primary Care
Trust can be contacted at St Charles Hospital.

The applicants’ drawings do not appear to illustrate the propesed banking facilities or dentists surgery.
Is this an oversight or have the applicants yet to decide how these will be provided?

Thames Path

The applicants still do not appear to have supplied any details of the proposed Thames Path. Have the
applicants’ discussions with the Countryside Agency been concluded? Are the CountrySIde Agency
happy with the design? i

I understand that Vera Gajic has not been informed of any discussions relating to the provision of
construction training. A scheme of this size and type would proved an excelient opportunity to
provide employment/educational opportunities of this type. Provision of construction training should
be included as part of the S106 agreement. A draft SPG on this subject is being reported to the OSC
on 10" February.

K¥en McLoman 30102

Top copy DC case file; Second copy to Policy Obs. file; third copy to be retained by Policy Officer
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Qur ref: EN1493/389JM/TS Direct fax: 020 7928 0656 Date: 27 January 2003

Your ref: Direct email: j.r.marsh@waterman-group.co.uk
Rebecca Jane . - E = t
Environmental Quality Unit B_CEN':D ‘i
Environmental Services g
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Council Offices _ 28 JAN 2003
Pembroke Road
London W8 6PW : -

o . ENVIRONMSNTAL HEALTH

3 ' N R.B-K- & Co

Dear Rebecca

Re: Lots Road Air Quality Assessment and Environmental Management Plan

Further to your letters of 11" and 12" December 2002, | have now gathered responses from our team.
Thank you for the comments that you made, they were very constructive.

My colleague James Blake has responded by telephone on those issues relating to the air quality but, for
completeness, | have set out our response to both your letters ‘below. | have also received your letter of
23 January 2003 and the issues referred to are all being addressed.

Should you feel that there are any outstanding issues that require further discussion we would be pleased
to meet with you at your soonest convenience and clearly in view of the forthcoming Planning Committee
meeting we are eager to address any remaining matters as soon as possible.

With regard to the Draft EMP that was submitted with the ES, | have detailed below our response to each
of the issues. We trust that, at this stage, this provides you with sufficient comfort however, please can
you confirm whether you require the EMP to be reissued to you now and, if-so, can you request this under
Regulation 19 of the EIA Regulations | will telephone you, on your return to the office on Tuesday, to
discuss this.

Letter dated 12 December 2002 and Letter dated 23 January

Construction Traffic ‘

We note your comments. Whilst we would maintain that the modelling and comparisons made represent
a worst case situation, in response to your request, a detailed assessment of the anticipated construction
traffic generation (including transport for construction workers) is being undertaken by us with input from
Taylor Woodrow Construction and Symonds. This data will be added to the baseline flows in the RBKC's
existing. model to generate construction traffic modelling for 2004/2005. The results of this revised model

should be available on or around the 21 February and we will forward our report to you immediately

thereafter.

The graphical representation in the latest ES of the construction traffic generated by the proposed works
is not, in the opinion of Taylor Woodrow Construction, an underestimate. As noted in the ES these
graphs did not include light vehicles. Light vehicles and minibuses used to transport workers will,
however, be included in the construction traffic modelling. ’

Versailles Court 3 Paris Garden London SE1 8ND
1020 7928 7888 f 020 7928 0656 e environmental @ waterman-group.co.uk www.waterman-group.co.uk

Directors: Robert H. Campbell BSe CEng MICE M!StructE Simon Handy (MD} BSc(Hons) CEng MICE Alistair M. A. Dalziel BSc MBA CdipAF MCIM
David R. Thomson BS¢(Hons) MSc AIEMA Alex B. Tosett BSc MSc MCIOB IEng AMICE AIEMA Graham R. Hiscocks {Financial) BA{Hons) ACA
Reglonal Directors: David R. Brown BS¢(Hons) MSc Andrew Ferguson BSc(Hons) MRICS EARA David Hobson BTech CEng MICE MIHT

Director of Special Projects: John Whitham MMS MIEM Assoclates: John R. Marsh BSc{Hons) MS¢ FGS

Consultant: Ann Heywood BSc{Hons) FRICS FRGS MiMgt

Waterman Group OHices: Birmingham Bishop's Stortford Bristol Carditi Cirencester Cark Dubtin Dundee Edinburgh Glasgow Harpenden Leeds Lingfield
Lockington London Manchester Moscow Newcastle Sheffield Solihull Scuthamptan Sydney Warrington Warsaw

Waterman Environmanta! Limited Registared in England Number 2537063 Registered Offica Pickiords Whar! Clink Street London SE1 9DG




,

Model Validation

For your reference, please find enclosed the model validation data. It is our intention to incorporate this
data into an amalgamated report that will include the construction modelling. With regard to model
verification, CERC are satisfied with the performance of the model.

PM,s Medelling
As you are aware, modelling data for the year 2010 has now been incorporated in the latest ES and this

compares the results with the new EU and provisional Air Quality Strategy objectives.

Letter Dated 11 December 2002
Environmental Management Plan

Baseline Monitoring
I note your comment; | agree that the point of the baseline monitoring is to establish the current conditions

before any work is undertaken, so that any subsequent change can be noted, and actual effects of the
work on the environment established. So, for example, if independent short term works are taking place
that alter (increase) the noise or dust levels it would seem irrational (and, | wouid have thought, would not
suit your purposes) to define the baseline at this temporary heightened level, particularly if these works
cease immediately before the commencement of the works under our control. 1 think we are actually in
agreement on this point!

You may not be aware that the first activity that will be undertaken at the site as a whole will be the
demolition of the Qil Storage Building, which has an existing planning approval from Hammersmith and
Futham. We are currently finalising an (voluntary) EMP for the Qil Storage Building demolition and will be
submitting this to LBHF in due course. Baseline data for this initial work phase is presently being
collected and the intention is to use this data set for the main works EMP also. The extent of LUL
decommissiong works at the present is such that no noise or other impacts are perceptible beyond the
confines of the power station building and therefore we consider that this monitoring will represent an
appropriate baseline.

With a long-term construction programme, the ongoing monitoring provides an indication on how the
environment is changing and the EMP for each contract phase will be modified to suit.

In RBKC, the car park excavation and asbestos strip out works are proposed to commence in Spring
2004. The ongoing monitoring data from the Oil Storage Building demolition EMP can therefore be used
to update the main contract EMP. :

Creek Works

| note your comments. The intention is to undertake water quality measurements and regular visual
surveys of the creek and we have now included a monitoring procedure into the document. | have
spoken to Mr Peel and discussed our proposals with him and | await any further comments or requests
that he may have in this regard.

The Development Team

The Environmental Manager and independent Environmental Specialist will be employed by Circadian,
however, the identity of these individuals has not been agreed. Once appointments have been made for
the various roles and responsibilities outlined the EMP will be updated.



There will be a contractual requirement for the Principal Contractor to undertake mom oring at least twice
a week during the demolition and ground works for which they may employ an Environmental Manager or
use one of their engineers. Monitoring may be increased to a daily frequency if required.

It has been recommended that Circadian employ an environmental consultant/specialist who would be
independent of the contractor and provide independent monitoring of the works. This monitoring wouid
typically be weekly noise and dust monitoring during active periods, to audit the effectiveness of the EMP
and undertake reviews of the EMP at key stages.

We will be including in the specifications for alt work packages that the contractor shall conform to the
EMP and, of course, all statutory controls. We will seek prior agreement from you on the detail of the
EMP and such issues as the monitoring frequency and positions. The responsibilities of the Principal
Contractor and Independent Environmental Specialist will be agreed prior to the works and will be laid out
in the Contract Documents and added to the EMP when known.

The Programme and Works

Details of the proposed programme are provided in the latest ES.

The current provisional programme on Site A is for the basement car park excavation and ground
remediation to take place as a rolling programme between Spring 2004 and Autumn 2005. The Power
Station asbestos plant strip-out is scheduled for between Spring 2004 and Winter 2005. The main
construction works are phased between Autumn 2005 and late  2008.

The Remediation Strategy provides information on the remediation works but we will add a sentence to
the EMP cross-referring to this document.

Sensitive Receptors

People external to the site have been included. For the avoidance of doubt, we will make it clearer that
sensitive receptors such as schools and residential properties means the people in the buildings rather
than the buildings themselves. We will include groundwater in the sensitive receptors table for
completeness although it had already been considered elsewhere’in the document. )

We have not included on-site workers as a sensitive receplor since risks to on-site workers will be
controlled through use of Health and Safety (CDM) risk assessments which are not covered within this
document. The EMP is not intended to replace any statutory health and safety requirements.

Table 2
Asbestos

Your first two points are dealt with in the asbestos procedure in Section 6.2. The release of asbestos
fibres will be prevented by use of appropriate asbestos working methodologies that will be subject to
approval by the HSE.

The Contractor will be contractually required to comply with all relevant legistation together with HSE
approved Codes of Practice and guidance current at the time of the works; these will include, but not
necessarily be limited to, the following:



‘.

The Control of Asbestos at Work Regulations 2002
The Asbestos (Licensing) Regulations 1983 (as amended)
The Special Waste Regulations 1996 (as amended)
Construction (Design and Management) Regqulations 1994

The contractor will be contractually required through the Employers Requirements to provide their method
statements for dealing with such eventualities as the prevention of release of fibres to the atmosphere
and dealing with unforeseen asbestos. We will make it a requirement that they should submit to you
these method statements for your approval.

The actions are likely to be broadly in accordance with the following examples:

Methods for prevention of release of fibres to atmosphere

The methodology will obviously be dependant on the form of the asbestos encountered, its situation and
how friable it is. Typically, these will include the provision of double sheeted negqative pressure
enclosures and decontamination units. Asbestos waste such as lagging materiats will be double bagged
and placed in sealed containers before transporting them off-site. Responsibility for removing the
asbestos will rest with the competent contractors employed to remove it.

Decontamination Measures '
The decontamination measures will typically comprise a self contained purpose-built unit housing
separate 'clean’ and 'dirty’ areas and showering units and other welfare facilities.

Unforeseen asbestos

Again, the methodology will obviously be dependant on the form of the asbestos encountered, its
situation and how friable it is but it is likely to be in accordance with the following. All such methods will
be subject to HSE approval:

. If asbestos cement sheet (bound asbestos) is encountered, work in this particular area shall cease
and suitable measures such as damping down shall take place to prevent fibre dispersal. The
suspect material shall be clearly marked as such until confirmatory analysis can be undertaken.

e [f friable, damaged, non-intact lagging etc are encountered, again, all- work in the potentially affected
area will cease. Immediate containment measures will be put into place such as the covering and
damping down of the suspect material. Air testing will be undertaken immediately to record fibre

levels,

3. Noise and Vibration

Method Statements mean demolition and construction method statements. These have not been written
yet as, typically, they are drawn up once the contractors have been employed and will incorporate specific

techniques or equipment available to the contractor. Method Statements are a standard reqwrement on

demolition and construction sites and are wntten for each work task or area.

7. Road Footpath Congestion

Your Transportation and Highways Department will be contacted on by the contractor in due course to
agree the traffic management system We note that the EMP has been handed to your Transponatlon
andHighways Department. -




v

Use of the River:

Considerable work has been done in investigating the feasibility and practicality of using the river during
the construction period. As stated in para 6.7.7 of the December 2002 ES {page 50) we consider that
“there-could be a reduction of up to 50% of the vehicie movements over the duration of the construction
period through the use of barges”. A summary report of the research that has been undertaken is being
prepared and will be forwarded to you shortly.

6.2 Asbestos Removal

Air monitoring: we note your comment and would be pieased to copy you in on whatever information you
require. We will set up an ‘open book' arrangement, whereby the Council can come and inspect records
on site, although we will also regularly forward the monitoring data to your offices, if desired.

The details of the asbestos removal will be drawn up in a method statement once the contractors have
been appointed. This will be forwarded to the Council and will be subject to agreement of the HSE and
yourselves but it will not form part of the EMP.

We will insert a requirement to highlight asbestos monitoring results, which exceed the criteria. The
criteria for the monitoring will be in accordance with Health and Safety Executive guidance and will be
stated in the asbestos removal method statement.

6.3 Control of Emissions to alr

Pamping down is normally carried out using a spray hose to deliver a fine spray over potentially dusty
areas. This will be present on site at all times. As described further on in the procedure, damping down
(spraying) will be undertaken as required but particularly during dry and/or windy weather.

6.3.4 Action Level

The air quality monitoring is undertaken over a 5 or 15 minute sampling interval and is therefore
considered to be reasonable for this site. The same level has also been accepted on other sites
throughout London as a reasonable ‘trigger’ level. Visual observations of dust will also be responded to.

The EMP will covér the main construction phase of works as well as the remediation works; the
remediation strategy will cross-refer to the EMP and vice versa.

Details of the wheel washing that will be used will be submitted once we have further information from the
Contractors and know the location of Site plant.

Street sweeping will be a combination of manual sweeping by the Gateman and regular street sweeping
using a modern vehicle during the periods when lots of deliveries/iwaste disposal is being undertaken.
The street sweeping will be undertaken under contract, which will also require the street sweeper to be
called out at any time if the roads are getting noticeably dirty. .

We will amend Bullet point 8 to say that vehicles will have to be turned off at all times when not in use.
Yes, a map will be provided showing dust monitoring positions once agreed. It is likely that up to 8

positions will be established and monitoring from a selection of these will be chosen, dependent upon the
working areas.



Monitoring will be undertaken at least twice a week during demolition and groundwork i ore
frequent during other phases of the works. At other times, the frequency of monitoring will be dependent
upon the type of work being undertaken. The required frequency will be determined by the independent
environmental consultant during their weekly monitoring visits.

Due to the higher cost of permanent dust monitors, coupled with difficulties 'securing an uninterrupted
power supply and protection of these monitors, mobile monitoring only is proposed. Fewer positions
could be monitored in this manner and it would be more difficult to move the-monitors to respond to-
changes in working areas and wind conditions. '

Approximately 2 dust deposition gauges will be located on the site perimeter. The monitors will have to
be located within the site boundary to prevent damage or vandalism and therefore, due to space
constraints, we would be unable to have any more gauges around the perimeter of Site A. You are
correct in assuming that deposition gauges collect a sample of dust whereas hand held dust monitors
give an average reading over a specified time period.

6.8. Waste Management and Minimisation ‘
' |

We will add a paragraph detailing the procedure for ensuring that the material is uncontaminated. |
\

|

|

6.13 Monitoring

The general review is undertaken weekly by the independent environmental consultant during key phases
of the work. Audits will be undertaken less frequently during the final stages of construction and fit-out
when the risks are significantly lower. Frequency for these audits will be agreed with RBKC and LBHF at
the time.

Other Issues
We will expand upon waste storage issues in the waste management and minimisation section.

We acknowledge that the concrete crusher will need to be authorised. The equipment will also be
modern, comply with relevant British Standards and be regularly maintained to ensure that noise and dust
is kept to a minimum.

it should be noted that the EMP will be revised for each contract package to ensure that it remains
relevant to the work being undertaken at the time. At this stage it is very difficult to provide details on a
number of issues until we are able to discuss working methods with the contractors, who will not be
employed until planning permission has been granted. This also enables us to incorporate specific,
bespoke environmental controls that the contractors may have at their disposal

Yours sincerely

a——

Do

John Marsh

ce John Thorne - RBKC
Jim Pool — Montagu Evans
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CERC

Cambridge Environmental Research Consultants Ltd

WA TN LT T SRARAL King’

- Telephone (01223) 357773 WiiE Sl A 3 King's Parade
Facsimile (01223) 357492 DIR/ASSOC EAZGAS .| Cambridge
E-mail: cerc@cerc.co.uk ACTIONBY SPLETED CB2 18J
Web site: http://www.cerc.co.uk 5‘:_" N "@\—:ﬂ_ ) UK
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Dear James

Validation report for the Roval Borough of Kensington & Chelsea

In response to your request, please find enclosed a description of the validation work carried
out as part of our Central London study.

This work is part of the air quality modelling study carried out for the nine boroughs
comprising the Central London Cluster Group for the Stage 4 Review and Assessment of Air
Quality. The enclosed description is Section 7 of the final report provided to the Royal
Borough of Kensington & Chelsea in June 2002.

Comparisons of modelled and measured NO, and PM; data for 1999 were made at
monitoring sites within the Central London Cluster Group area. The comparison shows good
agreement between modelled and measured data at the majority of monitoring sites,
indicating that the modelling approach and emissions data are suitable for the current
situation. Provided that the estimates of emissions for future years are accurate, the predicted
future concentrations will therefore give a robust indication of whether or not the AQS
objectives will be met by 2004 and 2005. “

Please let me know if you need any further information about this.

Yours sincerely

S WDl

Sarah Wilkinson
Consultancy Team Leader &4 C .

- Directors: D.J. Carmuthers BS¢ PhD  J.C.R. Hunt MA PhD FRS FIMA P.F, Linden BSc MS¢ PhD  T.J. Newton MAMBA MIMgt ACA ATII
Principal Consultams: N.C. Daish MA PhD  J. Handley BSc PhD  C.A, MeHugh MA PhD
' Associate Consufiants: R.E. Beitter MA PhD  S.B. Dalziel BEng PhD  R.J. Perkins BSc
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7. Current situation

For the current situation the model set-up has been validated by comparing predicted
concentrations with measured values at monitoring sites with the modelled area. The monitoring
sites considered in this study are shown in Figure 7.1. Table 7.1 lists the monitoring sites and
shows the data availability for each pollutant. '

Table 7.1. Monitoring sites

_ Data capture (%)
Monitoring site Borough ' NO; PM;o
Cromwell Road Kensington and Chelsea 98 -
Southwark Urban Southwark 93 -
Southwark Roadside | Southwark 50 -
Lewisham Lewisham 95 -
Hackney Hackney 71 -
Bridge Place Westminster 86 - -
Marylebone Road Westminster 93 95
North Kensington Kensington and Chelsea 97 9%
Swiss Cottage Camden 97 94
West London Kensington and Chelsea 98 -
Islington Islington 81 80
Senator House Corporation 95 -
Bloomsbury Camden 92 96
Oxford Street Westminster - 94
Hyde Park Westminster .- 83

7.1  NO, concentrations

Tables 7.2 and 7.3 show the measured and modelled annual average and 99.79™ percentile of
hourly average NO, and NO, concentrations. Figures 7.2 and 7.3 show the modelled annual

average NO, and NO, concentrations plotted against the measured values together with lines
of equality and lines showing over- and under-prediction by a factor of two.
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Table 7.2. Measured and modelled NO, concentrations

Monitoring site Annual average (ug/m3) | 99.79" percentile (pg/m®)
Monitored ADMS Monitored ADMS
Cromwell Road . 199.2 199.2 6894 860.8
Southwark Urban 96.6 81.6 5253 667.5
Southwark Roadside 174.8 193.8 717.0 879.9
Lewisham 108.9 93.0 582.2 638.3
Hackney 103.9 92.1 694.8 692.5
Bridge Place 90.1 88.8 - 476.5 635.0
Marylebone Road 287.2 270.7 1028.0 1038.9
North Kensingion 68.7 82.3 538.1 636.7
Swiss Cottage 158.8 1534 742.6 1100.5
West London 83.7 734 5150 637.4
Islington 72.5 85.8 522.1 - 658.3
Senator House 101.7 112.2 555.2 789.7
Bloomsbury 111.2 95.4 571.7 738.4

Table 7.3. Measured and modelled NO; concentrations

Monitoring site Annual average (ug/m?®) | 99.79" percentile (ug/m’)
Monitored ADMS " Monitored ADMS
Cromwell Road 92.5 76.9 196.7 240.4
Southwark Urban 55.8 48.5 147.1 205.8
Southwark Roadside 74.7 73.2 176.3 2237
Lewisham 53.9 54.0 131.8 196.6
Hackney 61.0 55.1 188.2 200.3
Bridge Place - 62.8 525 150.8 192.0.
Marylebone Road 90.8 84.7 228.7 243.1
North Kensington 457 51.0 139.4 179.8
Swiss Cottage 65.6 69.5 179.5 237.3
West London 547 46.9 142.8 178.4
Islington 537 51.3 128.4 185.8
Senator House 62.0 60.1 200.8 2259
Bloomsbury 66.8 55.7 188.6 208.2
@ E R @ Dispersion Modelling of Emissions in Central London
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7.2 PM,, concentrations

Table 7.4 shows the measured and modelled annual average and 90.41% percentile of 24-hour
Figure 7.4 shows the modelled annual average PMyo
concentrations plotted against the measured values with the line of equality and lines showing

average PM;p concentrations.

over- and under prediction by a factor of two.

Table 7.4. Measured and modelled PMy concentrations

Monitoring site

Annual average (ug/m*)

90.41" percentile (ug/m?)

Monitored ADMS Monitored ADMS
Marylebone Road 46.0 477 66.1 65.9
North Kensington 26.8 26.8 419 39.0
Swiss Cottage 34.0 33.1 495 473
Islington 27.5 27.2 43.0 394
Bloomsbury 28.3 283 41.8 40.4
Oxford Street 42.6 38.7 64.7 54.4
Hyde Park 23.9 27.3 423 38.4

CERG.
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Figure 7.3 Com

parison of measured and modelled NO2 concentrations for 1999
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Lots Road Project Team

Notes of meeting 17" February 2003.

John W Thome (Chair)

Jill McAleer- Education

Richard Carroll- Borough Valuers
David McDonaid

Nick Corbett- Conservation & Design
Richard Case- Transportation
LeVerne Parker- Legal Services
Rebecca Jane- Environmental Services
Chris Turner- Policy

Apologies from: Derek Myers, Michael French, Stan Logan, Guy Denington, Tracey

Rust.

1.

AOB

The applicants have requested that any additional information in respect of
Transportation and Environmental Issues are formally requested under
Regulation 19. of the EIA regs. This has been done by letter and will require
formal submission and publicity when received. JT suggested this is
procedural to try and avoid possible subsequent Judicial Review, LV
concurred. Stressed it should be made clear that any relevant material
discussed with consultants would be without prejudice and formal
consideration would await submission in accordance with the regs.

Timescale/ Hammersmith & Fulham. Confidential note from Chief Executive
to Cabinet and Ward Councillors suggests in the light of incomplete
discussions with developers, application unlikely now to be formally
considered before the end of April. H&F Paul Entwistle is preparing his report
with a view to committee consideration on 2" April. The prospect of H&F
going to committee before our draft S.106 heads of agreement are in the public
domain is helpful.

Queries/possible problems further to revised submissions and letter. JT
understands there are still reservations regarding the size & make up of
affordable units. Note awaited from Stan Logan for discussion with Chris
Turner. JT to check detail of plans.

JT to copy Montagu Evans letter of 13" Jan to R‘C/@nd latest CABE letter
to

JM noted that letter of 13™ Jan states they are not prepared to make any
contribution towards education provision. ' )

Valuation/Creek. RCarroll is investigating whether maintenance liability for
creek walls falls on adjoining landowners rather than RBKC. Significant
possible implications for value & transfer.




7. JT/LP Section 106 draft heads of agreement will be included in committee
report and designed for flexibility- to contain concepts, amounts of money
where applicable, and triggers for payment/implementation etc.

8. NIJC concermned about whether land use considerations will override urban
design. Also concerned at possible pinch point of Thames Path route adjacent
to Cremorne Wharf. JT stressed responsibility of officers to give professional
opinion. Will investigate pinch point issue.

9. CT raised percent for art and particular interest of PSC Chairman in same. JT
' said cost would be relatively minor in context and developers had agreed in
principle- Section 106 provision.

10. RCarroll asked whether proposals likely to compromise development potential
of Cremorne Wharf. JT thought unlikely as size and shape of Cremome Site
would lend itself to a frontage development maximising river views along the
lines of that approved at Chelsea Wharf. Unlikely to be big enough to support
similar height of towers etc.

11. RCase referred to request for meeting by highways consultant to discuss S.106
matters. JT will respond through Montagu Evans stating this appears
premature. JT/LP clarified that only developer and LPAs would be party to
agreements and any monies then paid to providers by us. JT will also discuss
with DM/MJF the issuc of apportionment of S.106 funds between H&F and
RBKC particularly in relation to Transportation measures. Preference likely to
be that we receive funds.
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Chief Executive
The Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea
Town Hall

Hornton Street 00
London 2.4
W8 7NX VY
18 February 2003 c"’v

‘:‘
DearDerek ,1.:'

LI
RE: LOTS ROAD DEVELOPMENT x>

Thank you for offering the PCT the opportuniiy to consider the above development and | must express
my sincere apologies that it took the organisation so long to respond - this is unacceptable and | hope
won't be a reflection of the way we need to work together

Primary Care services in the West Brompton area are stretched to the point where many practices
have been forced to close their lists and the number of patient allocations is higher than anywhere else
in the Borough. There are a number of GPs in the area approaching retirement age — 2 within the next
6 months — who are in owner occupied premises. An influx of an additional 1700 patients combined
with the existing problems would impact significantly on access to Primary Care services. Detailed
planning for increased provision of Primary Care services is already underway, but additional capacity
will undoubtedly be required to meet the needs of this anticipated rise in the local population.

With that in mind we would like to be considered for the development to include new primary and
community facilities - to offer integrated services to both that development and increase capacity in the
local area. I'm not sure if it this stage you need anything more than an expression of interest or more
details of input. Frankie Lynch, Director of Modernisation and Primary Care, is the PCT contact on this
covering both GP and community service provision and can provide you with any additional info.

With best.wishes‘ FIR HDC|TP [CAC|AD |CLU ig
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Chalr of Professional Executive Committee: Karen Napier
Chief Executive: Paul Haigh
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PLANNING AND CONSERVATION

THE TOWN HALL HORNTON STREET LONDON W8 7NX

HE ROYAL
ROUGH OF

Executive Director M ] FRENCH FRICS Dip TP MRTPI Cert TS

Lance Harris
Anstey Home
6 Long Lane
London
EC1A 9HF

Switchboard: —p20-7 Q374164
Extension: 2467

Direct Line: (20 7361 2467
Facsimile. (20 7361 3463

Email: johnw.thome@rbke.gov.uk

KENSINGTON
AND CHELSEA

20/02/2003

My reference: DPS/DCSW/JT Your reference: [, JH
/PP/02/1324

Dear Mr Harris

Town & Country Planning Act 1990
Lots Road Power Station Redevelopment

Please ask for: John W Thorne

Thank you for your letter of 12" February concerning the above instruction.

In view of continuing negotiations with the developer the application is now unlikely to be presented to
committee until the last week in April at the earliest. Receipt of your preliminary report by the third

week in March would therefore be acceptable.

Please contact me on the above number if you wish to discuss the matter further or require additional

information.

Yours sincerely

John W Thomne
Area Planning Officer
For Executive Director, Planning & Conservation

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE



Lots Road Redevelopment

Project Team Questionnaire April 7" 2003

1. Name: Nick Corbett

2. Department/Area of Expertise: Conservation & Design Officer
3. Summary of current position based on information to date:

Amended scheme submitted but site not visited with amended plans. The revised
scheme is still considered unacceptable in design terms.

4. Amendments/further information you consider necessary in order to address
shortcomings of the scheme in its present form (Please consider whether these
might be dealt with by condition/legal agreement and indicate accordingly).

A large rotunda building has now been crammed into an area that should be an open
public square; only a single storey pavilion café would be appropriate in this area.

The open space abutting the River Thames still becomes very narrow, down to 2
metres in the northern part; this is unacceptable, as it would prejudice continuation of
the Thames Path. The tower building needs to be pulled back from the river to secure
an adequate Thames Path.

The public space fronting the River Thames is still not defined by building frontages
that contain public uses. The proposed private gym and lounge foyer, and plant room,
will not generate a welcoming sense of public activity and inclusiveness but will
reinforce a sense of private space. This part of the open space has the best views and
the public should be encouraged to enter it and to contribute to a sense of vitality. It is
the design and positioning of the buildings, and the arrangement of land uses, that
need to be reconsidered to make this a successful “people place.”

Proposed elevation designs are overly repetitive and result in a bland appearance; i.¢.
all terracotta and render in-fill panelling. Variety and delight are required if the
architectural designs to create a sense of place.

A more inspiring frontage is required facing the Lots Road.
A site visit is required with the amended drawings

5. Which matters, if any, do you think should be the subject of conditions if the
proposal were in a form which could be supported in principle (Please consider
triggers and timescales i.e. ‘before development commences, before occupation of
residential units, within x months of y’ etc..)?

Before development commences:
Detailed landscaping scheme - including streets
All external building and landscaping materials to be agreed



Lots Road Redevelopment

Project Team Questionnaire April 7" 2003

1. Name: Chns Tumer

2. Department/Area of Expertise: Policy Officer

3. Summary of current position based on information to date:

Concerned that the amended scheme includes a significant reduction in B1(c) floor
space. (from 1570 sq. m. to 1030 sq. m.)

Concerned that the commercial frontage of Lots Road has been diluted with o
residential uses.

Need reassurance that our housing team are satisfied with the nature of the proposed
affordable housing.

I note that in their letter of 13 January the applicants appear unwilling to accept a
condition which restricts the B1(c) use changing to other Bl uses. (Point 42). There
would appear to be a misunderstanding. We do not want to restrict all B1 areas
within the development to B1{c). This condition is important, otherwise is very likely
that most of the B1(c) space will revert to B1(a) - a higher value use.

4. Amendments/further information you consider necessary in order to address
shortcomings of the scheme in its present form (Please consider whether these
might be dealt with by condition/legal agreement and indicate accordingly).

Increase B1(c¢) levels to the original (pre amendment} levels of the proposal.
Reinstate commercial frontage of Lots Road.

5. Which matters, if any, do you think should be the subject of conditions if the
proposal were in a form which could be supported in principle (Please consider
triggers and timescales i.e. ‘before development commences, before occupation of
residential units, within x months of y’ etc..)?

Restrict future changes from light industrial to other uses within the B1 use class.

6. Which matters, if any, do you think should be included in a Section 106
Planning Obligation if the proposal were in a form which could be supported in
principle (Please consider triggers, timescales etc)?

Provision of local conwﬁience shop/banking facilities/PrirWare facilities
Reasonable public access to the gym

Provision of some of the light industrial units at reduced rents.

Provision of on site construction training.



6. Which matters, if any, do you think should be included in a Section 106

Planning Obligation if the proposal were in a form which could be supportéq in

principle (Please consider triggers, timescales etc)?
|
|
|
|

Design and implementation of a new stretch of Thames Path from Chelsea Creek to
Cremorne Gardens, where access is currently denied, a cantilevered pathway over the
river should be pursued.

Design and implementation of environmental improvements to Chelsea Creek all the
way up to floodgates.

Design (in close collaboration with RBKC}) and funding of environmental
improvements to Lots Road and the area around the junction with Cremorne Road.

Provision of public art.

Consideration should also be given to including improvements to the neighbouring
boat yard and the environment of the houseboats.



Lots Road Redevelopment
Project Team Questionnaire April 7" 2003
1. Name: Rebecca Jane

2. Department/Area of Expertise: Environmental Health/ Contaminated Land
& Air Quality

3. Summary of current position based on information to date:

Contaminated Land section of EIA & Remediation Strategy
Awaiting response from letter dated 07.03.2003.

Air Quality

Finalising comments on recent submissions under 519 of EIA Regs. Very few
issues likely to be raised. Much is dependent on whether river
transportation is definitely to be used, as without it, the impact on air
quality will be significantly greater. | will be seeking clarification from
Watermans on this issue.

River Study
This is being reviewed, as was also part of the recent submissions mentioned

above. See above

EMR Study
We were promised this some time ago, but we are still waiting to see it.

Environmental Management Plan

We are still concerned with the amount of detail that has yet to be
provided. We understand that not all detail is yet known, and will therefore
have to be added in at a later stage. Most information that is missing has
been identified in previous discussions and correspondence. We are not
convinced however, that it is satisfactory to leave these for a later edition
of the plan, although there may be exceptions in a few cases where the
methodology cannot be finalised at this stage.

4. Amendments/further information you consider necessary in order to address
shortcomings of the scheme in its present form (Please consider whether these
might be dealt with by condition/legal agreement and indicate accordingly).

Al outstanding issues relating to the air quality assessment should be
completed prior to permission being granted.

The EMR study should be submitted and reviewed prior to permission being
granted.

Remediation Strategy and Environmental Management Plan could, if
absolutely necessary be dealt with by conditions (see overleaf).



5. Which matters, if any, do you think should be the subject of conditions if th
proposal were in a form which could be supported in principle (Please consider
triggers and timescales i.e. ‘before development commences, before occupation of
residential units, within x months of y’ etc..)?

Whether or not the Environmental Management Plan and Remediation
Strategy could be the subject of conditions will depend on the responses we
get to our latest set of comments. It is possible that we might be willing to
set conditions on certain aspects of the documents/scheme, if not all of the
necessary detail was yet available.

6. Which matters, if any, do you think should be included in a Section 106
Planning Obligation if the proposal were in a form which could be supported in
principle (Please consider triggers, timescales etc)?

" Funding for independent expert advice during implementation of the
remedial works in the event of serious problems causing dispute.

We envisage other specialists in the business group, for example, 55D
(Strategy and Service Development), may well have matters of ongoing
management which could benefit from funding.



From: Logan, Stanley: HS-PlanRes

Sent: 15 April 2003 18:00

To: Myers, Derek; CP-ChiefExec

Cc: Wild, Gerald: HS-PlanRes; Gibb, Moira: HS-SocSvc; French, Michael: PC-
GrpSve; Thorne, John W.; PC-PlanSvc

Subject: Lots Road

Derek, | refer to our telephone conversion yesterday and the subsequent e-mail from Sally to Jim
Poof on your behalf. | went to the meeting this morning with oficers from H&F Planning and
Housing Departments and officers from the Housing Corporation. H&F wanted the meeting
because they intend to go to Planning Committee on 7May and they wanted a view from the
Housing Corporation about leveles of subsidy which would be available to enable them to agree
Heads of Terms for the 106 Agreement.

The H&F planning officers were running the development on their side of the site through the 3
Dragons Toolkit (this is a development control model which has been circulated to all London
Authorities) which produces a Residual Value (to take account of land costs, exceptional costs
and additional profits) for the site after taking into account all the known costs ( including a
15%developers profit). On the H&F site they modelled the affordable housing element at 0% (no
subsidy) and 100%. The difference in RV was between £66m and £89M. they concluded that this
left the developer with additiocnal profits of between £16M and £39M .We also modelled the site
using 80% TCI on the affordable element, which is 50% in H&F, which produced a RV of £84m It
was accepted that this was not in the least precise, however, it led to much discussion on the
level of costs that were reasonable for the affordabte housing element including no public subsidy
at all. This was tempered with the discussion concerning the K&C site. It was not put through the
model but it is known that there are remediation costs on the K&C site and not on the H&F site.

Following a great deal of discussion the officers from the Housing Corporation {(who are looking at
this as one development from the affordable housing aspect) stated that, taking into consideration
the unknown remediation costs in K&C and the fact that this was considered to be a period of
transition for them (they are under pressure from government offices to reduce the level of
funding in 106 sites) they would find acceptable the affordable housing costs capped at 80% of
TCI. The difference in receipts to the developer in H&F between 80% and 100% is £5M. In K&C
the difference will amount te approximately £3M. The HC emphasised capping the costs within
the section 106 Agreement, their concern is that if only the level of grant is capped the developer
will pressurise the RSL to increase the amount they pay to them and thus increase the RSL's
borrowings to fund the scheme. My view is that the consultants will complain bitterly about this.
However, | also think that Terry Fuller (he is employed by Taylor Woodrow, one of their clients)
will use his close connections with the HC to excert whatever influence he can and if he cannot
move the HC from this level of TCI, it will be accepted.

Stan Logan

Housing initiatives Manager

Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Tel. 0207 361 3181

Fax. 0207 361 3861

E-mail: stan.logan@rbke.gov.uk



LOTS ROAD POWERSTATION REDEVELOPNIENT
Transportation Comments

16 May 2003.

Richard Case

Introduction
1.1 The proposal is for the comprehensive redevelopment of the redundant
London Underground Electricity Power Station on Lots Road. The proposal
includes two separate sites:
Site A- Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Site B- London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham

1.2 The development is described as
SITE A
C3 Residential 420 units
C3 Residential Gym 571 sqm
C3 Management Offices 263 sqm

B1 Light Industrial 1031 sqm
B1 Office 4961 sq m
Al/2 Retail 1573 sqm
D Community Use 478 sqm
A3 Restaurant 406 sqm
SITE B

C3 Residential 397 units
C3 Gym 823 sqm

C3 Management Offices 191 sqm

in the December 2002 Environmental Statement (pg 44).

1.3 The developer first approached officers in the Transportation Section in
January 2001. Since this time officers have worked closely to ensure that the
developer undertook a robust transport assessment of the proposal and
developed realistic and achievable improvements to public transport provision
in the Lots Road area of a suitable magnitude to accommodate the increased
demand arising from the proposal.

1.4  This culminated in the developer submitting an Addendum to the
Environmental Assessment in February 2003.

1.5 In order to determine the impact of the proposal the developer has considered
the traffic generation from the site using trip generation rates chosen for
similar developments and trip rates provided by the Royal Borough. These
show that the development can be accommodated on the local highway
network.

1.0 The assessment indicates that flows at the Lots Road junctions with Cremome
Road and Kings Road will increase.

c:\data\jt word\lots road ii\transportirichard final.rtf
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1.7

1.8

1.9

1.10

Cremorne Road Kings Road
In Out In
TA flows +44 +43 +12
-RBKC flows +58 +57 +32

AM hour predicted Flow Increases

The TA demonstrates that these flows can be accommodated on the local
network and that the improvements to the Lots Road area through the
Streetscape Improvement zone will improve the environment for pedestrians,
cyclists and motorists.

In accordance with my request no allowance has been made for the reduction
in traffic that could be experienced due to the public transport improvements
in the area that will increase the transport choices for residents in the local
area. The developer predicts that these changes could be more significant than
the flow increases described in paragraph 1.6.

Improvements to transportation in the area total in excess of £5 million and I
am satisfied that these improvements are adequate to accommodate the
proposed development.

The remainder of this report describes the location of the site, measures
proposed for the development and the terms of reference for a sl106
agreement/conditions that will be required should you be minded to
recommend the application for approval.

Site Background

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

2.5

The Lots Road Triangle is situated in the South West comer of the Royal
Borough and is bounded by the West London Line, River Thames and
Cremorne Road (part of the TLRN).

The Lots Road area is rated as having Low accessibility in the Royal
Boroughs PTAL map (UDP page 188). The site is some distance from
existing retail, commercial and public transport facilities.

Vehiclular access to LBHF will be restricted to residents of Site B only by
means of a barrier under the WLL bridge.

The previous land use had a ow impact on transport in the area due to the low
number of people employed on the site and the nature of the activity. The site
is currently unused.

The SRA has now approved a new station on the West London Line at

Chelsea Harbour. This 1s expected to be funded by the Impenal Wharf
development and peak hour services will start in December 2004.

c¢:\data\jt word\lots road ii\transport\richard final.rtf
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Assessment Process

3.1

32

3.3

34

The developer has previously claimed that the proposal will have a po
impact in the areca due to the improvements that will be made to public
transport.

Officers have assessed the proposal in terms of similar developments in the
Borough and London and requested that the developer use traffic generation
rates experienced at these sites, with no adjustment being made for improved
public transport accessibility

Existing and proposed developments in the arca have been considered in the
assessment in order to ensure that the highway network can accommodate all
traffic currently expected in the area. No allowance has been made for traffic
reduction associated with congestion charging or other initatives.

Public transport improvements have been discussed with the operators and
TflL. and are considered to be viable proposals.

Highway Impact :

4.1

4.2

4.3

The Traffic Management section and TfL Street Management are satisfied that
the Developer has undertaken a suitable assessment and that the predicted
traffic can be accommodated on the existing highway network without an
unacceptable increase in traffic flows, queue lengths or journey times.

This will require changes to Lots Road /Cremorne Road junction which the
developer has demonstrated can be achieved. Albeit land owned by the TMO
will be required.

The plans for Lots Road junction with Cremorne Road include a new
signalised junction with a cycle time of 160 seconds. Traffic Management are
concerned that this cycle time is longer than the recommended time of 90
seconds which 1s shown to cause queues. If 160 seconds is used it will
unduly inconvenience pedestrians. This could cause an decrease in road
safety. The decision however rests with TfL.

S106 Requirement
Lots Road/Cremorne Road junction improvement scheme
Signal maintenance agreement

4.4

The development is likely to increase traffic flows on Lots Road and within
the Lots Road triangle. In order to ensure that the local area is not adversely
affected the developer proposes to designate the area a ‘Streetscape
Improvement Zone’. The detail of measures to be introduced in this zone will
be the subject of future agreement.

S106 Requirement
Streetscape Improvement Zone i the Lots Road Triangle
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4.5 In order to improve the bus service on Lots Road TfL London Buse ve
requested that the developer relocate on-street parking to within
development. Officers are not convinced that this is required but if it is
subsequently deemed necessary the Council will receive a loss of income
which will need to be addressed by the developer.

S106 Requirement
Compensation for on-street parking
Review of loading and waiting restricttons on Lots Road

Parking

5.1 The proposal includes 360 spaces for the residential accommodation and 40
spaces for other users. The split of affordable/ normal housing is still being
determined. In this location I consider that the developer should provide
parking at the maximum standard due to the poor public transport provision in
the area, likelihood of residents to own cars and limited on-street parking
available in the adjacent area.

Condition
Number of parking spaces for residential use.

5.2 The number of additional spaces will be determined by the decision taken on
Lots Road. The provision of 40 spaces is considered a maximum that should
be reduced depending on the outcome of the Lots Road review of waiting and
loading. No more than 4 spaces should be available for the Bl uses within
the site.

Condition
No more than 4 spaces for B1 use
No more than 36 spaces for public parking and equal to spaces lost on-street

5.3 The public parking must be adequately controlled to ensure that it is not used
for commuter parking.

S106 Agreement
Management regime for public parking, including charges, number of spaces and

maximum stay

5.4  The developer proposes to introduce a car club to limit demand for parking
and restrict car use to essential journeys only. The provision of parking for the
car club, charging rates, operator and club operation will need to be suibject to
the s1006 agreement.

S106 Agreement
Car Club
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5.5 The developer wished to provide a limited amount of permit free develop
At the time of wniting the Transport Assessment this was not acceptable.
Council has now decided that this is acceptable and is cumrently publishihg
planning guidance on the issue. This would have the effect of limiting the
traffic generation from the site.

S106 Agreement
An element of permit free development would limit the traffic impact of the
development.

5.6 The development includes parking for KCCT vehicles

Condition
Parking for 2 KCCT vehicles

5.7 The restaurant is likely to generate demand for 37 parking spaces {assuming a
car driver rate of 20%. These could be accommodated in the on-site public car
parking.

S106 Agreement
Arrangements for restaurant car parking

Public Transport

6.1 TfL are seeking to ensure that the WLL Station is built to 8 car length in order
to accommodate 8 car trains associated with Orbirail. Despite a request on 8
January 2003 TfL have been unable to explain how this will speed
development of Orbirail.

6.2 The Transport Assessment has demonstrated that whilst the proposal will be
acceptable without the West London Line travel options will be limited. In
order to ensure that the new station is developed I suggest that a clause is
added to the S106 agreement to ensure that the station is constructed if costs
are higher than initially expected for Imperial Wharf.

S106 Agreement
West London Line Station.

6.3 The transport assessment includes significant changes to bus services in the
area. The exact nature of these will depend on the pattern of demand
following the station opening, but is likely to include improvements to the C3
and a new service to Westminster.

6.4 [ consider that the level of improvement in bus services to the area will be
significant and will represent a significant change in public transport provision
in the area.

6.5 I am concerned by the recent high levels of bus cost inflation. Despite
estimates provided by TfL in 2001 the cost has required significant revison to
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meet current rates. In order to avoid the measures in the s106 being diluted I
recommend that the s106 agreement is tied to a true measure of TfLs bus cogts
and not the standard RPL.

S106 Agreement
New and modified bus services.
Link to inflation rate for bus costs

6.6 In order to improve the level of service provided by London Buses the
developer proposes to improve the Townmead bus gate, bus stops, countdown
and AVL technology

S106 Agreement
Bus Infrastructure Improvements

6.7  The developer proposes to introduce an enhanced ferry service from Chelsea
Harbour pier and pay an annual subsidy for its running costs.

S106 Agreement
Thames Ferry Service

Green Travel Plan

7.1 Central to the Transport Assessment is the introduction of a Green Travel
plan with measures to encourage walking, cycling, transport information and
encourage sustainable travel decisions.

7.2 It is important that the transport improvements are in place at the key stages of
the development. These include construction, first occupation and completion.
A timetable will be required to ensure that the correct measures are
implemented at the correct time.

7.3 It is essential that the travel plan and all the measures are kept under review to
ensure that the impact of the proposal is as expected and that flexibility
remains in the agreement to ensure that the traffic impact is minimised

S106 Agreement

Green Travel Plan

Timetable for introduction of measures
Assessment and revision of measures

7.4 The developer proposes to introduce school travel plans and safe routes to
school measures at six local schools.

S106 Agreement
Funding for 6 school travei plans

7.5 It is expected that the measures introduced as part of the green travel plan will
be available for all members of the local community and not just those
resident within the development
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S106 Agreement L
Local Community use

v

Geometry

8.1 At the request of the Royal Borough the addendum report has considered how
the service bays and entrances will operate through the use of autotrack.
Unfortunately, these do not include reference to on-street parking although the
assumption made by the developer is that the on-street arangements can be
changed.

MORE INFO NEEDED
The drawings must be redrawn to show the changes required for the site entrances

8.2 | am satisfied that the detailed design of cycie parking, thames path, car park
layout etc can be addressed by a condition.

“Condition
Detailed design of cycle parking Thames path etc.

Construction

9.1  The developer has estimated that approximately 50% of matenals can be
transported to site by the River. [t is expected that the development will
require 73800 vehicle movements and that 41200 of these can be transferred to
the nver.

S106 Agreement
Use of the river for construction traffic
Routing of construction traffic

9.2 Arrangements will need 1o be made to transport staff during the construction
phase.

| S106 Agreement
Public transport provision for construction staff

Chelsea Wharf
10.1 The bridges crosses Chelsea creek will require approval/licence from the
Council.

S106 Agreement
Chelsea Creek bridges
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Lots Road Section 106 Heads (Draft)

A.

1.

10.

HeE  [leensé (?/g

Environmental Improvements

A contribution, payable by the developer on commencement, of £200,000 to fukd
implementation of improvements to the Lots Road/Cremorne Road Junction and
signal maintenance agreement.

A contribution, payable by the developer on commencement, of £400,000 to fund
implementation of an agreed streetscape improvement zone in the ‘Lots Road
Triangle’ to include pavement treatments, street trees and other street scene
improvements.

A contribution, payable by the developer on commencement, of £710,000 to fund
implementation of cycling measures including ‘Toucan’ crossings, cycle routes and
cycle parking.

A contribution, payable by the developer on commencement, of £500,000 to fund
implementation of improved pedestrian facilities including signage, street lighting and
other environmental improvements.

Public Transport

Bus route subsidies will continue until the routes are viable from fare income alone,
or until the atlocation is used, whichever is later. If routes achieve a planned viable
ridership prior to the modelled date, uncommitted funding consisting of the balance of
the cash sums set out here can be used to subsidise other public transport provision
relevant to the Lots Road area.

Provision of £500,000 towards improvement and extension of the C3 bus service on
commencement of the development (inflation linked)

Provision of £1000,000 to subsidise a new bus route from Sands End to Westminster
via the Embankment.

An annual contribution of £50,000 to support an upgraded river boat service running
haif hourly from Chelsea Harbour Pier to Embankment via intermediate piers during \
peak hours |

A contribution of £200,000 to upgrade passenger facilities at Chelsea Harbour Pier.

A contribution of £650,000 to fund bus priority measures including upgrading of the
Townmead Road bus gate.

Provision of £500,000 to RBKC & £500,000 to LBHF to contribute towards provision
of a railway station on the West London Line, RBKC monies to be available for other
transportation improvements if not used for primary purpose within 5 years of first
occupation of the development.



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Transport Co-ordination. /

Provision on first occupation of any residential accommodation within the
development, of £120,000 start up costs and annual sums of £200,000 to fund the
provision of an on-site transport manager and an intranet site providing up-to-date
public transport information for residents in the development and the locality.

The ground floor unit identified as Transport Management Office on plan no.
LRTW4/PA/05-004-A to be available in perpetuity as a reception point/waiting area
for group transport pick-up, and provision of a designated off-street waiting area,
easily accessible from this facility, for group transport vehicles.

Provision of £120.000 on first occupation of residential units within the development
to fund the development of school travel plans at local schools.

Car Parking

Provision of £X to fund the provision of additional off street parking in the Lots Road
Area.

Provision on first occupation of the development of 36 car parking spaces within the
development for public use in accordance with an agreed management regime, to
include charges and maximum stay pertod.

Provision of X car parking spaces within the development for use by customers of the
restaurant prior to commencement of use.

Provision of car club facilities prior to first occupation of the development.
Construction Traffic
Use of river transport for an agreed proportion of, materials and construction traffic.

Implementation of an agreed plan for routing and times of construction and
demolition road traffic.

Implementation of agreed measures to ensure construction staff travel to and from the
site by public transport and to prevent parking for private cars belonging to employees
or contractors on any part of the RBKC or LBHF sites during demolition or
construction.

Affordable Housing

Provision, in partnership with and through transfer to, a registered social landlord, of
XX affordable units of residential accommodation for rent. The total cost to occupier
(rent plus service charges) of living in any affordable rented unit shall be Housing
Corporation target rent inclusive of any service charge levied by the RSL for internal
RSL services including nominal ground rent and the maintenance and management of
the building inciuding the relevant car parking areas. Any estate charge for a



22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

proportionate share of estate upkeep shall not exceed £X per annum and subsequen
rises shall not exceed the comparable rise in the RPI.

Provision, in partnership with and through transfer to, a registered social landlord, 0
XX units for sale on a shared ownership basis to persons from the Common Housing
Register. The total cost to occupier ???? Need further work on this(rent plus service
charges) of living in any shared ownership unit shall be Housing Corporation target
rent inclusive of any service charge levied by the RSL for internal RSL services
including nominal ground rent and the maintenance and management of the building
including the relevant car parking areas. Any estate charge for a proportionate share
of estate upkeep shall not exceed £X per annum and subsequent rises shall not exceed
the comparable rise in the RPL

Provision of XX units of low cost residential accommodation for occupation by ‘Key
Workers’ clarify eligibility and service charge percentage cap?.

Remediation

Implementation of an agreed remediation strategy and environmental management
plan throughout the life of the development, provision of funding and site office space
for a scrutineer to monitor proceedings and provide a point of contact for members of
the public from commencement of remedial works until completion of the
development

Chelsea Creek

Acquisition of the freehold interest in Chelsea Creek and acceptance of all future
maintenance liabilities thereof.

Implementation and maintenance in perpetuity of an agreed environmental
management plan for the watercourse and associated wildlife habitats.

Community Facilities

Provision, on first occupation of any accommodation within the power station
building, of premises within the development comprising 460 square metres of space
to accommodate the Ashburnham Community Association at an agreed rent with
capped and index linked service charges.

Provision of £X on completion of a rental agreement with the Ashbumham
Community Association, to the association to fund fitting out of their new premises.

The ground floor unit identified as a Doctors’ Surgery on plan no. LRTW4/PA/05-
004-A to be used solely as a General Practitioners’ surgery serving NHS patients and
falling within Use Class D1(a) in consultation with the Kensington and Chelsea
Primary Care Trust unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Executive Director,
Planning & Conservation.



30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Education Facilities

Provision of £X contribution to fund improved secondary and primary educatipn
facilities in the Royal Borough.

Thames Path and Community Safety

Provision and maintenance by the developer of a section of Thames Path providing a
designated public right of way from Chelsea Harbour via a new bridge to Lots Road
through the plaza on the former east yard. Provision for subsequent linkage to a future
Thames Path section across the adjacent Cremorne Wharf site when this route
becomes physically available through construction or redevelopment.

Provision of a CCTV systems and an agreed scheme of lighting for the public areas of
the development.

The developer undertakes to secure prompt removal of graffiti, fly-posting and
rubbish from any public areas within the site

Westfield Park

A contribution of £X on commencement of development to fund improvements to
Westfield Park

Sports Facilities

Provision, on commencement of the development, of a contribution of £X towards
funding the provision of public sports facilities in the area.

Employment

Provision of an on-site construction training scheme to include

e 160 training weeks for every £4m of the construction contract

s 0.25% of the value of the construction contract to fund the construction training
programme (including trainee placement and support).

¢ Trainee wages as in the Working Rule Agreement

* Best endeavours to obtain 20% of the workforce from the local area (West
London)

Provision of two (Identified) Class B1 units at ground floor level at X% of market
rent for a period of X to assist small business startups for local people.

Public Art

Provision prior to first occupation of the development, of a sum of £X for the
provision of a public work(s) of art in an agreed location.
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HOUSING
CORPORATION
Stan Logan : Direct line: 0207 292 4410
Housing Initiatives Team Fax number: 0207 292 4401
Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea

Email address:
pamela.sedgwick@housingcorp.gsx.gov.uk

Office address:
Waverley House, 7-12 Noel Street,
London, W1F 8BA

The Town Hall
Hornton Street
London, W8 7NX

Ref: w:\plan\localaut\22 1k&c\dayfile\jun\logan.doc
16th June 2003

Dear Stan
Lots Road
Thanks for your telephone call regarding the borough’s current position on this scheme.

As you are aware the Housing Corporation’s stated policy on funding for planning gain
schemes is that each scheme should be discussed with us and our agreement to funding at
particular levels should be sought at the earliest possible stage otherwise no funding should
be assumed.

We met to discuss Lots Rd sometime ago and the point was clearly made by me that given
RBKC’s position on other S106 schemes that 80% of HC TCIs would be a maximum
expected level at which to constrain RSL costs, indeed the use of the development control
model on the LB Hammersmith and Fulham portion of the site indicated that 80% allowed a
deliverable scheme and there was potential to reduce the costs of the affording housing
further. The Housing Corporation would find it difficult to understand why our contribution
of funding to the scheme should be based on assumed transfer costs to the RSLs of any
greater than this, or that no constraint is placed by the boroughs on such costs at all. If you
feel a case can be made for higher levels of assumed transfer costs then a detailed explanation
of the development costs across the scheme including other S106 contributions would need to
be presented to us for consideration, and a methodology such as the 3Dragons Toolkit would
assist in assessing the amount of grant required.

As | stated at the joint borough meeting the pressing priority of increasing supply and
specifically affordable supply means that we need to take this approach to stretch our funding
further across London and to ensure that comparable value for money considerations are
taken into account on S106 schemes. Other boroughs are already using the mechanism of
stating an upper level of TCI at which transfer costs should be set, and negotiating a
reasonable contribution from the Section 106 to require lower levels of public subsidy.
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On the issue of selection, our approach remains that a lead association for—the
development should be chosen by a joint process with yourselves, LB Hammersmith &
Fulham, Circadian and the HC. I think further discussion on how we achieve this can be held

in the next few weeks.

I hope this clarifies our position.

Yours sincerely,

%w\gwﬁgw@\

Pam Sedgwfck
Investment Manager
West

c. Fiona McGregor, Housing Corporation
Jan Ruegg, London Borough of Hammersmith & Fulham



