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Memck Cockell Esq,

Royal Borough of Ken and Chelsea,
The Town Hall,

Hornton Street,

W8. 7NX 20" October, 2003.

Dear Mr. Cockell.

Re: Lots Road Power Station Development.

I understand there 1s a proposal on the table for twin skyscrapers one 25 Storey and one
37 Storeys. It is inconceivable to the residents of the area that such an inappropriate
development should even be considered. The World’s End Development was a disaster
which should never have been allowed, and only got through planning to claw back a
proportion of the money lost during construction owing to strike action. This latest
proposal is far more serious and out of all proportion with the local architecture.

Some points of concern to the local residents are -

1. The traffic in the area is very ofien at a stand-still. The large No of developments
nearing completion locally will considerably worsen this nightmare problem
Parking is well nigh impossible in the daytime and totally impossible after 6 p.m.
Facilities for parking for visitors, tradesmen, and local businesses are almost non-
existant

2. Public transport. Plans for an extension to the Underground have been shelved year
after year. There are good bus routes but the buses are few and far between.

3. The local shops are charged such prohibitive rents, many have given up business.
Until recently there were 4 greengrocers within possible walking distance, now there
are none resulting in the inevitable forced use of the car if one is lucky enough to
own one and prepared to risk loosing a parking place.

4. There is nowhere in the locality for children to play, this site would be ideal

Chelsea is or was an area of great Historical interest. This rapacious determtnation to
develop and build higher and higher with maximum density on every available site in the
centre of an already densely built-up residential area has to be brought to an end. .
You are I believe in a position call a halt to this proposal. We, the inhabitants of
Kensington and Chelsea have inherited a great and very beautiful comer of London,
but we are caretakers only and have no right to destroy the inheritance of future
generations. | know I speak for many when I say that we beg you to do all in your
power to call a halt to this very disturbing proposal.

Yours sincerely,

Yo7 20 57

Alannah Dowling, Interior Designer, 9 Gertrude Street, London SWI10 OJN
Tel: 020 7352 0173. Fax: 020 7352 1108. E-Mail: alannah.dowling(@rtalk21.com
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Forensic psychiatnist 2! Lawrence Street
London SW3 5NF

Dr Paul Bowden MPhil FRCP FRCPsych

[ e N

Phone & fax 0207 352 80
E-mail bow.den@virgin.net

D 35 ﬁ_lfl UL;FTD W[ﬁé“’r’f_ﬁb

20" October 2003 | AR

‘| ‘ 7"" T 1
Mr Tim Ahem i ‘ J; 1 OLT IUUS PLALN MG'
Chairman l N i
Major Planning Application Committee !
RBK&C 31"'—' e
The Town Hall ———
Homton Street
London W8 7NX

Dear Mr Cockell
Re: Lots Road Power Station Development. Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/T

With JMW Turner and his glorious Chelsea Reach very much in mind | object to the
application on the following grounds:

I. You are in contravention of your own Unitary Development Plan; you have
failed to consider the effect of Hammersmith & Fulham's planning decision; you
should have called a public inquiry because of the enormous implications of the
plan.

2. Public services (e.g. GPs) cannot manage the present population density.

3. The secondary effects of the plan in terms of living in society and physical
infrastructure are completely neglected.

4. The appearance of the buildings and the increased population density will
destroy the milieu of this part of the Thames.

| strongly urge you to reject the application.
Yours sincerely

(R

Dr Paul Bowden

CC

Mr Michael French r John Thome Mr Tony Holt

Executive Director - Area Planning Officer Vice-Chair Planning Services
Planning & Conservation
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Mr John Thorne EX [HOC|TP ICAC]AD cw%’f
Area Planning Officer DIR

Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea R.B.

The Town Hall K.C, 22 0CT 2003 @ﬁ?‘

G
Hornton Street
London W8 7NX N | C I3y/] SE JARP]IO C

ARB|FPLN|DES|FEES

October 20", 2003

Dear Mr Thome,

Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/JT

I am writing with my comments on the planning application by Circadian for the Lots
Road site. I object to the application on the following grounds:

1.

I

I do not believe a twin tower development of 25 and 37 storeys high is appropriate for
the area in terms of density and appearance on the landscape of the historical
riverside.

The height of the twin towers will cast a long shadow over Chelsea in the autumn and
winter months and at the beginning and end of the day every month.

The added traffic to The Kings Road and other nearby streets caused by ihis
development will be unacceptable.

The Lots Road development should include areas for all Chelsea residents to enjoy,
places for children to play and green space along the niverfront for residents to enjoy
the views of the Thames.

Before any development is approved, make sure the transport, medical care,
education, fire and police are set up to handle the increase in residents.

The proposed development contravenes the Council’s own Unitary Development Plan
which states that no building should be more than 6 or 7 storeys high along the
riverfront.



7. This development should be called in for a public inquiry because of tr.
traffic, mass height and density, it’s being located on the historic niverfront of
Chelsea, and lack of open green space with light.

8. The London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham have already approved the tallest
of the twin towers (37 storeys). Was it not mandatory for the Royal Borough of
Kensington and Chelsea Planning Committee to have discussed the effect of this
building on the RBK&C as it is directly adjacent to Chelsea and its 25 storeys
building in the same development.

I strongly urge you to enforce the recommendations of the UDP and Planning Brief for
this site, both of which have been the subject of extensive consultation.

Yours sincerely,




&Y,
President ' S—T CPRE London
Harley Sherlock : 0/
Central DistrictfCompmit

From: 20(B) Philbeach Gardens London SW5 9DY 0207 (378 1124

your veite
Mr M J French

Executive Director Planning and Conservation
The Town Hall, Hornton Street
LONDON W8 7NX October 2

Dear Mr French,

REVISED SCHEME: LOT'S ROAD POWER STATION. PP/02/1324 & 1325

I am writing as Chairman of Central London District Group of the
CPRE following the Planning Committee of September 15th which
deferred a decision on planning permission.

The results of the independent traffic survey will be the major
making factor in the Planning Committee’s final decision but we
again wish to emphasise the reasons why this scheme should be
rejected. These are;

The FIRST is to site overdevelopment. The site is still being
overdeveloped but more affordable housing will help create a
mixed community in the Chelsea Harbour area and go some way
towards a Compact Sustainable Community as put forward by the
CPRE London. The communal facilities to be provided are
inadequate and inconvenienly placed.

The SECOND is that the parking provision will encourage car use,
over—loading local roads. The reduction in parking is helpful but
the proposed transport improvements implementation timescale is
protracted. The Council should use its planning powers under
Section 106 to insist that these improvements are carried ahead
of the scheme to show Circadian’s commitment.

The THIRD is the tower block and its positioning. CPRE has strong
reservations about the building of tower blocks close to the
Thames riverside. The proposal is not in line with The Mayor’s
Draft Plan regarding the Blue Ribbon policy for the Thames.
Circadian previously stated that the height of the two tower
blocks were carefully decided to fit into the pattern of existing
towers therefore the interchange of heights of the tower blocks
between boroughs seems to be an arbitrary change.

The FOURTH is the environment, particularly the protection of the
heronry by Cremorne Wharf and to maintain the present water
conditions in Chelsea Creek. We still have to be convinced that
the proposals will meet the prescribed environmental standards.

We hope the Council'will_tgkgvgqgnjzancé’of our objections in its
lanning decision.i, « | Top Yapan A ‘oIt AL
P g ‘.'J'JIEIHHDC“ 1 1CAG TAN ‘t.l.u,%

- :'gfi‘—~v—-—*-—----lt--—--”‘ xl-

Yours sincerely, i o ‘ {5

. V"J%NZ"W {A . OCT 2665 I“u?"ﬁlﬂc'
Johnl Drake ["J § ¢ :%, SF’“‘.P 0 },CF_’RE London (registered charity no. 802622)
i —y- - ""‘{;.?}U"Y['i‘:.'-';;:i:; « is. working for policies to improve the London

L ) - -
- et environment botk for its own sake and to relieve
development pressure on the countryside and on
valued urban open space.
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10 CHEYNE GARDENS, LONDON, SW3 5QU
TEL: 020 7352 6463
FAX: 020 7565 2862

20 October 2003

Mr M J French El“\liDCITP IF:L!’\ :
Executive Director . el ;_J N -5 T 1
Planning and Conservation 1LESL ] :
The Town Hall ‘ 2. C; 17 0CT 2003 L 'mt
Hornton Street ‘ ) “@s
London W8 7NX VAR
Dear Mr French

Lots Road Development

Ref DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 13254T
I wish to object to this proposed development of the Lots Road site.

It is not just that a development on the scale proposed would be aesthetically
challenging to the surrounding area, exceeding, I understand, by a factor of some
four times, the number of stones permitted in the Council’s own Unitary
Development Plan. In practical terms the density of the project in terms of
residential space, and the population increase that may therefore be anticipated,
could not help but to have a disproportionately damaging effect on road
congestion, access to public transport, education and health facilities and other
public services.

I am not therefore surprised to leam that it would exceed the relevant planning
standards for housing density — it is to retain the right kind of balance in such
areas that planning standards obviously exist.

Yours sincerely
Qﬁ‘\«lm e,

Stephen May
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Mr Merrick Cockell
Leader of the Council
The Town Hall
Hornton Street
London W8 7INX

et e = -

Dear Mr Cockell,
Lots Road Power Station Developme t’\
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DESW!PP/O /1324 and 1325/JT

Comments on the Circadian planm tippllcatlon follow. The proposed plan by Circadian is
objectionable for many reasons as set out below.

1. The size is inappropriate because of the density and the effect it will have on the
townscape and historical riverside. Montevetro is an example of brutal and
inappropriate building on the river which broke all the guidelines. This is another
example. Chelsea will be treated by the Chinese developers as just another area to
pillage before they go on to do the same again elsewhere. It is high time you stood
up to them and negotiated a development that does not leave us the voters and
council tax payers worse off than we are now.

2. There is bad traffic congestion now. It will be far worse during the building and
afterwards. A new railway station is needed on the West London Extension Railway
to service the needs of the development. You must insist on this being built by the
developers at their expense before completion of the flats. If not, we suffer a
degraded environment, Why should we so suffer?

3. There is a need for much more open space. This should include access to the river so
that it can be used by all. If it was made a condition that all materials had to be
brought in by river a dock could be built which later could be used for boating by the
community. Another contribution by the developer such as this would make the final
development more acceptable.

4, All the increased community costs for health, wefare , education etc etc must be
considered and the solutions funded by the developer.

5. Stand up for the Councils Unitary development plan. It is ours, the residents. The
developers knew about it before they bought the site. Presumably they considered
they could arm twist the council into agreeing their plans. Remember the height
restriction of 6 or 7 stories.

6. A public enquiry is needed because of the many conflicting needs of the community
and the high pressure created by the developers in order to get their way in disregard
for all else.

I urge vou to enforce the recommendations of the UDP and Planning Brief for the site, both
of which have been the subject of extensive consultation.




If you do not take a robust line with Circadian we will have another dismal development
foisted on us. The electorate will be unable to do anything about it other than to revile you,
vour decision and the developers.

We expect our Councillors to do better for us than ,to\;gprove this unacceptable development.
SN
It needs a radical rethink. \ "\\_/‘
©
B.M.Vinter
cc. LRAC

Mr Michael French
Councillor Tim Ahern
Mr John Thorme

Mr Tony Holt

Mr John Prescott

Mr lan Menally

Mr Ken Livingstone



LINDA LENNOX

20 October 2003

Mr Tim Ahern, (Chair)
Major Pianning Applications Committee
RBK&C, Honrton St London W8 7NX

Dear Sir,

Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/1324 AND 1325/JT

I am writing with my comments on the planning application submitted
by Circadian for the Lots Road site.

I object to the application on the following grounds:

I do not believe that the proposed twin towers development of some
25 and 37 storeys high is appropriate for the area either for
appearance or density causing serious long term problems in the
immediate area and beyond.

Having applied a couple of years ago to the RBK&C Planning
Department for a single storey rear addition to my garden flat I know
that, for some at least, you rigorously stick to the planning rules. The
proposals for the Lots Road site contravenes the Council’'s own Unitary
Development Plan which states that no building should be more than
six or seven storeys high alpng the riverfront.

Any proposed development of the site should form part of a Public

Enauiy 51 OAKLEY GARDENS
I do hope that sense and justice will prevalONDON S w3 5QQ
TEL: O20 7352 8899

FAX: 020 7351 5008
MOBILE; 07836 777743

E. Jindalennox@eurobell.co. uk

Yours faithfully, /




15 Elm Park Lane
London SW3 6DD 9
0207 352 2974

20" October, 2003.

Mr. M. French EX [HDCITF {cacts \\

Executive Director of Planning & Conservation DIR CACHaD jCLU ﬁ?

The Town Hall R B

Hornton Street

London W8 7NX K.C. t 7 NOV F N.‘leeg'%
N TC [/ Sa)egT 05

Dear Mr. French, ] (AR =SIFEEs

Re: Lots Road Power Station Development \ \\

Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/JT

| am writing with my comments on the planning application by Circadian for the Lots Road site. | object to
the application on the following grounds:-

1.

| do not believe a twin tower development of 25 and 37 storeys high is appropriate for the area
in terms of density and appearance on the landscape of the historicai riverside.

The height of the twin towers will cast a long shadow over Chelsea in the autumn and winter
months and at the beginning and end of the day every month.

The added traffic to The Kings Road and other nearby streets caused by this development will
be unacceptable.

The Lots Road Development should include areas for all Chelsea residents to enjoy, places for
children to play and green space along the riverfront for residents to enjoy the views of the
Thames.

Before any development is approved, make sure the transport, medical care, education, fire and
police are set up to handle the increase in residents.

The proposed development contravenes the Council’s own Unitary Development Plan which
states that no building should be more than 6 or 7 storeys high along the riverfront.

This development should be called in for a public enquiry because of transport and traffic, mass
height and density, it being located on the historic riverfront of Chelsea, and lack of open green
space with light.

The London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham have already approved the tallest of the twin
towers (37 storeys). Was it not mandatory for the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Planning Committee to have discussed the effect of this building on the RBK&C as it is directly
adjacent to Chelsea and its 25 storey building in the same development.

| strongly urge you to enforce the recommendations of the UDP and Pianning Brief for this site, both of
which have been the subject of extensive consultation.

Yours sincefely,

Andrew\Leslie



A ECEERIIIE NIRRT s asu s s e e wa S i TERI N MG EEI HiEaARnLIE= TEuamsswuid
‘—'\‘\"'.“““----“-c--umuu||\|\‘||||-‘|||ntl|\‘I‘\l\I|lln|-uun------.
m> ;,‘111\\‘1\\ll‘u\|-‘\-\|u-u--.---mn“‘-num‘n----..--------IIIIII--- ______

a‘;—“’ﬂ YT LTI Y sddilalillat s eV S antcrcasattdBRuGRRERrTREEEGRAUARTTT L L oy s s -~ '
P

anttivnitltRssusgauaurtdatiidlE U AR BECssan= -_-------------------::-
E
()

P U @ opanaemnsnmnitiltSSiiBARLIEilGl A s ans s cEeasmumm TwEamwmw™a I T I I T T T Y Y Y L
E ﬁ&'.ﬁ'-‘-‘-\ \-“\‘I‘I‘\‘I‘I‘l‘\-‘|“‘l‘\.\‘\‘\“ l.\-t ‘.l.l I-‘-l AT IR L S  E XSS S SNSRI S SR R SRR RN L AR

s

?7%7 SR PR R e T
o
<

SIS L LR NS § ¥ Bemww

P LitiEniiiziiiiasassacessina

X G R e Sltrme. iiiorcenz:
"31‘:'..-', -------------- bt A L AL T )

- s s W owmm -




L

100 Q3H Wid ¢ 3ZNVYHA PIZEORY SUNET

IL¥E L1321 020 x84

Hib dIMS uopuo]

WUEqli |81-2S] FSN0H R |BAUBAIY
Jooj4 g

UOPLOT 40} D21}() JUSLLUIBADE)

AlleNIW uB} U

HMZ ¥IMS uopua]

IIeyerium 92

sapsiulp ewpd Andag ey 1o 8250
191sIN awipg Andsq

HOd8044 UYOP IW

Juamdojaag uojRIS J0mdg peoy

£407 oy} noqe Annbuj 3jignd ¥ 8q 03 Ajexy) 3)
QU013 % IDHA| ¥ AR 03 PROU ARy} "maj0Q
Q4% 13319) JNoA Jo £d0D ¥ puSs URD ROA Woym
0} S0 JUOWIBADY ) JO SATSOINPY

A°AQR Ty QUBUBLIPRY || |13
PIRAR GUIGIOIY K04 JO]IIUNOY
WEWPBY LBABIS Ay JOJIUN0Y

xn-ad-ongighelsdury 11 jew-3
PUBHH, DUIOWIL] 4D JT[YjAUNT]
Kas|Fuy Jojuuap ‘sIy 1ejjjauncy)

A"A0D YU BPRBLIFYIESM (1] JFe1-]
J0jjlune?) seliwwe; Suvueig
peayiayleap ‘W LI0IQ SSI J0})oUN0Y

AN'A0B MG BSPUOWILIS D [B-]
PJep, 8UI0WBLY) J0j 10{]jouNa?)
Jojpaunog eejuwweg uuueg
SPUOWNLIG PRAIYIIEWN SIY 10jj|9UN0Y

An°A0d MQIGU||Wop 1 ([rew-3
10j|13uncg salnwwo) Sujuuely
unwo} 388w Joj|auney

yrack aymg@sdisud ) Arew-3
Joj[13unog eatiwwe?) Suue)g
s0|0yg Avgg 0|[tounog

AnAc QB eN 1D H1ew-3
Jo)2une) ealnuwie] Buuued
[HeN,Q Z8Q Jojjj3unc)

K03 3QIGPURGSAY H|D (1BW-3
10)|13un0g sepwwe?) Sujuueg
PUBGSNY SOWe( 10|(13unC)

AIVADS O QLENOLIOH LS 1ew-3
lo[iauneg eanwwon Fujuuely
UDIOY Bty Jojauney

AVALIONQISIOIOH AH| HIVRw-]
ny3unes vaswwoy) Buuueld
1810} 163pug 10]|taunog

WN“A0R axQIEPURLIRH )| {|[BW-]
10paunes eaywwos ujuue|d
puRjIRY pINEQ J0[|13UR0Y

N AOR- DNGI@WRYURH Y |83
15jjaune 80 |wwo?) Aufuuetd
380 "WRYUEH ApE 8y Jojjauno]

XOVADE-OHQIDIBHLIRITH (I HIew-]
Jo|paunoy eauwwes) Juuue|d
1834N[RY SRIOYDIN S01OUN0Y

Aaod-onGI@eBRI I Aew-3
iojj§ounoy eau|wiwoes Auuvus)d
ofp3 Awalap sof|15unos

AVAGE-GHBUOYR(IND NIEW-3
10[[UN0g SaLWGY Buiuuvy
U0 R MEIPUY 10[|1IUNDY

A AT QB weyduuung g ew-3
J0|13uno) s wwoy) Bujuue)q
weyRujuung yusy 10)jpunng

Arrand-anguguoie BuiS-18qio] | Hew-3
J0||19uNn0Y sapuwo? Bujuur)4
"3'8'0 'w0I9{BulS-18QI0J MYOP J0RUNDY

AAOD QB ISqHUED 1| HRt-3
10}j}2UN0Y a4 Buuue)y
11oqdwey BsBGIRg SSIIY Jojaunay

AN°ASS I QUSUOMNG 1) SiEW-T
Iojjjauneg eekwwey Bujuue)y
ugXng B3URIA] JO[ILNGY

unoy so)jwwos Aupiue|y

HASE IHGABHAMIOG ] e
%31MI0g BUOS|A J0poUNCY

Arvacd oy quGuosUPY 1) J|lew-]
10[j1ounpg e jwiwe) Fuuue)q
UOSUNIY LIAGoY P SolITunD]

$89|AI05 JUUUE]4 UBWLIBY-STFA

1O Auel Iy

10014 [) Busuue)g BOSY

GUIOY | uyop I

QB WY

suopeanddy Bujuus|d Jofepy 'uBwRy)
WAL W) JOJ|une]

UaLRAIISUDY)

pur JujuLie|d j0 101291)] SAJINDAXT
youas4 RRYIIN TN

B NOA JErgm D AJ[R0. NOA PUREEIGHUN
9L SRR [ 1) WD DA ST RIDRENGY

PUR mJa31( Jutuutd Supmolio) oy (o
Augty $% 04 10191 400K J0 K002 ¥ PUIS R$VII

noj yueyy

NN 03 UOLEISIIMOTPROISIO| MMM BLISTIM

3yl 04 08 ued NoA JuadojaraQ UONELS JaMO4 PEOY S107 Ay} UO UDIeWIO)UL atow 104 “uoyeIdde
Suiuue|d syl 4o Jeajap oy} poddns ajdoad Auew moy mouy A3y} 1By} J3pI0 U) O|MS PEOY SI0
g 'J¥Y7 04 Jalg| Jno4 Jo Ado3 e puss pinom noA J) peseald Alaa aq pinom dnolg uolay peoy $107 ay]

NOA Yim LIBIY

‘AN 0} 8)0m ROA Jey} Ja340] 9y} Auliq 0seo|d "I Julgeojop J0 S| 549} 0OUBYD Jayoq oy} ‘Juswdojorop
sy} o3 uoisoddo 1oyl sSa.dXa 0} S13Y) 018 oYM SHIAPISAL HI0W BY} SB TuPoIW SIY) PUSHE 95ES|d
*aJep s1y) 9ZUBYI PINGD |[IUN0Y BYJ JOABMOL 'J9811S UDILIOH UO ||eH UMO] BAs[oy pue uojduisuay

ayj Je 1940J2Q gz uo "wrd QF:9 40) jos S1 )1 Jusliow ay) y ‘Juawdoraaaq iyl jo agessed ay) uo
Bunoa oy oxep Suiuueld ayy jo pasiesdde dosy 0) 0802Z-19E2-02Z0 U0 [1auno?) ay) auoydsjat o} pasu noj

"lesys uoeur1o)ul

SJUJ JO UONDAS SSAIPPE SYI UD BJB SASSAIPPE J18Y) "AUBISBUIAIY UBY pue A[[ENIN U] J0Sald
uyo :sjeiono Juewwianog eaiyl o) Jayis) Inok jo Adoo v puas o) pajsenbal Ajuadin osje ale nop,

"£002 190020 87 810j0q UONBUKSIP 1Y} YITA) 0} PASU SI3}A) aSaYL J& (1Y "XNZ GM UOPUOT

‘193J1§ UOJUSOH ‘JlEH UMD] BY) ‘SJ0)|1OUN0Y JFHEY 1SSAIPPE 8y} Yim edojarua 138219 e u paoeyd
Wway) uo $3WeU Jayy Yim sado|aaua ul 1o 'ABnpIAIpUI [lBW-T AQ Jayia ‘UIayy N 0) puas nok 1aya)
ay) Adoa pjnoys noA woym o} SIFGW ALY ealuwuod Sujuue(d ayj J0 saweu sy} uaald Susag ase nok os|y

XNL 8M UOPUOT ‘801 UOJUIOH [BH UMO] 34 ‘BaSIYD

pue uoj3uisusy jo yanolog jehoy ‘sapiumiog suope|jddy Sujuueld Jofe ‘uewdrey) ‘wiayy wil TN

10} JaLIa} B OJ1M B5E3]d ‘Juawdo[aAop B]qIAIa} Sl JEBJIP 0} BJIUN O} PAAU OM JNQ SIAI[ SN peS] SN JO |

"26JE 81} U] BAI] OYM DSOYL JO SAAI[ Y} FAUBYUS ||IM

Jo aaueyus sSulp|Ing assys §0 BUON *(SHjaUEq ANUNWUIOT OU PUE SaLYS ())) UoLES 3gn] uoiBuisuay
yinog ay} udisap-aJ oy Jnoqe a4 A3y} pue BasIalIeg Ul JIBYAL UDIQ|Y USY) ‘BASIBNEY Ul OJI8A

BJUON Sem ainjuaa Julcl/iudwdolansp 1541 S,URIPRINY ‘WAY) asned |pm sBulp|ing asay) swajqold
JEYM 10 JUIY) Weyjng pue BaS[ayy) Jo SJUaPISa] Ay JeYm aied Jou op Aay] “Jaylo yaes jo sajicddns
&ie pue ‘I19Yio yoea mouy |je suonesiuedio pue sjdoad asay) jeyy Ajdwis si | "9SBI AYL Jou S S|

"1 pjing 0} Jy21s 8q IsnW J Jeyl ‘3gy) pue agejuay ysi3u3 ‘auoisBulary uay Aq parosdde si ‘jjosse4
A1xa) ng Aq paudisap sEulpjing Jo $is1Su0a Juawdo|aaa() PEOY S407 Ayl 2auls Jey) Finkes ase awog

~

"sjuapIsal gasay] Aq 194 Se PaAIadal usaq SBY fals| ou Se ajep

ay} Jo wielad 51 ouo ou Y2noyije Jagoiog g2 uo Juswdojaaag peoY S107 Ayl jo Hed eas|ay) ay) ssed
0y 1dwaje 1ayloue ag of Aj9yy $) sJay] "equq e S Uaas ag AjISea pjnoa sy “juaudo|aAap ayy ping
o} uojssiwdad Joj a5ueyaxa ul Aouow Jreygy a1 SUILAL0 ING 1SIY BU} WY JuUALaLP ApIey sWwayds e

W) awey oy,

‘Af122U1S SINOL

"UOIBHNSU0D SAISURLXS J0 133[GNS Y} UIaY aAeY
Y31y 4O Y10 "8IS SIY4 10} JoLE Fujuueld pue aN
04} JO SUDJRPUSWIWOIA) Y 82J04ud 0} nok oin ABuous |

‘Jjuawdojarap
awes 8y} w Buipjing A810)s GZ s3I pue Bas|ay] ol Juadelpe Ajaanp s1 i
SE JPNAH S4) up Buip|Ing SILJ JO 10340 BU) PASSIIISIP BABY 0) 83JIMIWOY
Buiuuely vos|ay] pue uo1Buisuay Jo yanolog [eAoy Byl 105 AIOJRPUERLL
10u 1 Sep “(SABJ0IS £€) SJaMO) LM By} 40 ISa|[el Byl pasoadde

ApeaJje aABY WEYINS PUB YHWSIAWIUEH JO YySnoiog UOpuo] Ay .Q

RN Yhim aoeds uaad uado jo }IB| PUE ‘Bas|AYT JO JUCILIAAL J0ISIY
oy} uo pajeao| 2uiaq Si ‘ANSuap pue JyB1ay SSBW “a)jel) pue Liodsuel}
40 esnedaq Ainbu) a(jgnd 8 10} u) pa|eo Bq pinoys uswdojeaap syt .h

“ospaAL oYy uoje Y2y salsals
J0 g eyl 810w oq pinoys uipjing ou Jey; Salels Yaym ue)d juawdojanag
AJRIUMN UMO $,[13UN0Y By} SausARIIU0Y Juswdoasp pasodoad ayy .ﬂ

‘SHUAPISDI U)
9SEAIIU| Y3 JpuRY 03 dn 135 Bue 9Irjod puUB 811 ‘UONEINPA 'JEI [RI)PAW
‘uodsuel) ay) 8ins exety "pasoldde sy Justudojarap Aue Eaam..m

*sawey) ayl Jo smaia ay) Aofua o SpUBPISAI JOJ JUDIHIOAL
oy} Buoje ededs uaaid pue Lejd o) uap)y2 Joj sede|d ‘Aolua o) SJuBpPISAA
BOS[AYY ||B 20} SEAJE 8PNJIUI pInoys Juatidojarag peoy $107 Y| b

‘g|qerdasoeun aq | juswdogasap siyl Ag
pasned siaalls AqJeau 2auo pue peoy sty 3yj 0) Jyea) pappe syl .ﬁ

‘Yuotw A1ans
Aep ayj jo puz pue BuluuBaq ay) JB puk SYIUDW JJUIM PUB UWINLNE SU)
uj BAS[BYY) JOA0 MODEYS BUO| B JSBD ||1M S10M0) ML Ay} Jo JyBiay ay) ir 4

"BPISIAALL jES1A0ISY BY) JO adeaspue)
8y} uo saueseadde pue Ajsuap Jo swJay uy Bae ay) Joj esepdosdde
S| Y31y SB1I0JS ZE PUR G2 JO Juswdo[arsp Jama) UIMI B BA31(30 10U 0P | I

:spunocid
Buimoyjoy ay uo uoyeddde oy o) 108lq0 | BHS PEOY S107 Byl 10}
veipgan? Aq uoyeddde Buiuued sy uo SHUAWWOI AW YiIM Bunim we |

Lr/SZEI PUR $2€1/20/dd/MSI0/SQ ‘JoY uopeyddy Suiuue|4
juawdojereq UolIelS JoMOg PEOY 5107

‘18209 JW Jesq
b oyg o o
17345 HPo™v3 |

S52.ppY NG
aieg £0°0) YT

XNL 8M udpuo
—muh—m :c——._._n—._

lleH umoL ayL
[19unog ays jo Japea

1194309 YItuap W

uolpestjddy Sujuueld peoy siol.od-dunaalgo 13449y ajdweg 4

Yiim yoeq aie siadojaae(] Auo)y duoH ayi Jaramoy 2002 Ul Pasnjal sem uoyealdde ay) "sieak om) 104
303 uaaq sey Juswdojora peoy $107 oyl 10j ss330.d Auluue|d SIyl JRYL UCIIUAW 0} Jueiiodul s ).

¢£SIY) ueYy) asuap asow pue
Jiel SE 291M) Xejdwod B pasu om 0Q ‘IBISIW B UssY SABY 04 JySnoy) AjUowIWOd MOU S| pue uojeutgew)
10 y21a4)s Aue Ag xajdwod A[gn Asaa e 5| )| "yBiy sA2J015 | S1 @1IS] pu3 S,plAOM aYy) jJou Ajajnjosgy
&A310 3|QBIAI B YONS UOPUDT SYEW YoIym saoeds uaaid ay-Aejd pue y(em o) aoeds saey o} ajdoad

104 pasu 3y ‘ie ueaja ‘JyB1| inoge ased siadojaaep Apaaid asay og "wayl as1a1edns o sinpe pue Aejd
0} ua1p|Iyo Joj vejd Juswdojaaep oy} uj 0IEUS paJEIIPEp OU S| 2IAY] 'SIIMO] JURI3 BSOYL JO MOpRYS

ay1 u sAemyjem uensapad yiim 199418 $59308 3|FUIS B JO WG oY SOXBY SIY) pue aoeds uado st asay)
fes siodojaaap 3uoy Buoy ay] 's[1ouUN0Y) WeYiN4 PUB YJWSIWWEH pue ‘eas|ayy pue uciduisuay yiog
Aq pasoud uaag aAgY 0) SWIIS JNQ JBIJI 13m0} BYI 0) uotpisoddo 1Y} IPEW SBY J1IUNDY JALSUILISIM

‘peoy $)07 Buipunolins eale sje|paw) ayl

Ul Jy3ydep pue lydjuns uo Jaay e GSIOAPE LY BARY [[MM SIOMO 0Y] *AJ12 D413US BY} SS049E puk Y3nolog
ay) Jo sysed jje wol) smoala anbiun jaa4e £jas1aApe (|im A3y ] "UOpUOT PaapU] pUEB WEY(N4 pue easjayg u
111nq Joaa sSuip|ing jenuepised Jsoydiy oYy og [m asay] dog syl jo no Suryous ojod aslaw G) jeuspippe
owes oyl yum urede '(opis weyng) 4w sai0ls ¢ 51 euo pue doj ey) o Jno Funjous ojod alew

) ¥ Aq poppe Jy310y Jeysny Yuim (0pis Bas|0y]) Y31y SAaI0y5 GZ 51 0uQ JBAN By} UD Joplog Weyng
Bas|ay ay) ajppelss Key] ')ing aq o} aJe ‘ siamo] uiml, 6y} Suljjea Lj14a0 ale awos yaiym ‘sBuipjing
1oMo} DM} ‘valjels 1amod ayl Suiptemp pue Joald eyl LD ‘16ABMOY "[njiapuom aq jjim i Bulielsal sesge
I|e paspul ‘pug UD)BLS JaM04 prROY 5107 P|0 Byl Bulp|ing A8y Si| Se sey Juswdojaraq Peoy 5407 ey}

NG S1 1 4 ‘sanoy ysad LB und Ajuo [[1m ) Jng ‘002 104 pauue|d s) aa0a1as ulely ajqissod v jing

94 0} SPE0.s PAUIPIM Jo mau Jo) sode|d ou a1e aJay] "Jjey B 04 BuiyIAiaAs BuLiq [[IM PUE B|qEUIRISNSUN SI
Yalysm a1j3ea) pue AJISuap Jo UoLENYIS B aARY nOA pue ‘sassaursng snjd ‘sasuapisor 9o°Z ‘wawdojaneg
peny $107 9yl SiY 0l pPY " (uonadwod Buresy pue sjuapised Z. -luawdojaaap adej|og sTuly pue ‘Jjing
Bu1aq s1 yaiym sassou|sny snd sjuopisal snjd 0p0'g) Juawdajarap jieym [epadw) 8y]-1apiog WeYng
B35|3YJ 8y} Jo Bae SWes sjy} ul Sjusdofaaap JoYio om} 0S[e 01 6.5y ] ‘Apeal[e SAep JSowW [|NSpuB)s
Jeau je S| peoy wWeyjnd pue proy SBuIY oyl Buoje alyyel) ay) ‘smouy [im nok sy Juswdojaaap pasodold
ay4 Aq pajesauad agyery [EUDLIPPE 3Y) UIBISNS JOU [[IM SNY) pue alenbapeu; luesald | aie eale ayl
Buialas sauIIoey LI0OSUB)] "SAUI|IPINT LUSWUISADY PUR ‘UR|4 UOPUDT bjBL] ‘UBLH luawdojaaag AJeimp
UMO $,7°PX8H 3y} 0} BuIpioade AJISUBD JO S$|aA3] PAPUAINOIAI JUSLING ||B SPaaaXa Juswdo)aas( peOY
5107 ay] "mozpoop JojAe| siedojaaap paseq uopuo yum Sunjiom ‘vodureyp uosiydny ‘siadojarag
8uoy Juoy jo pasudwod 5) yajym ueipest) Auedwod Ajiadoad e Ag uaalp s) yaarg easjays

pue gj3uen) peoy 5107 18 tuewdojeasp pasodosd ay| ‘weyng pue YWSIAWWEH 40 YyEno10g uopuo
pue ‘eas|ayy) pue uojduisusy jo ydnoog jeAoY SY] S|PPEIIS 0} JNage $1$FuIPjIng auiu Jo xoydwod y

1r/S2E) PUE $£21/20/dd/MSI0/SdQ :a3unlDjay
¥3047) BES|9YY PUE UOIIE)S J0MOY (E0Y $107 J8 Juawdojeasp poesodold oy

“uapisay 953y Jeag

GYOH SLOT NO HIIH SAFHOLS LE 01 dN SHIdYHISANS HLIM SINIQTING ININ NI SISSINISNG SN1d SINIAISIY MIN 000°2

LNINdOTIAIA NOILVLS HIMOd GVOU S1073HL dOLS 0L dT3H ISVId




19 CHEYNE COURT
FLOOD STREET
LONDON SW3 5TP

Tel: 020 7352-3519
Fax: 020 7351-9194

21 October, 2003

Mr Merrick Cockell
Leader of the Council
The Town Hall
Hornton Street
London W8 TNX

Dear Mr Cockell,

Lots Road Power Station Development
Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/JT

As a Chelsea resident, I would like to say how totally unsuitable this development would
be for the area. Most of our borough is very attractive. Why is it even considered a good
thing to build these overpowering buildings? The transport services for this area are
inadequate with the present population. The increased density brought by these towers
would compound the problem — indeed possibly bring it to a standstill.

We have planning policies to protect our borough from horrific overdevelopment. Indeed
the Council’s own Unitary Development Plan states no building should be more than 6 or
7 stories high along the riverfront. Why ignore this? I cannot think of any benefit to
Chelsea and Fulham residents to have buildings of 37 and 25 stories. Already the south
side of the riverfront has been swamped by the Montevetro building. Now the northern
bank might be equally overdeveloped. With the demolition of the warehouses and the
power station there was an opportunity to make our riverfront a great asset — scenically
and for residents. Please retain some sanity and sense of the aesthetic and oppose this
plan — for all our sakes.

I have read that the developers have offered the RBK&C money in exchange for
permission to build the development. Is this why you are selling us down the river?

Yours sincerely,

- .
v a2 TN

Patricia Burr



Telephone : 0207 376 5446 DAVID A SHEFFIEL
Facsimile : 0207 376 5189 24, ASTELL STRE
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Mr Tim Ahearn , : __N_"EE—#% I3, ' EC
Chairmman, Major Planning Applications FEES
RBK&C

The Town Hall
"/‘3 ‘

Hornton Street )
London W8 7TNX October 215t 2003

Dear Sir,
Proposed Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/1324 & 1325/T

[ am writing to voice my objections to the above planning application:

- I do not believe that a twin tower development of 25 & 37 stories high is appropriate for the
area in terms of density and appearance on the landscape of the historical riverside.

- The added traffic to the Kings Road and other nearby streets caused by this development, if
it succeeds, is liable to be catastrophic. '

- The proposed development contravenes the Council’s own Unitary Development Plan
which states that no building should be more than 6 or 7 stories high along the riverfront.

I very much hope that this application will be refused and that you enforce the recommendations of
the UDP and Planning Brief for this site, both of which have been the subject of extensive
consultation .

Copies to: Mr Merrick Cockell, RBK&C Leader of Council
Mr John Prescott, Deputy Prime Minister
Mr fan McNally Govt. Office for London
Mr Ken Livingstone, Mayor of London :
Mr M. French, Executive Director of Planning RBK&C
Mr J Thome, Area Planning Officer €8K+C .
LRAC, Lots Road, SW10
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5 More’s Gard
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21 October 2003

'EX an“w CACJAD [CLULAD
Mr John Thorne '
Area Planning Officer =
The Town Hall ] pLAN NGO
Hornton Street b
London c 5
e N AN

L

RE: Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/]T

Dear Mr Thorne,

| am writing with my comments on the planning application by Circadian for the Lots
Road site. | object to the application on the following grounds:

| do not believe a twin tower development of 25 and 37 stories high is
appropriate for the area in terms of density and appearance on the landscape of
the historical riverside.

The height of the twin towers will cast a long shadow over Chelsea in the
autumn and winter months and at the beginning and end of the day every month.
The added traffic to the Kings Road and other nearby streets caused by this
development will be unacceptable.

The Lots Road Development should include areas for all Chelsea residents to
enjoy, places for children to play and green space along the riverfront for
residents to enjoy the views of the Thames.

Before any development is approved, make sure the transport, medical care,
education, fire and police are set up to handle the increase in residents.

The proposed development contravenes the Council's own Unitary
Development Plan which states that no building should be more than 6 or 7
stories high along the riverfront.

This development should be called in for a public inquiry because of transport
and traffic, mass height and density, its being located on the historic riverfront of
Chelsea, and lack of open green space with light.

The London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham have already approved the
tallest of the twin towers (37 storeys). Was it not mandatory for the Royal
Borough of Kensington and Chelsea Planning Committee to have discussed the
effect of this building on the RBK&C as it is directly adjacent to Chelsea and its
25 storey building in the same development?

| strongly urge you to enforce the recommendations of the UDP and Planning Brief
for this site, both of which have been the subject of extensive consultation.

Yours faithfully,
David Bamber



63 DOVEHOUSE STREET
LONDON SW3 6JY
TEL 020 7352 4724 FAX 020 7376 4107
E-mail banque@dovehouse&3.fsnet.co.uk

October 21* 2003 ) o LS

]
Gl

Mr. Merrick Cockell ‘\\,
Leader of the Council

The Town Hall, Hornton Street

London W8 7TNX

Dear Mr Cockell,
Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1234 and 1235/]JT

I wish to voice my strong objection to the above planning application by Circadian for
the Lots Road site on the following grounds:

1/1 believe that twin towers of such heights are totally inappropriate for the area and
would spoil the appearance of the landscape with such massiveness.

2/t would very likely cast an long shadow over our Chelsea for most of the year(at
certain times of day and year)

3/Kings Road (and streets around) is already endlessly plagued by nose to tail traffic
jams thanks to all the restaurants and bars you have allowed to open and we seriously
can't accept anymore reasons to clog those streets.

4/On that subject, have underground parking, transport, surgeries, schools, police and
fire station been allocated to be able to cope with this huge increase?

5/1 had been told that you had decreted that no building should be higher than 6/7
stories high along the river.

6/Why instead of this monstrosity, do we not have something that all of us residents
would welcome like green areas and gardens, playground and altogether an
enhancement to the Borough rather than to always look for commercial benefit?

7/ Should there not be a public enquiry because of traffic and transport, mass height
and density and being on the historic riverfront of Chelsea and lack of light and open
space?

8/Hammersmith & Fulham having approved the tallest tower, was it not mandatory
for RBK&C Planning Committee to have discussed the effect of this building on the
Borough as it is directly adjacent to Chelsea and its 25 storey building in the same
development?

1 strongly urge you to enforce the recommendations of the UDP and Planning Bnef
for this site, both of which have been the subject of extensive consultation.

Yours sincerely

Kol b oy
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John Norwell 30CT 2
2 Bywater Street ‘
London SW3 4XD O/ 5

Mr. Merrick Cockell g 6

Leader of the Council
The Town Hall

Hornton Street
London W8 7NX (N\J\

October 21, ' O
tober 21, 2003 }%\\

~ Dear Mr. Cockell,

Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/JT

| am writing with my comments on the planning application by Circadian for the Lots Road
site. | object to the application on the following grounds:

1.1 do not believe a twin tower development of 25 and 37 stories high is appropriate for the
area in terms of density and appearance on the landscape of the historical riverside.

2. The height of the twin towers will cast a long shadow over Chelsea in the autumn and
winter months and at the beginning and end of the day every month.

3. The added traffic to The Kings Road and other nearby streets caused by this development
will be unacceptable.

4. The Lots Road Development should include areas for all Chelsea residents to enjoy,
places for children to play and green space along the riverfront for residents to enjoy the
views of the Thames.

- Before any development is approved, make sure the transport, medical care, education, fire
and police are set up to handle the increase in residents.

* The proposed development contravenes the Council's own Unitary Development Plan
which states that no building should be more than 6 of 7 stories high along the riverfront.

« This development should be called in for a public inquiry because of transport and traffic,
mass height and density, its being located on the historic riverfront of Chelsea, and lack of
open green space with light.

The London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham have already approved the tallest of the
twin towers (37 storeys). Was it not mandatory for the Royal Borough of Kensington and
Chelsea Planning Committee to have discussed the effect of this building on the RBK&C as it
is directly adjacent to Chelsea and its 25 storey building in the same development.

| strongly urge you to enforce the recommendations of the UDP and Planning Brief for

this site, both of which have been the subject of extensive consultation.

7
You nceffe



: 5, CHELSEA SQUARE, @

LONDON, SW3 6LF.
020-7352 6187 13 OCT 20[13

Mr.Memmick Cockell,
Leader of the Council. YRy
Dear Mr. Cockell,

I have recently received details of a deveitopment being
considered in what is now Lots Road Power Station, and am
writing to ask you and members of the Kensington and Chelsea
Council to do all you can to ensure this is not put into effect.

I realise that this is not in the Royal Borough but, being so
close, has important implications on it as well as destroying a part
of the landscape of the Thames Embankment which is so important
to retain. 1 cannot believe that buildings of some 25 and 35 stories
high are going to improve the landscape. Much of the character of
this part of London has already been ruined by the construction of
glass and steel flats in Battersea. Let us use the Lots Road area to
improve the landscape rather than destroy it.

But, of course, there are other important implications such as
the increase of traffic and residents on an already overcrowded
area. Have we the required services such as health, police and
education to cope with this increase in residents, or plans to deal
with the inevitable increase in road traffic such a scheme will bring
with it?



I understand that the London Borough of Hammersmith and"
Fulham have already approved this scheme, and am surprised that
our Council has not consulted residents like myself who will be
adversely affected by this development. I should be glad to hear
from you what action has been taken so far or is being planned by
our council to oppose this development.

Yours sincerely,

P
,é,uz ,dfuﬁq
Majorm
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Mr. & Mrs. Robert Beale /SO
21 Wellington Square
GB - London SW3 4NR |
Tel: 020-7730-4858 Fax: 020-7730-1069 Mobile: 07778-856
e-mail: beale@wellington21.freeserve.co.uk

EX [Roc[TP
Mr. John Thorne, DR (iA'C_f\hD ICLU %g
Area Planning Officer, E:}B 240 |
Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea, iC. ?/U' 2003 @)
The Town Hall, N C 1A ec a0
Homnton Street, LI TaRe’riN|DESIrers]
London W8 7NX. 22nd October2003

Dear Mr. Thorne,
Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 &1325/JT

We are writing to object to the Planning Application by Circadian for the Lots
Road site for the following reasons:-
1. We believe that a “twin tower” development of 25 and 37 storeys (on the
Hammersmith and Fulham side) is inappropriate to the area in terms of
density and appearance (height), given the nature of the area and its
landscape adjacent to the historic riverside. In this connection, we
understand that the development proposed contravenes the Council's own
Unitary Development Plan (UDP), which has been the subject of extensive
consultation, and which states that riverside buildings should not exceed 7
storeys in height.
2.The height of the towers proposed will cast a shadow over large parts of
the surrounding area, which is predominantly of low rise housing and some
business premises, particulary in the winter months but also at the start and
end of the day throughout the year.
3. It is our belief that any proposal to redevelop the Lots Road site should
include green spaces and amenities for residents of Chelsea of all ages to
enjoy the riverside and views of the Thames.
4. There is no doubt that the huge development proposed, (when added to
new developments already approved on the Fulham side), will add
unacceptably to the present heavy traffic, especially in the already-existing
congestion “black spots” at the junctions of Lots Road/Kings Road and Edith
Grove/Kings Road/Cheyne Walk/Lots Road/Cremorne Road/Ashburnham
Road/Kings Road/Gunter Grove, which affect major through-routes
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East/West and North/South. In particular, given the “bottlenecks™ at the
existing bridges on the Kings and Fulham Roads over the Chelsea
Creek/Stamford Brook, and the absence of any plans to deal with them, as
far as we are aware, even a small amount of additional traffic is, in our
opinion likely to lead to total paralysis. We doubt that the mooted possible
extension of the “congestion charge” to the area will have any beneficial
effect on this.

5. Before the approval of any proposal, it is essential for your Council to
ensure that proper plans are made to assure the support of all necessary
infrastructure for the additional residents, not just of roads and transport, but
also of education, police, fire and medical services.

6. For all the reasons set out above, it is our belief that the development
should be the subject of a public enquiry before a decision on the planning
application is taken. We do not understand how it has apparently been
possible for The London Borough of Hammersmith & Fulham to have
approved the application relating to their side, without The Royal Borough of
Kensington & Chelsea Planning Committee stimulating a widespread
discussion on the inter-related proposal, which profoundly affects Chelsea.
We strongly urge you to reject the proposal completely and to enforce the
recommendations of the UDP and the Planning Brief.

We have also written in the same terms to Mr. Merrick Cockell, Leader of
the Council, to Mr. Tim Ahern, Chairman, Major Planning Applications
Committee, with copies to all other Councillors on the Planning Committee
and the affected ward, to other senior planning officers of the RBK+C, and
to the offices of the Deputy Prime Minister, the Government Office f
London and the Mayor of London.

Yours sincerely,

¢ Cledeghid:

Robert Beale Clodagh Beale



Richard Adams
2 Blenheim Crescent
London W11 INN

Mr Merrick Cockell

Leader of the Council

The Town Hall -
Hornton Street

Kensington

London W8 7NX

22™ QOctober 2003

Dear Mr Cockell,

Ref. Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref. DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/JT

[ am writing to express my utmost concern at the proposal and application for planning by
Circadian concerning the Lots Road site. My objections to the application are for the
following reasons:

The construction of buildings 25 and 37 stories high is completely mappropriate for this area
which comprises, for the most part, low density and height located in an area of such
important historical interest.

The height of the towers is bound, by it’s very height, to throw inordinately long shadows
over Chelsea in such a way as to cast neighbouring properties in gloom and, at certain times
of the year, seri-darkness at the brightest times of the day.

The additional traffic drawn to this area and the Kings Road which will be caused by this
property development is completely unacceptable and goes against everything that is being
promoted as being sensible and ecologically acceptable by both National and also local
governments. Pollution levels are bound to rise as also inconvenience, congestion. parking
problems, all-round aggravation.

The development fails to show any sort of consideration for local residents. places for
children to play as well as green space along the riverfront for residents and visitors to view
and appreciate the River Thames.
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Failure to ensure that prior to planning approval, there is adequate access to public transport.
extra medical care requirements,-or that emergency services are able to cope with the massive
increase in population as they take up occupation in the towers.

The proposed development contravenes the Council’s own Unitary Development Plan which
clearly states that no single building should exceed a height of 6 or 7 stories in the riverfront
victnity.

In the light of this proposed development there should be a call for a public enquiry. For ali
the reasons listed previously, this will have a most destructive and degrading effect on the
lives of people who have long inhabited an area of great sensitivity and historical importance
in such a way as to add nothing to an already densely populated locality. about to be
submerged by an influx of thousands more.

It seems that the London Borough of Hammersmith has already approved the tallest of the
towers. Was it not mandatory for the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea Planning
Committee to have discussed the impact of this building since it is both directly adjacent to
Chelsea and the 25 storey tower, a part of the self—same development.

[ strongly urge you to enforce the recommendations of the UDP and Planning Brief for this
site, both of which have been the subject of extensive consultation.

Yours sincerely,
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Mr. Michael French Executive Director of Planning and Conservation
Councillor Tim Ahern Chairman, Major Planning Applications Committee
Mr. John Thorne Area Planning Officer

Mr. Tony Holt Vice-Chairman Planning Services

Councillor J. Robert Atkinson Planning Committee Councillor
Councillor Victoria Borwick Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor Terence Buxton Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor Miss Barbara Campbell Planning Commitiee Counciilor

: (“ounmllor John..Cox:bel-___'______ on, C.B.E Plannino Commiuee Councj




Councillor Andrew DaltonPlanning Committee Councilior

Councillor Jeremy Edge Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor Nicholas Halbritter Planning Committee Councillor
Councillor The Lady Hanham, C.B.E. Planning Committee Councillor
Councillor David Harland Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor Bridget Hoier Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor Rima Horton Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor James Husband Planning Committee Councillor
Councillor Dez O’Neill Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor Barry Phelps Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor Ernest Tomlin Planning Committee Councillor

Councillor Mrs Maighread Simmonds Planning Committee Councillor
Councillor for Cremorme Ward

Councillor Miss Doreen M. Weatherhead Planning Committee Councillor
Councillor Mrs. Jennifer Kinglsey Councillor for Cremorne Ward
Councillor Mr. Steven RedmanCouncillor for Cremorne Ward

Mr. John PrescottDeputy Prime MinisterOffice of the Deputy prime Minister
Mr. Ian McNallyGovernment Office for London

Mr. Ken Livingstone Mayor of London Greater London Authority
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Mr. John Thomne London - Octobeq 22, 20q 3
Area Planning Officer

The Town Hall Paloma Barcella

Hornton Street 52, Ifield Road

London W1 7NX London SW10 9AD

Dear Mr. Thomne,

Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/JT

As residents of the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea, we wish to inform you of
our objection to the planning application for the following reasons:

A development of this size, in such a key part of the borough should be taken much more
seriously than to date. It would be exciting if the Power Station were to become a symbol
of our borough both from inland and from the river, as the Tate Modem is for Southwark,
but this cannot happen if this beautiful building, when restored, is dwarfed by two
towers .These out of scale buildings will be a sad landmark indeed for Chelsea if the
Planning Application is approved fully.

It is very sad to see an area with such potential, and which already has a thriving
community, not being the subject of an international competition, both for architectural
and urban planning reasons. Such a very important and historic area of London
appears to be being dealt with as if it were a suburban plot of land, with a view to making
the largest economic gain for the developers.

We all agree that the site has potential for development, but as architects we would hope
you reconsider the full impact of this oversized development on historic Chelsea; not to
speak of the added traffic it would bring to an area that is already overstressed, with
emergency service under pressure and not always able to circulate adequately.

We therefore ask you to enforce the recommendation of the Royal Borough’s UDP and
the Planning Brief for this site and to reconsider the whole design in detail, even if this
means going back to the drawing board.

Yours sincerely,

Toloraa A-a-re.dig

COSIMO SESTI and PALOMA BARCELLA ARCHITECTURAL DESIGNS
52, Ifield Road London SW10 9AD (UK) tel + 44 207 3524936
Castello di Argiano 53024 Montalcino Siena (ltaly) tel. 4 §%3Wﬁ7@ 2518 \
DIR l
R.B.[,

cosimo@sesti.net - palomabarcella@hotmail.com
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Mr. Michael French London - October 3
Executive Director of Planning and Conservation

The Town Hall Paloma Barcella
Homton Street 52, Ifield Road
London W1 7NX London SW10 9AD

Dear Mr. French,

Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325/JT

As residents of the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea, we wish to inform you of
our objection to the planning application for the following reasons:

A development of this size, in such a key part of the borough should be taken much more
seriously than to date. It would be exciting if the Power Station were to become a symbol
of our borough both from inland and from the river, as the Tate Modem is for Southwark,
but this cannot happen if this beautiful building, when restored, is dwarfed by two
towers .These out of scale buildings will be a sad landmark indeed for Chelsea if the
Planning Application is approved fully.

It is very sad to see an area with such potential, and which already has a thriving
community, not being the subject of an international competition, both for architectural
and urban planning reasons. Such a very important and historic area of London
appears to be being dealt with as if it were a suburban plot of land, with a view to making
the largest economic gain for the developers.

We all agree that the site has potential for development, but as architects we would hope
you reconsider the full impact of this oversized development on historic Chelsea; not to
speak of the added traffic it would bring to an area that is already overstressed, with
emergency service under pressure and not always able to circulate adequately.

We therefore ask you to enforce the recommendation of the Royal Borough’s UDP and

the Planning Brief for this site and to reconsider the whole design in detail, even if this
means going back to the drawing board.
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COSIMO SESTI and PALOMA BARCELLA ARCHITECTURAL DESIGNS
52, Ifield Road London SW10 9AD (UK) tel. + 44 207 3524936

Castello di Argiano 53024 Montalcino Siena (ltaly) tel + 39 340 7652518

cosifm i.net - palomabarcelia@hotmail.com
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SMITH STREET RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION

CHAIRMAN SAMANTHA ALLAN SECRETARY JOANNA PRENTICE
34 Smith Street 37 Smith Street
London SW3 4EP London SW3 4EP
22" October 2003
Mr. Merrick CogKell E'R HOCTP cAC AD ICLUIAD
Leader of the Zouncil LSS | AK
The 1l | R.B e
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Dear Mr. Cockell, | SEMA‘EE 'm REC ["L/
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Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 and 1325T

1 am writing with our comments on the planning application by Circadian for the Lots Road site. We C.—Bﬁo‘ QCJ—&/
object to the application on the following grounds: .S-L)

1. We do not believe a twin tower development of 25 and 37 stories high is appropriate for the area
in terms of density and appearance on the landscape of the historical riverside.

2. The height of the twin towers will cast a long shadow over Chelsea in the autumn and winter
months and at the beginning and end of the day every month.

3. The added traffic to The Kings Road and other nearby streets caused by this development will be
unacceplable.

4. The Lots Road Development should include areas for all Chelsea residents to enjoy, places for
children to play and green space along the riverfront for residents to enjoy the views of the
Thames.

5. Before any development is approved, make sure the transport, medical care, education, fire and
police are set up to handle the increase in residents.

6. The proposed development contravenes the Council’s own Unitary Development Plan which
states that no building should be more than 6 or 7 storeys high along the riverfront.

7. This development should be called in for a public inquiry because of transportand traftic, mass
height and density, its being located on the historic riverfront of Chelsea, and lack of open green
space with light.

8. The London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham have already approved the tallest of the twin
towers (37 storeys). Was it not mandatory for the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Planning Committee to have discussed the effect of this building on the RBK&C as it is directly
adjacent to Chelsea and its 25 story building in the same development.

We strongly urge you to enforce the recommendations of the UDP and Planning Brief for this site,
both of which have been the subject of extensive consultation.

Y ours sincerely,

< Al aw

Mrs. Samantha Allan

Cc Mr. Michael F ren‘c/h, Councillor John Corbet-Singleton, C.B.E., Councillor Jeremy Edge, Councillor
Mrs. Jennifer Kinglsey
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THE CHELSEA SOCIETY O 0

Sfounded by Reginald Blunt in 1927 to protect and foster the amenities of Chelsea

www.chelseasociety.org.uk

President  THE RT. HoN. THE LORD KELVEDON Hon. Secretary ~ SAMANTHA WYNDHAM
Chairman DavID LE LAY, RLB.A, FRSA. 4 CRANLEY PLACE
. LONDON Sw7 3AB

Email  enquiries@chelseasociety.org.uk _

Councillor Tim Ahern

Chairman T /

Major Planning Applications Committee ?’/ HDG
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea /1 IR
The Town Hall R.B.
Hornton Street K.C.
London W8 TNX
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Dear Councillor Ahern P

LOTS ROAD POWER STATION AND CHELSEA CREEK, LONDON SW10

Further to the deferment of this application on 15" September I would like to let you know the views of this
Society in respect of this planning application. I realise that the deferment was so as to allow for an independent
traffic report to be commissioned by your officers, but when your committee meets again it will make its decision
on all the evidence before it, not just the traffic report.

The Society considers that if permission were given it would be the most disastrous set-back for the physical
environment of Chelsea to have occurred for many decades. The proposed high buildings would have the most
damaging effect upon a huge swathe of Chelsea, especially :-

e They would dominate all westerly views of the historic Chelsea riverside, notably Cheyne Walk with its
numerous listed buildings and its associations with artists and writers of former times, such as Turner,
Whistler, Rossetti, George Elliot, Hilare Belloc and many others. The Chelsea riverside was also the home
of St.Thomas More, Henry VIII and Sir Hans Sloane; its historical associations are almost infinite.

* The riverside by the famous Chelsea house boats would be especially harmed - and yet this part of the
river, where the natural shore line still exists, is one of the most picturesque stretches, with historic
Lindsey House, built in 1648 and owned by the National Trust.

» The tall buildings would be devastating for the small-scale terraced houses of the Lots Road area and there
would be infringements of the BRE guidance on sunlight and daylight as reported in item 7.1.28 of the
officer’s report. _

¢ They would be visible from the upper floors of countless homes throughout Chelsea including Carlyle
Square, Old Church Street and Paultons Square, which is listed and probably one of the most perfect
Georgian Squares in all of London.

¢ They would dramatically impinge on the vistas of Brompton Cemetery and form a jarring juxtaposition
with the listed chapel and colonnaded structures in this important open space, which the Borough is keen
to encourage as a place for recreational use. '

¢ The impact of high buildings is also un-predictable - they can intrude into the least expected places - and
these buildings, which would be by far the tallest in West London, would certainly be no exception.

The harm caused by high buildings in an historic area such a5 Kensington and Chelsea is acknowledged in the
UDP; there is both a prohibition on them in general (policy CD37) and a specific prohibition in respect of the
Chelsea riverside. Policy CD6 states that “Any development on the riverside is to be of a height no greater than the



general level of existing building heights to the east of Blantyre Street”. The reference to ‘east of Blantyre street’,
as is explained in the preamble to the Policy, is because to the west of Blantyre Street is the World’s End Estate,
ith its high buildings, which are considered a mistake and should not be seen as creating a precedent. This UDP
q:volicy is intended to preserve the character of Cheyne Walk, yet your officers are recommending that you now
seek government consent to set that policy aside.

As a House of Commons select committee recently stated ¢ High density does not necessarily mean high buildings’.
The proposed conversion of the Power Station alone provides a housing density that exceeds that stated in the
UDP - plus other non-residential uses. New buildings could be designed that were subordinate to the Power
Station, provided a more humane environment instead of wind-swept plazas and yet achieve a density that was in
excess of what the Government and GLA term to be ‘high density’. None of the high buildings erected in or near
our Borough over the past 50 years has enhanced the quality of our built environment; on the contrary, their impact
has been disastrous.

If your committee decides to grant consent to this application it runs the risk of being guilty of the following;-

Losing the trust of the public - in setting aside its UDP policies and the guidance given in its Planning Brief for
this site. Both of these documents were the product of lengthy consultation and were adopted by the Council; they
are in effect a contract between the Counci! and the general public. If the Council were to unilaterally set them
aside it would be breaking that contract.

Operating double standards - for only a few years ago the. Council raised objection to the proposed erection of a 20
storey building (subsequently named ‘Montevetro’) in Wandsworth and gave evidence to a public inquiry
opposing this building because of its impact on the Chelsea riverside. How could it now contemplate not objecting
to monster 25 and 37 storey buildings, one of which is in its own Borough, which will be far more devastating for
the Chelsea riverside and Cheyne Walk than is the relatively modest Montevetro.

Allowing financial considerations to take precedence - because, last year, on advice of officers, the planning
committee refused a virtuaily identical application. The only significant difference between that application and
the one awaiting a decision is that the applicants are now offering to pay £5m to the Council for ‘community
benefits’, whilst last year, there was no such offer. Your officers allude to this in 10.7.7 of their report where they
state that whilst a departure from the UDP was considered unacceptable last year ‘in the context of the wider
benefits offered by the scheme, the departure would be justified in this case’.

1 should remind you that when you meet again to consider this application you will effectively be making a
decision on, not only the application before you, but of the whole development, including that in Hammersmith’ &
Fulham. For if you decide to refuse the application, the Secretary of State will call-in the Hammersmith part of the
development and he will hold a public inquiry.into the proposals for the whole site. If you approve the application,
such a call-in is unlikely.

This Society asks you not to repeat the mistakes of the past, nor to lose the trust of the public by departing from
your UDP; it asks you to raise objection with Hammersmith and Fulham to the part of the development situated in

that Borough, to set aside the advice of your officers and to refuse planning permission.

Yours sincerely,

David Le Lay
Chairman :

Copies to M.J. French, Members of Major Planning Applications Committee, The Leader, Cabinet Member
for Planning, Ward Councillors !

Registered Charity 276264



THE CHELSEA SOCIETY

founded by Reginald Blunt in 1927 to protect and foster the amenities of Chelsea

www.chelseasociety.org.uk

President  THE RT. HON. THE LORD KELVEDON Hon. Secretary ~ SAMANTHA WYNDHAM
Chairman DAvVID LE LAY, R1B.A FRSA. 4 CRANLEY PLACE
LONDON SW7 3AB

Email  enquiries@chelseasociety.org.uk

Councillor Tim Ahern
Chairman
Major Planning Applications Committee
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
The Town Hall
Hornton Street
London W8 7TNX
25" October 2003

Dear Councillor Ahern
LOTS ROAD POWER STATION AND CHELSEA CREEK, LONDON SW1(

You will recall that in an email of 22" September sent to Mr. French and all members of your committee
[ stated that the Society considered the visual presentation material displayed at the meeting on 15
September was inadequate and I requested that more photo-montages be prepared.

At the meeting, the applicants relied principally upon a huge model; but models are always deceptive and
the one displayed only gave an impression of what the new development would look like as viewed froim
a helicopter coming in to land at Battersea Heliport. By far the best way of presenting any planning
application such as this is by using computer-generated photo-montages. Only 4 such montages have been
completed by the applicants, which I consider to be wholly inadequate for a scheme that will have an
impact over such a wide area. (Further ‘wire-diagrams” have been prepared but these are of only limited
value). Of the 4 photo-montages, two are of views of the proposals from Wandsworth, one 1s taken from
Battersea Bridge which shows the buildings as part of a large-scale river view and only the fourth shows
the buildings in relation to an existing street scene; the street chosen being Cremorne Road, part of the
one-way traffic system and hardly the most important view that will be affected by the development.

Mr. French responded to my request by saying he would ask the appllcants if they were prepared to carry
out this further work. Presumably they refused, for in a letter dated 9" October we were informed by him
that he considered sufficient presentation material had been produced.

In the light of this, I have myself produced five sketch views showing the impact of the proposals, which I
enclose. One of these (no.5) uses the wire-diagram produced by the applicants, whilst the other 4 are
based upon my own photographs, with information as to the proposals being taken from the applicant’s
own computer-generated material. The following notes should be read with each view :-

No.1 A view from within the central ‘amphitheatre’ of Brompton Cemetry (focal length of lens :
53mm). Brompton Cemetery is a Conservation Aréa and the Royal Borough is anxious that its use
as an open space should be developed in future years. The domed chapel and the stone colonnades
are all listed.




No.

No.

No.

No.

T —

Along Chelsea Embankment, near to the Atalanta statue by Derwent Wood, just to the west of
Albert Bridge (focal length of lens : 38mm). The embankment wall is a listed structure.

A view near the tomb of Sir Hans Sloane in the south east corner of the churchyard of Chelsea Old
Church (focal length of lens 58mm) The Sloane monument and Chelsea Old Church are listed
(grade I). This view is taken in winter; in summer time, when the trees are in leaf, the proposed
development would be less visible.

In Roper’s Garden, to the west of Chelsea Old Church (focal length of lens 38mm). Roper’s
Garden is a public open space, owned by the Royal Borough, and designed in the 1960’s by the
distinguished landscape architect, Sir Peter Shepheard. The statue in the middle of the garden is
‘Awakening’ by Gilbert Ledward. The building on the right is Crosby Hall, a sixteenth century
building moved to this site in 1912. A similar view would be obtained from the main west door of
Chelsea Old Church.

At the junction of Stadium Street and Asburnham Street. This is view CP31 that appears as a ‘wire
diagram’ in appendix Cl1 prepared by the applicants.

I consider that these views help to illustrate the principal point that I made to your committee on 15t
September- that this proposed development should be refused, as it is contrary to the policies stated in
your adopted UDP and it will result in unacceptable harm to the physical appearance of a large and
historic part of Chelsea.

Yours sincerely,

David Le Lay

Chairman

Copies to M.J. French, Members of Major Planning Applications Committee, Cabinet Member for

Planning, Ward Councillors

Registered Charity 276264
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THE CHELSEA SOCIETY O O

Jounded by Reginald Blunt in 1927 to protect and foster the amenities of Chelsea

www.chelseasociety.org.uk

President  THE Rr. HON. THE LORD KELVEDON Hon. Secretary ~ SAMANTHA WYNDHAM
Chairman DAvVID LE LAY, R1B.A,F.RS.A. 4 CRANLEY PLACE
: LONDON $W7 3AB

Email enquiriesi@chelseasocietv.org.uk

Councillor Tim Ahern S
Chairman N
Major Planning Applications Committee EAfg HDG|TP ]CAG AD 10LU TK)'
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelseca /1 e e -
The Town Hall R.B. o N
Hornton Street K.C. 1—1 0 nov 2003 M
London W8 7TNX - s : .
N_| ¢ [sw]se Japp]io JREC 22" October 2003
Dear Councillor Ahern P —-——{gﬁB‘ FPIN DESIFEES‘} C@mS\J

LOTS ROAD POWER STATION AND CHELSEA CREEK, LONDON SW10

Further to the deferment of this application on 15" September 1 would like to let you know the views of this
Society in respect of this planning application. I realise that the deferment was so as to allow for an independent
traffic report to be commissioned by your officers, but when your committee meets again it will make its decision
on all the evidence before it, not just the traffic report.

The Society considers that if permission were given it would be the most disastrous set-back for the physical
environment of Chelsea to have occurred for many decades. The proposed high buildings would have the most
damaging effect upon a huge swathe of Chelsea, especially :-

* They would dominate all westerly views of the hitoric Chelsea riverside, notably Cheyne Walk with its
numerous listed buildings and its associations with artists and writers of former times, such as Turner,
Whistler, Rossetti, George Elliot, Hilare Belloc and many others. The Chelsea riverside was also the home
of St.Thomas More, Henry VIII and Sir Hans Sloane; its historical associations are almost infinite.

o The riverside by the famous Chelsea house boats would be especially harmed - and yet this part of the
river, where the natural shore line still exists, is one of the most picturesque stretches, with historic
Lindsey House, built in 1648 and owned by the National Trust.

» The tall buildings would be devastating for the small-scale terraced houses of the Lots Road area and there
would be infringements of the BRE guidance on sunlight and daylight as reported in item 7.1.28 of the
officer’s report. ' ‘

» They would be visible from the upper floors of countless homes throughout Chelsea including Carlyle
Square, Old Church Street and Paultons Square, which is listed and probably one of the most perfect
Georgian Squares in all of London.

¢ They would dramatically impinge on the vistas of Brompton Cemetery and form a jarring juxtaposition
with the listed chapel and colonnaded structures in this important open space, which the Borough is keen
to encourage as a place for recreational use. '

¢ The impact of high buildings is also un-predictable - they can intrude into the least expected places - and
these buildings, which would be by far the tallest in West London, would certainly be no exception.

The harm caused by high buildings in an historic area such a% Kensington and Chelsea is acknowledged in the
UDP; there is both a prohibition on them in general (policy CD37) and a specific prohibition in respect of the
Chelsea riverside. Policy CD6 states that “Any development on the riverside is to be of a height no greater than the
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129 OLD CHURCH STREET
LONDON SW3 6EB

YN
Mr Merrick Cockell, O/

Leader of the Council,

The Town Hall, (\N\

Hornton Street, y . ’|O
London W8 7NX 23 October 2003 W

24 0CT 2003

Dear Mr Cockell,

Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 &
1325/]T

I am writing with my comments on the planning application by
Circadian for the Lots Road site. I object to the application on
the following grounds.

I do not believe a twin tower development of 25 and 37 storeys
is appropriate for the area in terms of density and appearance
on the landscape of the historical riverside.

The height of the twin towers will cast a long shadow over
Chelsea in the autumn and winter months and at the beginning
and end of the day every month.

The added traffic to the King’s Road and other nearby streets
caused by this development will be unacceptable.

The Lots Road development should include areas for all Chelsea
residents to enjoy, places for children to play and green space
along the river front for residents to enjoy the views of the
Thames.



Before any development is approved, make sure the transfort,
medical care, education, fire and police are set up to handls the
increase in residents.

The proposed development contravenes the Council’s own
Unitary Development Plan which states that no building should
be more than 6 or 7 storeys high along the riverfront.

This development should be called in for a public inquiry
because of transport and traffic, mass height and density, its
being located on the historic riverfront of Chelsea and lack of
open green space with light.

The London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham have already
approved the tallest of the twin towers (37 storeys). Was it not
mandatory for the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Planning Committee to have discussed the effect of this
building on the RBK&C as it is directly adjacent to Chelsea and
its 25 storey building in the same development?

I urge you strongly to enforce the recommendations of the UDP
and Planning Brief for this site, both of which have been the

subject of extensive consultation.

Yours faithfully,

Bt

BARRY GILLIONS

0



26 MONTEFIORE STREET
LONDON SW8 3TL

TELEPHONE & FACSIMILE: 00 44 20 7720 0R39
E-MAIL: FIRSTDIANA@aol.com

Leader of the Council,

The Tdwn Hall,

Hornton Street,

London W8 7TNX 23 October 2003

10

Mr Merrick Cockell, 0/\)/(- 74 0CT 0B

™M

Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 &
1325/]JT

Dear Mr Cockell,

I am writing with my comments on the planning application by
Circadian for the Lots Road site. I object to the application on
the following grounds.

I do not believe a twin tower development of 25 and 37 storeys
is appropriate for the area in terms of density and appearance
on the landscape of the historical riverside.

The height of the twin towers will cast a long shadow over
Chelsea in the autumn and winter months and at the beginning
and end of the day every month.

The added traffic to The King’s Road and other nearby streets
caused by this development will be unacceptable.

The Lots Road development should include areas for all Chelsea
residents to enjoy, places for children to play and green space
along the river front for residents to enjoy the views of the
Thames.



Before any development is approved, make sure the transport,
medical care, education, fire and police are set up to handle the
increase in residents.

The proposed development contravenes the Council’s own
Unitary Development Plan which states that no building should
be more than 6 or 7 storeys high along the riverfront.

This development should be called in for a public inquiry
because of transport and traffic, mass height and density, its
being located on the historic riverfront of Chelsea and lack of
open green space with light.

The London Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham have alteady
approved the tallest of the twin towers (37 storeys). Was it not
mandatory for the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Planning Committee to have discussed the effect of this

building on the RBK&C as it is directly adjacent to Chelsea and
its 25 storey building in the same development.

I urge you strongly to enforce the recommendations of the UDP

and Planning Brief for this site, both of which have been the
subject of extensive consultation.

Yorrs faithfully, /

DIANA PORTER




8 SWAN WALK
LONDON SW3 4JJ

23 October 2003

T. Ahern, Esq.

Chairman

Major Planning Applications Committee
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
The Town Hall

Hornton Street

London W8 7NX

Dear Mr. Ahern,

Lots Road Power Station Development
Planning Application Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1234 AND 1325/JT

1 am writing on behalf of the owners of flats 1, 2 and 3 situated at the
above address. We would like to object very strongly to the application
for planning permission by Circadian for the Lots Road site.

Our objections are basically the following:

Height of the twin towers
Added traffic
Strain on the medical, transport, educational and safety facilities

We believe that the recommendations of the UDP and the Planning Brief
for this site should be enforced.

change footer

Yours faithfully,

5. G-u.&a-c_) | S W WS NV

Mrs. William Gubelmann

on behalf of

Mr. William Gubelmann (flat 1)

Mrs. John Crowther (flat 3)

Mr. and Mrs. Bartholomy Masoliver (flat 2)

C .-




KING’S ROAD RESIDENTS ASSOCIATIQN

Chairman: Gillian Prcndergaslt, 33 Smith Street, London, SW3 4EP Tel: 020 7332 9906
Secretary: Richard Burgess, 4 Glebe Place, London, SW3 SLB Tel: 020 7351 1981
Treasurer: Peter Jenkins, 46 Markham Street, London, SW3 3NR Tel: 020 73522169

Cllr Tim Ahern, Chairman,

Major Planning Applications Committee,
RBK and C, Planning and Conservation,
The Town Hall, Hornton Street,
London, W8 7TNX.

CAC[AD cwW
o t
23" October, 2003 -lPLANNmG;'

‘-\
Dear Clir Ahern,

LOTS ROAD POWER STATION DEVELOPMENT =
Ref: DPS/DCSW/PP/02/1324 AND 1325/JT

Please note our objection to this major application, principally on the grounds that would
be an over development. We|would also like to bring to your attention the following
points:

» The Unitary Developnllent Plan and the Council’s planning guidelines seem to
have been ignored.

» The proposal would cause dreadful traffic problems in and around Chelsea, which
have not yet been quantified.

» Service infrastructure requirements have not been seriously addressed.
» No attractive public or shared open space is proposed.

» The enormous bulk and style of the buildings proposed would seriously detract
from the character of the area, casting shadows over much of Chelsea.

> The proposed plans show a total over development. What is the point of having a
UDP and Planning Brief, if developers and the Council ignore them?

We trust that these points will be taken into consideration when this application is
considered.

Yours sincerely,

fynfrindag=

Mrs. G. Prendergast
Chairman, Kings Road Residents Association

Cc: Leader of the Council, Mr Michael French, All Planning Committee Councillors,
Mr John Prescott, Mr Ian McNally, Mr Ken Livingstone, Lots Road Action Gp,
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