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INDEPENDENT EXAMINATION OF THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON & CHELSEA’S CORE STRATEGY DEVELOPMENT PLAN DOCUMENT


AGENDA FOR THE FIFTH DAY HEARINGS (morning)
10am Wednesday 28 July 2010
Matters and Issues for Discussion

Matter 9a – Renewing the Legacy
1
The Government policies on the conservation of the historic environment have recently been updated, replacing PPG15 with PPS5.  This does not change the legislation but promotes an integrated approach so that the policies apply to all heritage assets. Is it necessary to review the current terminology of the Chapter, and specifically Policy CL3, to reflect the new advice?  

2
Para 34.3.7 refers to the London density matrix but Policy CL1 (c) requires that the density of development should be optimised relative to the context of the development. The London Plan Policy 3A.3 makes allowances to ensure new development is compatible with the local context. Is it appropriate for the Policy to make specific reference to the London density matrix?
3
  The London Plan (Policy 4B.16) indicates that boroughs should designate and manage local views in their DPDs.  The Core Strategy refers to vistas and views (para 34.3.5 and 10) and CL1 (e) is concerned with protecting local vistas, views and gaps but relies on the saved UDP policies to identify specific local views and vistas. Should the Core strategy identify local views and vistas for further study with a commitment to producing an SPD in due course? 
4
Policy CL2 (criteria h – m) provides the Council’s general approach to high buildings reflecting the ‘..relatively modest and consistent height of buildings’. Is the Policy unduly restrictive and does it take account of the approach to tall buildings in the London Plan?
5
Criterion (g) of Policy CL2 allows for subterranean development only where listed criteria can be met. The justification refers to particular concern with listed buildings and also to the impact on the drainage system. Is  there sufficient justification for the Policy and is the risk from surface water and sewer flooding such that there should be a moratorium until Thames Water improvements have been implemented?
6
Policy CL5 seeks to achieve high standards of amenity in all new developments.  It requires good daylight and sunlight and whilst there is reference to the BRE guidelines in the supporting text at para 34.3.43, it does not set standards within the Policy itself. Should the Policy apply only to residential development – excluding commercial buildings – and should it be more specific in its requirements?
 
7
Any other relevant issues.

Matter 9b - Respecting Environmental Limits
1
The Council’s policy on Climate Change, CE1, sets specific CfSH/BREEM standards to be met by new development and conversions and refurbishments.  The Policy, as drafted, is ambitious but is it too prescriptive and possibly undeliverable?  Is it necessary to incorporate a ‘subject to viability’ requirement?
2
Policy CE2 seeks to require development to mitigate the effects of and adapt to  surface water and sewer flooding.  However, a large number of properties are likely to remain at risk. The Council has adopted Subterranean Development SPD. Is there a need for a specific policy to ensure all proposals for basement developments in areas at risk incorporate measures to reduce vulnerability?
3
Tackling climate change is a key Government planning priority for the planning system and the ambitions and policies in PPS1 should be fully reflected in the preparation of DPDs. Generally, are the policies which cover sustainability sufficient to meet the requirements of PPS1 and associated documents?   
 
4
Any other relevant matters.    
