
Issues and Options (2005) 

Box no.

Issue 1

Policies/options

A better city life

Summary of response If this is taken forward - w
Issues and Options? 

here on the Interim Why has option not been taken forward?  (NB only include if 
rejected at this stage.  Reason for taking forward will be 
explained at the end of the process)

Objective 1: To preserve and enhance the All aspects have been taken forward be this within There was overwhelming support for nearly all aspects of the N/A
residential and historic character of the bo
and its amenities to ensure a high quality
for all its residents
Objective 2: To preserve or enhance the 
environment and to ensure that all new 

rough 
 of life 
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r and 
 quality 

ping

objectives to achieve the "better city living" vision
objectives fell short of this overwhelming suppor
development and street improvements. There w
that car free development was  contrary to the id
"right".   

gh’s 
e street 
ave 
the most 
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essary 
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quality, 

 local 
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s, parks 
 are well 

our 
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g, waste 
ction

stainablestainable 

ment, 

alance 
don as 

h people 

t and to 
ve forms 

spatial vision or in the appro
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), Bo
Box 5 (Fostering Vitality)
All aspects have been taken
spatial vision or in the appro

. Only two 
t; car free 
as some concern 
ea that parking is a 

priate strategic objective.  
x 4 (Keeping Life Local) , 

 forward be this within 
priate strategic objective. 

development reflects the special characte
appearance of the local area through high
design and materials, layout and landsca

Objective 3: To seek to improve the borou
streetscape, with more public art and mor
improvement schemes (of the kind that h

Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), Box 7 (Renewing the Legacy.), 
Box 7.2 (High Quality Design)

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2,2 (Spatial Vision), Box 6a (Caring for the Public 

transformed Kensington High Street into 
talked about streetscape in the Capital)

Objective 4: To provide a range of housin
meets the wide needs of the community, 
affordable housing 

Realm), Box 6.4 (Public realm)

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), Box 8 (Diversity of Housing),  
Box 8.3 Balance of Housing), Box 8.4 (market housing 

Objective 5: To secure the amenities nec
to provide a better city life for the whole 
community - health, education, leisure an
recreation, arts and culture, local services
shops

and estate renewal)

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), Box 4 (Keeping Life Local), 
Box 4.2 (Investing in Social and Community Uses, Box 
4,3 (Walkable neighbourhoods) 

Objective 6: To protect and enhance the 
attractiveness, vitality and viability of the 
borough’s principal shopping centres and
shopping centres

Objective 7: To support and encourage e

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), Box 5 (Fostering Vitality), Box 
5.4a (Diversity within town centres), 

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
growth in the borough and to maintain a d
of job opportunities for the benefit of loca
residents

Objective 8: To protect the borough’s tree

spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), Box 5 (Fostering Vitality), Box 
5.7 a, b and c (Businesses).

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
and open spaces and to ensure that they
managed and attractive

Objective 9: To minimise the impact that 
community has on the environment throu

spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), (Caring for the Public Realm) 
Box 6.5 (Provision of public and private open space)

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 

facilitation and encouragement of recyclin
minimisation and energy efficient constru

Objective 10: To seek and encourage suObjective 10: To seek and encourage su
approaches to the maintenance and 
enhancement of buildings and the environ

Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision),  Box 9 (Securing Our 
Children's Future). 9.3 (Waste)

All aspects have been taken forward be this withinAll aspects have been taken forward be this within 
spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision),  Box 9 (Securing Our 

including the improvement of air quality

Objective 11: To ensure an appropriate b
between the borough’s contribution to Lon
a ‘World City’ and its role as a place whic
call home

Children's Future), Box 9.2 Protecting the local and 
global environment
All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), Box 5 (Fostering Vitality)

Objective 12: To enhance public transpor
encourage cycling and walking as attracti
of travel

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), 9.5 (Walking and Cycling), 5.3 
(New Stations)



Issue 2

Issue 3Issue 3 B

Objective 13: To seek new housing with n
parking attached nor a right to a resident’
parking permit

Objective 14: To concentrate land uses in
appropriate locations to reduce the need 

either 
s 

 
to travel, 
nt - 
ublic 

cle

s, works 
putation 

tion and 
d

The written responses generally favour conserva
d l t ith th ti f h ind 

itive 

e always 

development, with the exception of housing or af
and the provision that conservation areas should
development pressure elsewhere.  At the works
great support for mixed use to build vibrancy. C
difficulties between conservation demands and t
sustainable design, especially in connection with
was raised. There were concerns that the LDF p
may prevent timely local decision-making. Disab
that conservation policies conflict with and damp
resulting in poor access to key facilities such as

All aspects have been taken
spatial vision or in the appro
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), 8.9

All aspects have been taken
spatial vision or in the appro

 forward be this within 
priate strategic objective. 
 (Car-free development)

 forward be this within 
priate strategic objective. 

especially high trip generating developme
which should be in areas well served by p
transport and accessible by foot and bicy

Objective 15: To allow everyone who live

Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision), 9.7 (Air Quality)

All aspects have been taken forward be this within 
or visits the borough to benefit from its re
for public safety

spatial vision or in the appropriate strategic objective. 
Box 2.2 (Spatial Vision),

Heritage and Environmental Quality

Carry forward the objectives for Conserva
D l t d ib d i th IDevelopment as described in the Issues a
Options paper, allowing change in a sens
manner  

tion over 
ff d bl h i

Taken forward. Box 7.0 'Renewing the Legacy', Box 7.3 
'D it f D l t' B 7 2 'Hi h Q lit D i '

N/A
fordable housing, 
 not shift 

hops, there was 

'Density of Development', Box 7.2 'High Quality Design' 

Adopt a more restrictive approach where 
Conservation and Development issues ar
the principal concern

onflicts and 
he need for 
 renewable energy 
rocess is slow and 
ility groups fear 
en DDA policies 

 GP surgeries, 
schools and shopping facilities.

Be more focused on generally encouragin
development, to meet needs in the Borou
example more housing development  

g 
gh, for 

The written responses concentrate on tall buildin
design and impact on both built density and the B
population.  At the workshops, the main concern
revolved around impacts on the already very hig
density (highest in England). Striking the right ba
conservation and development was seen to be k
felt that restricting ‘tall buildings’ could impact ne
employment prospects for the Borough.

gs, their locations, 
orough’s 

s of attendees 
h population 
lance between 
ey. Young people 
gatively on 

Taken forward. Box 7.4: Tall buildings

Large Scale Landmark BuildingsLarge Scale, Landmark uildings 

 Identify areas of special character, where tall 
buildings would be inappropriate 

N/A

Identify are as where tall buildings may be 
appropriate 

Generally resist all tall buildings in the borough  

Assess each case on its own merits using 
specified criteria and have no designated areas

Issue 4 Loss of front gardens

R i h l f f d hi l ki R l i i f d f ki A N k f d i h I i I d O i Th C il h id h diResist the loss of front gardens to vehicle parking Responses are mostly against using front gardens for parking. A Not taken forward in the Interim Issues and Options The Council accepts that residents have strong concerns surrounding 
in the borough quarter suggest that car parking should be allow

gardens in special cases (the disabled, red route
think that gardens and railings should be reinsta

ed on front 
s). Around a fifth 

ted.

Document.  Considered in C
Submission Core Strategy.

R4 of Proposed this issue, which was clear in the responses received. However, this 
option was not taken forward to the next stage as  it was considered 

Resist the loss of front gardens to vehicle parking 
in conservation areas and the curtilage of listed 
buildings

Seek to maintain a balance by allowing sufficient 
space for a vehicle to park, but retain most of the 
front garden area for non parking uses  - Where 
space permits allow most of the front garden to be 
utilised for parking

more appropriate to be included in a Development Management 
document rather than a Core Strategy which deals with Strategic level 
issues.  However, given the concern of residents on this issue the loss 
of front gardens has been included in Policy CR4 (Streetscape) part 
(g) which resist pavement crossovers and forecourt parking.



Issue 5

 this issue to the interim issues and 
 equipment was not considered to be 

Issue 6

    
ions do not endanger surrounding 

 of an areas (including by loss of 

Issue 7

Seek to maintain a balance by allowing su
space for a vehicle to park, but retain mo
front garden area for non parking uses

fficient 
st of the 

Where space permits allow most of the front 
garden to be utilised for parking

Telecommunication equipment

generally resist telecommunication equipm
throughout the borough regardless of the

ent 
 impact 

Most responses seek to limit the unplanned proli
on the basis of their unsightliness and concerns

Most responses raised concerns with subterrane
structural and environmental grounds or call for 
approving such projects.

Not taken forward in the Inte
Document .  Considered in C
Alterations and Additions) of

feration of masts 
 over health.

an develop on 
criteria setting in 

Not taken forward in the Inte
Document.  Considered in C

rim Issues and Options 
L6 (Small-scale 

 Renewing the Legacy

The Council decided not to take
options as telecommunications
an issue which merits its own polic

sites where visual amenity will not be har

rim Issues and Options 
l (i)of the draft plan.

The Council decided not to take

on mobile phone coverage

generally resist telecommunication equipment in 
conservation areas and on listed buildings where 
it would be harmful to the character or 

y within a core strategy.  However, 
given the impact that telecommunication equipment can have upon 
visual amenity, CL6 (b) of the submission core strategy does 
specifically refer to telecommunication equipment and requires it to be 

appearance of the building or the surrounding 
area

med.

area
adopt a flexible policy which generally permits 
telecommunication equipment on appropriate tall; 
buildings outside of conservation areas where 
visual impact is minimised.

generally permit the erection of 
telecommunication equipment through out the 
Borough subject to equipment sharing, visual 
impact being minimises, and the LDF being 
receptive to changes in technology.

Subterranean development

Resist all subterranean development
Resist subterranean development unless 
particular
criteria can be satisfied

 this issue to the interim issues and 
options subterranean development  was considered to be an issue 
which was best considered by its own SPD.  However, a section on 
subterranean development was added to CL(i) in the draft plan (June 

Permit subterranean development as it assists 
people to adapt their homes to changing needs 

09) and carried forward to the submission plan (CL2(g)) in order to 
address the public concern on this issue.  The council considers it people to adapt their homes to changing needs address the public concern on this issue. The council considers it 

and remain in the borough

Most expressed concerns around the appearanc
and impacts on daylighting and overlooking, and
effective enforcement.

e of extensions 
 the need for 

Taken forward. 8.7 (House E
Issues and Options

essential that subterranean extens
buildings or harm the visual amenity
trees etc)

xtensions) of Interim N/A

Extensions to residential properties

Continue a similarly restrictive approach to the 
UDP
Allow residents to extend their homes regardless 
of the appearance of the extension, but as long as 
daylighting
and overlooking policies are not breached
Be more flexible with regard to daylighting and 
overlooking but still have strict controls over the 
appearance of extensions
Be more flexible with regard to daylighting, 
overlooking
and appearanceand appearance

Issue 8: Protecting the Existing Housing Stock



 

Issue 9

l l

Issue 9b

The demand for housing in the boro
high. The LDF should:

Continue to protect homes from loss
other uses  

Allow limited loss of residential use 
as any
exceptions are justified in the LDF (
doctors’ surgeries)

Prevent small flats being converted 
developed into fewer, but larger, fla

ugh is 

 to 

so long 

e.g. to 

or 
ts or 

Issue 8 - Protecting the existing housing stock. A
homes should continue to be protected
from loss to other uses. Over a quarter think loss
justified - (conversion to doctor’s surgeries.) Rou
consider that small flats should be converted to l
dwellings where possible though around 10% thi
apply to affordable housing. Overview of writte
Issue 8: The responses widely support the prov
houses and family homes, even at the loss of sm
stock is to be protected, except where conversio
GP surgery is required. Three areas come to the
Family homes. Measures to ‘retain’ and attract ‘f
borough are widely supported, though currently t

 third believe 

 appropriate if 
ghly a fifth 
arger family
nk this should only 
n responses on 
ision of larger 
aller flats. Existing 
n to health-care or 
 fore:
amilies’ to the 
here is a ‘shortage 

Not specifically covered, bu
The de-conversion issue is
Preferred Options in Box 9.1

t see draft CS, July 2009 . 
 covered in Towards 

1. 

Reference to protection of housing, unless it is replaced, is in the draft 
CS. A number of options are too restrictive. The prevention of small 
flats being converted into single family houses has also been rejected 
because although there would be likely to be a net loss of units, there 
is also a strong demand for family housing, and there would also be 
less parking pressure. The options to prevent conversions into larger 
homes, unless for affordable housing has been rejected because the 
Council is of the view that anyone should be able to do this.  

single family houses.
of 3-5 bed houses’.

Prevent small flats being converted 
developed into fewer, but larger, fla
single family houses unless it is for single family houses unless it is for
affordable housing.

Allow small flats to be converted to 
larger  family sized dwellings

Housing Provision and Location

New homes in Kensington and Chel
should be located:

or 
ts or 

create 

Protection and loss. Most agree that the council 
prevent loss of housing stock’ except to very ‘sp
doctor’s surgeries’, echoing the London Plan. A
residential density’. There was mention of the ne
‘commercial building sites’.

Conversions. Most support conversion of small f
homes to ‘retain families’, though smaller units a
elderly and single mothers’.

sea Around 25% of respondents believe that housing
provided anywhere in the borough, if good standy g g
and design can be achieved. A further 17.5% su

should ‘continue to 
ecific uses such as 
 few wish to ‘reduce 
ed to protect 

lats to larger 
re needed by ‘the 

 should be 
ards of amenity 

Not  covered. See Draft Cor
y

pport this in mixed-

e Strategy. In practice, housing is suitable in a number of locations and therefore 
several options are applicable. The option on anywhere in the y
borough, as long as there is good design, is rejected because there 

In primarily residential areas use developments. Roughly a fifth think the use of surplus 
industrial or employment land to be appropriate. A similar 
proportion (19%) suggest housing should be provided above shops 

are some limited locations, such as employment zones, where 
residential is not permitted, or only in a limited way. 

In shopping centres above the grou
commercial uses

On surplus industrial and employme

As part of mixed use development 
anywhere in the Borough

Anywhere in the borough, so long a
good standard of residential amenity
design can be achieved

Elsewhere within the borough (pleas
state; if you also know of any poten
h i  d l t it  lhousing deve opment sites, p ease
give the addresses)

New Homes

nd floor 

nt land

s a 
 and 

e 
tial 

or commercial premises and 13%, located in prim
areas. Overview of written responses on Issu
provision and location’ Responses flag up conce
and sustainability and with the already highly res
of the borough. Use of derelict land for the provis
preferred. Three topics emerged: Density. Many
increases in an highly populated borough could b
socially’. However, others consider that ‘there is
density, as in ‘Paris or Vienna’, as long as this is
character of localities’; an approach that aligns w
Plan. Sustainability and limits. Many feel that the
saturation point’ and ‘highly residential already’ o
takes up a disproportionate amount of land’. The
‘preference for mixed use’ and ‘imaginative appr
building over supermarkets car parks and rail linesbuilding over supermarkets, car parks and rail lines
‘Underutilised and vacant land’ should be targete
‘from industrial use’ is supported
and opposed in equal measures.

arily residential 
e 9: ‘Housing 
rns over density 
idential character 
ion of housing is 

 worry that 
e ‘deleterious 

 scope to increase 
 ‘set according to 
ith the London 
 ‘borough is near 
r that ‘housing 
re is a clear 
oaches such as 

’ Location. Location. 
d. Conversion 



9b) New homes in Kensington and C
should come from:

Building at higher densities (see Op

Building more, smaller sized dwellings

Allowing changes of use from other
even though

Issue 10

   

helsea 

tion 9)

 uses, 

28% supported building at higher densities; 30% supported building 
more, smaller sized properties; 29% supported allowing changes 
from other uses, even though this may undermine other policy 
objectives and 13% had now views or didn't know.

Not covered. The option 'allowing changes of use from other uses, even though this 
may undermine other policy objectives' is rejected because whilst 
housing provision is important there are other uses, such as social 
and community uses which may need protection. Therefore change of 
use to housing shouldn't be permitted where it would undermine other 
policy objectives. In practice, none of the options reflect the range of 
circumstances affecting provision of new housing. Sometimes new 
housing is built at higher densities, but this is not always the case.

this may undermine other policy objectives

Local Needs Housing

How can the Council help local people to 
within the borough?
The LDF should:

Encourage as much new housing in the p
sector as possible but available to anyonesector as possible, but available to anyone

Encourage as much new housing in the p
sector as possible, but available to all wh
eligible

Allow for as much new public and private
housing as possible, but subject to the 
preservation of the environment and achi
high standards of design

Develop a ‘local needs housing’ policy to 
restrict the occupation of all new dwelling
people or to people with connections to th
borough

stay 

rivate 

Issue 10 - Local needs housing. The majority (44
much private or public sector housing as possibl
allowed subject to preservation of the environme
standards. Just under a quarter feel that policy in
favour local people or people with connections to
Similar response levels (13 and 12%) support p

ublic 
o are 

 sector 

eving 

seek to 
s to local 
e 

Similar response levels (13 and 12%) support pr
sector developments if available to anyone, or th
eligible, respectively.  Overview of written resp
10: ‘Local needs housing’:
Most responses focus on the option that applies
borough’s residents and those with connections
severe concerns with the outcomes and practica
approach. It is widely considered untenable in m
could run the risk of stagnating housing develop
opposite of its objective. 

As a model, it was thought unlikely to secure fun
Housing Corporation, and would present the cou
management difficulties. Many also considered tmanagement difficulties. Many also considered
this option to be opposed to diversity, mix and th
role within a ‘world city’. Beyond this, views on pr
and allocation approaches were fairly evenly bal

%) believe as 
e should be 
nt and high design 
 this area should 
 the borough. 

rivate and public

Not covered.

ivate and public 
ose who are 
onses on Issue 

 exclusively to the 
 to it, and raise 
bility of such an 
arket terms, and 
ment, achieving the 

ding from the 
ncil with severe 
he local focus of the local focus of
e borough’s wider 
ocurement options 

anced. Three key 

The option to ''Develop a ‘local needs housing’ policy to seek to 
restrict the occupation of all new dwellings to local people or to people 
with connections to the borough'' has been rejected. This was not 
supported in the consultation responses and would be very difficult to 
administer. 

areas emerged - Local people, needs and affordable housing. Most 
felt that the ‘objective of keeping people in the borough should not 
be a planning matter’ and that in policy terms a b
local needs housing approach would be ‘neither
beneficial’. To work, ‘ownership would need to b
Council or Housing Associations’ and this ‘would
frame and administer’, ‘unreasonable and unimp
‘wholly unnecessary and unjustifiable piece of so
Though a majority are ‘strongly against the idea’
agreed with the suggestion’ as otherwise, ‘young
move out’. 

orough focused 
 realistic nor 
e retained by the 
 be difficult to 
lementable’ and a 
cial engineering’. 

, some ‘absolutely 
 families would 



Issue 11

character of the local area

Nowhere in the borough

Anywhere in the borough

Nowhere in conservation areas

Anywhere outside of conservation areas

In principal shopping centres such a
Knightsbridge and Kensington High Str

In areas of existing high density housing

In any locations which are well serv
public transport

Issue 12 Estate Renewal  

Housing Density

Higher density housing should be lo

In any location where the quality of 
of the new development is high and
proposal reflects the

Others suggested a compromise, whereby ‘publi
allocations (would) prioritise local people’, but no
There were suggestions that ‘demand could be e
increasing supply’, and by permitting ‘well design
high density schemes as part of an SPG’. The ‘o
should be on the need for a significant increase 
housing’ though it was claimed that ‘21% of the b
“public rented tenure”.’ Market concerns. There w
unanimous opinion that a borough-only policy w
development market’, act as ‘a significant disinc
residential development’, and result in ‘less hous
forward’. World city. A borough-only policy was c
detract from the ‘mix of people, nationalities and
(of the borough’s) pleasures’. It was generally fe
and London-wide role should be maintained. The
responses addressed ‘local needs housing’. The
proportion of these are from residents (26). y.

Two came from local councillors, two from comp
Resident’s Association, one from the NHS Trus
Hill Police, three from planning consultants, and 
CPRE, the Home Builders Federation, a Tenant 
Organisation, the Kensington Society, the Chels
Greater London Authority.

cated:

design 
 the 

Issue 11 - Housing density. 27% think that hous
be targeted outside of conservation
areas. Higher density across the borough, subje
and respect for local character, is favoured by 24
shopping

c sector 
t exclude others. 
ased by 
ed, well managed, 
verriding focus 
in affordable 
orough is already 
as near 

ould ‘sterilise the 
entive for 
ing coming 
onsidered to 
 talents’ that is ‘one 
lt that an openness 
re were 42 written 
 greatest 

anies, one from a 
t, one from Notting 
one each from the 
Management 
ea Society and the 

ing density should 

ct to quality design 
%. 12% support 

Taken forward. Box 7.3 (mo
Legacy chapter)

ved to Renewing the N/A

centres, and 9.5%, areas well served by public transport. 8.5% 
think that nowhere in the borough

s 
eet

ed by 

g
is appropriate, but 7% consider anywhere to be appropriate. 
Overview of written responses on Issue 11:
‘Housing Density’
Opposing views were expressed, but on balance, higher density 
development anywhere is supported,
given sufficient infrastructure, service, open space and high quality, 
contextually sympathetic design. Three areas of concern emerged:
High density development. Most believe the borough
should ‘seek to maximise higher densities’ and resist ‘unduly 
restrictive ceilings’, though many consider the borough ‘already 
saturated’, and in ‘need of more open space’ as it is ‘the highest 
density district in the UK’. One states that ‘high density’ does not 
directly equate to ‘tall buildings’, though ‘identifying locations for tall 
buildings will assist (in defining) higher density areas’.

Location and transport. ‘Public transport is (seen as) a key driver’ 
i h b i h i bili f l i h hwith a bearing on the suitability of locations, though many support 

such development ‘anywhere in the borough’, given suitable 
infrastructure, amenity and sympathetic, high quality design. There 
are concerns that ‘non conservation areas accommodate most of 
the borough’s population growth’ and that ‘anywhere’ is not an 
option. Quality and design. There is general agreement that design 
must be of ‘high quality, fitting local character’ and able to ‘enhance 
the area’ though there are questions as to ‘who controls quality’.



If the Council determines that one of its es
needs to be renewed during the plan per
LDF should:                                                         
 Encourage mixed and  balanced communities
seeking a mix of tenures,                                         
Ensure that there is no net loss of affordable 
housing,                                                                   
allow increased densities on the site, if the quality
of the design is high, to enable the provis
market housing to fund renewal.

Issue 13 Housing Mix

The UDP seeks a mix of both small and lar

 a

Issue 14

tates 
iod, the 

 by 

 
ion of 

Issue 12 - Estate renewal. 36% believe that there should be no net 
loss of affordable housing, 35% wish to encourage mixed and 
balanced communities by seeking a mix of tenures and just over a 
fifth (21%) think that increased densities should be allowed to 
enable market housing-funded stock renewal if the quality of design 
is high.  

Overview of written responses on Issue 12:
‘Estate renewal’ As ‘the options are not exclusive’ comments focus 
mostly on mix, sustainability and density:
Mix, sustainability and density. There is agreement that ‘estates 
should be mixed and balanced’ in terms of ‘tenures and uses’ to 
‘achieve sustainable communities’ linked to suggestions that 
ground floors should be made ‘more active’. ‘Mono-tenure should 
be broken up’, reflecting the London Plan’s ‘strong support (for) a 
policy of a mix of tenures to achieve balanced communities’. It is 
agreed that cross subsidy from private development’ is needed 
though one respondent asked if this would simply promote ‘more 
luxury flats’

Take forward Box. 8.4 N/A

luxury flats . 

Affordable housing should be ‘maintained’ or increased in terms of 
’access and spread’. There were calls not to ‘allow increased 
densities’ as the borough is ‘already saturated’ and its services 
stretched.

ge Issue 13 - Housing mix. 30.5% wish to continue seeking a range of  Taken forward. Box 8. The CS will take forward the option to 'Continue to seek a range of 
sized dwellings.
The LDF should:

house and flat types in all housing proposals. 24% think that the 
council should determine the mix to best meet local needs and 14% 

house and flat types (one, two and three or more bedroom houses) in 
all housing'. The options rejected are not felt to adequately satisfy 

Continue to seek a range of house and fl
(one, two and three or more bedroom hou
all housing proposals

Try to increase the provision of family dw
by
placing an emphasis on two, three or morplacing an emphasis on two, three or mor
bedroom homes in new schemes

Only apply any housing mix policy to large
schemes
(10 or more dwellings)

Leave the choice of size of homes built fo
market to decide

Enable the local authority to determine th
new affordable housing, to best meet loca

Affordable Housing - Various Issues

at types 
ses) in 

ellings 

e 

would leave it to market forces. 14% want to imp
dwelling provision and 13% consider that housin
only apply to larger schemes (10 dwellings plus)
written responses on Issue 13: ‘Housing mix
were expressed on how to best determine mix. S
Mayor’s Housing SPG indicates that local policy
guidance on housing mix in all sectors. Written r
‘market’, ‘mix’ and ‘affordability’, intertwined in ae

 

r the 

e mix in 
l needs

market , mix  and affordability , intertwined in  
interest: Market, mix and affordability. Many feel
residential types across the borough should be e
that the council should ‘encourage larger proper
private developers but also Housing Association
that ‘mix should have due regard to the characte
market demand’ and that ‘planning authorities s
significant influence, as this erodes the ability of
to appropriately assess market demand’. Most a
is needed to address changing markets’ and tha
determined by market demands and ‘housing ne
through providing ‘affordable housing stock, par
sized units’, without ignoring other types, such a
‘town centre properties over shops’.

rove family 
g mix policy should 
.  Overview of 
’ - A range of views 
ection 11 of the 

 should include 
esponses address 
single area ofsingle area of 
 that ‘a mix of 
ncouraged’ and 

ties not just from 
s’. Others suggest 
r of the site and 

hould not have a 
 the private sector 
gree that ‘flexibility 
t mix should be 
eds’, the latter 
ticularly, family 
s could be met by 

demand for housing and provide a sufficient mix of housing. The 
options rejected are: 
to increase the provision of family dwellings by placing an emphasis 
on two, three or more bedroom homes in new schemes; Only apply 
any housing mix policy to large schemes (10 or more dwellings); 
Leave the choice of size of homes built for the market to decide.



Issue 14a) : Affordable Housing Proportions
Under current policy, housing developments
a capacity for 15 units or more are requir
provide affordable housing as part of
the same development. The normal propor
affordable housing sought is a third, with higher
proportions sought on major development s

In terms of the percentage of affordable hous
to be provided as part of private development, the 
LDF should:

Keep the proportion of affordable housing s
at about 33% (more on major development s
as at present

Adopt the London Plan target of 50% affo

affordable housing above a maximum res
floor space threshold for the
development. The criteria for determining the p g
maximum floor space level would reflect 
standards considered to represent reasonable 
living accommodation

 with 
ed to 

tion of 
 

ites.

ing 

ought 
ites) 

rdable 

Issue 14 - Affordable housing proportions. 57% think that a target 
of 33% should be sought for affordable housing with a higher 
proportion for major development. Just over one fifth (22%) think 
the London Plan target of 50% should be applied and 11.5% wish 
to exceed that target. Overview of written responses on Issue 
14: ‘Affordable housing proportions’. The responses suggest 
different threshold levels and proportions. High proportions risk 
reducing the amount of housing brought forward and low 
proportions leave housing needs unmet. Two broad areas of 
concern emerged: Targets, assessments and viability. Views on 
targets range from 33% to 65%, with thresholds anywhere between 
15 and 25 units, the latter based on ‘DOE Circular 06/98’, which 
also uses a site area of ‘1 hectare for residential development’. The 
GLA consider that given the ‘extent of unmet need and the limited 
capacity figure ... potentially a higher figure such as that adopted in 
Hammersmith and Fulham (65%) should be set... in some cases 
dependent on the availability of significant public subsidy’. There 

Not taken forward, But included in Towards Preferred Options: Box 9.5

housing to be sought across the borough are suggestions that ‘major developments should provide 40%’ and 
that targets should be ‘reviewed as years progress’ The figure of

Adopt a new target of 60%-65% affordable 
housing to be sought across the borough based 

that targets should be reviewed as years progress . The figure of 
33% is argued on the basis that ‘an increased requirement could 

on an assessment of local needs  

Adopt a higher proportion of affordable ho
sought on each site

14b) Affordable Housing Threshold

In preparing the LDF, the UDP threshold 

Remain as it is

Be reduced to developments with a capac
it i d th t ff d bl hunits or more, in order that affordable hou

be sought on an increased number of sm
development sites

Be reduced to developments with a capac
units or more, in order that affordable hou
be sought on an increased number of sm
development sites

Be removed all together, with each develo
being considered on its merits, subject to
criteria

Remove the unit threshold. 

Instead introduce a requirement to provid

using 

reduce the amount of housing coming forward’. I
reference should be made to the ‘formula adopte
and the ‘GLA toolkit’.  There are recommendatio
should be ‘related to floor space rather than unit 
that they should be ‘supported by specific guidan
some cases they should be set with specific site
and deliverability’ are seen to be key, suggesting
that targets are ‘indicative’ rather than set in ston
‘reference to draft PPS3 guidance’. In the view o
provider it is not appropriate to subject ‘student a

should:

ity of 10 
i

32% think it should remain as it is,  16% think it s
to 10 units, 12% support five units, 11% support
each scheme judged on merits; 10% support  a f
threshold rather than unit threshold, 18% have n
know.

sing can 
aller 

ity of 5 
sing can 
aller 

pment 
 agreed 

e 

t is suggested that 
d in Westminster’ 
ns that targets 
numbers’,
ce’ and that in 

s in mind. ‘Viability 

e, and made with 
f a large education 
ccommodation to 
hould be reduced 

 no threshold - 
loorspace 
o views/ don't 

Taken forward. Para 8.3.4 n/a

idential 



Issue 15

14c) Affordable Housing and Commercia
Developments

Affordable housing is currently sought fro
housing schemes. The LDF should:

Continue to seek affordable housing only
residential Developments

Should introduce a policy to seek affordab
housing from appropriate commercial 
development as part of
mixed use schemes

Should require large commercial develop
contribute to key worker housing

14 d) Affordable Housing: Intermediate an
Housing ProportionsHousing Proportions

The UDP does not specifically seek interm
housing as the most acute need is for soc

l 

m 

 from 

le 

ments to 

continue to seek affordable housing only from re
developments (13%), seek affordable housing fr
schemes (42%), require large commercial devel
contribute to key worker housing (33%), no view

d Social adopt the London Plan proportions (70% social r
intermediate housing) (14%) relate to local needs

ediate 
ial 

intermediate housing) (14%), relate to local needs
views/don't know (31%)

sidential 
om mixed us 
opments to 
s/don't know (12%)

Not taken forward.

ented and 30% 
(54%) no

Taken forward. Box 8.3
 (54%), no 

Not taken forward. Not regarded as a political priority, and other 
planning obligations could be sought from commercial developments 
rather than affordable housing. 

n/a

rented provision. The LDF should:

Adopt the London Plan proportions that o
affordable housing achieved, 70% should
social rented and 30% intermediate

Determine the proportion of social rented
intermediate housing according to local n
the borough

14 e) Affordable Housing Location

In order to create mixed and balanced 
communities (and because of high land v
and the difficulties in identifying sites) the

k t h th ff d bl h i lseeks to have the affordable housing elem
schemes provided on the development si
LDF should:

Continue to seek the affordable housing e
of a scheme on the development site

Seek to focus more affordable housing pr
in the central and southern parts of the bo

Houses in Multiple Occupation

f the 
 be 

 and 
eeds in 

alues 
 UDP 

t f

seek affordable housing on development site (63
affordable housing provision in the central and s
the borough (23%), no views/don't know (14%). 

ent of 
te. The 

lement 

ovision 
rough

%), focus more 
outhern parts of 

Taken forward. Para. 8.3.2 n/a



Issue 16

A 8 8 5

Issue 17

Issue 15: Houses in Multiple Occupation

In an ideal world, everyone would have ac
their own kitchen or bathroom. However, 
properties offering bedsit accommodation
with shared facilities offer an affordable fo
housing for some households. The LDF s

Continue to protect non self-contained be
a form of low-cost housing throughout the
borough

Continue to protect non self-contained be
a form of valuable low-cost housing but a
loss where there is a concentration of oth
HMOs within the area

Only allow the loss of non self-contained 
in specific circumstances such as themin specific circumstances, such as them 
meet the Council’s space standards or to
the essential restoration of a listed buildin

Allow the loss of bedsits to self-contained

Housing for Special Needs

A number of the borough’s residential and number of the borough s residential and
homes for the elderly have closed over re

cess to 

rm of 
hould:

dsits as 
 

dsits as 
llow their 
er 

bedsits 
failing to

Issue 15 - Housing in multiple occupation. Just o
(26%) wish to continue policy that protects HMO
borough as a valuable form of low-cost housing.
the loss of HMOs in specific circumstances relat
standards or the restoration of listed buildings.
20% would allow the loss to self-contained home
would protect HMOs except where there is a con
area. Overview of written responses on Issue
‘Housing in multiple occupation’
Many suggested that HMOs should be converted
flats to meet reasonable standards
of living. An equal number felt they should be re
provide an effective means of housing for those 
incomes. Two issues prevailed:
Self contained or HMO. Many felt HMOs should 
self contained flats’ or have direct
‘access to their own bathrooms and kitchens’. So
otherwise there could be safety issues and a lac
privacyfailing to 

 secure 
g

 homes

privacy. 

The London Plan seeks to ‘protect non self conta
accommodation where it is of an acceptable stan
housing need’.
Affordable accommodation. HMOs provide ‘appr
accommodation for students’, ‘local workers’, an
‘wardened’. They ‘should be protected’ as a ‘form
housing’ that if of good quality provides ‘reasona
accommodation for many people on moderate or
may otherwise not be able to afford to live in the

nursing Issue 16 - Housing for special needs The vast m nursing 
cent 

Issue 16 - Housing for special needs. The vast major
would continue to resist the further loss of reside

ver a quarter 
s across the 
 21.5% would allow 
ed to space 

s though 16% 
centration in the 
 15:

 to self contained 

tained, as they may 
on moderate or low 

be ‘converted to 

me felt that 
k of required 

Not taken forward. 

ined 
dard and meets a 

opriate 
d ‘single parents’ if 
 of low cost 

ble 
 low incomes who 

 borough’.

ajority (68%) Taken forward Box 8 and boxity (68%) 
ntial and nursing 

Taken forward. Box  and box

This issue will be addressed in the forthcoming development 
management policies DPD.

8 5 The Draft CS encourages new provision and also protects existing . The Draft CS encourages new provision and also protects existing 
facilities if viable The other options have been rejected because they 

years. The LDF should:

Continue to resist the further loss of resid
and nursing homes for the elderly in the b

Allow the loss of residential and nursing h
long as they are replaced within the borou
special needs housing to meet appropriat

Allow the loss of residential and nursing h
they are replaced, even if this is outside t
borough

Not resist the loss of such homes

Lifetime Homes

ential 
orough

omes so 
gh by 
e needs

omes if 
he 

homes in the borough. 17% would allow the loss
special needs housing elsewhere in the borough
would permit the loss if replaced elsewhere, incl
borough. Overview of written responses on Is
for special needs’. Overview of written response
‘Housing for special needs’
There is a high level of support for the retention 
borough through special needs housing though o
groups (students, disabled people) and new mod
need consideration. Two issues prevailed: Many
provision of facilities for the elderly’, but expert g
TMO) suggested that, given new approaches ‘s
living” and “supported housing”’, that a ‘more tho
consideration was needed.’ Some suggested tha
groups should be better defined, encompassing 
‘disabled people’, and others, in order to ‘clarify p
and active. It is widely felt that ‘a balanced comm

i l d i i ’special needs provision’
d th t th f iliti h ld ll i l

 if compensated by 
. Less than 5% 
uding outside the 
sue 16: ‘Housing 
s on Issue 16:

of the elderly in the 
ther special needs 
els of provision 
 encouraged ‘the 
roups (PCT and 

uch as “assisted 
rough 
t special needs 
‘students’, 
olicy’. Integrated 
unity includes 

d t

don't provide any protection to current facilities or result in provision 
outside of the borough.



Issue 18

‘ w’

Issue 19

Issue 20

The London Plan expects all new ho
to be built to ‘lifetime homes’ standa
Should the LDF introduce a policy w

Requires all new housing to be built
lifetime homes Standards

Encourages all new housing to be bu
lifetime homes standard

Leaves it up the individual develope
choice

using 
rds. 

hich:

 to 

ilt to 

r’s 

Issue 17 - Lifetime homes. 47% of responses -
the clear majority - support the requirement that 
should be built to life-time standards with a furthe
would wish to encourage such designs. 22.5% w
to the developer. Quite a high proportion of resp
had no particular views or were ‘don’t know’s’. H
Overview of written responses on Issue 17: ‘L
There is a high level of support for the retention 
borough through special needs housing though o
groups (students, disabled people) and new mod
need consideration. Two issues prevailed: The e
encouraged ‘the provision of facilities for the elde
groups (PCT and TMO) suggested that, given ne
‘such as “assisted living” and “supported housing
thorough consideration was needed.’ Some sugg
needs groups should be better defined, encomp
‘disabled people’, and others, in order to ‘clarify p

all new housing 
r 20% saying they 
ould leave this up 

ondees (10.5%) 
ousing - 
ifetime homes’. 

of the elderly in the 
ther special needs 
els of provision 
lderly ? Many 
rly’, but expert 
w approaches 
”’, that a ‘more 
ested that special 

assing ‘students’, 
olicy’. Integrated 

Not taken forward, but inclu
Options: Box 9.10

ded in Towards Preferred The options rejected include leaving it up to the developers choice, 
because this may not result in any lifetime homes (LTH) being built. 
The final wording in the CS is that homes 'should be built to LTH 
standards'. Therefore the options to 'require' and 'encourage' all new 
homes to be built to lifetime homes standards have been rejected. 

Encourage large scale offices

Should the Council be encouraging new l
scale office development in town centre, 
wells served by public transport, or should
resisted across the borough?

and active. 

It is widely felt that ‘a balanced community includ
provision’ and that these facilities should allow s
groups to ‘remain in the borough, near friends an
possible, ‘support should be given to people in th
Where this is not possible, the elderly should, fo
‘contribute to the needs of the house’ to keep the
involved.

arge 
in areas 
 it be 

Respondents suggest little prospect of demand f
office developments and that other areas should
topics emerged: Scale. Many feel that the ‘evolu
space’, especially for the Borough, is not to do w
requirements’. Smaller offices ‘should be encour
environmentally harmful’. ‘Mixed use should be p
should be considered contextually. Some sugge
housing’ for underused office space. Demand an

es special needs 
pecial needs 
d family’. Where 
eir own homes’. 

r instance 
m active and 

or large scale 
 be prioritised. Two 
tion of office 
ith ‘large scale 
aged (as) not 
ursued’ and ‘scale’ 

st ‘affordable 
d transport. Large 

Encouraging large scale offi
other areas well served by p
taken forward to 5.7a and 5
Options.   

ces in town centres and 
ublic transport has been 

.7c of Interim Issues and 

The rejection of new large scale business uses across the borough 
has not been taken forward as the Council recognises the contribution 
that large scale offices have to play in supporting the borough (and 
London) economy. 

scale developments ‘should be in highly accessible areas’, though 
demand is ‘unlikely (to see) an upturn’ is ‘declining (or) ‘low’demand is unlikely (to see) an upturn’, is ‘declining (or) ‘lo . 

Maintaining employment choice

Employment land which is "needed" withi
Employment Zones will be protected - bu
genuinely surplus to requirements  should
Council require mixed use development w
may include residential and employment u
allow housing developments (either affor
market) , or should all redevelopment be 
employment uses?  Should a similar apprp y pp
taken outside the Employment Zones?

Protect small scale business developmen

’Mixed use residential/commercial development 
in connection with large scale development’. Em
(EZs) do not present good opportunities due to ‘p
transport and road networks’. The borough is “lo
supply” as regards offices according to the Lond
‘no necessity to promote offices. Static/declining
management in employment (and) land use chan

n the 
t if it is 
 the 
hich 
se, 

dable or 
for 
oach 

The responses suggest the need for an open ev
employment zones, use classes and land uses. 
concern come to the fore: 
Employment and land use. Some wish to ensure
zone policy’ does not provide ‘blanket protection
use classes is proposed recognising the ‘blurring
industrial, business and research’ to ensure ‘pro
industrial use is not overly restrictive’ and to attry
sector firms’. 
Housing. R.B.K.C is ‘the richest borough in Engl
poorest wards’ suggesting a need to bridge the g
affordable housing provision’, ‘living/workshop h
use’ generally. The London Plan supports ‘skills
‘transport links’ to build equal opportunities and a
impaired.

t

should be pursued 
ployment Zones 
oor public 

w demand low 
on Plan. There is 
 demand needs 
ge’

aluation of 
Two areas of 

 that ‘employment 
’. A re-evaluation of 
 between light 

tection of light 
act ‘modern service 

Support for non business us
employment zones has not 

and with two of the 
ap ‘through 

ousing’ and ‘mixed 
 development’ and 
ssist the mobility-

es within the borough's 
been taken forward.

The core strategy does not support the provision of any uses within 
the Employment Zones which are not business uses, or uses which 
support of the function of the zone.  There is concern that the 
introduction of non business uses into the Employment Zones will 
change the character of these zones - harming their employment 
function.  This approach is supported by the representations received 
from the GLA.  Furthermore given the large differential in land value, 
the introduction of any residential uses within the Employment Zones y p y
can increase "hope values" and further jeopardise existing lower value 
employment uses.   More flexibility is appropriate outside the 
Employment Zones, where mixed use development is encouraged - 
although this should not be at the expense of existing business uses.   
The protection of business uses is supported by the SA, as a  set out 
elsewhere in this section.



Issue 20:  Protecting Small Scale Busines
Development.  Should the Council encour
small business uses, encourage micro units
and/or protect small scale businesses.   If
business units should be protected should this
include:  all small businesses, those that lie w
higher order centres, those within in commer
mews, those in any mews and/or those that lie 
within larger buildings.

Issue 22

Issue 23

R t

Issue 24

Issue 25

Seek to provide bicycle lanes wherever 
appropriate,
often specifically allocating road space; b)
Encourage bicycling by a wide range of meas
other than bicycle lanes; c) Provide no spec
measures for bicyclists.

Issue 26 Gated communities

s 
age 

, 
 small 

 
ithin 

cial 

Responses suggest protection, but not at the expense of other 
viable uses or centres. Three inter-related issues emerged: 
Protection, uses and location. Most consider that protection should 
‘not be at the expense of the vitality of a particular centre or 
location’ and that ‘retention and relocation’ should be considered 
rather than ‘resisting loss at any cost’. The GLA ‘support protecting 
small-scale business developments’. In terms of uses, a 
respondent wished to flag up differences between ‘small scale 
industrial and office use’, suggesting protection for the former. 
Another supported ‘office use throughout the borough’ given 
suitable infrastructure. 

Taken forward. Boxes 5.7 a and 5.7.c of Interim Issues 
and Options

N/A

Issue 21 Encourage small scale business devt

Should the Council support the provision 
small businesses, even if this it at the exp
residential units, or retail floorspace on up
floors of town centres.  Should we be enc
the provision of small serviced premisesthe provision of small serviced premises, 
preventing the amalgamation of small bus
units into larger ones?

Parking

To seek new housing with neither parking
attached nor a right to a resident’s parkin

Streetscape

Continue to place emphasis on streetsca
issues as the Council has been doing, for
example in Kensington High Street

Require appropriate new developments tequire appropriate new developments 

of more 
ends of 
per 
ouraging 
and or

The general view is that small business should b
supported but not at the expense of residential d
Business use and residential demand. Most beli
‘should encourage’ or ‘resist the loss of small sc
development’ but ‘not at the expense of residentialand or 

iness 
development  but not at the expense of residential
scale business needs ‘protecting from unlimited 
demand’. It should be located ‘anywhere in the b
appropriate infrastructure and design, and could
associated ‘residential units’ or ‘above shops’. S
should be ‘utilised for housing need’.

 
g permit.

64% of respondents were in favour of seeking ne
neither parking attached nor a right to a resident

pe 
 

o

Most feel the aim should be to enhance, extend 
pedestrian environments including signage, stree
trees, all in a safe and secure environment.

o 

e encouraged and 
evelopment:
eve the Council 
ale business 

units’ Small

Taken forward. Boxes 5.7a 
Issues and Options.

 units . Small 
residential 
orough’ given 
 be ‘located below’ 
urplus office space 

w housing with 
’s parking permit.

Taken forward. Box 8.9.

and improve 
t furniture and 

Taken forward. Box 6a: Stre
should have priority in the p
Managing the public realm 

and 5.7c of the Interim N/A

N/A

N/Aets & Box 6.4a: Who 
ublic realm? & Box 6.4c: 

contribute to local streetscape improvements

Place emphasis on other areas/measures
aspects of streetscape improvements

Not place such emphasis on streetscape 

Public transport and new development

Public transport and new development. W
considering large scale development, the
should: a) Only allow development where
to public transport is good and there is su
capacity on public transport services; b) A
development no matter what the level of p
transport accessibility, even if this encour
trips by car;  c) Allow development in area
access to public transport is poor but whep p p
improvements are offered by the develop
would increase service provision in the ar

Bicycling

In approaching bicycling the Council shou

 or other 

issues

hen 
 LDF 
 access 
fficient 
llow 
ublic

ages 
s where 
re 

The majority (53%) favour permitting developme
only in areas well served by public transport.
39% would permit development in poorly served
improvements were offered by the developer. On
allow development regardless of public transpor

er that 
ea.

ld: a) 43% would seek to provide bicycle lanes where 

nt

 areas if 
ly 2.5% would 

t accessibility.

Taken forward. Box 5.3a-c

appropriate. 36% Taken forward. Box 9.5 opti

N/A

ons b reflected in proposed N/A

 
ures 

ific 

wished to encourage bicycling by a range of measures other than 
bicycle lanes though 11% felt that no specific measures should be 
made for bicyclists.

policy



Issue 27

Issue 28Issue 28

Issue 29

  

Resist proposals to gate new developments or 
existing communities by insisting on public rights 

N/AAlthough the issue of 'Gated Communities' was not 
explicitly mentioned in the Interim Issues and Options 

60.5% wished to resist proposals to gate new developments and 
would insist on public rights of way over roads. 26.5% would not 

of way over road

Not resist proposals to gate new develop
existing communities.  

The Hierarchy of Town Centres

Recognise the framework of International
and District Centres set out within the Lon
Plan

Recognise the wider role of the borough's
shopping centres and designate them as
centres, yet maintaining a simpler two tier
Principal/Local Shopping Centre hierarch
f d b h i i UDPfavoured by the existing UDP.

ments or 

, Major 
don 

 
 town 
, 
y  

Two broad areas of concern emerged: 
New designations. Some feel that the ‘London P
homogenisation’, others that ‘the categories don
what does is ‘a vision and a strategy for each lev
‘appropriate designation’ and the indications in a
centre boundaries, principal and secondary front
by PPS6’. The designations ‘should prevent mak
clone’, should recognise the impact of ‘supermar
centres in their own right’ and ‘must allow for loc

resist gating proposals for either new or existing
had now views or were 'don't knows'.

g p
that meet everyday needs’. The GLA ‘support ad
Plan hierarchy for the borough’s shopping centre
to coordinate appropriate types and levels of dev
maximise choice’ 

Taken forward. Para 5.4.3 o
Options.   This para include
Council intends to adopt the
not suggest options.

Not taken forward

Core Strategy, the documen
"wishes to encourage inclus
"6.4 Use of the public realm

lan (leads to) 
’t really matter’, 
el of centre’, 
 DPD of ‘town 
ages as required 
ing R.B.K.C a 
kets and DIY 
al/corner shops 

 communities. 13% 

opting the London 
s as a framework 
elopment and 

f Interim Issues and 
s a statement that the 
 mayor's hierarchy.   It dos 

N/A

The Council is generally supportive of both the principle of the London 
Plan’s hierarchy and the position of the Borough’s centres within it.  
(albeit with minor alterations) The use of a four rather than the existing 
two tier hierarchy allows a more ‘tailored’ approach to our town centre 

li i h hi h i h diff i h

t did state that the Council 
ive communities" under 
". 

policies – an approach which can recognise the differing character 
and function of an International Centre (Knightsbridge) from a Major 
(for example Kensington High Street) or a District Centre (for example 
South Kensington).  The maintained of a simple two tier hierarchy has 
not therefore been taken forward.

Maintain the existing designation of the borough's 
shopping areas as 'shopping areas'

Not taken forward The Council supports the town centres as centres which contain a 
range of "town centre uses" which support the borough's residents 
and visitors to the centres. The core strategy supports this wider 

Function of local centresFunction of local centres

Continue to recognise the primary retail ro
local centres and allowing social and com
uses (such as doctors’ surgeries) where t
local need, subject to the impact on resid
amenity.

Continue to recognise their primary retail 
should allow non retail town centre uses (
small offices, estate agents or restaurants

le of 
munity 
here is a 
ential 

role yet 
such as 
) where 

Views support ‘retail use on ground level’ and ‘of
and entertainment uses’ above. ‘Non-retail loss (
should be restricted’. A ‘lack of swimming pools’
Businesses ‘should be retained’ and BIDS set up
centres. ‘Edge of centre development’ was also
believe that the council ‘should plan for growth’, 
enhance services’ and ‘enhance consumer choic
needs of the whole community’ while taking heed
Each area ‘should find its own formula’ and ‘avo

Taken forward. Box 4 Interi

Taken forward. Box 4 Interi

fice’, ‘new leisure 
e.g. libraries) 
 was also noted. 
 to promote 

 mentioned Many 
‘promote and 
e’ to ‘meet the 
 of ‘the market’. 

id concentrations of 

function of the town centres whilst recognising that their principal 
function will remain as centres for retailing. This wider role of centres 
is central to the approach set out within PPS6 and within the London 
Plan. The maintenance of our higher order centres as wholly 
"shopping" centres would not be tenable. This wider function is also 
supported by the SA.  Whilst the results or the consultations do not 
offer an overwhelming direction there is not overwhelming support for 
town centres as being shopping centres and nothing else. 

m Issues and Options N/A

m Issues and Options Primary retail role of local centres taken forward.  Flexibility built into 
plan, so no need to list those exceptions when other town centre uses 
may be acceptable.

there have been long term vacancies, subject to 
the impact on residential amenity particular types to seek diversity’. Success will ‘depend on walking 

distances’ and overcoming ‘high rents’.

Resist the addition of any further non-reta
in local centres
Function of other centres

If you support other centres playing a wid
diverse role the LDF should:diverse role the LDF should:

il uses 

er more 27% wish to encourage new social and  commun
throughout centres even at the expense of existithroughout centres even at the expense of existing
would allow non retail town centre uses within bo
non core parts of the centres, whilst recognising
should retain a primarily retail function. 19% wou
leisure, sport, entertainment uses or hotels within
uses in their own right or as part of mixed use re
proposals.12.5% would ensure that the core are
focussed upon retail uses, normally only allowing
centre uses within the non core areas of the  cen
encourage large scale mixed use office developm

Taken forward. Box 4 Interi

ity uses 
ng shops. 21%  shops. 21%
th the core and 

 that the centres 
ld encourage new 
 centres, either as 

tail 
as remain 
 non retail town 
tres. 5.5% would 
ent within 

m Issues and Options N/A

centres. 15% - a high proportion, had no views or were ‘don’t 
knows’



Issue 30

Issue 31

Ensure that the core areas remain focuse
entirely upon retail uses, normally only all
non retail town centre uses within the non
areas of the centres

Allow non retail town centre uses within b
core and non-core parts of the centres, w
recognising that the centres should retail 
primary retail function.

d almost 
owing 
 core 

oth the 
hilst 
a 

Vitality and choice. Many believe that the counc
growth’, ‘promote and enhance services’ and ‘en
choice’ to ‘meet the needs of the whole commun
heed of ‘the market’. Each area ‘should find its o
‘avoid concentrations of particular types to seek
will ‘depend on walking distances’ and overcomi

Retail and non-retail. Views support ‘retail use on
‘office’, ‘new leisure and entertainment uses’ abo
(e.g. libraries) should be restricted’. A ‘lack of sw
also noted. Businesses ‘should be retained’ and
promote centres. ‘Edge of centre development’ w
mentioned.

Policy. Government’s PPS6 was mentioned. The

Taken forward. Para 5.4.3 a
and Options

Not taken forward to Interim
Interim Issues and options d
of uses that should be perm
the borough's higher order c
that the centres should main
centre uses.

il ‘should plan for 
hance consumer 
ity’ while taking 
wn formula’ and 
 diversity’. Success 
ng ‘high rents’.

 ground level’ and 
ve. ‘Non-retail loss 
imming pools’ was 

 BIDS set up to 
as also 

 London Plan 

nd 5.4.5 of Interim Issues N/A

 Issues and Options.   The 
oes not consider the types 
itted within differing parts of 
entres other than to note 
tain a varied mix of town 

The diversity of town centre uses required by PPS6 is provided by 
allowing a greater diversity of uses in the secondary areas of our HO 
town centres and by allowing non A1 uses within primary areas 
change to other non A1 uses.  The need to protect existing A1 uses in 
primary areas is supported by the Council's Retail Needs Assessment 
which concludes that the health of some of our centres are likely to be 
under considerable pressure from the opening of Westfield London in 
Hammersmith and Fulham, and therefore that we need robust polices 
in place that resist the loss of existing A1 uses.   The need for this 
robust approach is further compounded by the current recession- put 
even greater pressure upon the borough's centres.

Encourage new social and community uses Taken forward. Box 4, 4,3 and 5 and para 5.4.3 of N/A

‘requires boroughs to provide a policy framework for maintaining, 
managing and enhancing local and neighbourhood shopping’ ... 
‘and other facilities in accessible locations’throughout centres even if this is at the ex

f i ti hof existing shops
Encourage large scale office developmen
centres as part of new mixed use propos

pense 

t within 
als

Interim Issues and Options, 

Taken forward. Encouraging
centres and other areas we

 large scale offices in town 
ll served by public transport 

N/A

has been taken forward to 5.7a and 5.7c of Interim 
Issues and Options. 

Encourage new leisure, sports, entertainment or Taken forward. Box 5.4a considers a mix of retail, N/A
hotels  within centres, either as uses in th
right or as part of mixed use retail propos

Maintaining identity of centres

eir own 
als.

There was overwhelming support for policies wh
special character of the borough's town centres.
referred to the particular need to protect the Port
maintain its "uniqueness" The initial  Issues Opti
has illustrated an overwhelming level of public s
which seek to maintain the identity of the Boroug
protect valued uses – support shown by over 99
interested respondees to Issue 30.   The initial cp
consider the expansion of the centres as a poss
achieve this aim.

restaurant and cultural uses
5.5.b considers new hotels.

ich protect the 
  Most responses 
obello Road and to 
ons consultation 
upport for policies 
h’s centres and to 
 percent of 
onsultation did not 
ible tool to help 

 within town centres.  Box 

Maintaining the identity of the borough's centres 
and protecting valued uses. In recognising the 
value of the individual character of the borough's 
centres and of certain "retail" uses, such as post 
offices, pubs, chemists and street markets, the 
LDF should:

include policies which help express the individual Taken forward. Box 5.4a of Interim Issues and Options Maintaining the identity of the borough's centres has been taken 
character of particular centres, where this can be 
identified; seek to encourage the retention of post 

g y g
forward.  The core strategy does not include polices to protect post 
offices, as such policies could not be effectively uses as planning 

offices and other valued uses; Not raise the 
retention of post offices, pubs and other valued 

permission is not required for "changes of use" within Class A of the 
UCO. 

uses as little can be done using planning 
seek to encourage the retention of street 

New social and community uses

Continue to support proposals where a lo
has been identified 

Support proposals to meet the needs of u
from a wider geographical area where loc
has not been established

Continue to plan for and protect existing 
‘community’ uses (such as education, hea
social, libraries and religious buildings etc
the boroughthe borough

power, 
markets.

cal need 

sers 
al need 

lth, 
) within 

50% would continue to plan for and protect exis
uses (such as education, health, social, libraries
buildings etc.) within the borough. 37% would co
proposals where a local need has been identified
support proposals to meet the needs of users fr
geographical area where local need has not bee

Taken forward. 4.2 of Interi

Taken forward. 4.2 of Interi

Taken forward. 4.2 and 5.4b
Options

ting community 
 and religious 
ntinue to support 
. 8% would 

om a wider 
n established.

m Issues and Options N/A

m Issues and Options N/A

 of Interim Issues and N/A

Issue 32 Private schools and health facilities

View private sector facilities as being as Many approve the idea of introducing private facilities given an Taken forward. 4.4 and 4.5 of Interim Issues and N/A
welcome as those provided by the p
sector

Only support private facilities where
established local need has been esta

Support private facilities where no lo

ublic established need and demand, though responde
continuing support for public facilities. There is a
provide access to primary care facilities

 a well 
blished

37% would continue to support proposals where
been identified. It was pointed out that ‘the mark
The GLA state that ‘the borough has a responsib
residents have access to primary care facilities’

cal 8% would support proposals to meet the needs o
wider geographical area where local need has n

nts require 
 responsibility to 

Options

 a local need has 
et should decide’. 
ility to ensure all 

. 

Taken forward. 4.4 and 4.5 
Options

f users from a 
ot been 

Not taken forward

of Interim Issues and N/A

The provision of a mix of private and public facilities is part of the 
borough's character but following advice from the GLA, it was need has been established

established. determined that welcoming facilities where no need exists is unwise 
as it has little benefit to residents.



Issue 33

Issue 34

f y f l t i t

Issue 35

f t

Issue 36

Issue 37

Issue 38

Issue 39

New fee-paying schools

Promote the availability of facilities in area
are not largely residential, which are serv
highly accessible public transport
Promote the availability in all locations thr

s that 
ed by 

oughout 

43% would promote the availability in all location
borough, provided the site is served by highly ac
transport. A third (33%) would promote the availa
areas that are not largely residential, 
which are served by highly accessible public tran
discourage the provision of further fee-paying sc
the borough.

Taken forward. 4.4 of Interi

Taken forward. 4.4 of Interi

s throughout the 
cessible public 
bility of facilities in 

sport. 11% would 
hools anywhere in 

m Issues and Options N/A

m Issues and Options N/A
the borough, provided the site is served by highly 
accessible public transport
Discourage the provision of further fee-paying 
schools anywhere in the borough

Not taken forward Whilst the borough's priority was to deliver a community school., the 
provision of private is part of the borough's character. In the case of 
primary schools and day-nurseries, private facilities ensure that no 
burden is placed on community schooling. 

Doctor's surgeries

Allow the provision of a new surgery to ta
precedent over retaining the residential u
Allow retaining the residential use to take

ke 
se
 
urgery

72% - the vast majority - would allow the provisio
to be assessed on a case by case basis, to allow
between local need and the protection of residen
accommodation 20% would allow the provisionurger

 
w for a 
ction of 

permit 
other 
tion, or 

The general view is that a high proportion of visi
is of poor quality, and this should be controlled. A
hotels in the borough was noted. There are mixe
need for and provision of quality accommodation
that balanced development should be encourage
market issue.  Poor quality visitor accommodatio
upgraded or converted into office/residential use

accommodation. 20% would allow the provision 
take precedence over  retaining the residential u
would allow retaining residential use to take prec
provision of a new surgery.

 hotels in 
 save 

Most feel visitor accommodation should be loca
shopping centres,  Many also feel that that there
more hotels in especially in the Earl's Court and 

t hotels Most responses seek action to improve low qual
accommodation.

Taken forward.4.5 of Interim

Not taken forward

n of a new surgery 
 for a balance 
tial 

 Issues and Options N/A

All residents in the borough should be within 10 minutes of a health 
precedence over the provision of a new sprecedence over the provision o  a new s

Allow the provision of a new surgery to be
assessed on a case-by-case basis, to allo
balance between local need and the prote
residential accommodation

Control Visitor accommodation

Issue 35  Should the Council continue to 
the loss of hotels to other uses including 

of a new surgery to

Taken forward. 4.5 of Interi

tor accommodation 
 concentration of 

Both options taken forward.
and Options asks the questi

o  a new surgery o 
se. Under 2% 
edence over the 

facility (including a GP) The best means of achieving this is to ensureacility (inc uding a GP). The bes  means of achieving this s o ensure 
that they are given priority over other uses including residential. This is 
supported by the Mayor, Government Office for London and NHS 
K&C. As such it is included in the final iteration of the Core Strategy 

m Issues and Options N/A

 Box 5.5b of Interim Issues 
on again.

N/A

forms of temporary sleeping accommoda
take a more restrictive approach.

Location of Visitor accommodation

Issue 36: Should the Council permit new
town centres, everywhere, or everywhere
where there is an over concentration.

Quality of visitor accommodation

Issue 37: Should the Council  try to attrac

d views as to the 
.  Most believed 
d, but that is a 
n should either be 
.

ted in town or 
 is no need for 
Courtfield wards.

Taken forward. Box 5.5b of

ity Not taken forward

 Interim Issues and Options N/A

The question of the whether the Council should protect hotels of a 
certain standard was not considered at the Interim Issues and Options of a certain standard to the borough?
stage as was not considered to be an appropriate policy given that the 
control of certain types of hotel is beyond the remit of planning.

Protect hotel stock

Should the Council continue to permit the
hotels to other uses including other forms
temporary sleeping accommodation, or ta

t i ti hmore restrictive approach.

 loss of 
 of 
ke a 

The general view is that a high proportion of visi
is of poor quality, and this should be controlled. A
hotels in the borough was noted. There are mixe

d f d i i f lit d tineed for and provision of quality accommodation
that balanced development should be encourage
market issue.  Poor quality visitor accommodatio
upgraded or converted into office/residential use

o 
ial and 
e to 
ction of 

The majority of consultees wanted the Council to
emphasis on the character and function of the bo
general view was that tourism should be encour
to benefit both residents and tourists.

tor accommodation 
 concentration of 

d views as to the 
M t b li d

 Taken forward. Box 5.5b of
asks the question again.

.  Most believed 

 Interim Issues and Options N/A

Encourage tourism

Should the Council give more emphasis t
encourage tourism, because of the financ

d, but that is a 
n should either be 
.

 continue to place 
rough. The 

Taken forward. Box 5.5a of
Options asks the question a

 the Interim Issues and 
gain.

N/A

employment benefits its brings or continu
place emphasis on the character and fun

aged and managed 

Issue 40
the borough as a residential area.
Public open space provision



Issue 41

Issue 42

y

Issue 43

Taken forward but in a different manner - the focus is on public or 
private provision. 

 Box 6.5The provision of public or private open spaceourage further 
dens for 

qualify forE f d i ici t t ntly qualify for 
. 26% would 

onstrained 

Continue to seek new public open space 
association with appropriate developmen
throughout the borough, with appropriate 
safeguards to ensure that public access i
retained
Place emphasis on seeking new public op
space in association with appropriate 
development in areas of public open spac
deficiency
Seek financial contributions from appropr
development to improve the quality and 
attractiveness of local parks and other pu
open space
Ensure that sufficient private amenity spa
provided on site and that contributions to 

in 
t 

s 

N/A

en 

e 

iate 

blic 

ce is 
create 

Taken forward. Box 6.2 Quality of the public realm &  
Box 6b: Caring for our Public Realm: green spaces

The majority of written responses felt that all new development 
should have adequate, accessible, open space, or contributions
to its creation. The role of the river, waterways, parks and the Royal 
Hospital gardens is emphasised. Attendee of the workshop  
demanded more and improved public open space. There were also 
requests to ensure that open space and streets in general are 
disabled friendly. There were requests to make Brompton 
Cemetery more accessible. Portobello Green and Colville Nursery 
and Primary Schools were mentioned with regard to potential 
improvements.  There were varied demands and many comments 
that prioritisation of the options would depend on circumstances 
and location. Even so, children’s needs and biodiversity were the 
most popular. The youth outreach workshop identified demands for 
outdoor recreational facilities and better provision of sports

or improve public open space are only co
where this is not possible
Financial contributions towards public ope

Seek to improve parks and public open s
across the whole of the borough

nsidered 

n space

paces 

paces 

 space 

thin 
improve 

The majority of written responses felt that all new
should have adequate, accessible, open space, 
to its creation. The role of the river, waterways, p
Hospital gardens is emphasised. Attendee of the
demanded more and improved public open spac
requests to ensure that open space and streets 
disabled friendly. There were requests to make B
Cemetery more accessible. Portobello Green an
and Primary Schools were mentioned with regar
improvements.  There were varied demands and
that prioritisation of the options would depend on
and location. Even so, children’s needs and biod
most popular. The youth outreach workshop iden
outdoor recreational facilities and better provisio

The majority of written responses felt that all newj y p
should have adequate, accessible, open space, 
to its creation. The role of the river, waterways, p
Hospital gardens is emphasised. Attendee of the
demanded more and improved public open spac
requests to ensure that open space and streets 
disabled friendly. There were requests to make B
Cemetery more accessible. Portobello Green an
and Primary Schools were mentioned with regar
improvements.  There were varied demands and
that prioritisation of the options would depend on
and location. Even so, children’s needs and biod

 development 
or contributions

Taken forward. Box 6b: Car
green spaces

N/Aing for our Public Realm: 

Seek to improve parks and public open s
only in the vicinity of the development
Give priority to those areas of public open
which are most frequently used
Seek contributions from developments wi
areas of public open space deficiency to 
the nearest available public open space

Priority for open space

arks and the Royal 
 workshop  
e. There were also 
in general are 
rompton 

d Colville Nursery 
d to potential 
 many comments 
 circumstances 
iversity were the 
tified demands for 

n of sports

Visual amenity
Children’s playspace

 development Taken forward. Box 6.2 Quap
or contributions Box 6b: Caring for our Publi

N/Ality of the public realm & y p
c Realm: green spaces & 

Outdoor leisure
Biodiversity

arks and the Royal 
 workshop  
e. There were also 
in general are 
rompton 

Box 6.4a Who should have priority in the public realm

d Colville Nursery 
d to potential 
 many comments 
 circumstances 
iversity were the 

most popular. The youth outreach workshop identified demands for 
outdoor recreational facilities and better provision of sports

Wider use of garden squares

Encourage wider general access to garde
squares and private communal gardens 
Encourage further limited access to gardenncourage urther limite  access to gard
squares and private communal gardens b
increase in the number of open days ever

n There were 29.5% of respondents which would enc
access to garden squares and private communal gar
residents who live in the vicinity but do not currentlyen 

y an 
y year 

n 
or 

res and 
ho live 

 for 
riate 

residents who live n the v nity bu  do no  curre
access (subject to payment of the appropriate fee)
leave things as they are.14.5% would encourage unc
access to garden squares and private communal gar
identical number would encourage further limited ac
squares and private communal gardens by an inc
number of open days every year. 12% would enc
limited access to garden squares and private co
for groups such as local schools.

Encourage further limited access to garde
squares and private communal gardens f
groups such as local schools 

Encourage further access to garden squa
private communal gardens for residents w
in their vicinity but do not currently qualify
access (subject to payment of the approp
fee)

dens and an 
cess to garden 

rease in the 
ourage further 

mmunal gardens 

Issue 44 Temporary use of open space



Issue 45

Issue 46

Issue 47

Issue 48

Allow temporary uses on open spaces if t
could realise additional benefits (such as
cultural, economic or regeneration purpos

hese 
 for 
es)

 open 

 only for 
le a 
e use is 

agement There is a balanced demand to retain existing fa

Though there is some dissent, most agree temp
open space can be culturally, economically and 
given clear guidelines.

orary uses of public 
socially beneficial 

Taken forward. Box 6.2 Qua
Box 6b: Caring for our Publi
Box 6.4b: Uses of the public

N/Ality of the public realm &  
c Realm: green spaces  &  
 realm

Generally resist temporary uses on public
space

Allow temporary uses on open space, but
a short cumulative time period, for examp
maximum of 4 weeks in any year when th
open to the public
Arts Cultural and Entertainment facilities

Should the LDF give more active encour cilities and attract Taken forward. Box 5,  5.5c and 5.5d N/A
to such facilities provided they are in shopping 
centre locations?

cultural enterprise.

resist the loss of existing facilities
give more active encouragement to facilit
across the boroughacross the borough
resist new facilities and allow the loss of e

ies 

xisting.

Taken forward. Box 5.
Taken forward. Box 5.

Not taken forward

N/A
N/A

There was overwhelming support for the creation of a borough that 
contains a rich mix of use.  CE facilities, enjoyed by local people and 
by visitors in an integral part of this and integral to the creation of a 

Encouragement of Arts, Cultural or Entertainment 

"vital" and successful borough.  This approach is also endorsed by 
government guidance, by the London Plan and by our own 
sustainability appraisal.

facilities
If further ACE facilities are to be encourag
should the LDF ensure that:

ed Though one of London's strategic cultural areas
the borough, there are strong aspirations for furt
cultural development.  Whilst local needs are im
also be encouraging national and international fa

 is located within 
her and wider 
portant we should 
cilities.

Not considered at TPO The function of the ACE facilities provided in the borough are not 
considered within the towards preferred options document. This 
issues are not however rejected at this stage as are picked up again 
at the June 09 draft.

priority be given to local aspirations Not considered at TPO
priority is given to facilities of wider significance, Not considered at TPO
of national or international importance.

Broadening the definition of community uses

cking in 
Those that responded included Petrol filling stati
offices as community uses, and small scale flexi
centres for arts uses.

e The responses flag up issues around procedure
and integral demand.

Are there any particular arts, cultural or 
entertainment facilities that you feel are la
the borough?

ons and post 
ble performing arts 

Petrol filling station were ad
community use within the dr
performing spaces are cons

ded as a social and 
aft plan (June 09).  All 
idered to be an arts and 

N/A

Role of Public Art

Should the LDF continue to encourage th
provision of public art?

cultural use and therefore ar
plan.

, selection, taste Not taken forward

e protected within the draft 

This is not a strategic issue which the council considers should form 
part of the core strategy.

Issue 49 Renewable energy

The UDP acknowledges that energy efficient Many suggest that 'energy efficiency' is as important as renewable Taken forward. See Box 9.2 of the Interim Issues and N/A
buildings are more difficult to design in de
built up areas like the borough because th
more overshadowing and building orienta

nsely 
ere is 

tion is 

contributions. There are concerns over developm
potential impacts in conservation areas. There w
over conflicts in policy between conservation and
energy, for instance photovoltaic cells or solar panels 

 of some 
/or the 
 their 
P go far 

energy, for instance photovoltaic cells or solar panels
conservation areas. It was felt important that cle
be given on the issue.  A balance or dialogue ha
between sustainability and conservation. Costs a
viability issues are raised. 

cy forms 
 LDF 
 through 
e-use of 
ings;

45% would encourage energy efficiency. 

ze to 30% would require developments over a certain 

ent costs and 
ere also concerns 
 renewable 

Options, February 2008.

largely fixed. Conservation area and listedlargely fixed. Conservation area and listed
building policies may also restrict the use
energy saving proposals. The re-use and
upgrading of existing buildings rather than
redevelopment is promoted. Does the UD
enough...
The  UDP recognises that energy efficien
an integral part of good design. Whilst the

in in 
ar guidance should 
s to be sought 
nd development 

- Continue to encourage energy efficiency
the sitting, landscaping, design, use and r
materials, orientation and lighting of build

- Require developments over a certain si

Taken forward. See Chapte
and Options, February 2008

size to incorporate Taken forward. See Chapte

r 9.2 of the Interim Issues 
.

N/A

r 9.2 of the Interim Issues N/A
incorporate on-site renewable energy equipment, 
such as solar panels or condensing combi-
biolers;

on-site renewable energy equipment. and Options, February 2008.



Issue 50

9 2

Issue 52

- Require 10% of the energy needed in 
developments over a certain size to come
site renewable energy developments.

Sustainable design

 from on-
20.5% would require developments over a certai
10% of its energy requirements from on-site rene
sources.

n size to provide 
wable energy 

Not taken forward. The requirement for 10% of the energy needed in developments over 
a certain size to come from on-site renewable energy developments 
has not been taken forward, as it was the least favoured option during 
consultation. This will be replaced with requirements to meet Code for 
Sustainable Homes standards in the Interim Issues and Options.

- Should energy efficiency and other aspects of  17% suggest energy efficiency and sustainable design should Taken forward. See Chapter 9.2 of the Interim Issues N/A
To what extent should the Council encourage sustainable design and construction in new and refurbished buildings:

sustainable design normally be given prio
the Council's other conservation and des
policies;
- Should leading edge contemporary des

rity over 
ign 

have priority over conservation.

ign, 17% consider leading edge contemporary design

and Options, February 2008

, regardless of Taken forward. See Chapte

.

r 9.2 of the Interim Issues N/A
regardless of its sustainable qualities, in new 
development and the use of traditional materials 

sustainability, and use of traditional materials and construction in 
historic buildings should be given priority. 

and Options, February 2008.

and construction in historic buildings be g
priority
- Should sustainable construction be give- Should sustainable construction be give
in new buildings, but be less rigorously ap
alterations to listed buildings and building

iven 

n priority 55% think sustainable construction should be prn priority 
plied in 

s in 

55% think sustainable construction should be pr
buildings.

ioritised in new Taken forward See Chapterioritised in new Taken forward. See Chapter
and Options, February 2008

9 2 of the Interim Issues N/A .  of the Interim Issues 
.

N/A

Issue 51
conservation areas.
Waste 

Waste: To minimise the impact that our 
community has on the environment throu
facilitation and encouragement of recyclin
minimisation and energy efficient constru
Issue 51: Disposal of the borough’s wast
Changes in waste planning policy at natio
regional level may mean that the Council 

gh the 
g, waste 
ction.       
e. 
nal and
has to 

To minimise the impact that our community has
through the facilitation and encouragement of re
minimisation and energy efficient construction. A
agreed with this option                                         
of the borough’s waste. Changes in waste plann
national and
regional level may mean that the Council has to 

 on the environment 
cycling, waste 
ll the respondents 
 Issue 51: Disposal 
ing policy at 

find a local solution 

Where taken forward, the op
section 9.3. (waste)

tions were included in Option 1: The construction of a waste incinerator in the borough. It 
was not taken forward from I&O as there is a presumption against this 
in the London Plan. Moreover, the respondents in I&O stage did not 
support this option      Option 2: to resist the construction and use of 
an incinerator in the borough. It was not taken forward from I&O as 
the respondents in I&O stage did not support this option and the 
option was not very realistic due to the fact that there is a presumption 

find a local solution to the problem of recycling 
and waste disposal. Options:                                   

to the problem of recycling and waste disposal. Options: The LDF 
should:                                                                                                 

against incineration in the London Plan. Option 3: Wait until alternative 
waste disposal technologies have been proved to work in practice. It 

1) The LDF should recognise that the 
construction and use of an energy gener
incinerator in the borough is an acceptabl
disposing of local residents’ non recycled
2) R i t th t ti d f2) Resist the construction and use of an 
incinerator within the borough to dispose 

ating 
e way of 
 waste 

1) Recognise that the construction and use of an
incinerator in the borough is an acceptable way o
local residents’ non recycled waste - 32
2) Resist the construction and use of an incinera
b h t di f id t ’ l d

of 
borough to dispose of residents’ non recycled wa
3) Wait until alternative waste disposal technolog

 energy generating 
f disposing of 

tor within the 
t 21ste - 21

ies have been 

was not taken forward from I&O as the waste problem needs to be 
solved and waiting is not a real option.  Option 4 was taken forward to 
help meeting the waste apportionment set out in the London Plan. 
Waste issues will be covered more in depth in a forthcoming Waste 
DPDDPD.

residents’ non recycled waste 
3) Wait until alternative waste disposal 

proven to work in practice and at a reasonable cost, before 
reducing reliance on incineration to dispose of non recycled waste - 

technologies have been proven to work in
practice and at a reasonable cost, before 
reducing reliance on incineration to dispo
non recycled waste 
4) Ensure that new major developments s

 

se of 

hould 

38
4) Ensure that new major developments should h
facilities incorporated within them, including sepa
storage capacity for different types of waste - 77
No views or don’t know - 12

Issue 52: Cremorne Wharf. The Cremorne Whar
and Recycling Centre is closed but is the subjec
Mayor of London, to maintain it as a wharf. The L
1)  Seek to re open the site as a waste managem
2) Allow the redevelopment of the site for anothe) p
housing - 20
No views or don’t know - 25

ave recycling 
rate chutes and 

f Civic Amenity 
t of direction by the 
DF should:             
ent facility - 58
r use, such as 

Where taken forward, the op

,

have recycling facilities incorporated within them, 
including separate chutes and storage capacity 
for different types of waste 
Issue 52: Cremorne Wharf. 

The Cremorne Wharf Civic Amenity and 
Recycling Centre is closed but is the subject of 
direction by the Mayor of London, to maintain it as 

tions were included in 
section 10.2 (Key sites) 

Option 2: To allow the redevelopment of Cremorne Wharf for another 
use such as housing. This option was not taken forward from I&O 
stage as Cremorne Wharf has a safeguarded Wharf Status and 

a wharf. The LDF should:                                         
1) Seek to re open the site as a waste 

therefore it should be used for waste management. Option 1 was 
taken forward as Cremorne Wharf has a Safeguarded Wharf Status ) p

management facility
2) Allow the redevelopment of the site for another 

g
and should be used for waste management purposes. It will also help 
meeting the waste apportionment set out in the London Plan.

use, such as housing 



Where co
(which
Issues an
Options

Issue 1

Interim Issues and Options 

 4  

The iss
at this point.

N/a

The iss
at this point.

a

me from Box No. Policy/options Summary of response If this is taken forward - where in the Why has option not been taken forward? 
 part of 

d 
Towards Preferred Options? 

)
Box  2.2 Spatial Vision

Kensington and Chelsea will remain one 
of the most desirable places to live in 
London. It will be prosperous, full of 
vitality, accessible and a safe place 
where more people will live and work, 
enjoying a better city life.

There was considerable support for this central 
vision, with the vast majority of consultees 
supporting a vision which supports a variety of uses, 
rather than simply residential. 

Taken forward.  2.7 Spatial vision, 
improving an excellent Borough

N/A

Issue 2Issue 288 Box 4 Keeping Life Local Box Keeping Life Local

ue was raised Do you think that maintaining local There wa
diversity 
character
going as

Majority o

s almost universal support for retainin
of uses which support the residential 
 of the borough.    GOL were explicit 

 far as suggesting that an approach th

f consultees did not support this optio

g a Taken forward.  4.1 of Towards N/A
facilities is of central importance to the Preferred Options
quality of the residential neighbourhoods in 
of the borough? at 

supported the creation of a "residential ghetto" could 
be likely to result in the core strategy being found 
unsound at a future examination. Some respondees 
noted that there is not necessary a conflict between 
having polices which both support the ambition to 
provide for the local and city wide functions of the 
borough. 

Or do you think that people that live in 
the borough should recognise that living 
at the centre of a capital city gives you 

n. 
However, some respondees noted that there is not 
necessary a conflict between having polices which 

Not taken forward This option received minimal support during 
consultation coupled with the Sustainability Appraisal 
and guidance from the Mayor and the Government 

b fit t l b th t th biti t id f th l l Offi f L d thi ti t dso many benefits, you cannot also 
expect to have all your ‘local’ needs met 

both support the ambition to provide for the local 
and city wide functions of the borough. 

Office for London this option was not progressed 
beyond this iteration.

locally
Box 4.2 Invest

? 
ing in our social & community uses 

The issue

continuin

can eithe

provision

s and options consultation does not o

g to provide affordable housing, with m

r be enhanced (where already existin

 of affordable housing should remain 

ue was raised Should the Council relax the need to 
provide ‘affordable’ housing on mixed 
use sites where the housing proposed 

ffer a 
consensus on this.   Nearly all respondees 
recognises the importance of development 

Taken forward. 4.1 and 4.2 of Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

will be used to support existing social 
and community uses which are of 
particular local value, through the 

any 
supporting the idea that a degree of flexibility be 
taken where a valued social and community uses 

replacement, refurbishment or extension 
of an existing facility that is no longer fit 
for purpose?  

g on 
the site) or introduced - where lacking and where a 
need shown.   However a significant minority, 
including both the GLA and GOL stated that 
provision of affordable housing should remain a 
priority.  The GLA, stated that Core Strategy policies 
should not provide leave to avoid meeting the 
strategic
other prio
developm
evidence
improvem

 requirements for affordable housing a
rities in the case of mixed-use 
ent.   GOL questioned whether there

 that suggested that affordable housin
ents to community infrastructure are

nd 

 was 
g and 

 not 
both viable. 



 
ere 
t 
 

Not taken forward Despite reservations from key stakeholders, there was 
overwhelming support for the provision of social and 
community facilities, this is also backed by the Council' 
Sustainability Appraisal. These have been lost to uses 

N/a

The iss
at this point.

   

Issues 32 and 33

t d i t

Issues 33 and 34

Or sho
housin

uld the provision of affordable 
g remain a top priority?

The majo
approach
concerne
intentions

rity of consultees did not support this
.   However, both the GLA and GOL w
d that this approach, whilst with the bes
, could water down the Mayor’s strategic

objectives to maximise the provision of affordable 
housing

with a higher land value (primarily housing) in the past 
so the Council decided that the best means of assuring 
a new social and community offer, is to relax the s.106 
requirements  for affordable housing on appropriate 
schemes.

Box 4.3 Walkable neighbourhoods

ue was raised What uses do you feel should be within Support the concept of the walkable neighbour Taken forward. 4.3 of Towards N/Ahood -
‘local’ walking range? Is 10 minutes the 
right ‘time band’ for local access?

Should we recognise that parts of the 

or the ide
within a 1
facilities.
out acceShould we recognise that parts of the

borough may have to be treated 
differently because of their 
characteristics and function (such as 

ou  acce
service -
public rea
public rea

a that everywhere within the borough
0 minute walk from a range of local 

   A number of respondees have point
ss going beyond simple proximity to ass going beyon  s mple proximity o a
 but includes both the attractiveness o
lm.   'Walkability' can be improved if
lm is improved and physical barriers

Preferred Options

Taken forward. 5.4 of Towards N/A

 is 

ed 
Taken forward. 5.4 of Towards
Preferred Options

N/A 
f the 

 the 
 (for 

Knightsbridge which is an international 
shopping centre, a prestigious hotel 

example major roads) are 'lowered'.  Similarly 

locatio
Centra
identit
appro

n and lies within central London’s 
l Activities Zone)? If so, can you 

y which other areas should be 
ached differently?

support -
everywhe
transport
response
be in 'eas

 where referred to -- for the idea that 
re is with a 30 minute trip (by public 

 ) for the higher order services.   Gene
s did not list those services which sho
y' and 'reasonable' reach.  The only 

rally 
uld 

Box 4.4 Education provision in the North of the 
Borough 
Should the Council be building a new 
school in North Kensington 

The majo
in their op

Taken forward. 4.5 and 12.4 of Towards 
Preferred Options

N/Arity of those who responded thought that, 
inion a new school should be built in the 

or should it be looking to provide other 
forms of educational provision?

Not taken forward There was broad consensus that the best option 
forward was to build a new school in the north of the 

north of the borough. There was no consensus 
between respondents whether a new school should o s o educat o a p o s o o a d as to bu d a e sc oo t e o t o t ebet ee espo de ts et e a e sc oo s ou d

Box 4.5 Provis

Do yo

ion of health facilities

u agree that priority should be 

be a state
overarch
should be

The cons

 or private school. However, there wa
ing tone that the general choice of sc
 improved.

ultation confirmed that the provision o

borough. By designating schools as social and 
community use, their provision in Kensington and 
Chelsea is still protected and enhanced.

Taken forward. 4.6 of Towards N/A

s an 
hools 

f a 
given to having a GP's Surgery within 10 
minutes walk of every house. 

Preferred Optionsrange of GPs surgeries across the borough is seen, 
by most, as an essential element of this chapter. In 

or sho
provis

uld priority be given to upgrading 
ion in areas where existing 

some cas
existing s

es this should be achieved by upgrad
urgeries, and in others the creation o

Not taken forward Whilst the upgrading of facilities is important for 
maintaining the borough's already excellent provision. It 

ing 
f new 

facilities are not up to standard? is important that the Core Strategy furthers these 
ambitions in line with the Community Strategy and SA. 

facilities.  The network of GP surgeries would most 
likely be best served by the creation of group 
practices
model ac
take their

f irange for
the delive
Kensingto
stressed 
range of 
welcome
planning 

 rather than a rolling out of the poly c
ross the borough. The GLA continue 
 line of a qualified support for maintai

l l it d t h social uses – as long as it does not h
ry of the Mayor’s strategic policies. T
n and Chelsea Primary Care Trust 

the need for the LDF to reflect the ful
heath facilities within the borough, an
 more engagement with the Council o
and expansion of existing facilities or

Therefore this option was not progressed as an policy 
direction beyond this stage

linic 
to 
ning a 
i dinder 
he 

l 
d 
n 
 the 

procurement of new facilities. The Kensington and 
Chelsea Primary Care Trust also requested more 
encourag
commitm
facilities i

ement from the Council in a joint 
ent in achieving a full range of health
n the borough. 
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Issue 29 and 45

   

Box 4.6 Provid

Shoul

ing facilities for community safety

d requests from the Metropolitan This approach received a very high (through not Taken forward. 4.7 of Towards N/A
Police
facilitie
policy
servic
crime?

 to establish particular types of 
s in specific locations override 

 provision if to do so improves 
es to the public and helps reduce 

unanimou
Police Au
approach
througho
that they

s) level of support. The Metropolitan 
thority were fully supportive noting tha
 would maximise the provision of poli
ut the borough.  Their comments conc
 would support the location of ‘police s

t this 
cing 
lude 
hops’ 

Preferred Options

within town centres. GOL suggests a different 
approach – of a supportive planning policy 
framework drawn up in consultation with the Polic
that enab
rather tha

les development in appropriate locati
n treating them as exceptions.

ons 

Are th
Box 5 FosterBox os er

Box 5
At the

ere any other options? N/a
ing Vitalitying Vitality

:  Fostering Vitality:                       
 core of the strategic objective of 

N/a N/a

Foster
reside
that gi

ing Vitality is this tension between 
ntial amenity, and the mixed uses 
ve the borough much of its 

identity.
Should residential amenity be protected There was not a consensus on whether residential Not taken forward. Whilst the protection of residential amenity remains 
at all c

Or sho
of use
quality

ost? amenity s
that it sho
importan
borough-
and vitali
including
developmdevelopm
to ensure
detrimen
Kensingto
the past t
squeezed
approach
introducti
to the ex
principal 
needs of

uld the Council encourage the mix 
s that add to the richness and 
 of life of the borough?

hould be protected at all cost.   Some
uld be, whilst other considered that it

t to encourage a mix of uses within th
 as it was this mix that create a divers
ty.  It was however noted by many - 
 both GOL and the GLA that mixed us
ent should be designed in such a waent should be designed in such a wa
 that the development does not have 
tal impact on residential amenity.   Th
n society went so far as to suggest th

oo many non residential uses have b
 out - and that a more robust policy 
 be taken to try to maintain diversity. 
on of more non retail uses should be 
isting hierarchy of local centres - and 
function which is to serve the day-to-
 the local residents.

 felt 
 was 
e 
ity 

e 
y as 

important the protection of residential amenity "at all 
costs" is not considered to be a viable option, and has 
therefore has not been taken forward.  There has been 
considerable support from the our stakeholders (at 
each stage of consultation) for the Council supporting a 
range of uses across the borough.  GOL has gone as 
far a stating that a core strategy which supports the y as

a 
e 
at in 

een 

  The 
linked 
there 
day 

far a stating that a core strategy which supports the
creation of a residential ghetto was in real danger of 
being found "unsound" at a subsequent EIP.  Support 
for creating diverse neighbourhoods containing the 
range of uses needed by our residents and visitors is 
also supported by the SEA and by government 
guidance.  Similarly the provision of a range of facilities 
is integral to the KCP's Community Strategy.

Taken forward. Box 5.1 of Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

Box 5.2 Should your borough continue to contain 
fa mix of uses



Not rais
and Op

t i f b

  

ed at Issue 
tions

Box 5
to con
Desp
within
for de
been f
to be d
land fo
into th
strateg
withst
borou
of use

Prom
reside
reside
of use
tourism

Attem
the bo
reside
not ha
vitality

.2: Should your borough continue 
tain a mix of uses?                          

ite the diverse mix of the uses 
 the borough, most of the demand 
velopment in recent years has 
or new housing.  Given the values 
erived from this, the demand for 
r new housing is likely to continue 

e foreseeable future.  The core 
y gives us the opportunity to 

and this pressure and to plan for a 
gh which is made up of a rich mix 
s. Should the Council

As with b
has highl
Perhaps
Federatio
approach
use.  The
complete
borough 
Council s
use deve
harm exis
responde
combine 
achieved
supported
suggestedsuggeste
concentra
being allo
Kensingto
the maint
linked wi

ote the borough as a high class 
ntial dormitory and favour 
ntial use at the expense of the loss 
s such as retail, employment and 

pt to protect the diverse function of 
rough, and only permit new 
ntial development where it does 
rm the borough’s economy or its 
?  Or

ox 5 the issues and options consultat
ighted a number of differing views.  
 unsurprisingly the  House Building 
n and Fairview Homes support  an 
 which will put new housing above all
re is however a general (albeit not 
) consensus that the diversity of the 
needs to be maintained and that the 
hould be encouraging well designed m
lopment - development which does no
ting residential amenity.   A number o
es supported an option which would 
 options (b) and (c) - if this aim can be
.   A number of stakeholders who 
 maintaining a diversity of uses  
that a diverse mix of uses should bd tha  a diverse m x o  uses should 

ted in existing centres, with residenti
wed 'dominance' elsewhere.  The 
n Society took this further suggesting

enance of a diversity of uses should b
th the walkable neighbourhood.

ion 

 other 

ixed 
t 
f 

 

e

Taken forward. Box 5.1 of Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

e 
al 

 that 
e 

Not taken forward. Whilst the protection of residential amenity remains 
important the protection of residential amenity "at all 
costs", or the promotion of residential uses above all 
others is not considered to be a viable option, and has 
therefore has not been taken forward. There has been 
considerable support from the our stakeholders (at 
each stage of consultation) for the Council supporting a 
range of uses across the borough. GOL has gone as 
far a stating that a core strategy which supports the far a stating that a core strategy which supports the
creation of a residential ghetto was in real danger of 
being found "unsound" at a subsequent EIP.  Support 
for creating diverse neighbourhoods containing the 
range of uses needed by our residents and visitors is 
also supported by the SEA and by government 
guidance.  Similarly the provision of a range of facilities 
is integral to the KCP's Community Strategy.

Not taken forward. This approach is not taken  forward, with the Fostering 
Vitality section of the core strategy welcoming new 
residential development in many cases. The Council 
believes that a balance has to be reached between 
maintaining a diverse borough and providing the 
diverse mix of new homes needed The Council'sdiverse mix of new homes needed. The Council's 
Employment land Survey supports the protection of 
existing light industrial and office uses - but does not go 
so far as to recommend the preclusion of new 
residential uses.  The SA does not support this 
approach, a and there is no support from the public.
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Seek to build upon the borough’s Taken forward. Box 5.1 and Box 5.2 of N/A
existing diversity and permit business Towards Preferred Options takes 
uses in residential areas as long as there 
is no impact on residential amenity?

forward the Council's desire to build 
upon the borough's diversity.  These 
boxes do not consider details 
concerning where new business 
development should actually be 
permitted.

Para 5.4.3 Function of Town Centres

Issue 27, 29 The Council has endorsed the Mayor for 
London’s hierarchy of centres, albeit with 
some modifications to reflect the special 
character of both the Portobello Road 
and Westbourne Grove.   The Core 

There was little general interest about the position of 
the borough's higher order centres within the 
Mayor's London Hierarchy.   Initiatives to support the 
special character of Portobello Road were 
supported.   The GLA did not object to the 

Taken forward. Box 5.4 of Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

Strategy will ensure that it is these designation of "special district centres"Strategy will ensure tha  it is these 
centres which will remain the focus for 
town centre uses.   

designation o  specia  distric  centres . 

Para 5.4.5 Function of Higher Order Town Centres

Issue 27 and 29. Para 5.4.5  The Core Strategy will 
include strategic policies which will 
attempt to maintain the diversity of the 
borough’s centres.   These measures 

The Initial Issues Options consultation has 
illustrated an overwhelming level of public support 
for policies which seek to maintain the identity of the 
Borough’s centres and to protect valued uses – 

 Taken forward. Box 5.1, 5.4, 5.5, 5.6 of 
Towards Preferred Options. 

N/A

will include the designation of Portobello 
Road and Westbourne Grove as Special 
District Centres and an explicit 
recognition of the value of diversity within 
town centres.  

support shown by over 99 percent of interested 
respondees to Issue 30, ‘Maintaining the identity of 
the Borough’s centres and protecting valued uses’.

Box 5.3a North Pole Road stationBox 5.3a North Pole Road station

Issue 24 It is not clear at the moment how a 
station in the area of North Pole Road 
might be funded, but it would improve 
public transport accessibility in the north 

The majority of respondents considered that the 
Council should seek rail based options to ensure 
that the travel demands of new developments are 
sustainable. 

Taken forward. Box 6.2, 12.1. N/A

west of the borough.  Do you support the 
idea of a new station in principle? 

Box 5.3b Chelsea Hackney Line

Issue 24 It is not clear when this may be brought 
forward, but it would have significant 
benefits to the south of the borough. Do 

The majority of respondents considered that the 
Council should seek rail based options to ensure 
that the travel demands of new developments are 

Taken forward. Box 6.2. N/A

you support the Chelsea Hackney Line in 
principle? 

sustainable. 

Box 5.3c CrossrailBox 5.3c Crossrail



t

Issue 24 For a station to be viable early research 
suggests it would require a throughput of 
some 12,000 passengers per day.  This 
would have implications of the nature of 

The majority of respondents considered that the 
Council should seek rail based options to ensure 
that the travel demands of new developments are 
sustainable. 

Taken forward. Box 6.2, 12.1. N/A

the development which would have to be 
built in North Kensington to feed the 
station, and shape the vision for North 
Kensington.  There is the potential that 
the station could be funded as part of a 
significant redevelopment on sites near 
Ladbroke Grove.  This is set out in 
greater detail within the North 
Kensington Area Action Plan.  Should 
the Council pursue a new Crossrail 
station in North Kensington?   Are there 
any other options you would like toany other options you would like o 
propose?
Do you think that there are other public 
transport issues which should be given 
greater priority?

Box 5.4a How to maintain diversity

Issue 29 and 30 of Box 5.4a:  How to maintain diversity 
Initial Issues and 
Options

within town centres
Issue  
A new retail study is being undertaken 
that will consider how to improve the 
potential for independent shops, among 
other things. Our policies will be strongly 
guided by the outcomes of this study 
which are expected later in 2008.   which are expected later in 2008.   

Options
Subject to the results of the retail study, 
should the Council:

Limit new retail uses to the borough’s 
existing town centres where need for 
additional shops is demonstrated, unless 
the centres do not have the capacity to 

Taken forward. Boxes 5.5 and 5.6 of 
Towards Preferred Options.

N/AThe Interim Issues and Options consultation clearly 
illustrated the continued desire to maintain diverse 
centres, with respondees supporting any initiatives 
which may assist in achieving this aim.   Some of 

accommodate additional uses? the 'key stakeholders' namely the Kensington 
Society, GOL and the GLA strongly endorse the 
limiting of new retail uses to existing centres (unless 

Allow retail uses to establish beyond the Taken forward. Considered again in Box N/A

these centres do not have the necessary capacity to 
accommodate the 'need'.   This is the approach 

existing town centres, thus potentially 5.6 of Towards Preferred Options.enshrined by PPS6 and the London Plan. There was 
also considerable support for option (b) or allowingincreasing the supply of shops, possibly also considerable support for option (b) or allowing 

reducing rents and thus allowing more 
space for independents?

shops outside centres, where this can help support 
independent retailers. There was a consensus that 
the Council should also be allowing a mix of uses 
within existing centres and for the idea to start 
requiring ' affordable shops'. 
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be more relaxed about ‘shop’ uses in our 
town centres, and permit a mix of retail, 
restaurant and cultural uses to give our 
town centres an unique and attractive 

Box 5.6 of Towards Preferred Options. 
in parts.  This box supports a mix of 
uses in the boroughs town centres.  
This diversity will not however be 

The Council recognises that whilst the principal function 
of the borough's higher order town centres is as 
shopping centres, a diversity of town centre uses 
should be supported. The diversity required by PPS6 is 

mix to attract a wide range of shoppers? supported throughout town centres.  
The Council will continue to designate 
the core areas primarily for shopping 

provided by allowing a greater diversity of uses in the 
secondary areas and by allowing non A1 uses within 
primary areas change to other non A1 uses.  The need 

uses, and the outer secondary areas  
for a greater mix of shopping and other 
town centre uses.

to protect existing A1 uses in primary areas is 
supported by the Council's Retail Needs Assessment 
which concludes that the health of some of our centres 
are likely to be under considerable pressure from the 
opening of Westfield London in Hammersmith and 
Fulham, and therefore that we need robust polices in 
place that resist the loss of existing A1 uses.   The need 
for this robust approach is further compounded by the 
current recession put even greater pressure upon thecurren  recess on- pu  even greater pressure upon the 
borough's centres.   The Core Strategy offers is 
particular support for new arts and cultural and uses 
within the borough's town centres.

require ‘affordable shops’ to be provided Taken forward. Box 5.6 of Towards N/A
as part of major development schemes 
in the way that residential development 
has to provide affordable homes?

Preferred Options.

Box 5.4b Provision of local uses

Issue 30 31 Box 5 4b: Provision of local uses The Issues and Options Consultation showed assue 30, 31 ox 5.4b: rov sion o  oca  uses
Issue

The ssues an  tions Consultation showed a 
wide level of support for the provision of local uses 
through out the borough be these in designated National policy states that new shopping, 

and other local uses, should be located 
in town and local centres in order to 
encourage multiple purpose trips and 
reduce reliance on the car. Against this, 

centres or 'out-of-centre'.   Whilst the Kensington 
Society does strongly support local uses it 
questioned the need to encourage out-of-centre 
uses.    Where a deficiency for a use has been 

many people, and in particular the 
elderly and those with mobility 
difficulties, would like everyday services 
to be close at hand, that is within easy 
walking distance. 

identified this should be satisfied by either 
encouraging the use to locate in an existing centre - 
or by designating a new local centre.   The society 
suggested that this approach would strengthen local 
centres.   Most of borough will not need further out 

To provide these services within easy 
reach across the borough, we would 
have to consider locating town centre 

of centre shops - but limit non A1 uses from taking 
over local centres.        Out-of-centre - local uses 
not felt to be necessary in Chelsea - given the areas 
is so compact.      Earls Court to be included with a have to consider locating town centre

uses outside of town centres.
is so compact.      Earls Court to be included with a
town centre designation to support major mixed use 
redevelopment.

Do you feel that in a borough as small as 
Kensington and Chelsea, having local 
facilities within walking distances 
outweighs the benefits of having them in 
your nearest town centre?

Taken forward. Box 4.3 , 4.4 of Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

Box 5.4c Location of new town centre
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Not considered at 
initial Issues and 
Options

With the on going regenerations needs 
in the north of the borough, the potential 
for housing estate renewal and the 
possibility of Crossrail, there is potential 
to restructure the north of the Borough to 
provide a new focus for homes and jobs.

Wide spread support for exploring further the 
designation of the Kensal area as an Opportunity 
Area.  The GLA notes that this would need exploring 
through the sub regional implementation framework. 
The Council will need to build up considerable 
evidence and justification in terms of employment 
capacity and estimates for new housing in addition 
to public transport accessibility. The Kensington 
Society doubted whether the development on the 
site could ever be of a sufficient scale.

Taken forward. Box 5.3 of Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

Do you think this is a good idea?   
Should the Council invite the Mayor for 

The Core Strategy is not suggesting that the Kensal 
area be designated as an Opportunity Area.  There has 

London to designate the area as an 
opportunity area within the next London 
Plan?

not been widespread support for this designation, with 
the GLA being questioning whether the nature of 
development envisaged being of the necessary scalePlan developmen  envisaged being of the necessary scale.  
This position will be kept under review.

Box 5.5a What sort of tourism

Issue 39 While tourism brings large revenues to 
the borough, the amount of visitor 
accommodation has been recognised as 
tending to have a negative impact on 
residential communities. But the borough 
will always be a magnet for visitors – and 
its many prestigious attractions and 
renowned shopping streets are not going 
to go away.

There was a high level of support (though not 
unanimous) for the Council to develop a strategy 
which makes the most of the benefits can bring 
rather than simply to seek to minimise and contain 
the impacts of tourism. This is not to say that there 
is support for the unfettered spread of tourism in the 
borough - rather than we should make more of the 
benefits which can be associated with tourism and 
curb its excesses.   Reminder that Earls Court 
should be treated flexibly. 

Should the Council simply seek to Taken forward. Box 5.11 of Towards N/A
minimise and contain the impacts of 
tourism or should it develop a strategy to 

preferred Options. The questions are 
not mutually exclusive, and both have 

make the most of the benefits that 
tourism can bring?

been taken forward.

Box 5.5b Protection of hotels

Issue 29, 35, 36, 38 Do you think that the Council should 
continue to let hotels be lost to other 
uses, especially residential, 

No consensus.  About half  those who responded 
supported neither  the protection of existing nor the 
encouragement of new hotels.  However some of 
the key stakeholders, particular the GLA and the 
Kensington Society supported a more positive 
approach, with the Kensington Society stating that in 
there view it was time to start retaining and 

f

Not taken forward The loss of hotels is not considered to be consistent 
with that set out within the London Plan.  The provision 
of an adequate number of hotel bed spaces in 
imperative to the success of the 2012 Olympics.  Hotels 
are also seen to be an important generating use which 
contribute a significant proportion of the income 
generated within the borough, and a significant 

fimproving hotels.  Few of those who did support the 
encouragement of new hotels suggested suitable 
sites.   A notable exception was the GLA who noted 
that whilst the borough was not a "strategic  hotel 
locations" its town centres and the freeing of the 
CAZ  may be suitable for smaller scale hotels.   The 
Earls Court and Olympia group supported the Earls 
Court Site as being suitable for a hotel as part of a 
wider mixed use proposal.

proportion of the jobs provided within the borough. The  
Council's position will be reviewed in 2012 following the 
Olympics. 



or should it start protecting the borough’s 
existing hotels, at least until after the 
2012 Olympics and Paralympics.  

Taken forward. Box 5.12 of Towards 
Preferred Options 

N/A

Should the Core Strategy be sympathetic 
to applications for new hotels in town 
centres (hotels being defined as an 
appropriate town centre use)?

Taken forward. Box 5.12 of Towards 
Preferred Options 

N/A

Box 5.5c Support of the borough's tourist 
attractions

Issue 39 and 45. Box 5.5c:  Support of the borough’s 
tourist attractions
Issue
If i d h

Of those who responded to the issue, the majority 
supported the continued investment in the public 
realm. However, this view was not universal with 
th ti th t th j t i t tt ti

Both options taken forward. Box 3.5 and 
5.11 Towards Preferred Options.

N/A

If we are to retain and support the 
existing tourist attractions should we 
improve the visitor experience? One key 
way this can be done is by improving the 
quality of the public realm, the street 
spaces we all share. Another is by 
ensuring that there are related facilities 
such as cafes and small shops near the 
main tourist draws, especially in centres 
such as South Kensington.

others noting that the major tourist attractions were 
sufficient attractions in their own right and needed 
no further assistance. The Mayor was supportive of 
proposals to enhance the Kensington Museum 
Complex and the continued improvement in the 
cultural offer of though complementary mixed-use 
redevelopment. He also notes that reference should 
be made to Strategic Cultural Areas (in our case the 
South Kensington Museum Complex).   The 
Kensington Society was supportive of a more 
positive approach towards tourism - an approach 
that needs to form part of comprehensive 
management policies to support tourism in ways 
that residents can also benefit.

Box 5.5d Establishing local cultural quarters

Issue 45 Box 5.5d:  Establishing local cultural 
quarters
Issue
How should the Council seek to develop 
the cultural activities from which this 
borough benefits as a whole?  

There was only limited support for the designation of 
any 'local' cultural quarters - rather there was 
general support, amongst those who made 
comments, for the promotion of cultural uses in any 
of our town centres.  The trustees of the Phillimore 
estate urged flexibility with regard the 
Commonwealth Institute building. The Kensington 
Society specifically supported the Kensington High 
Street as the designation of a LCQ as well as 
suggesting that ACE uses should be an integral part 
of any town centre strategy for the future.   

Should the Council designate such areas 
l l lt l h t d

Taken forward. Box 3.5 and 5.8 of 
T d P f d O ti

N/A
as a local cultural area where arts and 
cultural uses will be promoted?   If so 
how would you like to see these areas 
change and develop?

Towards Preferred Options

Should we be seeking to promote and 
allow cultural uses in any of our town 
centres, to widen the attraction to 
visitors, and provide a unique character 
to our shopping centres?

Taken forward. Box 5.1 and  5.7 of 
Towards Preferred Options

N/A

Box 5.6 Earl's Court Exhibition Centre
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The issue was raised 
at this point.

Do you think it would benefit the borough 
to become the host for ‘London’s 
Convention Centre’?  If so, do you think 
that Earl’s Court would be a good 
location for a new convention centre, be 
this as a stand alone development, or as 
part of a wider mixed use proposal?

Whilst there was support for a large scale 
convention centre on the site, many who responded 
were concerned that any large scale development 
could increase traffic congestion in the area - and 
should be treated with great caution.   Interestingly 
the provision of a conference centre was not fully 
supported by the owners of the site who urged 
flexibility.   They pointed out (as others did) that the 
GLAs report on the ICC questioned a "suburban and 
extension site", such as that at Earl's Court, 
promoting an ICC in the CAZ.

Box 3.4a of Towards Preferred Options. The Earl's Court Stategic Site allocation (reflected 
within the Earl's Court Place) supports the mixed use of 
the site including an Exhibition/Convention centre.   
Mixed uses are supported by the Sustainability 
Appraisal and by PPS6 (within town centre locations).   
Given the site's size the provision of an element of 
residential accomodation is considered to be 
appropriate - and will not harm the commercial activity 
on the site.  Similarly a significant element of offices is 
considered appropriate given the need for offices within 
the borough and the site's highly accessible location.  
The Council recognises that the use of the site as an 
International Conference Centre will depend on its 
viability - however supports the principle of this use or a 
cultural, exhibition or convention use that is at least a 
national destination The site is highly accessable andnational destination. The site is highly accessable, an  
the provision of this cultural, exhibition or convention 
use woud help achieve the Coucil's ambition of playing 
a wider role in contributing to London's role as a world 
city.

Do you think that a better use of the site 
would be as a mixed use proposal 
without the convention centre but 
including offices, housing and a small 
element of retail? 

Box 5.7a What sort of business uses do we want

Issue 18, 20,29 Box 5.7a:  What sort of business uses 
do we want? 
Which sorts of business should we seek

The majority of respondents indicated that light 
industrial  uses should remain where they are at 
present, but in particular within the borough's three Which sorts of business should we seek 

to retain and / or promote (if any)? 
(business uses are those which are 
primarily offices, but also include light 
industrial uses, and to a lesser extent 
‘general industrial’ uses)

present, but in particular within the borough s three
employment zones, and also within commercial 
mews.  The consultation also indicated a high level 
of support for small offices, with a number of 
respondees favouring the option of retaining small 
office space in areas of good public transport 
accessibility and particularly within town centres and 
within the Central Activities Zone.  A mixed 
response was received with regard the provision of 
large office space.  Most respondees was content 
with the current location of large offices, although 
opinion was divided as to whether we should be 
encouraging large offices in town centres and in 
other highly accessible areas.



Should the council retain and / or protect 
light industrial uses or small offices, 
anywhere in the borough, or in specific 
areas such as the existing employment 
areas or town centres

Box 5.2  (protection of B1(c) uses and 
offices in town centres)

Taken forward.  The Towards preferred Options 
document notes that the Council will protect all light 
industrial use across the borough.  It is not considered 
appropriate to protect light industrial uses in 
Employment Zone or town centres only - given their 
rarity and the particular contribution that these uses 
play in meeting the particular employment needs of a 
sector of the borough's population which benefits from 
fewer job opportunities.  Protection of B1(c) uses is also 
supported by the policies within the London Plan. TPO 
does not specifically consider the protection of small 
uses across the borough. This issues are not rejected 
at this stage as are picked up again at the June 09 
draft.

Should the council retain and / or protect 
larger offices? Anywhere in the borough 

Box 5.2  (protection of offices in town 
centres)

TPO does not specifically consider the appropriate 
location of new large offices. This is picked up again at 

or in specific areas, such as those 
locations with good public transport 
accessibility?

the June 09 draft.

Box 5.7b How much business should we have

Not introduced in 
initial issues and 
options

Box 5.7b: How much business use 
should we have? Should the council 
retain and / or protect small offices? 
Anywhere in the borough, or in specific 
areas, such as in town centres? Ensure 
no net loss of business land? Allow 
some land to be re-used for another 
purpose?  If so, how do we assess what 
land should change use? What new 
uses would you find acceptable? Social 
and community uses? Or for residential?

The issues and options consultation does not 
provide clear guidance on this matter.  There was 
little support for significantly increasing the amount 
of business floorspace provided, but similarly there 
was only little support for allowing the loss of 
business to other uses.  Where the loss of business 
uses could be justified by a robust evidence base, 
some respondents favoured alternative uses 
including those serving a local need as well as uses 
which include new waste management and recycling 
facilities. 

Box 5.2  (protection of offices in town 
centres)

TPO does not specifically consider the 
protection/provision of small offices outside town 
centres.  This issues are not rejected at this stage as 
are picked up again at the June 09 draft.

Box 5.7c How do we retain & establish business 
uses
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Issue 18, 20 ,29 Box 5.7c:  How do we retain and 
establish business uses?
If we are to retain or attract business 
uses, it has to compete for land against 
more valuable uses, principally 
residential. We therefore need to have 
either land values that make the uses 
viable, or other mechanisms to 
‘subsidise’ the business use. Should the 
Council: a)  protect existing business 
uses to suppress the land value, 
allowing only new business uses to 
relocate on that site?

The results from the Issues and Options 
Consultation identified that the protection of existing 
business uses to suppress land value, whilst only 
allowing new business uses to relocate on such 
sites was the most popular solution.  However there 
was support for allowing a site to be redeveloped for 
a mix of uses so long as the number of jobs that the 
employment element can accommodate is equate to 
or more than the existing use.  This latter option was 
not supported by the GLA who saw this as too 
simplistic. Allowing mixed use development so long 
as the number of jobs is not reduced could lead to 
an erosion of functional capacity of industrial land.

Taken forward. Box 5.2 of Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

b) identifying land currently not in Not taken forward The core strategy has not taken this option forward b) identif ng land currently no  in No  aken orwar The core strategy has no  ta en this option orwar . 
business use and allocate it for that 
purpose? 

The Council recognises that the maintenance of a rich 
diversity of uses is important for maintaining a vital and 
a sustainable borough. Only in the Employment Zones 
will vacant land be required to be used for business 
uses - although the previous use of such land will be in 
all but the most exceptional circumstances be business. 
The Employment Land and Premises study supports 
the protection of existing business uses, supports the 
creation of more business floorspace but doesn't go so 
far as to allocate land not currently used for business 
for business uses. There was no support for this option 
at consultation.  Diversity of uses is supported by the 
SEA.  The SEA does not however consider the detail of 
the amount of business land required.

c)  allow for mixed uses on the site so 
long as the number of jobs that the 
employment element can accommodate 
is equal to or more than the existing? 

Not taken forward The core strategy has not taken this option forward as it 
is considered that the introduction of non business uses 
(or other uses which support the function of the zone)  
into an employment zone can undermine the function of 
the zone - even where there is no net loss of 
employment uses.  There was no consensus on this 
from the public consultation. Many did not object to the 
introduction of non business uses where there was no 
net loss of business uses.  The ISAR supports the 
allowing of a mix of uses in the Employment Zones, as 
long as existing business floorspace is not lost. It 
considers this option to be a "win-win" situation, with the 
other options not meeting the demands of the borough. 
However, others, including the GLA were concerned 
that such an approach could jeopardise the function of pp j p
the zone. The Council concurred with this view.
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d)  require the development provide for 
‘affordable business units’, similar in 
concept to affordable housing, that may 
be on or off site?

Not taken forward The Council has chosen not to take forward a policy to 
require the provision of affordable business space (via 
s106 agreements) as there was considerable concern 
from stakeholders that this would create an unlevel 
playing field - with providers of business premises being 
unable to compete with these affordable premises. The 
Council does however support initiatives which give 
local people a way into the business sector.   This 
includes working with NOVA new opportunities, and the 
Portobello Business Centre to provide personalised 
training and support to residents who wish to support 
their own business.  

Box 6a Caring for the public realm: Streets

Issue 23: For street spaces the key issue is the Few respondents felt the current balance in favour Taken forward Box 7 2a N/Assue 23:  or stree  spaces the ey issue s the ew respondents elt the curren  balance n avour en orwar . Box .2a N/A
Streetscape tension between the dominant use of the 

space for motorised traffic, over the 
of cars is right and should continue. While indeed 
cars brought a ‘buzz to street life’ for some, the 

Indicative Policy Direction - Streets and 
Spaces 

other potential users and uses of the 
space  Option: Should we continue to 
give priority to vehicular traffic in the 
majority of our streets?

majority of you supported a refocusing of roles that 
delivered a more attractive street environment and 
to a wider user group. More priority for the less able 
was mentioned, who need to feel more confident 
about venturing out. Support was not unequivocal: 
rebalancing priorities could not be achieved in all 
streets, though there was no clear indication as to 
which ones; it should not be at the expense of 
moving congestion and pollution elsewhere in the 
borough; and we should not squeeze out buses 
from our streets, as they have a very positive role to 
play.

Box 6b Caring for the public realm: Green 
Spaces



Issue 40: Public 
open space provision

Option: Should we be striving to achieve 
new public open space in the borough?
Or should we leave well enough alone 
and accept that the shortage of public 
open space is a consequence of living in 
central London?

The reactions were mixed on this option. Some felt 
we should be seeking new public open space in 
developments within the borough, and the GLA 
reminded us of the need to identify and address 
areas that fall below standard. Others recognised 
the tight constraints of the borough and agreed on 
taking a more flexible approach: for some this came 
from a general sense of satisfaction with the open 
space we have or from giving higher priority to other 
planning requirements; whilst for others this 
translated into seeking new open space where 
possible and financial contributions towards 
improving existing spaces where this is not. One 
additional thought was that the issue should be seen 
as closely connected to the reordering the streets to 
offer new kinds of attractive public spaces

Taken forward. Box 7.2b 
Indicative Policy Direction - Green 
Spaces

N/A

offer new kinds of attractive public spaces.

Section 6.2 Quality of the public realm

Issue 40: Public 
open space provision 
& Issue 42: Priority 
for open space

 Option: Should the Core Strategy 
‘redress the balance’ and make the 
public realm more accessible to these 
users?

Few respondents felt the current balance in favour 
of cars is right and should continue. While indeed 
cars brought a ‘buzz to street life’ for some, the 
majority of you supported a refocusing of roles that 
delivered a more attractive street environment and 

Box 7.2a 
Indicative Policy Direction - Streets and 
Spaces &  Box 7.5 Quality of the public 
realm

N/A

to a wider user group. More priority for the less able 
ti d h d t f l fid twas mentioned, who need to feel more confident 

about venturing out. Support was not unequivocal: 
rebalancing priorities could not be achieved in all 
streets, though there was no clear indication as to 
which ones; it should not be at the expense of 
moving congestion and pollution elsewhere in the 
borough; and we should not squeeze out buses 
from our streets, as they have a very positive role to 
play.

Box 6.4a Who should have priority in the public 
realm



 

Issue 26:Gated 
communities &  
Issue 42: Priority for 
open space

Option: Should the Core Strategy 
‘redress the balance’ and make the 
public realm more accessible to these 
users?

Few respondents felt the current balance in favour 
of cars is right and should continue. While indeed 
cars brought a ‘buzz to street life’ for some, the 
majority of you supported a refocusing of roles that 
delivered a more attractive street environment and 
to a wider user group. More priority for the less able 
was mentioned, who need to feel more confident 
about venturing out. Support was not unequivocal: 
rebalancing priorities could not be achieved in all 
streets, though there was no clear indication as to 
which ones; it should not be at the expense of 
moving congestion and pollution elsewhere in the 
borough; and we should not squeeze out buses 
from our streets, as they have a very positive role to 

Taken forward. Box 7.2a 
Indicative Policy Direction - Streets and 
Spaces 

N/A

play.

Box 6.4b Uses in the public realm

Issue 48: Role of 
public art & Issue 44: 
Temporary use of 
open space

Should the Council:
a) encourage activities and facilities, 
such as children’s play or public seating 
areas?
b) encourage managed seating outside 
cafes and restaurants?
c) promote managed spaces as venues 
for special events, such as street fairs, 
concerts, parades or occasional markets 

The responses was close to being unanimous. 
Respondents supported all three options, but were 
quick to point out the need for a sensitive approach 
to location and careful management of the activities. 
For example, pavement cafés need wider footways 
and should be encouraged in busier, commercial 
locations, where they can add to vitality without 
upsetting residents.

Taken forward. Box 7.6 Activities within 
the public realm
Indicative Policy direction 

N/A

(for example Christmas fairs)?
If you agree to (c) should these only be If you agree to (c) should these only be 
encouraged in specific locations and, if 
so, where?

Box 6.4c Managing the Public Realm

Issue 48: Role of 
public art & Issue 44: 
Temporary use of 
open space

a) maintain the present approach to 
managing public realm use and seek to 
reduce signs and other traffic 
management paraphernalia, not allowing 
the public realm to be used as free 
advertising space? Or, b) adopt a more 
radical approach to managing the public 
realm, which gives more space and 
control to pedestrians in particular, by 
‘sharing space’ such as the proposals for 
E hibiti R d

The majority of comments received encouraged us 
in our work to de-clutter our streets and remove non-
essential street furniture, with some of you pointing 
to the need to restrict advertising on street furniture, 
and tackling telephone kiosks per se. The 
responses on shared space approach were more 
mixed, but generally supportive as an approach that 
needs to be tested or implemented in chosen 
locations. One raised the notion of shared spaces 
on a permanent, seasonal or occasion basis in 
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Taken forward. Box 7.4b
Designing and Managing the Public 
Realm

N/A

Exhibition Road. support of making London a world-class walkable 
city for both residents and visitors.

Box 6.5 The provision of public or private open 
space
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Issue 43: Wider use 
of garden squares

Should the Council:
a) seek to ensure that new open space 
is accessible to the public? or
b) allow new public space to be private, 
with access only to those who live in the 
associated development?

The reactions to this option were mixed. Some felt 
we should be seeking new public open space in 
developments within the borough, and the GLA 
reminded us of the need to identify and address 
areas that fall below standard. Others recognised 
the tight constraints of the borough and agreed on 
taking a more flexible approach: for some this came 
from a general sense of satisfaction with the open 
space we have or from giving higher priority to other 
planning requirements; whilst for others this 

Taken forward. Box 7.2b
Indicative Policy Direction - Green 
Spaces

N/A

translated into seeking new open space where 
possible and financial contributions towards 
improving existing spaces where this is not. One 
additional thought was that the issue should be seen 
as closely connected to the reordering the streets to 
offer new kinds of attractive public spacesoffer new kinds of attractive public spaces.

Box 7 Renewing the Legacy

Issue 2: Heritage and 
Environmental 
Quality

Do you agree that we should be putting 
equal weight on both:
Maintaining excellence in the care for 
our built heritage; and
Ensuring excellence in new development 
across the borough?
Have we identified the right issue?

The majority of respondents felt the approach we 
put forward was the right one for the Royal Borough. 
Some of you did qualify your support, reminding us 
not to protect buildings simply because they are old, 
but because they make a positive contribution. A 
simple approach would be to require all 
development to be of excellent quality, including 
improvements to the public realm. A minority felt we 
are too prescriptive in requiring high quality design 

Taken forward. Box 8.2 Conserving our 
Heritage Assets
Indicative Policy Direction 

N/A

are too prescriptive in requiring high quality design 
and that this only adds to the expense and at the 
cost of other more important planning priorities.

Box 7.2 High Quality Design

Issue 2: Heritage and 
Environmental 
Quality

Option: Do you agree that the highest 
standards of design should be applied 
across the borough or should most 
attention be given to conservation 
areas?

In the first consultation the majority of respondents 
felt that we should carry forward the objectives for 
conservation and good design, allowing for change 
in a sensitive manner. This was closely followed by 
those who thought that a more restrictive approach 
should be adopted, where conservation and good 
design principles would always be the principal 
concern. This outcome, taken together with our duty 
to give “special regard to the desirability of

Taken forward. Box 8.3 High Quality 
New Design
Indicative Policy Direction 

N/A

to give specia  regar  o the desirability o  
preserving or enhancing the character or 
appearance” of the conservation areas, means that 
we offer no alternative strategy for listed buildings or 
for those parts of the borough in conservation areas.

Box 7.3 Density of Development 
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Issue 11: Housing 
density

Options
The Council could adapt the London 

References were made to the need for efficient land 
use. For some respondents, it was less a matter of 

Box 8.4 Density of Development
Indicative Policy Direction 

N/A

Plan’s ‘density matrix’ and apply to new 
developments; or would this prove too 
inflexible?
Should we give priority to making sure 
that new development fits into its 
surrounding context rather than on 
placing emphasis on a density matrix?

meeting the minimum density levels, but more a 
case of promoting high density development per se. 
This extended to seeing the upper density levels not 
as limits, but as being applied flexibly, permitting the 
relevant density range to be exceeded in accessible 
locations where the townscape would not be 
harmed. For others the density ranges were to be 
tempered by a greater appreciation of the local 
context, including local character, townscape and 
public transport capacity. Any schemes outside the 
density range would require special justification.

Box 7.4 Tall Buildings

Do you think that:
a) The Council should endorse the 
approach of the High Buildings Strategy 
and recognise that tall buildings may be 
appropriate in areas which are both well 
served by public transport and not 
located in any sensitive areas, and fulfil a 
wider ‘townscape’ landmark function?
b) In relation to the specific 
circumstances mentioned where tall 
buildings may be appropriate, should the 
upgrade of the Hammersmith and City 

The responses were fairly evenly split: One-third 
wished the Council to endorse the high building 
strategy of defining appropriate and sensitive 
locations. As alternative options, a further third 
would resist the development of any new tall 
buildings in the borough; and the remaining third 
supported a less prescriptive tall building policy that 
better reflected the London Plan; notably, where tall 
buildings form attractive landmarks; act as catalysts 
for regeneration; and are acceptable on design 
grounds. A few responses suggested additional 
areas suitable for tall buildings (Earl’s Court and 

Taken forward. Box 8.5 Tall Buildings
Indicative Policy Direction  

N/A

Line be in place before any Notting Hill Gate) and that our approach isLine be in place be ore any 
redevelopment takes place?

Notting Hill te  an  that our approac  s 
inconsistent with our North Kensington Area Action 
Plan which promotes regeneration. Others 
registered their dislike of tall buildings close to the 
River Thames and the Grand union Canal. Only a 
handful of you responded on whether tall building 
could precede transport infrastructure 
improvements, with the comments being fairly 
inconclusive.

Box 7.5 Demolition of Eyesores
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This issue was not 
brought up at Issues 
and Options, 
however, the issue 
was considered of 
strategic importance 
given that eyesore 
buildings could have 
a continued negative 
impact on the 

Should the Council recognise that the 
costs which may be associated with the 
demolition of an eyesore building, and its 
replacement with a high quality building, 
may require some policy provisions to be 
relaxed in order to bring forward 
proposals for their removal?
Are there any buildings in your area that 
that you consider to be eyesores? What 
are they?

The responses demonstrated some appetite for a 
more positive approach to remedying building 
mistakes of the past, though there is the sense that 
the proposal requires further thought, particularly 
regarding how we define 'eyesores' and to what 
extent would other planning priorities be set aside.  
The difficulty of defining 'eyesores' was mentioned 
by some of you, with caution being expressed 
regarding not being duped by matters of taste and 
fashion, and that the variety of styles developed 

Taken forward. Box 8.6 The demolition 
of Eyesores Indicative Policy Direction 

N/A

borough's high over a long period is an important architectural 
quality built 
environment and 
therefore eyesores 

feature of the borough. Several respondents 
however, were ready to offer up several candidates, 
including the Royal Garden Hotel, World's End 

needed to be Towers, Campden Hill Tower and Newcombe 
addressed Houseaddresse . House.  

Box 7.6 Access

This issue was not 
brought up at Issues 

The Council does not offer any strategic 
options as inclusive design is key to 

As we did not offer any strategic option there were 
no responses. 

Taken forward. Box 8.7 Access 
Indicative Policy Direction 

N/A

and Option as it was 
considered a 

achieving a high quality sustainable 
environment

strategic issue. 

Box 8 Diversity of housing 

 I &O various: Issue 
13, 14, 17, 

 It is diversity of housing at a 
neighbourhood scale, rather than 
'straight' affordability which is the key. Is 
the most important housing issue facing 
th b h th ff d bilit f h ?

The consultation responses indicated that there is 
support for both mixed communities and increasing 
the supply of affordable housing. A number of 
respondents noted that many parts of the borough 

t h t i d b i d t iti

Taken forward. Box 9.1 N/A

the borough the affordability of houses?   
Or while affordability is of vital 
importance, would you agree that the 
key objective is to deliver 
neighbourhoods that are mixed in 
tenure, size, and suitability to people at 

are not characterised by mixed tenure communities. 
In the south of the borough there is little affordable 
housing, except in the south-west, and conversely in 
North Kensington there is a high concentration of 
social rented housing. One respondent suggested 
encouraging more intermediate housing in the north 

different stages of life. of the borough. It was noted that providing 
affordable housing at the local level is a key tool for 
achieving mixed and balanced communities. GOL 
commented that both issues are important and it 
should not be a choice as to which issue is the over-
riding consideration.

8.2 Volume of housing provision



 

I&O  Issue 9 Box 8.2 Box 9.2
Indicative Policy Direction
The housing target is fixed until the next 
review of the London Plan.
The ten year target is for a minimum of 

The Interim Issues and Options did not present any 
options on this issue. No comments on the housing 
target were received.

Taken forward. Box 9.2 N/A

3,500 units to be provided
in the borough between 2007/08 and 
2016/17. This target may be
exceeded if all anticipated developments 
are implemented.
The Council will produce indicative 
housing figures for the period
2016 – 2026 once the Mayor’s guidance 
on this matter is available.
These figures will be rolled forward to 
20282028.

14d) Box 8.3 Affordable housing - balance of social 
rented & intermediate housing

14d) Box 8.3 When affordable housing is provided by 
development, Policy 3A.7 of the London 
Plan seeks its provision as 70% social 
rented and 30% ‘intermediate’ housing. 

The consultation responses indicated a range of 
views. Overall there was very little support for option 
c), but support for both option a) and b). The GLA 
stated that in certain circumstances it is acceptable 

Taken forward.  Box 9.6 N/A

In our initial consultation, you told us that 
you would prefer that the proportion of 
social rented / intermediate housing 
should be determined according to local 
needs in the borough. Where  local 
needs show that there is a demand for 
intermediate housing, there is an 
additional problem – land values in the 

to vary the proportions of intermediate/social rented 
housing, but that any variance from the 70/30 split 
must be supported by evidence. One respondent felt 
that the split should be determined on a site-by-site 
basis, taking into account the nature of the 
development, other community benefits and 
availability of public subsidy.

additional problem  land values in the 
Borough are so high that very often the 
intermediate housing is not ‘affordable’ 
to those at whom it is aimed. Where 
local needs show that there is a demand 
for intermediate housing, there is an 
additional problem - land values in the 
Borough are so high that very often the 
intermediate housing is not ‘affordable’ 
to those at whom it is aimed.   Should 
the Council provide the affordable 
housing in the proportions of social 
rented / intermediate advocated by the 
Mayor of London across the borough; b) 
vary the proportions according to the 
disposition of housing tenure already to 

fbe found in a particular location in order 
to achieve mixed and balanced 
communities? For example, in areas of 

Box 8.4 Incorporating market housing as part of 
estate renewal



12 Box 8.4 Do you agree with our approach that 
private housing provided as part of a 
programme of estate renewal should not 
in itself attract an affordable housing 
contribution? Or should the Council insist 
on additional affordable housing units 
over and above those being replaced?

There was a mix of opinions on these options, with 
some of you arguing that option b) should be 
followed but others stated that it would depend on 
viability and therefore should be determined on a 
site-by-site basis. Therefore option a) was felt to be 
the most appropriate. The inclusion
of intermediate housing in estate renewal, rather 
than more social rented housing, was also referred 
to as desirable. Several respondents suggested that 

Taken forward. Box 9.8 N/A

funding for estate renewal could be provided in part 
from commuted payments where on-site provision 
of affordable housing is not practical in
development proposals. One respondent argued 
that the Council should be more flexible in the use of 
commuted payments for affordable housing.

Box 8.5 Supported housing

16 Box 8.5 Box 8.5:   Supported housing
Issue

There was a general consensus that options a) and 
b) should be pursued so that existing provision 

Taken forward. Box 9.9 N/A

We want to create a future for residents 
of all ages in a way that is responsive to 
changing needs and preferences.

could be protected and new models, such as extra 
care housing, could be developed. There was 
support for classifying extra care schemes as use 

Should the Core Strategy:
a) encourage special accommodation for 
the elderly and other vulnerable 

class C2.

residents in addition to protecting and 
improving that which already exists?improving that which already exists?
b) embrace the new types of provision 
for the elderly and other vulnerable 
residents in order to enable them to live 
independently yet stay within the 
borough, near to family and friends?
c) direct such provision towards 
particular parts of the borough - or is the 
need borough-wide?

Box 8.6 De-conversions
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8 Issue: One way of increasing the supply 
of family housing is through ‘de-
conversions’ where  a number of flats in 

There was no consensus on this issue. Some 
respondents thought the Council should resist de-
conversion or only allow it on an exceptional basis if 

Taken forward. Box 9.11 N/A

the same building are turned back into 
single family dwelling.   This does not 
always need planning permission.   In 

the property was used as affordable housing. One 
argument cited against de-conversion was that de-
converted single family homes may only be 

those circumstances where the Council 
does have control, should the Core 
Strategy resist the loss of a number of 
small flats or welcome the creation of a 
large family home?   Should the Council 

occupied for a few weeks of the year and 
consequently their occupants would not contribute to 
local community life. One respondent thought it was 
acceptable to de-convert where the existing quality 
of the building was poor. Others felt that de-

only encourage de-conversions in 
certain circumstances, for example 

conversions to create family dwellings should be 
welcomed because they bring improved living 

where a significant improvement to the 
quality of the house is achieved.  

standards, listed building and conservation area 
benefits and a reduction of parking stress. It was 
argued that de conversions should also apply toargued that de-convers ons should also apply o 
those houses in multiple occupation (HMOs) which 
fail to provide adequate living standards.

Section 8.7 House extensions

Issue 7 No options were put forward. No options were put forward, and no comments 
were received.

Taken forward. Box 9.12 N/A

Section 8.8 Amenity Space

Not covered Amenity Space No options were put forward, and no comments 
were received.

Taken forward. Box 9.13 N/A

Box 8.9 Car parking for residential uses - car-
free development

Issue 22 In order to reduce the impact of new The majority of you were at least supportive of Taken forward. Box 6.3 N/AIssue 22 In order to reduce the impact of new
development on the local road network, 

The majority of you were at least supportive of
retaining the Council’s current approach to car-free 

Taken forward. Box 6.3 N/A

air quality and residential amenity the 
Council will seek to reduce the levels of 
parking provided in new developments.

and permit-free development, an approach which is 
to allow car parking to our maximum standards and 
to require permit-free agreements. A significant 

Options
Do you support the current approach of 
allowing new development to have on-
site parking but removing the occupiers’ 
rights to have a parking permit?
In the light of environmental concerns, 

proportion of you also supported a requirement that 
new development in areas of good public transport 
accessibility should be car free as well
as permit free. There was a mixture of responses to 
where car free and permit free developments should 
be located.

and where there is good accessibility, 
should we require development to have 

Some of you stated that anywhere within the 
borough would be suitable whilst others offered 

no off-street parking as well as being 
permit free?

potential criteria that may help identify suitable 
locations for car and permit free development. 

Should permit free / parking free be These included areas such as those with high on-
applied across the Borough or only in 
certain areas; and if so, where?
Other Options
What other options should be worth 
considering?

street parking stress, good public transport
accessibility and those close proximity to tube 
stations. Not all respondents supported car free or 
permit free with some stating that market housing is 
likely to require access to a car. The use of car 
clubs to complement and improve the acceptability 
of permit free and car free developments was
raised by a number of you.

Box 8.10 Gypsies and Travellers

Not covered Section 
8.10

Gypsies and Travellers No options were put forward, and no comments 
were received.

Taken forward. Box 9.14 N/A
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Box 9 Securing our children's future

Issues 49, 50 and 51 Should we only seek to meet the legal 
obligations that are placed upon us?

It was suggested that the borough should seek to be 
‘exemplar’ or ‘ambitious’ towards tackling climate 
change. In this regard, one respondent stated that 
the Council needs to set realistic targets to 

Taken forward. Box 10.1 of the Towards 
Preferred Options

A combination of these options has been taken forward. 
One that goes beyond legal obligations, but does not 
aspire to be the most sustainable borough in London, 
as this is unrealistic given the number of listed buildings 

The issue at the core of the strategic objective of Securing our Children's Future is not so much a choice as a question of how far 

sustainability and ensure that they are technically 
feasible without negatively impacting on the viability 

and conservation areas.

of a development.
Issue 49, 50 and 51 Or should we take the lead in 

demonstrating that we can, indeed 
become the most sustainable borough is 

The majority of respondents supported proposals to 
take the lead in demonstrating that we can become 
the most sustainable borough in London. In 

Taken forward. Box 10.1 of the Towards 
Preferred Options

London. particular, the GLA supported this proposal as it is 
broadly consistent with the London Plan approach to 
tackling climate change Several respondents felttackling climate change. Severa  respondents elt 
that being the most sustainable borough in London 
is very difficult to measure and achieve, and policies 
must be realistic and viable.

Box 9.2 Climate change - protecting the local and 
global environment

Options
Issue 50, Option i 
and iii

Do you find small solar photovoltaic or 
wind turbines visually unattractive in 
conservation areas?

The GLA raised concern that this section focused 
on the impact of renewable energy technology on 
the townscape character and did not sufficiently 
address the potential for micro generation, 
decentralised and renewable energy. You felt that 

Taken forward. Box 10.2, bullet 6 N/A
There are many ways to significantly improve energy efficiency and install renewables without having an aesthetic impact.  However 

photovoltaics were generally acceptable in 
conservation areas, as long as they were screened 
and sensitively designed. However, you saw wind and sensitively designed. However, you saw wind
turbines as more visually obtrusive. Several other 
techniques were also well supported, including 
Combined Cooling, Heat and Power (CCHP), district 
heating, green roofs and the reuse / conversion of 
existing buildings.

Issue 49, Option i 
and ii and

There are many other ways can tackle 
climate change, some of which are set 
out in the margin note. Do you have any 
views on any of the suggestions. Those 

There was also support for requiring all new 
development, including extensions and their 
associated dwellings, to achieve Level 4 of the Code 
for Sustainable Homes. One respondent also stated 

Taken forward. Box 10.2, bullet 1 to 5 N/A

set out in the margin note include using 
the Code for Sustainable Homes; 
reducing parking; requiring green roofs; 
expecting all large developments to 

that this should apply to major refurbishments, 
conversions and change to residential use. The GLA 
particularly supported the proposals for CCHP as 
these are consistent with the requirements of the 

provide a combined heat and power London Plan. However, the GLA raised concerns 
fplant and district heating system; 

establish a borough wide Combined 
Heat and Power Network; resist 

about the use of Biomass. Two respondents 
expressed concerns about the potential impact of 
mechanical cooling, lighting and plant use for 

mechanical cooling in individual homes; 
resist demolition; and require that all new 
buildings be built for a 3 degree level of 

underground development and the associated 
energy use should be offset by carbon reductions in 
the rest of the property.

warming.
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NEW If you support the principle of the No record of consultation findings found Taken forward. Box 5.1 of the North N/A
creation of a new town centre in the 
north of the borough (see the option in 

Kensington AAP

box 5.4c) do you think the Council 
should promote this as an exemplar for 
sustainable design - an area where the 
Council should require the highest 
environmental standards.

Box 9.3 Waste

Issue 51 How should the borough deal with waste 
It seems impractical to allocate scarce 

Importance of reducing waste at source. 
Unsatisfactory use of Cremorne Wharf and limited 

1) to provide waste facilities in major 
developments kept in TPO section 10.4   

All these options were taken forward and will be 
included in the forthcoming Waste DPD.     

land for waste treatment facilities alone.   amounts of waste shipped by river. Need to 2) To reopen Cremorne Wharf as a 
1) explore mixed-use developments, consider new and innovative waste technologies waste management facility was kept in 
with waste management facilities at which may help reduce the amount of space section 3.9                               
ground floor and basement level and required for waste treatment Combining land usesground floor an  basemen  eve  an  require  or was e reatmen . Combining an  uses 
with other uses above (this has worked 
in the past at the Council’s Warwick 
Road Depot, which could be a model for 
future development).                                 
2) Are there any other options you would 
like to propose?                                         
3) to promote the use of sustainable 
modes of transport to support the export 
of waste 

could be beneficial by achieving efficient use of 
space. Consideration of policies and legislation in 
place. Need of flexibility to enable site-specific 
circumstances to be taken into account. Sites in the 
borough are too scarce to be used for waste 
facilities alone and provision should be mixed use 
development at ground and basement levels. Some 
of the Borough's waste disposal practices have 
adverse consequences: high costs and lack of 
space or car availability encourages dumping. Need 
to improve composting too. Agree with proposals in 
box 9.3  New developments to manage waste on 
site. If locations for waste management facilities 
cannot be found in the borough, there is a need to 
promote the use of sustainable modes of transport promote the use of sustainable modes of transport 
to support the export of waste. 

Issue 52 Need to explore waste facilities generating heat and Option taken forward. Cremorne Wharf has a 
power for local use in mixed-use developments and 
would need to accommodate the range of facilities 
that might be required over the lifetime of the Plan. 
Support for the strategy of maximising the use of 

Safeguarded Status and should be used for waste 
management purposes. It will be included in the 
forthcoming Waste DPD.

existing sites, re-using surplus waste transfer sites 
and incorporating waste management on the lower 
floors of multi-storey, mixed-used developments. 
GLA: need to refer to the Safeguarded status of 
Cremorne Wharf.

Box 9.4 Flooding  



Flooding was mentioned in this 
document as a recognition of the 
existence of the problem but there were 

There was no specific question in the consultation 
regarding flooding. However, we received 
suggestions from the Environmental Agency and 

Flooding issues are covered in section 
10.5 of TPO

No option not taken forward. Flooding policy was 
developed from the responses to consultations and the 
development of local knowledge and research.            

no strategic options put forward. Thames Water among others, which highlighted 
both the importance of surface water being dealt as 
close to the source as possible and the use of 
Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems as a 
mitigation measure to reduce the impact of 
development. Other suggestions included the 
adoption of a drainage hierarchy which puts 
connecting to a combined sewer at the bottom of 
the hierarchy and there was support for schemes 
such as the Thames Tideway Tunnel Development 
to reduce sewer flooding and measures for 
retrofitting dwellings at risk from flooding.

Box 9.5 Walking and cycling

Issue 25 Walking and cycling are good for you but There was no clear majority view on the issue of Taken forward. Box 6.4, box 12.2 N/A
traffic can deter many from active 
involvement – routes can be unpleasant 
to walk along and it can be frightening to 
cycle along busy roads.

proactively promoting walking and cycling and 
restricting the dominance of cars. Nearly as many 
favoured incorporating both as favoured the 
proactive promotion of walking and cycling. A 
number of alternative measures were suggested.
These include more and segregated cycle lanes, the 
use of 20mph zones, more cycle parking in new 
developments, an improved pedestrian 
environment, the use of shared space principles in 
the public realm and a bicycle rental scheme such 
as that launched last year in Paris.

Box 9.6 Parking car-ownership/car clubsBox 9.6 Parking car ownership/car clubs

Issues 22 There is intense demand for on-street 
car parking. As car clubs become more 

The majority of you were in favour of the car club
although, as a relatively new concept, the need for 

Taken forward. Box 6.3 N/A

popular and well used, the Council could greater evaluation of its benefits was stated by 
begin to reduce on-street parking 
capacity.

some. The provision of trees and other alternatives 
to car parking in the street were also generally 

Options
Do you agree that car clubs should be 

supported with alternatives including traffic 
management improvements for walking and cycling.

further encouraged to reduce the 
demand for on-street car parking?
Should the space regained from the 
reduction in car parking spaces be used 
for other things such as to green travel 
and other social uses? Should the space 
be allowed for more tree planting to help 

‘ ’ ff ?

The need to secure travel plans and provide more 
detailed guidance on car parking levels was also 
stressed by some. The paucity of vehicle fuelling 
stations, particularly those that provide LPG, was 
also raised as an issue for car clubs. There was 
some concern that car clubs are too expensive and 
only a useful alternative to the car if one lives close 

mitigate the ‘urban heat island’ effect?
Other Options

to a car club bay.

Are there any other options you would 
like to propose?

Box 9.7 Air quality
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New The Council offers no strategic 
alternative to a policy which seeks the 
integration of land use and transport 

There was a small response which suggested 
general support for this approach. The Kensington 
Society supported the fact that improved air quality 

Taken forward. Box 10.3 of the Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

policy and which reduces the need to 
travel by car - and therefore which will 
have a positive impact on air quality. The 
locating of major trip generating uses in 
areas which are accessible by foot, by 

should flow from other policies, but considered that 
the borough should be looking for additional 
measures to assist the improvement in Air Quality. 
One respondent stated that air quality has a major 
impact on health and should be measured at more 

bicycle or by public transport is central to sites, such as Cheyne Walk which is on the 
many of the Core Strategy themes, not boundary of the extended congestion charge zone.
least keeping life local and fostering 
vitality.

Section 9.8 Nature conservation

New Despite the densely built character of the 
borough there is a surprising variety of

There were several responses to the lack of a 
strategic option presented in the Issues and Options

Taken forward. Box 10.6 of the Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A
borough there s a surpr ng var ety o  
habitats with 22 Sites of Nature 

rategic option presente  in the ssues an  tions 
report. The Environment Agency feels that it is 

Preferre  ptions

Conservation Importance designated 
within its boundaries. However, the 
opportunity to create further habitats is 
limited so emphasis will be places on 

necessary for more emphasis to be placed on 
protecting and enhancing biodiversity, ecological 
and landscape value through the use of buffer 
zones alongside watercourses (Blue Ribbon 

protecting and enhancing the borough's Network as defined by the London Plan) and 
existing biodiversity resources. This will 
involve increasing biodiversity in the 
borough, counteracting habitat 
fragmentation and recreating and 
enhancing natural landscapes and 
features. The challenge will be to 
integrate there within the dense urban 
fabric of the borough. No strategic 
options are therefore being presented.

incorporating green/brown roofs and SUDs. The 
GLA states that the Council should make reference 
to the London Plan Best Practice Guidance on 
Development Plan Policies for biodiversity, 
published in 2005, which sets out details of the 
policy areas and possible wording for biodiversity 
policies to be in general conformity with the London 
Plan. 

options are therefore being presented.

New The GLA also state that the London Plan requires 
DPDs to identify areas of deficiency in access to 
nature and the opportunities for addressing the 
deficiency, and refers to the London Plan 
Implementation Report on Improving Londoners 
Access to Nature. One respondent suggested that 
the Council should ensure that developments, rather 
than providing outdoor paving and shrubs, should be 
required to provide open space, lawns, shade trees 
and natural open space, which can adsorb rainfall.

The Core Strategy has not identified areas of deficiency 
to nature conservation as these are identified in the 
London Plan. The biodiversity resource in the Borough 
is remarkably rich, with 24 SNCIs. The Core Strategy 
also proposes to create a network of green corridors 
linking into the Blue Ribbon Network.
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Where come from 
(where in Issues and 
Options?)

Box Policies/options Summary of response If this is taken forward - where 
in the Towards Preferred 
Options? 

Why has option not been taken forward?  

Box 3.1 Transport Options

Box 5.3a-c, 9.5 a) In broad terms, there are two options in 
relation to public transport. Do we only focus on 
exploring some additional bus services to 
mitigate the area’s isolation, or should we in 
addition seek structural changes such as 
stations at North Pole Road and Crossrail, to 
improve the quality of life of existing residents, 
as well as enabling better use of future 

Many respondents were concerned that the proposals 
for new rail stations in the north of the Borough, 
particularly a new Crossrail station, were unrealistic and 
the need to increase densities, again particularly to feed 
a new Crossrail station, would have an unacceptable 
impact on the area. The need and potential value of 
improvements to the local bus network and the 
Hammersmith and City line were highlighted. There 

Taken forward. Box 12.1 N/A

NKKAP I and O

g
development opportunities? What other options 
are there that you believe we should be taking 
into account?
b) In relation to pedestrian accessibility, would 
you agree that opening up new and improving 
existing access routes should be a strategic 
priority?

y g g
was divided opinion however and some supported new 
rail stations in the north of the borough, particularly on 
the West London Line. 

There was strong support for improved pedestrian and 
cycle routes in the north of the borough given the 
significant physical barriers that exist there, including 
the Westway, Hammersmith and City line, Canal and 
main line rail route out of Paddington. There was also 
strong support for improving links west into 
Hammersmith and Fulham, particularly White City and 
the development area to the north of that site when firm 
development proposals come forward.

Box 3.2 Westwayy

Mixed vision for the Westway Trust or focus on a 
single theme?  If mixed:

Overwhelming support for continuing the approach of 
developing a mix of uses in the area.

Box 12.3 Towards Preferred 
Options.

N/A

Zone 1: Focus on sports development
Zone 2: New business uses
Zone 3: New public square and new start up 
businesses.

Box 3.3 Education

Box 3.3 Education - Refurbishing existing or build a new 
school

The vast majority of respondents believed that the 
Council should pursue the redevelopment of a new 
school building.

Taken forward.  Box 12.4 N/A

Box 3.4 Estate Renewal Options

Should the Council focus on the estate that are 
the hardest and most costly to maintain or

There was no consensus, with many of those who 
responded concerned about any plans to redevelop

Issue taken forward in Box 9.8 
of Towards Preferred Options

N/A
the hardes  an  mos  costly to maintain, or 
should there be a longer term plan to renew all 
estates over the next 20 or so years?

responded concerne  abou  any plans to redevelop 
their homes. In terms of the Stock Options review many 
suggested that there was a  need for an indication of 
the extent of the renovations needed and the funding. 
The preferred option report must be flexible enough to 
accommodate the findings of the review.
An increase in densities is not universally supported.

 owards re erre  tions

Box 3.5 Economic Activity and Employment Options 



ontinue to plan for and 
support small enterprises, including those that 

Wide spread support for the Council to plan for small 
businesses and initiatives which would address barriers 

Taken forward. Box 5.2 of 
Towards Preferred Options - 

The Core Strategy is not suggesting that the Kensal area be 
designated as an Opportunity Area.  There has not been 

Should our focus be to c

need a low land value?
be to look for a more f
area to establish a new
attracts employment to
seek designation as an

 Another approach might 
undamental change to the 
 ‘employment hub’, that 
 the area and perhaps 
 Opportunity Area in the 

to employment. across the borough rather than 
just in the former NKAAP area.

widespread support for this designation, with the GLA being 
questioning whether the nature of development envisaged being of 
the necessary scale.  This position will be kept under review.

Mayor’s London Plan?

Box 4.1 Three Areas for Action

Should there be a sing
Action Plan, of three fo

 Areas

le North Kensington Area 
r the Kensal, Latimer 

Mixed views –
one document

 but more support for continuatio
. It was felt that this will allow for

n with 
 a more 

North Kensington Plan was 
combined with Core Strategy at 

N/A

R d d P t b ll A ? t t i h ti l l ith d t t t T d P f d O tiRoad and Portobello Areas? strategic approach, particularly with regard to transport. 
In addition, three separate action plans would require a 

Towards Preferred Options 
stage as this and the Issues and 

B

o

ox 4.2 Kensal area

ption i Modest change (refer
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plan on its ow

ence to estate renewal in Only one resp

Local Development Scheme – an
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ondent favoured this option as it 

d each 
 plan.

Options consultation highlighted 
just how important the 
regeneration of the north of the 
Borough is and how it is integral 
to achieving an effective and 
truly "spatial" core strategy.

was Not taken forward This option is unsuitable of the area the potential of Kensal. The 
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Not taken forward This option is unsuitable of the area the potential of Kensal. The 
area has the potential to be significantly regenerated and this option 
does not allow for this to be undertaken.

tees 
ck a 

 received 
munity 

ent

Taken forward. Box 13.3a and 
13.3b

N/A

ent

as a 
t the 

g a 'no 

Not taken forward This option was not favoured by the majority of respondents, and 
furthermore would not have been found to be encouraging 
regeneration in north Kensington, which is fundamental to the 
overall vision of the Core Strategy.



option ii

Box

Portobello and 
Westbourne area was 
not considered at Initial 
Issues and Options  
stage.

g    

d

Medium Change - Th
redevelopment of one 
Applications for busine
favourably considered
just in employment zon
moderate increase in r
White City would be in

is would involve 
or two of the estates. 
ss uses would be more 

 throughout the area, not 
es. There would be a 
etail provision. Access to 
creased.

This option rec
was generally

eived a very low rate of respons
 unwelcome.

e and Not taken forward This option was not favoured by the majority of respondents, and 
furthermore would not have been found to be encouraging 
regeneration in north Kensington, which is fundamental to the 
overall vision of the Core Strategy.

option iii Significant Change - This would involve The significant change option received the highest Taken forward. Box 13.5a and N/A
comprehensive redeve
estates together with t
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Taken forward. Box 13.6 of
Towards Preferred Options

N/A

protect the special reta
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, for the 
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There is 

provide ‘affordable shopping units’, as well as 
streetscape improvements to the area. The 

support for the range of measures that may help 
achieve this, including the provision of affordable retail 
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, protect retail character of 
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Taken forward. Box 13.6 of
Towards Preferred Options

N/A

erning 
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 area. 
 any 
ted by 

Not taken forward in entirety The Council does not endorse the wholesale expansion of the 
Portobello Road to Westbourne Grove. Such an approach would 
not be supported by the Council's Retail Needs Assessment, which 
notes that there is only limited scope for expansion in the short and 
medium term. Expansion may be suitable where it may strengthen 
the draw of both centres, yet where it is designed in such a way as 
not to dilute the individual characters of each centre
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p

Significant change option, involve extending
retail provision both eastwards and northwards.

There have been relatively few comments concerning
the expansion of the Portobello Road north and east . A

Not taken forward in entirety Whilst the Council seeks to improve links between the Portobello 
Road and Golborne Road, the Council is not intending to promote 
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the expansion the retail offer northward.  Northward expansion is  
not supported by the Council's Retail Needs Assessment.  The 
RNA concludes that the "viability of extending the Portobello Road 
frontage northwards is... limited.... A major redevelopment of the 
area would be required to create active frontages on to this section 
of Portobello Road, but the shop units provided would be a 
significant distance from the prime shopping area in Portobello 
Road." In the view of the RNA "it would be more difficult to attract 
operators to this area because pedestrian flows are likely to be 
much lower." This situation may change if significant new 
residential development is to occur in the area, development 
probably based on a new Crossrail station up at Kensal. 
Furthermore  expansion of the retail offer  (rather than links) has 

that any expansthat an exp
supported by i

ion should only be enteransion should only be enter
dentified retail need. 

tained if not been endorsed by consulteestained if no  been endorse  y consultees.
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ox 4.5a Notting Hill Gate

sue The introduction to this section summarises 
various issues facing the Notting Hill Gate 

Several of you suggested that Notting Hill Gate should 
be considered as a separate plan or area, especially as 

Taken forward. Box 13.7 of the 
Towards Preferred Options

N/A

District Centre.

ption i Should the modest cha
This would involve the
war buildings.

ption ii Should the medium ch
This would involve the
buildings to change theg g

the location, is
The issues re
raised during t
quality shoppin
pedestrian env
proliferation oproliferation o
iconic building
multiples and c
small independ
proliferation of
coffee shops; 

nge option be pursued? 
 refurbishment of the post-

There was little

ange option be pursued? 
 recladding of the post-war 
ir external appearance, 

There was gen
existing buildin
appearance anpp pp

sues and vision are unique to thi
lating to Notting Hill Gate district c
he consultation generally include
g experience with little character
ironment with vehicle dominanc

f street furniture; a lack of centra stree  urniture; a ac  o  centra
s and sense of welcome; too ma
hain stores which result in the lo
ent shops and businesses; the 

 estate agents, bureau de chang
and the retention of the farmers m

 support for the option of least c

erally equal support for reusing 
gs with improvements to the ext
d redevelopment of most if not ap

s centre. 
entre 
 a poor 
; poor 

e and 
l focus ocus, 
ny large 
ss of 

e and 
arket.

hange. Not taken forward There was little support for this option during the consultation.

the 
ernal 
ll of the 

Taken forward.  Box 13.7 
(Alternative 1)  of the Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

and improvements to the street. buildings. Metr
reuse existing 
economically v
ownerships an

o Shopping Fund supports the o
buildings (Option 2) as the only 
iable option, given the length of 
d implications for trade. Metro Sh

ption to 

leases, 
opping 

Fund also states that the reuse of existing buildings has 
fewer environmental impacts. 
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option d)
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NEW O

B

ption iii Should the significant 
pursued? This would in
of much if not all of the
with improvements to 

ox 5.1 Kensal Sites

change option be 
volve the redevelopment 
 post-war buildings, along 

the street.

There was gen
existing buildin
appearance an
buildings. One
densities and a
result in wider
another expres
units. The GL
requires greate
sustainability a
transport. The
supports an ic
House, creatin
Gherkin. The I
of the respond
square as a csquare as a ce
accommodate
heights, views
prioritising exc
prioritising sm
Westfield Lond

erally equal support for reusing 
gs with improvements to the ext
d redevelopment of most if not a

 respondent considered that the 
dditional housing in Option 3 wo

 regeneration benefits for the cen
sed a desire to retain the small b

A broadly supports redevelopmen
r emphasis on environmental 
nd promoting sustainable modes
 Notting Hill Gate Improvements
onic redevelopment of Newcomb
g a “wow” factor such as Barkers
mprovements Group, together w
ents, strongly promotes a new en

entral focus and opportunity tontra  ocus an  opportunity to 
 the farmers market. In terms of
 were mixed, with some respond
eptional building quality and othe
aller scale buildings as an alterna
on. 

the 
ernal 
ll of the 
higher 
uld 
tre, and 
usiness 
t, but 

 of 
 Group 
e 
 or the 

ith many 
larged 

Taken forward. Box 13.7 
(Alternative 2) of the Towards 
Preferred Options

N/A

 building 
ents 
rs 
tive to 

Should each four sites be developed in a 
piecemeal fashion, as each becomes available

Consultation a
should be dev
felt that a com
establish a mix
development i
that sustainab
redevelopmen

Should a comprehensive approach be taken to 
establish a mixed-use Eco-Town in the longer 
term

) Do you agree that sustainability should be at 
heart of this redevelopment if it went ahead 

Bridging the track has significant visibility issues. 

redevelopment
bridging the tr
wider area.  T
proposal that s
development. 
comprehensiv
respondents, i
this should onl
development b
Links Ltd state
seeks power to
Pole Depot an

sked if you believe that each of t
eloped as they became available
prehensive approach should be t
ed-use environmentally respons

n the longer term.  It also asked i
ility should be at the heart of the 
t and what importance you gave and what importance you gave
acks in order to integrate the site
he majority of responses support
ustainability be at the heart of th
The grouping of the sites for 
e development was broadly supp
ncluding the GLA, but many thou
y be pursued as long as it does n
eyond 50 years.  Cross London 
 that the Crossrail Bill (now Cros
 permanently relocate EWS to t

d will also seek to safeguard the 

Not taken forward This option is not suitable if the Site is to create widescale 
regeneration. Whilst it is acknowledged that the development will 
have to be phased. The Council has been advised by GoL and GLA 
support joint working amongst stakeholders and it is believed that 
by adopting a more united approach, a better end result which can 
deliver the vision of the Core Strategy can be realised.

he sites 
 or if you 
aken to 
ible 
f you felt 

to 
Taken forward. Box 13.3a and 
13.3b

N/A

Taken forward. Box 13.3a and 
13.3b

N/A

Taken forward.  Box 13.3a and N/A

to
 to the 
ed the 
e 

orted by 
ght that 
ot delay 

Rail 
srail Act) 
he North 

How important do you think it is that priority is 
given to bridging the tracks the integrate the site 
and the wider area

Gasworks site
that it is safegu
development c

 5.2 Kensington Sports Centre

sue In relation to the sports centre, it is assumed that 
facilities at least as good as, if not better than, 
the existing, need to be provided. Would you 
wish to see

Some respond
should be reta
mentioned tha
because the s
refurbished.

 for Railway options.  However th
arded does not necessarily mea
annot take place.

ents stated that the swimming p
ined for public use and one respo
t they did not want to see redeve
ports centre has only recently be

13.3be fact 
n that 

ool 
ndent 

lopment, 
en 

Strategic Site in Box 13.5b of 
the Towards Preferred Options

Taken forward, although not in much detail at TPO stage



NEW O

NEW

t d t f d l

ption a) A new sports centre rebuilt on its existing site? 
Would you be happy to see housing on part of 
this site to fund the new sports centre, or would 
you prefer another use next to the sports centre?

Most responde
recognition tha
could potentia
facilities. 

nts favoured this option. There w
t the site is currently underused 

lly accommodate a school and s

as 
and 
ports 

Strategic Site in Box 13.5b of 
the Towards Preferred Options

Taken forward, although not in much detail at TPO stage

Option b) The new sports centre built in another location, There was little support for this option. Not taken forward There was little support for this option during the consultation.
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and if so, where? To w
existing sports centre 

ox 5,3 Wornington Estate

sue & Redevelopment of the

hat use would you put the 
site?

 site, using funds from In order to facilitate the redevelopment and to create a Taken forward. Box 13.4b of the N/A
Options private housing, will allow the existing social social mix, there was general support by those TPO

housing to be replaced
much higher standard,
maintain in the long te
not go ahead what otherno  go ahea , wha  oth
significant improvemen
existing social housing

 with social housing to a 
 and that will be easier to 
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ts to the quality of the 
 provision?
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no loss of affo

ixed tenure housing. The major
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hould be available, with current r

given priority The GLA generle given priority. The GLA genera
enewal of the estate provided tha
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ity of 
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allylly 
t there is 
d 

support amongst those who responded for the 
exploration of
a viable altern
the site. The K
assessment of

 a sensitive refurbishment of the e
ative to the extensive redevelopm
ensington Housing Trust stresse
 the implications of leaving the e

state as 
ent of 
d that an 
state as 

it is has been carried out. The outcome of the 
assessment c
in the existing 
twenty years. 

oncluded that this approach woul
housing becoming unusable with

d result 
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Box

Where come from 
(Interim Issues and 
Options or NKAAP Issues 
and Options)

Bo

Sec

Box 2.2

Towards Preferred O

x No. "Preferred opt
present)

tion 2.7 The spatial visi

Maintaining the
The borough w
places to live, w
environment w
conservation a
will be seen as
needs, such as
services will pr
across the boro
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ptions

been reduced w
The predicted e
2012 will be ac
centres in the s

ions and alternatives (where Summary o

on

 Borough’s Excellence 
ill remain one of the most desirable 
ith a very high standard of historic 

ith 70% of the borough as 
reas. Development opportunities 
 a means of meeting immediate 
 the demand for housing. New bus 
ovide better north-south links 
ugh. Car dependency will have 
ith t i i i lit

There was c
the two alte
Borough".• T
“…’Improvi
future additi
alternative v
excellence’ 
did  not con
real strategi

ith a consequent rise in air quality. 
xpansion in demand for retail after 

commodated in the existing town 
outh of the borough. Existing 

f response

onsiderable support for the second of
rnative visions, "Improving an Excellen

he GOL representation stated 
ng an excellent borough’ supports the 
onal growth of the borough whilst the 
ision ‘Maintaining the borough’s 
is a business as usual approach.  The
sider that the status quo option was a 
c spatial option. 

If this is taken forward  to the 
June 09 Places and sites 
document?

Taken forward to draft plan 
July 09?

Why has option not been taken forward?  (NB only 
include if rejected at this stage.  Reason for taking 
forward will be explained at the end of the 
process)

Not taken forward. As set out by GOL and a number of other consultees, 
merely maintaining what we have is not a viable vision 
for the future.
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employment uses will be protected. Existing social 
and community facilities will be protected. Carbon 
reduction will largely rely on micro-generation. 

Improving an Excellent Borough 
The borough will remain one of the most desirable 
places to live, with a very high standard of historic 
environment with 70% of the borough as 
conservation areas. Through the careful planning 
of development opportunities, wider regeneration 
benefits will be achieved, even though this may 
put off meeting some immediate needs, leading to 
possibly two new town centres in the north of the 
borough One or perhaps two new stations will be

N/ATaken forward to CV1 , Vision for 
the Royal Borough: Building on 
success, and to the visions of 
each of the seven strategic 
objectives.

boroug . One, or perhaps two, new stations will be 
opened in the north of the borough, as well as 
improvements in bus services north-south. Car 
dependency will have been reduced with a 
consequent ris
expansion in de
accommodated
the north at No
where masterp
will have been 
north of the bor

Existing employ

e in air quality. The predicted 
mand for retail after 2012 will be 
 across the borough, including in 
tting Barns West and at Kensal, 
lans for the future of these areas 
prepared. Life expectancy in the 
ough will be significantly improved. 

ment uses will be protected and 
 established in or near town 
g social and community facilities 
d, and in those areas without good 
 facilities at present, s.106 

ill be used to improve access. 
on will be achieved through a 
and power network, with the main 
e being on the major development 

new office uses
centres. Existin
will be protecte
access to these
contributions w
Carbon reducti
district heating 
centres of thes
sites.

 3.3  



Introduced at this stage.

centre s

Box
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the borough. T
ensure that the
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will be of the hi
the High Street
The Council w
owners and oth
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Westfield Lond
continue to act
in both Kensing
providing the s
day-to-day nee

hat Kensington High Street will 
oy its role as Major centre, 
de range of comparison shops 
eds of residents and those visiting 
o this end, the council will seek to 
 centre’s retail offer is not 
 that the offer, whatever its nature, 

ghest quality and will ensure that 
 remains a shopping ‘destination’. 

ill work with shop keepers, land 
er stakeholders to make the most 
ities associated with the opening of 
on. Kensington High Street will 
 as the service centre for residents 
ton and Chelsea and Westminster, 

hops and uses which will meet their 
ds. New development within the 

Street will support the centre’s

Ten respon
recognise th
be under co
of Westfield
if the High S
the centre m
Street for th
medium term
with the key
iteration of t
the GLA and
support the 
remains a k
detailed visi
there is a ge
is unlikely to
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unique shopping Street will support the  

cation for small offices.
unique shopping

 Court Spatial Area

ses received. Most respondees 
at Kensington High Street is likely to 
nsiderable pressure from the opening
 London, and that a vision is essentia
treet is to retain a role. The vision for 
ust be about positioning the High 

e long rather than the short and 
. This vision should be developed 

 stakeholders and included in the nex
he plan. Two of our key stakeholders,
 the Kensington Society, specifically 

Council’s ambition that the High Stree
ey location for small offices. The 
on still needs agreement, although 
neral recognition that the High Street
 be able to compete with Westfield on
s, and therefore that it must offer a 
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Vision taken forward to Chapter 13, 
the Kensington High Street Place.

Taken forward N/A

Kensington HighKensington High
function as a lo

 3.4a Vision for Earl's

experience experience

Box 3.4 Earl's Court Possible Vision for Earl’s Court Thirty responses received. There was general The option taken forward is a Option taken forward to Chapter Taken Forward
Spatial Area
Do you agree t
system must be
between Earl’s
Exhibition Cent
better pedestria
allow Warwick 
connection to E
would form par
Cromwell Road
otherother
public realm en
connections be
stations should
the interchange
Brompton Cem

hat... The Earl’s Court one way 
 unravelled. The connectivity 

 Court Town Centre and the 
re site must be improved. Create 
n access across Cromwell Road to 

Road residents improved 
arl’s Court Town Centre. This 

t of a wider improvement scheme of 
, such as boulevard planting and 

support for the Council’s possible vision for the 
Earl’s Court Spatial area. New development 
should be mixed use – and any vision for the area 
should emphasise the opportunities for new 
development to provide for the social infrastructure 
of the area. The majority of those who responded 
support the provision of a convention centre on the 
Earls Court Exhibition Centre, although 
interestingly this vision is not necessarily shared by 
the owners of the site who see the core strategy as 
“a major opportunity to create high quality

mixture of all the three alternatives: 
mixed use development including 
residential and office with a 
convention centre at its heart as it 
was seen as the more feasible after 
the consultation process. This 
issues were included in Chapter 5 of 
the Places document.

10, Earl's Court Place of the 
document

hancements. The pedestrian 
tween different tube and rail 
 be improved to make the most of 
 potential. The future role of 
etery may be reconsidered. While it 

 major opportunity   high quality 
landmark development of a mix of uses”. The 
Towards Preferred Options document asked 
whether there was scope for the Brompton 
Cemetery to offer wider recreation benefits whilst 
maintaining its primary role of honouring past 

needs to maintain its primary role of honouring 
past
generations, is there scope for it to offer wider 
recreational benefits?

generations
this was the

. There was a general recognition tha
 case. 

t 

Box 3.4b Alternative Options for Earls Court



vitality centre particularly a

“a major opportunity to create high quality 
landmark development of a mix of uses”. The 

Alternative Opt
Do you suppor
development. A
development w
few remaining 
within the boro
West Brompton
There are very
sites within the
suitable employ
residential. It th
for such a dev

ions for Earl’s Court:
t any of these? Office-led mixed use 
n office-led mixed use 
ould make the most of one of the 
highly accessible development sites 
ugh as it is close to Earl’s Court and 
 Underground Stations.

 few other potential employment 
 borough, which would make a 
ment development site, mixed with 
erefore makes it an ideal candidate 

elopment and could potentially 

Thirty respo
support for 
Earl’s Court
should be m
should emp
developmen
of the area.
support the 
Earls Court 
interestingly
the owners 
“a major opp

nses received. There was general 
the Council’s possible vision for the 
 Spatial area. New development 
ixed use – and any vision for the area
hasise the opportunities for new 
t to provide for the social infrastructur

 The majority of those who responded
provision of a convention centre on th
Exhibition Centre, although 
 this vision is not necessarily shared b
of the site who see the core strategy a
ortunity to create high quality 
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The option taken forward is a 
mixture of all the three alternatives: 
mixed use development including 
residential and office with a 
convention centre at its heart as it 
was seen as the more feasible after 
the consultation process. This 
issues were included in Chapter 8 of 
the Strategic Sites document.

Option taken forward to Chapter 
26, Earl's Court Place of the 
document

Taken Forward

involve changes to the town centre boundary.
Residential-led mixed use development 
Residential development located in highly 
accessible locations such as Earl’s Court 
promotes sustainable living and would improve the 
vitality of the town centre particularly the evening

landmark development of a mix of uses”. The 
Towards Preferred Options document asked 
whether there was scope for the Brompton 
Cemetery to offer wider recreation benefits whilst 
maintaining its primary role of honouring past 
generations There was a general recognition that of the town ,  the evening 

economy. A residential led development would 
enable the

generations. There was  general recognition that
this was the case. 

 

provision of additional social infrastructure such as 
new health and education facilities. A development 
which is predominantly housing would also assist 

Box

in providing ad
borough. Conv
b i t 3.4c Warwick Road

Policy Direction
To achieve a c
four sites for ho
to cater for the 
respecting the 
will also include
public open spa

ditional affordable housing in the 
ention /Exhibition Centre (this could 
d i t ith ti b )

 for the Warwick Road sites
oordinated design approach of the 
using-led mixed use development 
needs of new residents whilst 
needs of the wider area. The site 
 provision for a new school and 
ce.

Warwick Road was part of the Earl's Court Spatial 
area. For this spatial area as a whole, thirty 
responses were received. There was general 
support for the Council’s possible vision for the 
Earl’s Court Spatial area. New development 
should be mixed use – and any vision for the area 
should emphasise the opportunities for new 
development to provide for the social infrastructure 

Option taken forward to Chapter 7 of 
the Strategic Sites.

Option taken forward to Warwick 
Road Strategic Site

Taken Forward

p p
of the area.
support the 
Earls Court 
interestingly
the owners 

 The majority of those who responded
provision of a convention centre on th
Exhibition Centre, although 
 this vision is not necessarily shared b
of the site who see the core strategy a
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Towards Prefered Options document asked 
whether there was scope for the Brompton 

Box

Box 5.5d Interim Issues 
and Options

 3.5 South Kensing
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the designation

l Scomplex as a S
ensure arts and
protected and e
considered wo
Council recogn
experience wh
museums and 
not only benef
The Council w
with the City of
London in deliv

Cemetery to
maintaining
generations
this was the

ton Museums Complex Spatial Area

hat…the Council is right to support 
 of the South Kensington museums 
t t i C lt l A d ill

There was s
to the public
lik Ittrategic Cultural Area and will 

 cultural uses within this area are 
nhanced. The area is generally 

rthy of World Heritage status. The 
ises the need to improve the visitor 
ile ensuring any improvement to the 
South Kensington District Centre 
its tourists but also local residents. 
ill continue to work in partnership 
 Westminster and the Mayor for 
ering the Exhibition Road Project.

alike. It was
opportunitie
the quality o
the London 
one-way sy
pedestrian t
Exhibition R
that much o
highest qua
containing a
Developmen
environmen

 offer wider recreation benefits whilst 
 its primary role of honouring past 
. There was a general recognition tha
 case. 

upport for the view that improvements
 realm must benefit locals and tourists

i d th t th ti l recognised that there are particular 
s in South Kensington for improving 
f the public transport interchange of 
underground station, unravelling of th
stem, and for the improvements to the
unnel and the transformation of 
oad. The respondees also pointed ou
f the built environment was of the 
lity, lying within conservation areas an
 large number of listed buildings. 
t within the area must respect the bu

t.

t 

 
 

Vision taken forward to Chapter 11, 
the South Kensington Place.

Taken forward N/A
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Box

Introduced at this stage.

removal

Introduced at this stage.

 3.6 Kings Road/Sloane Square Spatial Area

Box 3.7 Possible vision for King's Road and
Sloane Square: Do you agree that. the King’s

There was g
to build upo

eneral support of the Council’s vision
n the centre’s strengths as a ‘vital’ 

 Vision taken forward  to Chapter 12, 
the King's Road/Sloane Square 

Taken forward N/A

Road will build on its strengths as a ‘vital’ and
successful town centre and accommodate a
significant amount of the comparison retail growth
identified as being required after 2012 within the
south of the borough. Where possible the Council

town centre
the centres 
within the T
and those n
some that S

. These strengths include the draw of 
cultural uses (both those identified 
owards Preferred Options document 
ot). There was also recognition by 
loane Square is in need of 

Place.

will look to accommodate the need for new improvement. Improvements to the environment 

Box

shopping within
expand the c
appropriate “e
identified. The
Road’s status
encourage use
character and
will be improvwill be improv
and by making
Council will en
Royal Court T
endorse new a

 3.7 Knightsbridge S

the existing centre, but will look to
entre where necessary and where

dge of centre sites” can be
Council will build upon the King’s
as an iconic ‘shopping street’ and
s which build upon the remaining

diversity within the centre. The area
ed by the removal of visual clutter

will help ens
face of incre
suggested t
Sloane Stre
Internationa
shopping fa
must howev
the area wed by the of visual clutter

pedestrian movement easier. The
courage uses that help support the
heatre and the Saatchi Gallery, and
rts and cultural uses in the centre

the area, wi
Council sho
retail occup

patial Area

ure that the area stays attractive in th
ased competition. One consultees 

hat Kings Road, Sloane Square and 
et to be identified as a collective 
l Centre as all contain first class 
cilities which are world renowned. Car
er be taken to retain the character of 

ith one consultee stating that theth one consultee stating that the 
uld resist the temptation to expand 
ancy with non boutique shops
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Box 3.6 - Possible vision for Knightsbridge: Do
you agree that…Knightsbridge will continue to

There is general support for Knightsbridge 
remaining an International Town Centre. The 

Vision taken forward to Chapter 10, 
the King's Road/Sloane Square 

Taken forward N/A

enjoy its role as
a wide range
shopping. The
the centre w
continue to act
in both Kensing
providing the s
d t dday-to-day ne
improved, ma
place to visit an

an International Centre, containing
of globally attractive comparison
loss of shops in the core areas of

ill be resisted. Knightsbridge will
as the service centre for residents
ton and Chelsea and Westminster,

hops and uses which will meet their
d Th t t ill b

Kensington Society were of the view that active 
management is required if the centre is to retain its 
position with competition from a revitalised and 
managed West End and the new Westfield 
London centre. Its role as major hotel and office 
centre is also seen to be significant. The 
importance of maintaining Knightsbridge as a 

t i l l id t l t d

Place.

eds. The streetscape will be
king the centre a more attractive
d in which to shop. This will include

centre serving local residents was also noted as 
was the need to improve the streetscape/ 
pedestrian environment.  Some residents were 

the street improvements to Basil Street and the
corner of Hans Crescent and Hans Road

concerned t
allowed to s
areas whilst
& tertiary re
blur the com

hat the town centre uses should not b
pread into the neighbouring residentia
 others considered that the secondary
tail units in side streets that serve to 
mercial and residential elements of 
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Knightsbridg
residents.

e to the particular benefit of local 

Box 3.8a Lots Road and World's End Area



Box 3.8 Possible Vision
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As this area is
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however nee
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implementation
the planning pe
major compone
World’s End E
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as well as betteras well as better
Estate.

for Lots Road and World’s End

hat…
a vibrant mix of land uses the vision
. The overall vision for this area
ds to focus on the general
f the environment. The Lots Road
site development will play a vital

ing the vitality of the area and the
 of
rmission should be encouraged. A
nt of this would be to revitalise the
state given its dominance over the
. An essential aspect of this would

ed integration of the World’s End
people towards the King’s Road

th improve the level of activity there
serve the community of the

4.18 Eight r
agreement r
spatial area
comprehens
need to revi
consultees a
any real visi
should desig
Concerns a
appear to fu
area, includ
public trans
Wharf alrea
maintained 
community f
associated w
consultees a
the new secondaryserve the community of the the new secondary
cases the d
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There was s
entire area a
simplificatio
of the differe
however un

esponses received. There was little 
egarding the future for the Lots Road 
. Whist there was some support for th
ive development of the area and the 
talise the Worlds End Estate some 
re concerned that this section lacks 

on – and suggest that the Council 
nate the area as an Area Action Plan

re raised that the Council does not 
lly recognise the problems within the 
ing the problems of rat-running, poor 
port (with the new station at Imperial 
dy being nearly at capacity), poorly 
car parking, the lack of social and 
acilities as well as the problems 
ith the Worlds End Estate. These 
re also concerned about the design o

school in the area and in som school in the area and, in som
evelopment currently being built out o
ad Power Station Site.  

ome concern that designation of the 
s a spatial area was an over 

n given the radically differing characte
nt areas. These views were not 
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The need to revitalise the Worlds 
End Estate by providing mixed uses 
and recognising the problems within 
the area including poor public 
transport and the lack of social and 
community facilities is included in 
the vision for the area. Investigating 
the possibility of the designation of a 
conservation area in Lots Road area 
is also included. 

Taken forward on chapter 18 of 
the draft Plan on July 09

N/A

e 
n 

r 

station site, for example, another consultees 
wanted the Council to further emphasise its 
qualities and the contribution that it would play in 
helping creating mixed and balanced communities.  
Similarly one consultee’s rejection of the 
Employment Zone designation was countered by p y g y
the GLA’s strong support for its function. 
Questions were raised concerning the future use 
of the waste site at Cremorne Wharf. 

Box 3.8b Policy Directio
Site
Policy Directio
Site
A High quality,
development,
business supp
Lots Road E
balanced com
element of affo
significant reta
designation as
the day-todaythe day-today
part of the boro
and community

n for the Lots Road Power Station

n for the Lots Road Power Station

high density residential mixed use
containing a significant element of
orting the sites location within the
mployment Zone. A mixed and
munity, including a significant
rdable housing. The inclusion of a

il element, (possibly resulting in the
a local centre,) to assist in meeting

shopping needs of residents of this

4.18 Eight responses received. There was little 
agreement regarding the future for the Lots Road 
spatial area. Whist there was some support for the 
comprehensive development of the area and the 
need to revitalise the Worlds End Estate some 
consultees are concerned that this section lacks 
any real vision – and suggest that the Council 
should designate the area as an Area Action Plan.  
Concerns are raised that the Council does not 
appear to fully recognise the problems within the 
area, including the problems of rat-running, poor

This strategic site was not included 
in the Strategic Sites Document in 
June 09. However, it was included in 
later iterations of the Core Strategy 
for information purposes on the 
approved application for the site.

Taken forward on chapter 27 of 
the draft Plan on July 09

Taken forward

shopping needs of residents of this
ugh. A local concentration of social
 uses to serve the local community.

area, including the problems of rat-running, poor 
public transport (with the new station at Imperial 
Wharf already being nearly at capacity), poorly 
maintained car parking, the lack of social and 
community facilities as well as the problems 
associated with the Worlds End Estate. These 
consultees are also concerned about the design of 
the new secondary school in the area and, in some 
cases the development currently being built out on 
the Lots Road Power Station Site.  
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 4.2 Social and Community Uses

The Council recognises that the heart of the There wasThe ouncil recognises tha  e hear  o  the 
borough lies in its community and the need to 
provide for communities’ needs locally, such as 
local shops and social and community facilities, 
which are accessible to all and allows community 
life to flourish

There was w
ambition to 
borough, an
locally.   Pa
upon medic
shops.    

 4.3 Walkable Neighbourhoods

The Council recognises the need for social and 
community uses and local retail to be conveniently 
located so that they are accessible to all by foot. 

The Council will establish an appropriate walking 

There is wi
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Taken forward CK 1 N/A
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Ta en orw . CK N/A

e  Taken forward. CK 3 N/A

time for the borough and work with providers to 
help ensure that everywhere within the borough is 
within of the established walking time of a “day-to-

recognise “c
suggested b
walkable ne

day” or “local” use.

The Council will ensure that our existing stock of 
‘local’ uses are not depleted

residents' g

ycling neighbourhoods” was also 
y one consultee.  The concept of 
ighbourhoods was also supported by 
roups

Box 4.4 Local Retail

 The Council will support the provision of local Overall the key message was that the policy needs Taken forward. CK 2,  CF TP2 N/A

BoxBox

Boxes 4.4 and 12.4
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 4.5 Education - 4.5 Education 
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Taken forward. CK 1 N/A

Box
schools, were of importance.

 4.6 Health Facilities
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Taken forward. CK 1 N/A

e 
Taken forward.  CK 1 N/A

other policy provisions The LDF will containother policy provisions. The LDF will contain 
policies which support the specific land use 
requirements of the Metropolitan Police Authority 
when these have been identified.

 4.3 Walkable Neighbourhoods

Box 4.3 of the TPO consultation introduces the 
"walkable neighbourhood." The Council 
recognises the need for social and community 
uses and local retail to be conveniently located so 
that they are accessible to all by foot. The Council 
will establish an appropriate walking time for the 
borough and work with providers to help ensure 
that everywhere within the borough is within of the 
established walking time of a  “day-to-day” or 
“local” use. The Council will ensure that our 
existing stock of ‘local’ uses are not depleted.

Eleven resp
support for 
neighbourho
reasonable 
should be –
recognise “c
suggested b
the Council 
transport jou
journey was
long.

onses received. There is widespread 
the concept of the walkable 
od, although no consensus on what a

walking time to a range of facilities 
 five or ten minutes. The need to 
ycling neighbourhoods” was also 
y one consultee as was a request for 
to reassess the reasonable public 
rney time.   The current 30 minute 
 considered by the consultee to be too

 

 

Taken forward to SP Local 
Shopping Facilities and SP 
Walkable Neighbourhoods and 
Neighbourhood facilities in July 
09 Draft Plan

N/A

 4.4 Local Retail

 4 and 5.4b The Council will support the provision of local 
shopping and other uses throughout the borough.  
These will be encouraged within the town centres, 
but the Council recognises that there may be 
circumstances where this is not possible.

Overall the 
to be flexible
needs. Ther
definition of
It was consi
reassessed

We will work with supermarkets  to establish 
whether convenience needs of our residents can 
be met within existing centres or by expansion of 
our centres.

 5.1 Fostering Vitality

key message was that the policy need
 in terms of providing for local retail 
e was a concern that there was no 
 what ‘edge of centre’ means exactly.
dered that key services needs to be 
. 

s 

  

 Taken forward to SP Local 
Shopping Facilities and SP 
Walkable Neighbourhoods and 
Retail TPO in July 09 Draft Plan

N/A

Not taken forward. The Council will base its support for new convenience 
shopping floorspace in the retail need assessment 
and the "walkable neighbourhood".   It endorses the 
town centre first approach set out within PPS6 and 
the London Plan.  Expansion of centres will only be 
appropriate where it can be shown that need cannot 
be met within the centre. 



Box 5 Interim Issues and 
Options

Box

Box 5.7a and Box 5.7b, 
5.7c of Interim Issues and 
Options

Box 5.1 confirms the Councils intention to 
encourage diversity of uses within the core 
strategy.
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 5.2 Businesses

Box 5.2 Businesses.  Indicative policy direction
The Council will protect all light industrial uses in 
the borough with the aim of ensuring no net loss of 
light industrial use. Where changes are permitted 

Many respo
continue to 
existing em
blanket prot

ation showed widespread support for 
y which encourages the maintenance
on of, a diverse borough which 
ix of residential, commercial and loca

Many consultees noted that there wa
hy residential and commercial uses 
exist happily. Good design is integral 
on of a successful and diverse area. 
ltees suggested that new commercia
 particular retail or office uses, should
 located within existing town centres. 
sed the need to continue to prioritise 
ses over others, perhaps as part of a 
se development.

ndents stated that the LDF should 
protect and focus employment in 
ployment zones and not impose a 
ection on all other existing employmen

a 
, 

l 
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Taken forward to Vision of 
Fostering Vitality in July 09 Draft 
Plan

N/A

t 

Taken forward to SP Location of 
Business Uses, SP Employment 
Zones and Light Industrial and 
Offices TPO in Fostering Vitality 

N/A

an equivalent amount of floorspace of similar 
accessibility must be provided, except where the 
change is to logistics, utilities, transport functions, 
waste and recycling expansion facilities. The 

in the borough. A large number of respondents 
also supported the opportunity for schemes to 
come forward that could provide alternative 
benefits to office provision. 

chapter of July 09 Draft Plan.

Box 5.7a and Box 5.7b, 
5.7c of Interim Issues and 
Options

Box 5.7a and Box 5.7b, 
5.7c of Interim Issues and 
Options

Box 5.7a and Box 5.7b, 
5 7 f I t i I d5.7c of Interim Issues and 
Options
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ng office is considered to be no longe
e GLA made further comment on this 
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 and increase in office provision. On 

the LDA amongst others support, the LDA amongst others support 
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Taken forward to SP Location of 
Business Uses and Offices TPO 
in Fostering Vitality chapter of 
July 09 Draft Plan.

N/A

Taken forward to SP Location of 
Business Uses, SP Employment 
Zones and Light Industrial and 
Offices TPO in Fostering Vitality 
chapter of July 09 Draft Plan.

N/A

Not taken forward. The Council has chosen not to take forward a policy 
t i th i i f ff d bl b ito require the provision of affordable business space 
(via s106 agreements) as there was considerable 
concern from stakeholders that this would create an 
unlevel playing field - with providers of business 
premises being unable to compete with these 
affordable premises.   The Council does however 
support initiatives which give local people a way into 
the business sector.   This includes working with 
NOVA new opportunities, and the Portobello Business 
Centre to provide personalised training and support to 
residents who wish to support their own business.  
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Taken forward to SP New Town 
Centres.

N/A
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Taken forward to Retail 
Development within Town 
Centres of Fostering Vitality 
section of July 09 Draft Plan

N/A

Centres and the combining of Knightsbridge and 
South Kensington to create a single large 
International Centre
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Box 5.4a Interim Issues 
and Options
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Take forward to SP New Town 
Centre Uses and SP Successful 
Town Centres .

N/A

f 
 

Box 5.6 Diversity of uses within town centres
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Taken forward to Retail 
Development within Town 
Centres of Fostering Vitality 
section of July 09 Draft Plan

N/A

Not taken forward. The Council does not endorse the expansion of p
centres to support independent retailers. This would 
run counter to the town centre first approach 
enshrined within PPS6 - whereby new retail 
floorspace should only be supported outside of 
existing centres where there is a "need" and that the 

Affordable units should only be sought from 
schemes which include a substantial retail 

requirements of the sequential test is met. The town 
centre first approach is also supported by the SA.  

Box 5.4a Interim Issues 
and Options

Box 5.4a Interim Issues 
and Options
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The expansion of centres where they is no "need" 
was not supported by the Council's Retail Needs 
Assessment.   The core strategy only endorses the 
expansion of centres where it can be demonstrated 
that new retail floorspace will maintain the vitality of a 
centre or assist in the regeneration of the area.  There 
is not wide spread support form the public or other 
stakeholders for expansion for centres.   To the 
contrary The GLA strongly oppose this approach.

Taken forward to Successful 
Town Centres SP and TPO within 
Fostering Vitality 

N/A

Taken forward to Retail TPO 
within Fostering Vitality. 

N/A

Introduced at this stage
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Taken forward to SP Retail 
Development within Town 
Centres, and within the individual 
places

N/A

Taken forward  to SP Successful 
Town Centres, SP Arts, Culture 

d E t t i t U d TP

N/A

and Entertainment Uses and TP 
Arts and Cultural Uses.

Taken forward to The South 
Kensington Strategic Cultural 
Area SP of July 09 Draft.

N/A

Box 5.9 Leisure and Entertainment
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Taken forward SP Arts, Culture 
and Entertainment Uses and Arts 
and Cultural TPO.

N/A

The term 'active recreation 
provision' was not taken forward

Polices concerning the provision of new sports 
facilities have been taken forward 

s 
provision  was not taken forward.  
However policies which support 
the provision of new sports 
facilities have been taken forward 

 have been taken forward.

itself. The Kensington Society articulated their view 
that the real gap in facilities is in public sports 

into the Social and Community 
Uses TPO in Fostering Vitality 
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Taken forward to SP Arts, Culture N/A
numbers to the borough: the aim is to improve the 
quality of their visit in a way which benefits both 

topic there was support for the approach that the 
Council should be looking to improve the existing 
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South Kensington Strategic 
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Taken forward to Hotel TPO in 
Fostering Vitality chapter of July 
09 Draft Plan.

N/A

Taken forward to Hotel TPO in N/ATaken forward  Hotel TPO in
Fostering Vitality chapter of July 
09 Draft Plan.

N/A

Taken forward to Hotel TPO in 
Fostering Vitality chapter of July 
09 Draft Plan.

N/A

Box 6.2 Better Travel Choices
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Lots Road/World's End, King's Road 
Sloane Square,.
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Taken forward CT1 N/A

Box 7.2a Priorities within the public realm



network

public realm: Green 
Spaces'

Interim Issues and Options 
Box 6 'Caring for the public 
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The option was taken forward 
through to the Publication Draft. 
However, the Council considered 
the comments received and decided 
that this issue needed to be 
expanded into a number of policies, 
which have a great level of detail 
rather than a single policy as there 
were a number of issues to deal 
with, such as layout, functioning of 
the street, accessibility. Therefore 
we devised the following policies 
"Street network", "Street form" 
"Street life" and "Streetscape". 

Taken forward N/A

nt 
Great detail was needed within this 
policy as there were multiple issues 

Taken forward N/A
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maintenance but the creation, use 
and function.  There policy has been 
renamed "Parks, Gardens and Open 
Spaces" as it was recognised that 
open spaces that were not always 
"Green spaces" play a positive 
contribution to the borough's public 
realm and needed to be 

squares, and a financial contribution towards 
improving near-by public open spaces and 

incorporated. There are a number of 
development management policies 
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This issue had not been 
raised previously. 
However, the Council 
considered the river and 
waterside environments 
strategically important to 
the borough and therefore 
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the Core Strategy. 
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Policy included in the 'Contact and 
Character' policy of 'Renewing the 
Legacy' Chapter and the 'Parks, 
Open Space, Gardens and 
Waterways' policy in the 'An 
Engaging Public Realm' chapter. 

Taken forward N/A

Box 7.4 Designing & managing the public realm



Interim Issues and O
Box 6.4c 'Managing 
Public Realm'

ptions 
the 

We shall contin
essential street
minimise essen
provision and v
shall continue t
furniture and in
public utility eq
the most radica
space after car
be most benef

ue to discourage and remove non-
 furniture on the public highway and 
tial street furniture in terms of its 
isual and physical impact.  We 
o resist advertising on street 
sist on the removal of redundant 
uipment.  We shall look to pursue 
l approach of shared highway 
eful assessment of where it would 

icial. 

Nine respon
the policy di
regarding su
more positiv
changing m
centres as d
rather than 
pointed out 
highway spa
policing and
their rights a

ses received There was support for 
rection, with limited comments made 
pporting the vitality of areas through 
e approach to pavement cafes, 
ind-sets and seeing local shopping 
estinations with a ‘place function’ 

as an area to move through. It was 
that the radical approach of shared 
ce must be backed up by good 
 education, making users aware of 
nd risks.

a 

This policy has been covered 'Street 
Life',  'Streetscape' and 'Parks, 
Open Space, Gardens and 
waterways' policies within the 'An 
Engaging Public Realm' chapter 

Taken forward Policy CR1 & CR2 N/A

Box 7.5 Quality of the public realm
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This has been taken forward in the 
policies of the 'An engaging public 
realm' chapter, including 'Street 
form', 'Street life', 'Streetscape' and 
'Parks, Gardens, Open spaces, 
gardens and waterways' policies. 

Taken forward Policy CR1 N/A
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Box 7.6 Activities within the public realm
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This policy has been taken forward 
to the 'Street life' policy within the 
'An engaging public realm' chapter.

Taken forward Policy CR3 N/A
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This issue is a critical issue for our 
borough and therefore as a result of 
the comments received we 
considered that there needed to be 
great detail in this policy.  There was 
also the issue of not only 
conservation areas but also other 
h it i th t d d t b

Taken forward Policy CL4 & CL5 N/A

heritage issues that needed to be 
taken into account such as listed 
buildings, areas of metropolitan 
importance, ancient monuments etc.  
Therefore this policy was split into 
two, being one dealing with 
"Historical Environments" and the 
other dealing with "Historical 
Assets". 

Box 8.3 High quality new design
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d This option has been taken forward 
to the Publication Draft document, 
however; there are now several 
policies relating to this policy given 
the importance of this issue to the 
Royal Borough. These policies are: 
"Context and Character", "New 
Buildings" and "Alterations and 
Additions", all of which have an 
element relating to high quality 
design.

Taken forward Policy CL1 N/A

Box 8.4 Density of Development

We shall permit only those developments that are 
within the appropriate levels within the London 
Plan’s Density Matrix and pay specific regard to 

Sixteen responses received. The majority of 
respondents, including the GLA believed the 
approach to be too restrictive, being weighted too 

The comments made at Towards 
Preferred Options stage was taken 
into account and new policy was 

Taken forward Policy CL2 N/A
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created as a result, which put more 
strength on 'local context' being the 

capacity. aligned with the London Plan’s density matrix and 
sees density levels as guidelines rather than 

determining factor in density, the 
policy is called "Context and 
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Interim Issues and Options 
Box 7.4 Tall Buildings
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Character".
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The Council considered that 
although there was general support 
for this policy, it would be more 
appropriate to include a policy on tall 
buildings within an overall strategic 
policy relating to 'Context and 
Character'.

Taken forward Policy CL2 N/A
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We shall develop an approach to the removal of 
eyesore buildings within our borough. The details 

Eyesore policy contained within the 
'New Buildings and Extensions' 

Taken forward Policy CL2 N/A

Eyesores of the approach
an SPD. 

 are best developed in the form of policy of 'Renewing the Legacy' 
chapter
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Box 9.2 Housing Numbers
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nge of unit sizes which reflects and 

ard CH2 N/A

should provide a mix of units of different sizes 
which satisfy local demand, which also takes 

satisfies local demand, and argued that this should 
be demonstrated at the point of making a planning 

account of the London-wide housing mix application. However, a number of other 
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percentage is proposed. rooms as alternatives to floorspace. There was 
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appraisal for small schemes, particularly those 
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Box 9.8 Estate renewal

respondents opposed the proposal to seek 100% 
social rented housing on small schemes of 20 
affordable units or less. Some respondents also 
opposed seeking 100% intermediate on the 
smaller schemes, although there was some 
support for seeking more intermediate housing in 
the north of the borough.  Respondents felt that 
the tenure split should be determined through a 
strategic housing market assessment. Other 
comments included that there was a need to comments included that there was a need to 
determine the tenure mix on a site by site basis, 
and to take account of viability.  
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mentator supported the reference tha

ousing and housing for older people 

le 

s 

n/a Taken forwardCH2 N/A

t 

should be classified as social and community uses.

Box

Not covered Box

Box

Box 8.6 Box

 9.10 Homes for all -

 9.10 Box 9.10
Indicative Polic
The Council is 
should be built 
minimum.

 9.11 De-conversions

 9.11 Box 9.11
Indicative Policd cat e o cy
The Council be
may be accepta
instance when 
conversion bac
Further details 
Development D

 lifetime homes

y Direction
of the view that all new housing 
to ‘Lifetime Homes’ standards as a 

 Five respon
split on this 
direction wa
Kensington 
should also 
accessible h

y Direction
Seven resp
response toect o

lieves that de-conversion proposals 
ble in certain circumstances, for 

the proposal involves de-
k to a purpose built family house. 
will be set out in a future Local 
ocument.

espo se to
opposed the
Kensington 
the loss of u
other respon
forward, arg
much neede
and in some
respondents
HMOs shou

ses received. The respondents were 
issue. However, the indicative policy 
s supported by the GLA and 
Society. The GLA stated that there 
be a reference to wheelchair 
ousing in the Core Strategy.

onses received.  There was a mixed 
 this issue. Some respondents stronglt s ssue So e espo de ts st o g
 policy direction, such as the 
Society. They were concerned about 
nits, and ‘gentrification’. However, 
dents supported the approach put 

uing that de-conversions provided 
d family units, reduced parking stress
 cases restored listed buildings. Som
 argued that de-conversions regardin
ld be referred to. 

n/a Taken forward CH2 N/A

y 
n/a Taken forward CH2 N/A

y

, 
e 
g 

Box 9.12 House extensions



require private

  

Not covered, except in 
para. 8.7

Box

Box

Not covered, except in 
para. 8.8

Box

 9.12 Box 9.12 Indica
believes that ex
certain circums
out in a future L

 9.13 Amenity space

 9.13 Box 9.13  Indic
the provision of
existing and ne
highly importan
will prevent any
space and requirespace and 

tive Policy Direction, The Council 
tensions may be acceptable in 
tances. Further details will be set 
ocal Development Document

Four respon
generally su
noted that th
may be acc
for develope
in terms of a
any archaeo
affected and
requisite pe

ative Policy Direction. We regard 
 private amenity space as part of 
w residential accommodation as 
t, particularly family housing. We 
 significant loss of existing amenity 

the provision of new private

Ten respon
the general 
requirement
overly presc
approach to
based standards the provision of new  based standards

ses received. The approach was 
pported. However, one respondent 
e circumstances in which extensions 

eptable should be set out.  The need 
rs to go through the proper processe
ppropriately assessing and identifying
logical resources that might be 
 the potential need to obtain the 

rmission should be made clear.

ses received. There was support for 
policy approach but it was stated that 
s for amenity space should not be 
riptive. There should be a design led 
 amenity space, rather than area 

Other factors to be taken into. Other factors to be taken into 

s 
 

n/a Not taken forward. This issue will be covered in the Development 
Management Policies DPD.

n/a Taken forward CH3 N/A

amenity space, particularly for families and at 
ground floor level. Where this is not practical, 
communal gardens on larger scale schemes and 

account are the proximity of a development to 
public open space, protecting privacy, the need to 
refer to play space, and to permit some loss of 

Box

Not covered, except in 
para. 8.10

Box

Box

Box 9, Options ii of the 
Interim Issues and Options

Stra

balconies, terra
scale schemes

 9.14 Gypsies and Tr

 9.14 Indicative Polic
the following cr
applications fo
site should mee
be met on the e
should be adeq
water supply, p

d t diand waste disp

 10.1 Respecting En

tegic ambition For the boroug
environmental 
environmental 
responsibility o
finding creative
imperatives of 
remainder of th
policy direction

ces or roof gardens on smaller 
 should be provided.

amenity spa
results in m
quality and 
support for 

avellers

y Direction. The Council will include 
iteria in a policy to assess any 
r gypsy and traveller pitches: any 

t an identified need which cannot 
xisting Westway site; and there 
uate on-site services provided for 
ower, drainage, sewage disposal 

l f iliti

Two respon
Council sho
gypsy and t
recent resea

osal facilities.

vironmental Limits

h to be at the cutting edge of 
sustainability. We will respect 
limits by recognising our 
f environmental stewardship and 
 ways to adapt to the new 
the twenty-first century. The 
is box introduces those indicative 
s in Boxes 10.2 to 10.6.

Some respo
ambiguous.
mitigating a
use of Susta
very well su
would like to
and rivers) e
greater cons
noise

ce in new developments where it 
ore usable space that is of a better 
more accessible. There was some 
green roofs.

ses received. The GLA stated that the
uld address the maximum need for 
raveller accommodation set out in the 
rch report published by the GLA.

ndents thought the new title is still too
 Protecting and enhancing biodiversity
nd adapting to climate change and the
inable Urban Drainage were generall

pported. However, British Waterways 
 see the Blue Ribbon Network (canal
nhanced and the GLA required 
ideration of noise, especially ambient

 n/a Taken forward CH2 N/A

 
, 
 
y 

s 

 

Strategic Vision (CV1.7) in 
Respecting Environmental Limits, 
although this has been amended 
to remove reference to 'cutting 
edge' and make it more specific 
to the policies which follow.

N/A

Box 10.2 Climate change

Box 9.2, Option ii  of the 
Interim Issues and Options

Option 1 The Council is 
development, iInterim Issues and Options development,
conversions, ch
residential led m
the following le
Homes:
- Up to 2012: C
-2013 to 2015: 
-2016 onwards
In the case of e
to the new part
ancillary dwellin
achieve these l

looking to require that all residential 
ncluding new build, extensions, 

The requirements to meet specific targets where 
generally well supported, however these must be including new build, extensions,

ange of use, refurbishments and 
ixed use development, achieves 

vels71 in the Code for Sustainable 

ode Level Four
Code Level Five
: Code Level Six
xtensions, this does not only apply 
 of the building, but also the 
g which should be retrofitted to 

evels.

generally well supported, however these must be 
realistic, viable, technically feasible, in accordanc
with London plan policy and consider the impacts 
on listed buildings, conservation areas and the 
townscape. The timescales for achieving the 
various targets are unviable and too short to 
enable the necessary technologies to develop and
should instead be more flexible and aspirational.  
Thames Water and the Environment Agency (EA)
welcome the reference to addressing climate 
change and support the use of the Code for 
Sustainable Homes. However, the EA requires 
greater mention of water efficiency and flood risk.

Climate Change policy (a) in draft 
Core Strategy

N/A
Core Strategy

e 

 

 



Interim Issues and Options
The Council is looking to require all non-residential 
development, including new build, extensions, 

Climate Change policy (a) in draft 
Core Strategy

N/A

sites listed

NEW Option 7

Box 9.7 of the Interim
Issues and Options

g

NEW Option ii

Box 9.2, Option ii  of the Option 2

conversions, chang
retail or office led m
Excellent, with a sig
being obtained from

e of use, refurbishments and 
ixed use, to achieve BREEAM 
nificant proportion of credits 
 Energy, Transport, Pollution 

and Management elements of the rating system.

Box 9.2, Option ii  of the 
Interim Issues and Options

Op

Box 9.2, Option ii  of the 
Interim Issues and Options

Op

Box 9.2, Option ii of the 
Interim Issues and Options

Op

Box 9.2, Option i of the 
Interim Issues and Options

Op

tion 3 The Council will als
development is des
as possible within a
maximising natural
passive solar desig
natural ventilation t
summer; 

tion 4 The Council is also
developments will i
Heat and Power (CCHP)Heat and Power (CCHP)
provide the heat, c
development. Thes
be capable of conn
heating network;

tion 5 The Council will ide
accommodate distr
to be able to accom
CCHP, and look int
Energy Services C
Services Company

tion 6 The Council will en
technologies are de

o require that all new 
igned to be as energy efficient 
ny given townscape by 

 heating and cooling, through 
n, and sufficiently shaded with 
o minimise overheating in 

none

 looking to require that major 
ncorporate Combined Cooling, 

and heat exchangers to

The GLA also r
new schemes i
developments and heat exchangers to 

ooling and energy needs of the 
e CCHP facilities will need to 
ecting into a potential district 

developments. 

ntify sites which can 
ict heating, which will also need 
modate the connection of 
o managing these through an 
ompany (ESCo) or Multiple 
 (MuSCo).

The GLA requi
given to broad 
specific renewa
linking in waste
decentralised e

sure that any renewable energy 
signed to be discreet, well 

English Heritag
consideration s

equires policies to prioritise 
nto existing heat networks a

res greater consideration to 
areas where the developme
ble technologies are approp
 management opportunities 
nergy. 

e also comment that special
hould be given to the impac

Climate Change policy (a) in draft 
Core Strategy

N/A

linking 
nd 

Places document, including Kensal, 
Latimer, Earls Court and Notting Hill 
Gate

Climate Change policy (b and c) 
in draft Core Strategy were the 
sites are listed although the text

N/A

Gate.  are , although the text 
amended to require CCHP or 
similar.

be 
nt of 
riate, 
and 

Places document, including Kensal, 
Latimer, Earls Court and Notting Hill 
Gate.

Climate Change policy (b and c) 
in draft Core Strategy were the 
sites are listed, although the text 
amended to require CCHP or 
similar.

N/A

 
t of 

Not taken  forward GLA advised that heritage issues should not be 
considered within this section of the Core Strategy, 

hidden and generally respect the existing 
townscape character, especially on listed buildings 

environmental technologies on listed buildings, 
conservation areas and townscape.

but within Renewing the Legacy.

and conversation a
by being placed on

reas. This might be achieved 
 flat roofs, rear facing roofs or 

behind parapets.

The Council will also consider ways of making the none Not taken forward This information is widely available on the internet.
wealth of information on sustainable development, 
climate change and renewable energy easily 
available for applicants and
developers.

Box

 Op

 10.3 Air quality

tion i The Council will take imaginative measures in This section was generally well supported, Places document, including No specific policy requiring N/A
relation to transport, construction methods and 
land use to reduce the negative impact new 

however, the Council should be realistic in 
improving air quality. The phrase “imaginative 

Golborne/Trellick, Latimer, Earls 
Court, Lots Road/Worlds End, 

imaginative measures, although 
all the policies in Air Quality 

development has o
public transport acc
Council will continu
public transport and
ownership, such as
choices to allow the
to an improvement

The Council consid
space as very impo
paving of private ga

n air quality. Owing to the good 
essibility in the borough, the 
e to promote walking, cycling, 
 alternatives to individual car 
 car clubs, which will provide 
 reduction in car use, leading 

measures” is a

 in Air Quality.

ers the provision of green 
rtant and will discourage 
rdens.

None

lso considered to be too vague. Westway, Notting Hill Gate, 
Knightsbridge, South Kensington, 
Kings Road/Sloane Square, 
Kensington High Street, Brompton 
Cross and Fulham Road West.

(CE5) and Better Travel Choices 
(CT1 and CT2) in the draft Core 
Strategy should bring about 
improvements to air quality.

Parks, Gardens, Open Space 
policy in draft Core Strategy.

N/A

Box 10.4 Waste  



Box

s -recyclable

d Ri k Z

 10.4 Waste                    
1) Minimised the im
2) To allocate wast
mixed-use develop
3) To reopen Crem
management facilit
4) To promote the u
transport to suppor
5) To meet the wa
6)  To manage con
manner 

                                                    
pact on the environment            
e management facilities in 
ment,                                           
orne Wharf as a waste 
y                                                  
se of sustainable modes of 

t the export of waste                   
ste apportionment                        
struction waste in a sustainable 

Four responses
Wharf was que
Council to mee
within the Mayo
Apportionment
Eight comment
welcomed. How
support, they ra
wording for app
sustainable tra
accordance wit

 received. The future of Cre
stioned as was the ability of
t the waste apportionment se
r of London’s Waste 

 Study                                   
s received. Policy is broadly
ever, while the GLA were in
ised a concern with the stre
ortionment.  Reference to 

nsportation of waste is in 
h regional and national polic

morne 
 the 
t out 

              
 
 broad 
ngth of 

y are 

To manage the development's waste 
arisings on site is included on 
Kensal and Earl's Court Strategic 
Sites (Chapters 2 and 8 of the 
Strategic Sites documents). The 
preservation of Cremorne Wharf and 
its status as a safeguarded site has 
also been mentioned in Lots 
Road/World's End Place (Chapter 6 
of the Places document)

Options taken forward to section 
36.4.3 

N/A

therefore welcomed. However, this support should 
not only be if locations for waste management 
facilities canno
related to the m
Respondents w
from 2010/11, t
Authority will transportAuthority will transport
municipal wast
Waterways que
waste facilities 
Kensington So
should be refe
Heritage contin
Plan identifies 

t be found, but more general
ovement of bulk materials. 
ere also encouraged to note
he Western Riverside Wast

RBKC’s non-recyclable RBKC  non
e along the River Thames. B
stioned the feasibility of pro
on the Kensal Gasworks site
ciety noted that construction
rred to in the document. Eng
ues this by noting that the L
construction waste as the lar

 and 

 that 
e 

 
ritish 
viding 
. The 

 waste 
lish 
ondon 
gest 

Box 10.5 Flooding

Box 10.5 1) Require site spe
for
all development in 
for all sites greater
the Environment Ag
2)  Resist “highly vu
Zone
3) Ensure that all o

cific Flood Risk Assessments 

Flood Risk Zone 2 and 3 and
 than 1 ha and take into account
encies comments on these;
lnerable” uses in Flood Risk 

ther development proposals in 

Nine comments
approach to flo
change is welc

4.95 Thames W
flooding. Howe
type of flooding
also required a

 received. The precautionar
od risk and impacts of clima
omed.

ater  supported reference to
ver, required that the policy 
 is strengthened. Thames W
 specific policy on the Tham

y 
te 

 sewer 
on this 
ater 

es 

Potential flooding issues have been 
included in the Strategic sites that 
could potentially be affected (i.e 
Earl's Court).

Options taken forward to section 
36.4.2 

N/A

Fl d Ri k ZFloo  s  ones  
2 and 3 demonstra
Test’;
4) Ensure that appl
at risk of Surface W

Tid T                                                    
te how they meet the ‘Exception 

icants for development in areas 
ater or Sewage Flooding are

Tideway Tunne
greater conside
coordinating de
with utility infra
policy in this re

l Th W t l il. Thames Water also requir
ration to identifying land and
velopment, including its pha

structure providers, and sug
gard whilst also requiring gre

es 
 
sing, 
gests a 
ater 

aware of the risks o
and
5) The Council will 
Sustainable Urban 
require
sites greater than 1

f development in these areas; 

encourage the use of 
Drainage measures and will 

 ha to implement SUDS within 

flexibility in the
and wastewate
demand new d

4.96 The inclus
Systems (SuDS

 LDF policies to enable wate
r infrastructure to respond to
evelopment creates.

ion of Sustainable Drainage
) was supported by several 

r supply 
 the 

 

the proposed development.
In addition to this, the Council will also work with 

respondents including The Environment Agency. 
English Heritage, whilst supporting SuDs, asked 

Thames Water in th
Strategy and other 
the existing drainag
well maintained an
any new developmany new developm

e preparation of the Core 
LDF documents to ensure that 
e and sewage infrastructure is 

d can handle the demands of 
ents.

for caution with
townscape.

ents.

 regard to their impact on any given 
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Box 9.8 of the Interim
Issues and Options

Box 5.3a

r      ork   

Box

4.97 The Envir
flooding be ren
flooding’ and g
Strategic Flood
Subterranean D
also raise seve
10.5, suggestin

4.98 The GLA 
reference to the
Wharf and the 

onment Agency required sew
amed ‘surface water and sew
reater reference made to the
 Risk Assessment and 
evelopment Scoping Study

ral objections to bullet points
g alternatives. 

stated that there was limited 
 use of Cremorne Safeguar

Thames Tideway Sewer Pro

age 
age 

 draft 

. They 
 in Box 

ded 
ject, 

BoxBox

 Op

10 6 Nature Conservation 10. Nature Conservation

tion i The Council will ex
best facilitate addit
requiring, for exam
landscaped areas w
and discouraging h
paving used for on
also encourage the
sites through a seri

both of which a
also required g
Strategic Flood
principles of cli
particular the e

 

plore how developments can 
ional habitat creation by 
ple, green / brown roofs, green 

ithin developments, planting 
ard standings, especially 
-site parking.  The Council will 
 integration of development 
es of green chains, and the 

This section is 
the GLA state t
fails to take for
outlaid in the su
that the Core S
protecting and 
also sought fur
development s

re of strategic importance. T
reater reference to the Coun
 Risk Assessment and the 
mate change adaptation, an
fficient use of water.

generally well supported. Ho
hat the Indicative Policy Dire
ward the Council’s position a
pporting text. The GLA also
trategy refers to London Pla
promoting ‘geodiversity’. The
ther clarification on integratin
ites through the Blue Ribbon

he GLA 
cil’s 

d in 

wever, 
ction 
s 
 require 
n policy 
 GLA 
g 
 

Places document, including Kensal, 
Golborne/Trellick, Lots Road/Worlds 
End and Fulham Road West.

Taken forward. Biodiversity (CE4) 
in the draft Core Strategy.

N/A

‘Blue Ribbon Network’. Network. Natural England supports policies that 
aim to deliver biodiversity enhancements and 
encourage the use of policies to protect and 

Box 12.1 Public Transport

enhance the Bo
Conservation Im
encourage the 
also welcomed
the need to hav

ltif ti lmultifunctional 
in particular “w
English Heritag
the preservatio
British Waterw
buffer zone alo
appropriate in t
and would exam

rough’s 22 Sites of Nature 
portance. Natural England 

creation of green chains. Th
 by the GLA who generally s
e policies which deliver high

d ibl t land accessible natural green
ild” open spaces, was also n
e also support the contributi
n of gardens to cultural herit
ays do not necessarily agree
ng the watercourse is alway
he redevelopment of some s

ine each case on its own m

also 
is is 
upport 
 quality 
space, 

oted. 
on of 
age. 
 that a 
s 
ites 
erits 

The Council believes that the three following 
strands will need to be pursued in order to improve 
public transport in the north of the borough: 1. 
Working with Transport for London, we need to 
continually improve and extend bus services, such 
as the extension of existing routes and the 

Many responde
proposals for n
Borough, partic
unrealistic and 
again particula
would have an 

nts were concerned that the
ew rail stations in the north o
ularly a new Crossrail statio
the need to increase densiti
rly to feed a new Crossrail st
unacceptable impact on the 

 
f the 

n, were 
es, 
ation, 
area. 

Latimer, Kensal Taken forward. CT 2 - New and 
enhanced rail infrastructure

N/A

provision of new on
improve infrastructimprove inf astructure
to bus services, su
to link the north of 
2. We need to cont
of new stations on 
Pole and for Cross
Line.
3. Better utilisation 
facilities, such as th
‘backdoor’ to West
south side.

 12.2 Walking and  cyclin

es where there is a need, and 
ure to overcome barriers

The need and p
the local bus neto overcome barriers

ch as the proposed bus-tunnel 
the borough and White City.
inually research the feasibility 
the West London Line at North 
rail, on the Paddington Main 

of existing public transport 
e opening up the existing 

bourne Park tube station on the 

the local bus netw
City line were h
opinion howev
stations in the n
the West Lond

g

otential value of improveme
twork and the Hammersmith and the Hammersmit
ighlighted. There was divide

er and some supported new
orth of the borough, particu

on Line. 

nts to 
 and h and
d 

 rail 
larly on 



Box 9.5

Box

Box 3.2 NKAAP

Box

Box 3 3 (NKAAP)Box 3.3 (NKAAP) search a

o

The Council will su
improved pedestria
where they overcom
The Council will wo
Hammersmith and 
pedestrian and cyc
West London Line 
as part of that rede

 12.3 Land under the We

The Council suppo
under the Westway
Westway Trust and
implement this.

 12.4 Educating our Child

The Council will search The Council will 
location for the pro
school to ensure th
education facilities 

pport any proposals for 
n and cycle links, particularly 
e significant barriers.

rk with the London Borough of 
Fulham to ensure good 
le links are made across the 
to Westfield London, White City 
velopment.

There was broa

stway

rts the mixed vision for the land 
 and will work with the 
 the local community to 

There was  sup

ren

for and allocate a suitable The GLA supported for and allocate  suitable 
vision of a new secondary 
e community needs for 
are met.

The GLA supported
drafted, noting 
demand for sch
policy needs to
partnership wit

d support for the policy dire

port for the this approach.

the indicative policy as the indicative policy as
that Council’s should reflect 
ool facilities and that any fu
 ensure adequate provision 
h the education authority. Th

ction. Latimer, Kensal, Golborne Taken forward. CT 1 - Improving 
alternatives to car use

N/A

Place 7, The Westway. N/A

Latimer Place and North Kensington Taken forward CK1 and CF TP2 N/A 

ture 
in 
ey 

Latimer Place and North Kensington 
Sports Centre Strategic Site

Taken forward CK1 and  CF TP2 N/A

explicitly refer to the presumption against building 
on existing open space. The Kensington Society 

3.4 NKAAP

Box

Box

 12.5 Our stock of housin

Along side the Hou
master plans will be
assess the potentia
significant renewal 
H i St k OHousing Stock Opt

 12.6 Creating Jobs 

The Council will wo

also supported
long as the new
Hammersmith a
existing and pr

g estates.

sing Stock Options Review, 
 prepared for key sites to 
l for regeneration should 
be the recommendation of the 

ti R i

Many consulte
of social hous
Options review

ion Review.

rk with key stakeholders to plan There was ge

 the indicative policy directio
 school is built close to the 
nd City Line stations and al

oposed bus routes

es remained concerns over
ing and the impact of the
 upon their homes.

neral support for the this ap

n as 

ong 

the loss
Stock

Taken forward CH4. N/A

proach, The  Kensal place is considered in N/A
for and support ent
barriers to employm
area through: the p
affordable childcare
opportunities; impro

erprises including addressing 
ent in the North Kensington 

rovision of good quality, 
; the provision of flexible job 
vement of physical access 

although some
likelihood of a
area

consultees raised doubts o
new Crossrail station in the

ver the
Kensal

section 2 and of the Places and 
Sites document, and the Kensal site 
as site 1.

Box

issues, including in
and the improveme
attainment. 
The Council will inv
regenerative poten
establishing a Cros

 12.7 Shopping in North S opp g o t

adequate public transport links; 
nt of educational and skills 

estigate further the 
tial of options around 
srail station

Kensingtone s gto



a v

Para 2.2 (KNAAP)

The Council will wo
new town centres i
the Kensal and Not
The function of a c
would be to serve t
resident and visitor
Kensal Road would
development in the
Crossrail station. If
campus is preferre
local centre. The a
use development w
possibility a district

The Council recogn
centre vitality plans
stakeholders to dev
future of town centresfuture of town centres
plan for the Portob
 

rk towards the creation of two 
n the north of the borough, in 
ting Barns West areas. 
entre at Notting Barns West 
he day to day needs of local 
s. The nature of a centre at 
 depend on the nature of the 
 area and the proximity of a 
 the strategic London-wide 
d, provision is likely to be for a 
lternative of a significant mixed 
ould be of a larger scale, 

 centre. 

ises the need to develop town 
 to allow the Council and other 
elop a clear vision for the 

This will include a vitality

Wide support f
which meet the
residents. The 
however sugge
development o
neighbourhood

. This will include  itality 
ello Road.

or the creation of two new ce
 local shopping needs of bor
nature of these centres was 
sted with some suggesting t
f Kensal will always be a 
 rather than a local centre.   

ntres 
ough 

hat the 

Portobello and Westbourne Grove is 
considered as Place 9 of the Places 
and Sites document. The  Kensal 
place is considered in section 2 and 
of the Places and Sites document, 
and the Kensal site as site 1.  The 
new centre in the Latimer areas 
forms part of the Latimer Place 
(Place 4).

N/A

The Council will support initiatives to maintain the 
character and diversity of our centres. This will 

Whilst there was support for initiatives to maintain 
the character and diversity of the northern centres 

N/A

include the designa
Westbourne Grove
The Council will ex
can be encouraged
Road, from the sou
up to a new potenti

tion of the Portobello Road and 
 as Special District centres. 
plore methods by which visitors 
 to use the length of Portobello 
thern boundary of the centre, 
al station in the Kensal area, 
 and into the evening; 

some consultee
Portobello and 
should not be a

rk with retailers to establish 
ermarket can be provided in the 
h, to meet the needs of the 

There was a lo
supermarket in

t of large scale redevelopment 
in North Kensington should be 
ples of good urban design, with 
r reworking of the traditional 
d the provision of high quality 
itecture. The development 
ribute to the existing sense of 

There was ove
architectural, e
spaces in deve
Kensington but
general suppor
Kensington.

s were concerned that the 
the Westbourne Grove cent
llowed to merge.

res 

throughout the day

The Council will wo
whether a new sup
north of the boroug

t of opposition to a new 
 the Portobello Road area. 

N/A

Box

areas residents. 

 12.8 Quality built in

The redevelopmen
of housing estates 
based on the princi
the reintroduction o
urban structure, an
contemporary arch
should look to cont

rall strong support achieving
nvironmental standards and 
lopments not just within Nort
 for all development.  There 
t for redevelopment in North

 high 
green 
h 
was 
 

Latimer Place and North Kensington 
Sports Centre Strategic Site

CL1 - overall quality/built 
environment policy rather than a 
specific policy relating to North 
Kensington. 

N/A

place or create new spaces of distinctive 

Box

character. 

 13.3a Kensal Spatial Area  



a 3 -

to  a   

Box 5.1 (NKAAP)  There is a one-off
regeneration of Ke
area as a whole, w
the key: they must 
regeneration poten
research the delive
including the Cross
infrastructure poten
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Kensal Gasworks Strategic Site Taken forward. Kensal Strategic 
Site Allocation

N/A

Not taken forward This option is unsuitable of the area the potential of 
Kensal. The area has the potential to be significantly 
regenerated and this option does not allow for this to 
be undertaken.



2. A mixed use development containing 
residential, perhaps 2000 homes, but also a 

Kensal Place and Kensal Gasworks 
Strategic Site

Taken forward. Kensal Strategic 
Site Allocation

N/A
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Not taken forward The campus use would not be financially deliverable 
and would almost certainly require the realise of all 
four sites to deliver a campus of the scale required to 
stimulate regeneration regeneration 

site once they had relo
is also less clear. 
Golborne and Trellick 

Encourage initiatives t
character if Golborne a
Strengthen links betw
Golborne.
Improve pedestrian lin
Redevelopment of Ede
longer masterplan for t
assisting in providing e
Trellick Tower. 
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 support for maintaining reta
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d.   Links to Portobello Road
d, as was initiatives to stren

  Concerns raised about the
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rward to the Golborne 

The Council is mindful of the concerns of residents 
d th f h d b K i t

The Labour Group reject Kensington Housing 
T t’ l t d li h d b ild th

Site 3 of the Strategic Sites and 
G lb / T lli k Pl

Taken forward N/A
and the case for change made by Kensington 
Housing Trust and will consider responses to the 
recent consultation before reaching any 
conclusions. 

Trust’s proposals to demolish and rebuild the 
Wornington Green Estate and are working with 
local residents to prepare an alternative and more 
innovative vision for the estate. The Kensington 
Society and the GLA broadly support the policy 
direction.

Golborne / Trellick Place

Latimer Spatial Area
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lace Taken forward. Latimer Vision N/A

Option i  The Council will include this site within the Latimer 
(nee.  Notting Barns West) area masterplan and 
investigate further the feasibility of redevelopment. 

There was wide ranging support for a 
Masterplan/Feasibility study to be undertaken to 
identify opportunities for this area. The London 

Site 5 of the Strategic Sites, June 
2009, and included within the 
Latimer Place (04).

Taken forward. Latimer Vision N/A
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Term act
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rward to Chapter 9, The 
o/ Notting Hill Place

Taken forward. N/A

rward to Chapter 9, The 
o/ Notting Hill Place

Taken forward. N/A

ive street connection not 
ward  

The Council has ceased to use the term "active street 
connection".  It was not considered to be useful in 
explaining what the Council's desires for the centre 
were.   The creation of a vibrant and vital centres, 
based upon shopping - but supporting a mix of other 

in to the evening. uses - remains integral to the Portobello/Notting Hill 
Place in the core strategy.
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 forward. The Borough Valuer has commissioned a report 
which explored various options for the redevelopment 
of Portobello Court.   This concluded that 
redevelopment is not viable at the current time, and 
therefore reference to any redevelopment of the site 
has been removed from the document.

 forward. The Council has decided not to take this option 
forward given the concern from residents and many 
members that the introduction of a supermarket ismembers that the introduction of  supermarket is 
contrary of the desires of the retail commission 
(endorsed by the Council) which is to support diversity 
within our centres by supporting independent retailers 
and existing markets. There is concern that the 
introduction of a new edge of centre supermarket will 
harm the fresh fruit and vegetable aspect of the 

Notting Hill Gate

Portobello Market - and integral part of the market and 
of the whole centre. Furthermore, the Council's retail 
needs assessment does not endorse the creation of 
significant amounts of new convenience floorspace 
(principally food retailing) throughout the borough. It 
predicts a need for some 2,000 sq m of new 
convenience retailing across the borough (once one 
takes the retail in the Lots Road development into 
account).

Much of this will be accommodated within existing 
t ith th C il ti icentres, with the Council supporting new convenience 

floorspace in Notting Hill Gate, the Latimer Road area 
and Fulham Road (East). A new supermarket at the 
edge of the Portobello Road is simply not "needed".  

vision To ensure that future development enhances the 
arts, cultural and bohemian character of the area 

A number of the consultees were of the view that 
Notting Hill Gate should not be included as part of 

Place 8, Notting Hill Gate in the 
Places consultation draft June 2009. 

Taken forward. N/A
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Potential outcomes 1) relocate the entrances to the Underground so A new identity could potentially include an iconic Place 8, Notting Hill Gate in the Taken forward. N/A
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Places consultation draft June 2009.

Newcombe House, or relocate it, with provision of 
a market for arts, crafts and food.
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Taken forward. N/A

Taken forward. N/A
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Place 3 Golborne/Trellick
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this 'Place'
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NKAAP Issues and 
Options Box 3.2 
'Westway Options' 
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Policies

2 Kensal

There is a one-off opportu
regeneration in North Ken
hold the key: they must be
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e development with ap y
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 development are we
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Is this taken forward to Draft 
Plan July 09?

Why has option not been taken 
forward?  (NB only include if rejected at 
this stage.  Reason for taking forward 
will be explained at the end of the 
process)

 Kensal 

bitions to 
rding the use 
 minority 

Taken forward N/A

onmental 
lcomed and 
e promoted 
lish Heritage 
ation of the 
ation. Of the 
 both support 

the general direction for their land parcel, however, the 
National Grid have confirmed that they will continue to 
require large parts of their site for electricity 
infrastructure. The amended “Place” will reflect this.  
Ballymore too have no major concerns over the 
directions of this chapter. The primary area of concern 
for GOL was that the Council seem to have no 
alternative to Crossrail. 

This however, will be included in the Contingencies 
section of the Core Strategy.  

idered 
, 

Vision
Golborne and Trellick will maintain a strong mixed 

53 responses received. Generally happy with the vision, 
although requests that the references to the Canal be 

Taken forward N/A
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Box 13.5a Latimer must be a place that f
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A great deal of comments pertain to the relocating of the 
Sports Centre to Trellick and the potential loss of the 
swimming pool. Residents are unhappy by the 
seemingly ambiguous stance taken by the Council in the 
Core Strategy and are demanding firm answer as to the 
likelihood of the swimming pool being retained in the 
area. There are questions at to whether this is the best 
location for the new school and concerns over security 
implications, one respondent has even requested more 
gated communities to protect themselves from the new 
pupils.

Comments proposing the Employment Zone be 

Taken forward The is reference made to the reprovision 
of sports facilities elsewhere in the 
borough. This was not considered at TPO 
stage despite having first been put forward 
as a option in Interim Issues and Options. 
This direction will not be progressed 
passed this iteration as the sports facilities 
(especially the swimming pool) provide an 
important and indeed, historic community 
function in Latimer
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Place 6 Lots Road/Worlds End
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Draft Plan.

N/A
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Taken forward. Place 16 in 
Draft Plan, July 2009

N/A
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facilities, less street clutterfacilities, less street clutter
be relocated within buildin

inue to be a major office 
come less traffic dominated 
dly, with improved crossing 
 and the tube entrances will  and the tube entrances will 
gs. All development will need 

contribute to the poor q
market’ quality of some
food outlets, which do 
encouraging urban livinencouraging urban living
agree. We disagree wi

uality of the centre, b
 of the operators, su

not cater for the loca
g within the centre, w within the centre, 

th their suggestions r

ut the ‘down 
ch as fast 
l community; 

ith which we with which we
egarding 

to be of the most exceptional design and architectural 
quality, creating a ‘wow’ factor that excites and delights 
residents and visitors. Pedestrian links to Portobello 
Road Market will also be enhanced through good 
design, and clear wayfinding. 

downplaying the role o
potential to relocate the
built environment issue
rather than redevelopm

Portobello/ Notting Hill

f the centre for office
 tube entrances, and
s could be resolved 
ent.

s and the 
 that the 

by ‘uplifting’ 
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Box 13.6 Towards 
Preferred Options

Vision As Special District Centres
Grove will both remain inte
retail areas. By making be
Portobello Road,  Westbo
and Golborne Road the ar
strengthened, while the dif
individual centres will be m

Portobello Road will rema
shopping crown, a place w

 Portobello and Westbourne 
rnationally known vibrant 
tter pedestrian links between 
urne Grove, All Saints Road 
ea as a whole will be 
ferent qualities of the 
aintained.

in a jewel in London’s 
hich has not been over run 

4.4 Portobello/ Notting 
were generally suppor
has for the Portobello/ 
however some concer
antiques trade has in c
the vitality of the centre
Amendments have bee
also some concern tha
rundown the Portobello
Again amendments we

Hill: The majority of c
tive of the vision that 
Notting Hill area. The
n that the vital role th
ontributing to the cha
 had been underplay
n made accordingly.
t the Council was loo
 Market, managing i
re made to make the

onsultees 
the Council 
re was 

at the 
racter and to 
ed. 
 There was 
king to 
ts decline. 
 Council’s 

Taken forward. Chapter 12, of 
Draft Plan, Portobello/Notting 
Hill.

N/A

by identikit multiples. The centre will maintain a rich position clear. The other main issue concerned the 
variety of shops, with a pr
the capital, of independen
different”. Portobello Road
the retail offer, including b
and cutting edge fashionan  cutting edge ashion, 
Its less glamorous role as
shops and services essen
day needs of local people 
also continue to be encou

Running up the length of t

edominance now so rare in 
t retailers offering “something 
’s strengths: the diversity of 
oth a vibrant antiques trade 
will continue to be built upon

relationship that Portob
neighbouring it. Many t
stronger links with Golb
Westbourne Grove to t
strongly supported andwill continue to be built upon. 

 the provider of the range of 
tial to support of the day-to-
is no less important and will 
raged.

rongly supporte  an
increase these further

he Portobello Road, the 

ello has with the cen
hought that it enjoye
orne to the North th

he East.  These links
the Council was enc the ouncil was enc

.  

tres 
d much 
an 
 were 
ouraged toouraged to 

street market will act as both a key driver to achieve 
this vision and an opportunity to strengthen the links 
with the Golborne Road Special Neighbourhood Centre 
to the north.

Portobello Road is however more than a shopping 

Place 1

street it will continue to be an inspiration for designersstreet, it will continue to be an inspiration for designers 
and a seed-bed for new entrepreneurs. 
Westbourne Grove will retain its position as a specialist 
shopping destination providing high end fashion 
retailing.

0 Knightsbridge



Box 3.3 Towards
Preferred Options

d f

 Knightsbridge will continue to enjoy its role as the Royal 
Borough’s international shopping destination and home 

Concerns were expressed that mentioning that the West 
End was the other international centre in the capital 

Taken forward. Chapter 13, of 
Draft Plan, Knightsbridge.

N/A

to some of the most exclu
will also continue its role a
quarter and a service cent
Kensington and Chelsea a

sive shopping in London. It 
s an important residential 
re for residents in both 
nd Westminster.

implied that the intentio
more like the West End
state that the West End
There were concerns t
market and not cater fo
comments related par
space, cafes and resta
changed as requested
to be able to offer cust
they expect from a sho
eat and drink so they c
continue shopping. The
statement that it may b
opportunities to expandopportunities to expan

n was to make Knig
. The text has been 
 has a very different

hat Knightsbridge sh
r mass market touris

ticularly to the provisi
urants. The text has
 because generally it
omers the full range 
pping centre includin
an take a break and 
re was concern abo

e appropriate to look
the boundaries of t the boundaries o  th

htsbridge 
altered to 
 character. 
ould be up 
ts, these 

on of open 
 not been 
 is important 
of services 
g places to 
then 
ut the 
 for 

he centre soe centre so 
this sentence has been removed, although the reference 

Place 1

Box 3.5 Towards 
Preferred Options

1 South Kensington

Prince Albert’s vision was
class institutions connectin
past, present and future. T
our interpretation of cultur
more of our everyday lives
d i ki d h idrinking, and even shoppi
continue to develop acros
activity to remain a local, n

to opportunities to crea
intensification or expan
request for greater clar
actually means. There 
under Renewing the Le
to do whatever they wa
make it clear that this

 of a wide range of world-
g the science and art of the 
his holds true today but now 

e is ever richer, embracing 
 - entertainment, eating and 

S th K i t t

South Kensington Esta
responsibility for prom
public realm improvem
V&A. Imperial College 
centre for excellence in
l t d i W t i tng. South Kensington must 

s this spectrum of cultural 
ational and internationally 

located in Westminster
Queens Lawn as an al
removing cars from Im

te more retail floorsp
sion remains. There
ity about what this ex
was concern that the
gacy gave Harrods c
nted, this has been a

text related to the building

tes wanted RBKC to
oting the area and as
ents like the space o
wanted us to promot
 education but the c
Th bj t d t. They objected to us

ternative event spac
perial College Road 

ace by 
 was a 
pansion 
 statement 
arte blanche 
mended to 

fabric

 take 
ked for more 
pposite the 
e RBKC as a 
ollege is 

f th

Taken forward. Chapter 14 of 
Draft Plan, South Kensington

N/A

e of the 
e and 
– text has 

significant destination. been changed. The asked for recognition of the college’s 
contribution to the vitality and viability of the centre (text 

The key to our modern wo
ensure that this spirit, so p
soon to be completed pub
is developed throughout S
public realm proposals, ge
retailing and cultural exper
developed for residents an
connected to create an ins
thoroughly contemporary r
Victorian vision. 

rld is connectivity, we must 
owerfully expressed in the 
lic realm of Exhibition Road, 
outh Kensington – innovative 
nerous public spaces, unique 
iences. All the facilities 
d visitors alike must be 
piring and memorable and 
e-evocation of the original 

changed) and for supp
cluster of Imperial Coll
decision for Westmins
Kensington is an appro
housing.  

The Brompton Associa
residential character of
preserving this charac
the village retail charac
recognition of the East
was not changed beca
surface may be more a

ort for support for gr
ege, however this wo
ter and a statement t
priate location for st

tion wanted more on
 the area and comm

ter (text changed), re
ter south of Cromwe
 Lawn as a green spa
use high footfall mea
ppropriate). 

owth of the 
uld be a 
hat South 
udent 

 the 
itment to 
cognition of 
ll Rd and 
ce (which 
ns a hard 

Place 12 King's Road/Sloane Square
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'Place' as it is a dis

-

Box 3.6 Towards 
Preferred Options

The King’s Road will not s
‘successful’ high street. It 
iconic and vibrant shoppin
and diverse mix of shops, 
cultural attractions.
It will remain a place wher
independent boutiques an
a place which meets the d
residents; and a place to e
theatre, concert and galler
offer.

imply be like any other 
will remain one of London’s 
g streets, containing a lively 
restaurants, and world-class 

e one can shop in both 
d multiples; a place to enjoy, 
ay-to-day needs of our 
xperience some of the best 
y space that London has to 

4.9 Kings Road/Sloane
disparate in nature.  T
Road was endorsed. It
which retains much of
number of multiple reta
character was seen to 
the juxtaposition betwe
and the quiet garden s
opened up one side of
Council was urged to m
ensure that the comme
residential amenity of t
properties. Three respo

 Square: the comme
he special character o
 was seen as a succ

 its character despite 
ils that it contains.  S
relate to the built form
en the bustling shop
quares and open spa
 the street or the othe

aintain this balance,
rcial uses do not har

he neighbouring resi
nses related to Sloa

nts were 
f the King’s 

essful centre 
the large 
ome of this 
 of the area -

ping street 
ces which 
r. The 
 and to 
m the 
dential  
ne Square in 

Taken forward N/A

Place 1

Box 3.7 Towards 
Preferred Options

3 Kensington High Street

The centre will continue its
Kensington’s High Street s
and visitors. It will continue
food retailing and other co

particular. It was sugge
should explicitly recogn
consultation on the issconsultation on the ss
solution for the “proble
other relatively minor s
a more radical solution

 long tradition as 
erving residents, workers 
 to provide a good range of 

nvenience retailing and 

4.10 Kensington High S
relate to redevelopmen
and reduction of the Ci
objected to the text spe

sted by some that th
ise the results of the

ue and explicitly stateue an  explicitly s at
m” should relate to “p
treet improvements r
.   

treet: Many of the c
t of the Commonwea
rcle line service. Che
cifying a new public

e Council 
 recent 
that thee tha  the 
lanters” and 
ather than to 

omments 
lth Institute 
lsfield 

 institutional 

Taken forward. Chapter 16 of 
draft plan, Kensington High 
Street/

N/A

remain a destination for fashion and certain niche 
markets. Ease of pedestrian movement is central to 
this success. Reuse of the former Commonwealth 

use for the Commonw
wanted to include refer
Commonwealth Instituthis success. Reuse of the former Commonwealth 

Institute for a significant public institution represents an 
Commonwealth Institute
its environment in term

ealth Institute and No
ence to the contribut
te makes to the Highmakes to the High
s of the appearance 

rthacre 
ion that the 
 Street and Street and 
of the listed 

opportunity to increase visitor numbers and develop a 
further niche retail cluster and restaurants at the 
western end of the High Street. The maintenance of a 

building, views, landsc
objected to the protect
frontages. The Kensing

aping and openness.
ion of retail uses in p
ton Society propose

 Barclays 
rimary 
d some 

cinema is essential. minor text changes, mo
made. 

st of these alterations have been 

Place 14 Brompton Cross / Chelsea

This was not offered at 
previous stages of the 
document, however, it 
was considered a 

Vision The Council views Brompt
specialist boutique retail c
appeal. The centre will als
development which reflec

on Cross as a high quality 
entre with international 
o be enhanced by 
ts its high quality character 

18 responses received
vision and supporting t
made the hospitals in t
the hospital be listed in

. General support for
ext. Request that ref
he area within the vis
 the supporting text. 

 the 'Place' 
erence be 
ion and that 

Taken forward N/A

trict and improves pedestrian links to South Kensington 
shopping centre and in-
line with PPS6 all townline with PPS6, all town 
centres should have a 
vision

Underground Station, the 
The Council will encourageThe Council will encourage
vacant retail units to retail 
the area will continue to be

Museums, and Knightsbridge. 
the return of long-term the return of long term 

use. The hospital facilities in 
 supported.

Place 15 Fulham Road (West)



Box 13.4b of the T
although this did not 

dh

This was not offered at 
previous stages of the 
document, however, it 
was considered a 
'Place' as it is a district 
shopping centre and in-
line with PPS6, all town 
centres should have a 
vision

Vision Fulham Road West will re
providing for the daily nee
offering a variety of high q
The proportion of food and
their hours of operation, w
ensure a complimentary e
uses and surrounding resi
of the centre will be enhan
shop fronts. Pedestrian an
south will be improved. Th
hospital's role in contributi

main an essential centre 
ds of local people, while also 
uality specialist shopping. 
 drink uses, together with 
ill be carefully managed to 
nvironment with the retail 
dential area. The appearance 
ced through improvements to 
d cycle links to the north and 
e Council will support the 
ng to the centre's vitality.

17 responses received
vision and supporting t
changes requested. Re
state that the Council s

. General support for
ext with only minor w
quest that wording b
upports the hospital 

 'Place'  
ording 
e included to 
in the vision. 

Taken forward N/A

Site 1
Sites
Kensal Gasworks

Box 13.3b Almost all the respons
Gasworks Strategic Sit

Broadly, there was sup
regenerate Kensal. Ob
of the site for mixed us
requesting a single us
sentiments for the new
consultees consider th
to become more of a d
and British Waterways
cemetery as a destinat
Landowners, Sainsbur
the general direction fo
National Grid have con
require large parts of th
infrastructure. The am

es were related to the
e. 

port the Council’s am
jections remain rega
e development with a

e campus.  The envir
 development are we
at the canal should b
estination.  Both Eng
 support the incorpor
ion for passive recre
y’s and National Grid
r their land parcel, h
firmed that they will cy
eir site for electricity

ended “Place” will ref

 Kensal 

bitions to 
rding the use 
 minority 

onmental 
lcomed and 
e promoted 
lish Heritage 
ation of the 
ation. Of the 
 both support 
owever, the 
ontinue to 

Taken forward N/A

 
lect this.  

Ballymore too have no major concerns over the 
directions of this chapter. The primary area of concern 

Site 3 Wornington Green

for GOL was that the C
alternative to Crossrail

This however, will be in
section of the Core Str

ouncil seem to have
. 

cluded in the Contin
ategy.  

 no 

gencies 

PO, Propos
Alloca

Residential – Redevelopment on this site will comprise 
of a minimum of 538 affordable units and a minimum of 

Taken forward. Chapter 21 of 
the Draft Core Strategy

N/Aed 
tion

General support for this site. The results of SPD 
consultation needs to be included into the final version of 

contain much detailcontain muc  detail 150 private dwellings150 private wellings 
Leisure and Community F
Venture Centre and Ball C

this Site
acilities – Replacement 
ourt – 2,500m2 (GEA) 

this Site. 
Taken forward. Chapter 21 of 
the Draft Core Strategy

N/A

Open Space – Replacement Athlone Gardens – 
approximately 10,000m2 (GEA) 

Taken forward. Chapter 21 of 
the Draft Core Strategy

N/A

Tertiary education facilities  Taken forward. Chapter 21 of 
the Draft Core Strategy

N/A

Site 3 Land adjacent to Trellick Tower
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Box 13.4a of TPO

Site 4

A minimum of 60 resident
including improvements to
facilities and housing. 

Warwick Road

Warwick Road

ial units, to fund regeneration 
 social and community 

Few representations w
allocation.  Representa
Golborne Society who 
allocation excludes re-
although health provis
use.  

There was a general s

ere received on this 
tions were received 
were concerned that
provision of a care ho
ion is catered for as a

upport. The responde

strategic 
from the 
 the 
me, 
 possible 

Taken forward, Chapter 22 of 
Draft Core Strategy.

N/A

nts wanted Option taken forward on Taken Forward
other improvements covered in the section 106: 
pedestrian and cycle improvements, open space and 

chapter 25

Site 5

Box 13.5b of TPO Propos
Alloca

North Ken Sports Centre

1) A minimum of 60 reside

2) N S d S h

ed 
tion

2) New Secondary School

community facilities an
space. The owners of t
information about the s
site was considered assite was considered as
sites that are unlikely to
four northern sites, how
whole through the SPD
open to criticism if we d
collective significance 

ntial units;

l ith t f iliti f ilit

Significant concern wa
existing sports facilities
swimming facilities. Co
the impacts of a new s
existing residential am with sports facilities – facility existing residentia  am

d the inclusion of pol
he site provided upd
ites. The GLA quest
strategic as it compr strategic as it comp
 be redeveloped as
ever, have been pla
, and taken together
id not acknowledge 

to the borough.

s raised regarding an
, especially the loss
ncern was also raise
chool and the new ro
enity The timescalesenity. The timescales

icing floor 
ated 
ioned why the 
ises fiverises five 

 a whole. The 
nned as a 
 we would be 
their 

N/Ay loss of 
 of the 
d regarding 
ad layout to 
for delivery

Taken forward. Chapter 23 in 
Draft Plan, July 2009.

 or delivery 
large enough to accommodate 1,600 pupils in a site 
with an area with no less than 6,000m2;

needed to be more specific, and clarification was 
needed regarding the loss of open space.

Introduced at this stage 6 of Sit
Doc M
09

3) Reprovision of the exis
may or not be linked to the

4) A site layout that adds t
permeability of the street n
Former Commonwealth In

es 
ay 

Exhibition use, with enabli

ting sports facilities which 
 new school and

o the legibility and 
etwork in the area
stitute Site

ng development General support for use of site as an exhibition use. Taken forward. Chapter 24 of 
Draft Plan July 09

N/A

Earls Court



f t d Fu t f

Earl's Court The comments were g
respondents wanted to
section 106: public ope
pedestrian links, acces
improvements and help
One-Way-System. Fur
practicality of unravellin
TfL. Some respondent
allocation of the site to

enerally supportive. M
 see other issues co
n space, improveme
s to the site, transpo
 towards the unrave

ther discussions on t
g this have been req

s were concerned du
 meet the waste appo

ost of the 
vered in 
nt of 
rt 
lling of the 
he 
uested from 
e to the 
rtionment, 

Option taken forward on 
chapter 26

Taken forward

this has now been changed. The GLA wanted further 
consideration of the re
were a large exhibition
and the need to safegu
the place and the strate
respondents comment
reference to the Hammre erence o the Hamm
site. Now that Hammer
published a discussion

sidential-led mixed u
 based use were not 
ard operational railw
gic site. A number o

ed on the need to ma
ersmith and Fulhamersmith an  lham
smith and Fulham h
 draft on their plan, th

se capacity, 
to proceed 
ay for both 
f 
ke greater 
part of the par  o  the 

ave 
is 

information can be included in future editions of our plan. 

Lots Road

The existing planning 
permission was included for 
information purposes in 
Chapter 27 of the draft plan

Taken forward



Where come from (from Places 
and sites or from TPO)

Boxes 4.2 and 4.5-4.7 of TPO

Draft Plan July 09

No. Policies

Development Man
Social and Commun

CK1 The Council will req
within the Borough. 

agement Polices
ity Uses

uire social and community uses to be protected and enh

Summary o

anced Support rem
objection wa

Northacre o
to social an
that the def
uses ( inclu
worship andp p
Council dis

f response If this is taken forward: 
how and where? 

Reasoning   

ains for this. However an 
s raised by Northacre

bject to Core Strategy’s approach 
d community uses and suggests 
inition of social and community 
ding care homes, places of 
 petrol stations) is too broad.  The 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CK1 in 
Keeping Life Local

This policy is taken forward as it is 
considered to be the crux of 
Keeping Life Local in the borough. 
Included within the RJ will be a list 
of uses considered Social and 
Community Uses.

)
putes this and will not change its 

definition, instead a short position paper 
justifying why each use is included will be 

Box 5.4b of TPO

Box 4.3 of TPO

Local Shopping Fac

CK2 The Council will pro
provision of new fac
borough is within 5 
lifetime of this strate

Walkable Neighbou

CK3 The Council will see
facilities and work to
These percentages

a. General Practitio

b. Primary Schools

ilities

tect local shopping facilities and 
ilities particularly in areas of def
minutes (400m or 440 yard) walk
gy 

rhoods and Neighbourhood Faci

k to maintain the current percen
wards increasing these where a

 are: 

ners - 85% of the borough within 

 -  95% of the borough within an 8

individual shops through
iciency to ensure that 77
 of these facilities during

lities

tage of access to neighb
ppropriate opportunities

an 800m/875 yard walk

00m/875 yard walk

produced fo

 the 
% of the 
 the 

Support ex
comments h
should be m
strengthenin

ourhood 
 arise. 

Support ex
measureme
reference to
population b
virtually imp
technology
blazing” aut
neighbourho
practice. Th
advances, w
system.

r the final evidence base.

ists for this policy however 
ave been raised stating that there 
ore reference to maintaining and 
g of facilities

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CK2 in 
Keeping Life Local and in 

Protection of Local shopping 
facilities aids in the fostering of a 
local community. The use of a 
walkable neighbourhood also allow 

Fostering Vitality for a greater monitoring of uses and 
highlight areas for intensification

ists for the topic. However the 
nt The Kensington Society make 
 CK3 being land based instead of 
ased. We agree with this, but it is 
ossible to calculate using current 

. As we are very much a “trail-
hority in terms of using walkable 
od deficiencies, there is no best 

erefore, at least until technology 
e will maintain the current 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CK3 in 
Keeping Life Local

Walkable neighbourhoods are used 
as the best means of measuring 
deficiency in neighbourhood 
facilities. The use of percentages 
maintain and enhance the current 
levels of accessibility and highlight 
areas for improvements.

Social and Community Uses and Arts and Cultural Uses
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Box 5.9 of TPO
.  

Boxes 4.2 and 4.5-4.7 of TPO

Boxes 4 2 and 4 5 4 7 of TPOoxes 4.2 and 4. -4.7 o  TPO

Box 5.7 of TPO

CF10a The Council will:

i)  protect land and/
community use for r

CF10a ii) protect a socialCF10 ii)  protec  a soc al a
would result in a sig

CF10a iii)  protect all arts a

or buildings where the current or
e-use for the same or for a differ

and community use in its existingn  community use n its existing
nificant shortfall in capacity;

nd cultural uses; and

 last use was a social or
ent social or community

use if the loss of the fac use if the loss of the ac

 
 use;

ility

Some objec
policy to res
community
were receiv
word the so
a way as to
community
and commu
the building
approach ta

ility 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CK1 in 
Keeping Life Local

This policy is taken forward as it is 
considered to be the crux of 
Keeping Life Local in the borough. A 
list of social and community uses 
will be Included within the RJ of the 
Proposed Submission. 

The policy has been amended 
following specific legal advice to 
ensure that the wording is amended 
to ensure that the robust approach 
that the Council intends to be taken 
on social and community uses will 
work in practice.

No This policy is not directly taken

tions were raised to the draft 
ist the loss of all social and 

 uses. Conversely other comments 
ed which urged the Council to 
cial and community policy is such 
 protect premises for social and 
 uses even when the original social 
nity use has no longer requires 
. The GLA did not object to the 
ken.

No This policy s no  directly ta en 
forward. CK1 in the Proposed 
Submission draft protects all Social 
and Community uses. This was the 
case with this iteration and CF10a ii) 
effectively repeats this. 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CF7 in 
Fostering Vitality

The Council took this policy forward 
as no objections were raised. A 
reference to enabling development, 
where the proposal will result in an 
overall improvement  to arts and 
cultural uses was added. 

CF10a iv)  require a replacement of similar capacity upon redevelopment of any cinema or Yes, taken forward to the The Council took this policy forward 

Boxes 4.2 and 4.5-4.7 of TPO

Boxes 4.2 and 4.5-4.7 of TPO

theatre.theatre

CF10b The Council will: 
i) permit new, and th
predominantly serv

CF10b ii) permit new socia
change of use of an

e expansion of existing, social a
e, or which provide significant ben

l and community uses except wh
 individual flat or group of flats w

nd community uses tha
efits to, borough reside

ere the proposal is for th
ithin a residential block;

t 
nts;

e 

Draft Submission Core as no objections were raised. A Draft Submission Core
Strategy as Policy CF7 in 
Fostering Vitality

as no objections were raised. A 
reference to enabling development, 
where the proposal will result in an 
overall improvement  to arts and 
cultural uses was added. 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CK1 in 
Keeping Life Local

This policy is taken forward as it is 
considered to be the crux of 
Keeping Life Local in the borough. A 
list of social and community uses 
will be Included within the RJ of the 
Proposed Submission

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CK1 in 
Keeping Life Local

This policy is taken forward as it is 
considered to be the crux of 
Keeping Life Local in the borough. It 
is considered that individual non-
residential uses within residential 
blocks are not seen as acceptable 
as they damage the amenity of 
residents. No comments were 
received to the contrary and 
therefore the policy will be retained



Box 5.7 of TPO

           

Boxes 4.2 and 4.5-4.7 of TPO

Boxes 4.2 and 4.5-4.7 of TPO

Boxes 4.2 and 4.5-4.7 of TPO

Boxes 4.2 and 4.5-4.7 of TPO

CF10b iii) permit enabling d
and community or  a
or, in exceptional ci
community or arts a
and cultural uses el

CF10b iv) require applicatio
toolkit to ascertain t
contributions will be

CF10b v) require the applic
accompanying an a

CF10b vi) provide a new se

evelopment on land where the c
n arts and cultural use in order t

rcumstances, in order to provide 
nd cultural use on site or improv
sewhere within the borough;

ns including enabling developm
he appropriate level of enabling d
 reviewed in the context of this fi

ant to fund the independent asse
pplication;

condary school for the communi

urrent or last use was a
o significantly improve t
an alternative social and
e social and community

ent to submit a financial 
evelopment required. s

nancial appraisal;

ssment of any viability s

ties of North Kensington

 social 
hat use, 
 

 or arts 

appraisal 
106 

tudy 

; and

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CK1 in 
Keeping Life Local and 
Policy CF7 in Fostering 
Vitality

The Council acknowledge that 
social and community uses do not 
produce such high land values as 
others in the borough (primarily 
residential). Therefore, allowing 
enabling development is seen as 
the most appropriate means of 
attaining social and community 
uses.

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy C1

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy C1Strategy as Policy C1
Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy as Policy CK1 in 
Keeping Life Local

A new school is required in North 
Kensington as a deficiency has 
been noted. At present, 50% of 
children attending state schools are 
commuting out of the Borough

CF10b vii) permit new arts and cultural uses, or the expansion of these uses, which are likely 
to generate large numbers of visitors in areas of the borough which have a PTAL 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 

The Council took this policy forward 
as no objections were raised. A 

Box 5.5 and 5.6 of TPOBox 5.5 and 5.6 of TPO

Box 5.4 and 5.5 of TPO

score of 4 or above
transport during the
attract fewer visitors

CF1 CF1 Successful tow

The Council will secThe Council will secu
promoting shops an

CF2 CF2 Retail Develop

The Council will req
reflect the position o

, or will achieve this level through
 lifetime of the plan. Arts and cult
 will be welcomed throughout the

n centres

ure the success and vitality of oure the success and vitality of our
d ensuring the centres contain a

ment within Town Centres

uire the scale and nature of deve
f the centre within the hierarchy

 improvements to public
ural uses which are like
 borough.

r town centres by prote town centres by protec
 diverse and varied mix

lopment within a town c
 and to assist in the 

 
ly to 

cting and There was sting and
 of uses.

There was
centres and
contain a di

entre to There was g
Strategy’s ‘t

Strategy as Policy CF7 in 
Fostering Vitality

reference to enabling development, 
where the proposal will result in an 
overall improvement  to arts and 
cultural uses was added. 

upport for the protection of our Yes, taken forward to the N/Asupport for the protection of our
 ensuring that they continue to 
verse and varied mix of uses

Yes, taken forward to the
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy, CF1.

N/A

eneral support for the Core 
own centre first’ approach to new 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 

No change to policy as the approach 
put forward has general support and 

implementation of the vision for that centre as set out within the Places section. retail floorspace, and to the Council drawing 
up place visions for the a number of the 

Strategy, CF2. is considered to comply with 
Government guidance.

Box 5.5, 5.6

CF3 CF3 New town cent

The Council will:

Direct new large sca

S ’Support new town c
and West), Fulham
sites can be identifie

Support the new re
need; where the de

res uses

le retail development to existing

entre uses in sites adjoining Knig
 Road (East and West), and Sout
d within these centres.   

tail floorspace in other areas whe
velopment would meet the requir

 higher order town centr

htsbridge, King’s Road 
h Kensington where no 

re applicants can demon
ements of the sequentia

Borough's t

es.

(

There was g
Strategy’s ‘t

f(East 
suitable 

strate 
l test 

retail floors
other requir

No represen
the expans
southern hig

own centres.

eneral support for the Core 
own centre first’ approach to new 

CF1 considers the location 
of new shop uses, and 

f

No change to policy as the approach 
put forward has general support and 

pace, the sequential test and the 
ements of PPS6.

tations were received objecting to 
ion of some of the Borough's 

her order centres, though there 

identifies those town 
centres which may be 
suitable for expansion.

is considered to comply with 
Government guidance.

and where it will not have an unacceptable impact on existing centres; or where new 
floorspace would be central to underpinning the Council’s regeneration objectives 

was some concern that expansion should not 
be at the expense of the amenity of adjoining 

and where the vitality of any existing centre will not be harmed. residents.
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Portobello Place, J

Retail "Tactical policies" CF11

Box 5.6 of TPO

Box 5.6 of TPO

CF11 i. protect retail floors

CF11 ii. protect retail floor

pace in primary areas within the

space within secondary areas of

 higher order centres.

 higher order town centr

Whilst there
areas (the p
contain a c
was concer
the position
not allow su
these areas

es Few comm

 was general support that the core 
rimary shopping frontages) should 

oncentration of shop uses there 
n by a number of consultees that 
 taken was too onus, and would 
fficient diversity of uses within 
.

This policy has not been 
taken forward in this form, 
although CF3 sets out the 
approach that the Council 
has decided to take when 
determining applications 
which include the loss of 
shops in the primary 
frontages of the Borough's 
higher order town centres.

A criteria based approach is 
considered appropriate as allows a 
degree of flexibility whilst ensuring 
that the critical mass of shop uses 
within the primary areas is 
maintained.

ents were received.  There was, CF3b considers the A criteria based approach is 
unless the change is to a town centre use as defined in para 3.2.1 and where 2/3 of 
the ground floor units in the relevant street frontage will not remain in an A1(shop)

however, general support for the Council's 
approach to town centres as the areas which

appropriate balance of uses 
in secondary shopping

considered appropriate as allows a 
degree of flexibility whilst ensuringthe ground floor units in the relevan  s ree  rontage will no  remain in an A1( hop) approac  o own centres, as the areas whic  in secondary shopping degree of flexibility whils  ensuring 

Box 4.4 of TPO

Box 4.3 of TPO

use and so long as

CF11 iii. protect all shops
change to a social a
Relevant street fron
vehicular highways

CF11 iv. protect individua

 there are no more than 3 non-A1

 within the neighbourhood centres
nd community use, and where 2
tage is the ground floor frontage 

 remains in an A1 use (shop).

l shops outside designated centre

 uses in a row.

, unless the proposal is
/3 of the relevant street 
between successive inte

s.

contain a c
by a range o

 to 
frontage 
rsecting 

Few comm
although the
for the main
centres wh
(shopping a
Borough's r
There were
protection o
centres.

oncentration of shops, supported 
f other town centre uses.

frontages of the Borough's 
higher order town centres.

that a high proportion of shop uses 
within the secondary areas is 
maintained.

ents were received on this subject, 
re was a general level of support 
tenance of a tier of neighbourhood 

ich support the day-to-day needs 
nd social and community) of the 
esidents.

CF3d considers the 
protection of shop uses 
within neighbourhood 
centres.

This approach allows the Council to 
maintain the main function of the 
neighbourhood centres, as shopping 
centres, but also as centres where 
serve the residents other day-to-day 
needs.

 no objections received to the 
f individual shops outside of town 

CK2 protects individual 
shops outside designated 
centres.

The Council has chosen to protect 
isolated shops outside of centres as 
these shops play a contribution to 
serving the day-to-day shopping 
needs of the borough's residents.

une 09 CF11 v. protect all of the borough’s street markets including those at Portobello Road, Those consultees who commented supported CF4 supports the protection The Council has created a new 

Portobello Place, June 09

Golborne Road and

CF11 vi. protect existing s

 Bute Street.

torage lockups for street traders

the protectio
as these ar
role in contr
Borough's c

Few specifi
stage conc
street mark
were suppo

n of the Borough's street markets, 
e considered to play an important 
ibuting to the character of the 
entres. 

of the Borough's street 
markets.

policy to bring all previous policies 
which related to street markets to a 
single place. This reflects the 
importance that the Council places 
upon its street markets, and upon 
the need to have the necessary 
storage.

c comments were received at this 
erning the provision of storage for 
ets. Those that were received 
rtive of its protection.  

CF4 supports the protection 
of the storage for the 
Borough's street markets.

The Council has created a new 
policy to bring all previous policies 
which related to street markets to a 
single place. This reflects the 
importance that the Council places 
upon its street markets, and upon 
the need to have the necessarythe need to have the necessary 
storage.

CF11



CF11 ii. require new large s
significant retail elem
to provide a range of
Council’s Neighbour
within the same centr

Box 4.3 CF11 i. permit new shop u
deficiency as show

ses (A1) of less than 400msq (g
n on plan x within the Keeping Lif

ross external) in areas o
e Local  section of this d

f retail 
ocument.

Few specifi
neither the G
approach.  

c comments were received, with 
LA nor GOL objecting to this 

CF1c supports new shops 
with a floor areas of less 
than 400 sq m to created 
outside of existing centres 
in areas of retail deficiency.

Whilst the Council supports the 
town centre first approach to retail 
uses, as endorsed by PPS6, it does 
recognise that small shops, outside 
centres, can play a valuable role in 
serving the day-to-day shopping 
needs of local residents.  400 sq m 
(gross) equates to a shop of a size 
which is likely to be a "local format" 
which is likely to be considered a 
small shop with regard the Sunday 
Trading restrictions  (280 sq m net).  
It is not of a size which is likely to 
have a detrimental impact on the 
character of adjoining centres.  

cale retail development or mixed use development with a 
ent a net increase of retail floorspace of greater than 1000 sq m 
 shop unit sizes and  affordable shops to be managed under the 
hood Shopping Policy. Affordable shops can be provided off site 
e where appropriate.

Some consultees suggested that the principal 
of using the s106 system to gain “affordable 
shops” was both unreasonable and 
unworkable.  Furthermore some were 
concerned that the provision of a range of unit 
sizes may also be overly onerous .

Provision of affordable 
shops and of variety of unit 
sizes included in CF2.

The creation of affordable shops is 
one of the few tools in the Council’s 
possession which allows it to take 
an active role in helping maintain the 
diversity of our town centres. It was 
suggested by the Council’s Retail 
Commission, and the Mayor has 
indicated that it will form part of the 
forthcoming London Plan. The 
document has always recognised 
that affordable shops will not be 
appropriate in all cases, but is just 
one of a series of benefits which 
could be sought under the s106 could be sought under the s106 
system for suitable developments. 

CCF11 iii. support new stre
north towards Golbo

f Set markets and the expansion of
rne Road.

 the Portobello Street Market Those cons
the protectio
as these ar
role in contr
Borough's c

The Council does recognise that the 
provision of a range of unit sizes 
may not always be appropriate.   A 
mix of unit sizes will not be sought 
where this is shown to be the case.  
There is, however, no need to dilute 
the policy - as a Council is allowed 
to consider the particular 
circumstances of any particular 
case.

C Cultees who commented supported 
n of the Borough's street markets, 

e considered to play an important 
ibuting to the character of the 
entres. 

CF4 supports the protection 
of the Borough's street 
markets.

The Council has created a new 
policy to bring all previous policies 
which related to street markets to a 
single place. This reflects the 
importance that the Council places 
upon its street markets, and upon 
the need to have the necessary 
storage.
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iv. support the provi

CF12, A3/A4/A5 us

i. permit within exis

CF11 permit outside centr

sion of additional storage for stre

es tactical policy

ting centres where comply with th

es where will not result in the los

et traders.

e criteria set up within F

s of usable retail space 

Those cons
the protectio
and of the n
considered 
contributing
centres. 

V TP3; Whilst there
areas (the p
contain a c
was concer
the position
not allow sufno  allow su
these areas

and Whilst there

ultees who commented supported 
n of the Borough's street markets, 
ecessary storage, as these are 
to play an important role in 
 to the character of the Borough's 

CF4 supports the protection 
of the Borough's street 
markets.

The Council has created a new 
policy to bring all previous policies 
which related to street markets to a 
single place. This reflects the 
importance that the Council places 
upon its street markets, and upon 
the need to have the necessary 
storage.

 was general support that the core 
rimary shopping frontages) should 

oncentration of shop uses there 
n by a number of consultees that 
 taken was too onus, and would 
ficient diversity of uses within

This policy has not been 
taken forward in this form, 
although CF3 sets out the 
approach that the Council 
has decided to take when 
determining applications

A criteria based approach is 
considered appropriate as allows a 
degree of flexibility whilst ensuring 
that the critical mass of shop uses 
within the primary areas is 
maintained The specific policy onffi en  diversity o  uses within 

.
determ ning applications 
which include the loss of 
shops in the primary 
frontages of the Borough's 
higher order town centres.

maintained. The specific policy on 
A3/A4 and A5 uses has been 
omitted as all elements are 
considered to be covered elsewhere 
within the core strategy.

 was general support that the core This policy has not been The policy has been removed as all 
where there is no material reduction in residential character or any material increase areas (the primary shopping frontages) should taken forward in this form, parts are contained in other polices 
in traffic or parking contain a c

was concer
the position
not allow su
these areas

oncentration of shop uses there 
n by a number of consultees that 
 taken was too onus, and would 
fficient diversity of uses within 
.

although CF3 sets out the 
approach that the Council 
has decided to take when 
determining applications 
which include the loss of 
shops in the primary 
frontages of the Borough's 
higher order town centres. 

within the document.

higher order town centres. 
CK2 resists the loss of all 
shops outside centres, 
CT1b resists proposals 
which will result in a 
material increase in traffic 
congestion and CE6c, 
considers proposals which 

Box 5.3 of TPO

CF4 CF4 New Town cen

The Council will sup
to address identified

tres SP

port the creation of new centres
 retail deficiency.

 in the Latimer and Kensal areas Whist there
of new cent

have a noise impact.  

 were no objections to the creation 
res in these locations concerned 

CF1 d supports new centres 
in the Latimer and Kensal 

The Council fully endorses the 
creation of two new town centres 

was raised that the scale of these centres 
must be appropriate for the area.  In particular 

areas. which will address identified retail 
deficiency.  The centre at Latimer is 

there was c
Kensal area
station in th
certain. 

foncern that a new centre in the 
 was dependent on a Crossrail 
e area, a development which is not 

not dependent on redevelopment of 
the entire area as already lies in an 
area of deficiency.  

A new centre at Kensal is not 
dependent on a Crossrail station as 
large scale new development could 
be supported by other 
improvements to public transport.

CF5 Location of Business use SP



B a ch

Box 5.2 of TPO

town centres and other 
 which will be accessible in the 

highly accessible areas
where the proposal is fo
idential block. New large of

Box 5.2 of TPO The Council will con
transport accessibil

solidate large scale business us
ity.  

es in areas of high public Few comm
consolidatio
One consul
the definitio
accessibility
PTAL5 rath
was concer
which suppo

ents were received on the issue of 
n of large scale business uses. 
tee was however concerned about 
n of "high public transport 
", suggesting that this should be 
er than PTAL4.  Furthermore there 
n that the Council has policies 
rt small offices across the 

CF5 takes this approach 
forward, seeking to 
consolidate large and 
medium offices within town 
centres and other areas of 
high transport accessibility.  
CF5 also considers the 
protection/support for new 

Consolidation of high trip generators 
in highly accessible areas is one of 
the central tenets of sustainable 
development, and the Council is 
satisfied that areas with a PTAL 
level of 4 "Good") should be 
considered to be well served by 
public transport.  The Council also 

Borough. small and very small offices. recognises the important role that 
small and very small offices place in 

Box 5.2 of TPO

Box 5.2 of TPO

CF13 CF13a The Council

CF13 CF13b The Council

 will protect all light industrial use

 will permit light industrial uses in

s throughout the boroug

 Employment Zones, 

h. No commen

Only a singl

the Borough, and therefore has 
been more explicit in their support.

ts were received on this subject. CF5f  protects all new light 
industrial uses throughout 
the Borough

The protection of  light industrial 
uses is considered important as 
maintains a use which has athe orough. maint ins a use whi  has a 
particular role in supporting the 
employment needs of a sector of 
Borough residents who have fewer 
employment opportunities.

e comment was received on this CF5f and g protects light A light industrial use, by its very 
predominantly commercial mews and other appropriate areas, and support the 
provision of a mix of unit sizes suitable for the creative and cultural businesses.

subject, and this related to those areas which 
the Council considered to be appropriate, and 

industrial uses and new light 
industrial uses is 

definition, is one considered 
compatible with residential areas. 

CF14 CF14 Office tactical policies

in particular
are not sup
residential a

 concern that light industrial uses 
ported at the expense of 
menity.

employment zones and 
other areas where amenity 
is not harmed.

Impact on amenity of a new light 
industrial uses is a material 
consideration across the Borough. A 
further reference to amenity was 
however consider to be appropriate. 

CF14 i. protect small offices (Floor area of 300 sq m or less (when either stand alone or Objection received to the Council's approach CF5a concerns the Council satisfied that protection of 

Box 5.2 of TPO

part of large busine

CF14 ii. protect medium s
within town centres
which will be access

ss premises)) across the borough

ized offices 300 to 1000sq m. within the Employment Zo
 and other accessible areas (PTAL4 of greater) or those 
ible in the lifetime of the plan.

to protecting
arguing that
objectives, 
housing.

nes, 
areas 

Objection re
to protecting
arguing that
objectives, 

 office stock across the borough, 
 this will harm ability to meet other 
in particular provision of affordable 

protection of small and very 
small offices.

office stock is supported by 
Employment and Premises Study 
and that it will not harm the 
Council's ability to meet its housing 
targets.

ceived to the Council's approach 
 office stock across the borough, 
 this will harm ability to meet other 
in particular provision of affordable 

CF5a considers protection 
of medium sized offices in 
certain areas.

Council satisfied that protection of 
office stock is supported by 
Employment and Premises Study 
and that it will not harm the 

housing. Council's ability to meet its housing 

Box 5.2 of TPO

Box 5.2 of TPO

CF14 iii. protect large offic
accessible areas (P
lifetime of the plan.

CF14 i. permit new offices
of greater), now or i
change of use of an
will not be permitted

es (Greater than 1000 sq. m. in 
TAL4 of greater)) or those areas

 in higher order town centres, in 
n the lifetime of the plan, except 
 individual flat or flats within a res
 within the Employment Zones.

Whilst some
town centre
suggesting 
restrictive a
area, or abi
such as the

 (PTAL4 
r the 

fices 

No objectio
concerned t
the impact u
new busine

targets.
 support or protecting offices in 

s, not shared by all, with some 
that this approach is overly 

f f

.CF5a protects large scale 
offices in higher order town 
centres and other 

Council satisfied that protection of 
office stock is supported by 
Employment and Premises Study 

nd could stifle regeneration of 
lity to achieve other objectives, 
 provision of affordable housing.

accessible areas. and that it will not harm the 
Council's ability to meet its housing 
targets.

ns received, but some were 
hat the Council needs to consider 
pon amenity of the introduction of 

ss uses across the Borough.

CF5 c requires large scale 
offices to be located in 
higher order town centres 
and other accessible areas.

Amenity is a material consideration 
considered elsewhere in the plan.



edium 300 to 1000sq m
ial mews and other appr

elopments

  .  

New policy

Box 5.2 of TPO

Box 5.2 of TPO

CF14 ii. permit small Floo
uses, in employmen
areas.

CF14 iii require a mix of u

r area of 300 sq m or less and m
t zones, predominantly commerc

nit sizes in large scale office dev

. office 
opriate 

No objectio
concerned t
the impact u
new busine

A number o

ns received, but some were 
hat the Council needs to consider 
pon amenity of the introduction of 

ss uses across the Borough.

CF5c permits small and 
medium offices in 
employment zones, 
predominantly commercial 
mews and other appropriate 
areas.

Amenity is a material consideration 
considered elsewhere in the plan.

f consultees state that it was CF5e requires business The core strategy has been 
unreasonab
all large sca
ensure that
flexible  cap
unit sizes.

le to require a mix of unit sizes for 
le offices and that it was better to 

 all office buildings are built to be 
able of accommodating a range of 

floorspace to be flexible, 
capable of accommodating 
a range of unit sizes.

amended accordingly. Given that 
large and medium sized offices are 
only considered appropriate in a 
limited number of areas (principally 
town centres for the former and 
town centres and employment 
zones for the latter) it is, on 
reflection, considered unreasonable 
to require that these units be brokento require that these units be broken 
down further. Provision of flexible 
units is considered more 
appropriate, and the policy has been 
amended accordingly.

Box 5.2 of TPO

CF6 Employment z

The Council will pro
Employment Zones

ones SP

tect the Lots Road, Freston/Latim
 for light industrial uses, for work

er Road and Kensal 
shops, for small and medium 

There was g
to employm

eneral support for our approach 
ent zones, although one consultee 

CF5(I) (j ) (k) (l) and (m) 
sets out the Council's 

The Council's employment land 
study supports the protection of the 

scale offices and ot
not support the crea

her uses which support the function of the zones. The Co
tion of new large scale offices within the Employment Zo

uncil will 
nes.

want it mad
should be re
social and c
consultee s
be amende
etc, rather tetc, rather than

e clear that surplus industrial land 
leased to other uses - in particular 
ommunity uses.   Another 
uggested that the policy needs to 
d to promote light industrial uses, 
han just protecting the existing.

specific policies on 
employment zones.  These 
include the protection and 
promotion of light industrial, 
workshops and small and 
medium offices. 

existing light industrial uses and 
recognises that there is no surplus 
land as present.  This may change 
in the future, and this will be 
material when assessing future 
applications.  The policy has been just protecting the existing medium offices. applications.  The policy has been 
amended to reflect that the Council 

CF7 Creative and Cultural Businesses

will promote and well as resist the 
loss of a number of appropriate 
uses. 

The Council will promote and protect the work-spaces needed to support the creative Few comments were received on the issue of CF6 sets out the Council's The Council took this policy forward 

Box 5.7 of TPO

and cultural industry

CF8 CF8 Arts and cultur

The Council suppor
cultural institutions i
and encourage thos
proposals which en
Square, the Notting

 across the Borough.

e uses

ts the Borough’s role in world cla
n appropriate locations across th
e which already exist. In particula

hance the cultural draw of South 
 Hill Gate and Portobello Road ar

ss culture, will welcome
e borough and protect, 

Cr the Council will suppo
Kensington, King’s Roa
ea and Kensington High

creative and
those were
approach.

 new 
nurture 

General sup
one major c

rt 
d/Sloane 
 Street. 

the council 
of the cultur

 cultural businesses, and that 
 supportive of the Councils 

policy on the promotion of 
premises needed by the 
creative and cultural 
industry.

as no objections raised.

port for this approach although 
ultural institution suggested that 

f

CF7 continues the Council's 
approach to arts and 

The Council took this policy forward 
as no objections were raised. A 

fneed to reflect the changing needs 
al institutions.

cultural uses. reference to enabling development, 
where the proposal will result in an 
overall improvement  to arts and 

To deliver this, the Council will: cultural uses was added. 
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CF10 a) protect all land an
and cultural use unl
the immediate vicin

CF10 b) Permit new arts a
to generate large nu
score of 4 or above
transport during the
are likely to attract f

CF10 c) permit enabling d
use is/was an arts a
uses on site or impr
is successfully dem
from this proposal.  

CF15 Hotels Tactic

d/or buildings where the current
ess that use is re-provided to an 
ity of the site.

nd cultural uses, or the expansio
mber of visitors in areas of the b

, or will achieve this level through
 lifetime of the plan. Smaller sca
ewer visitors will be welcomed th

evelopment on land and/or build
nd cultural use, in order to provid
ove arts and cultural uses elsew
onstrated that there is greater be

al Policies

 or last land use is/was a
equivalent or better stan

n of these uses, which 
orough which have a PT
 improvements to public

le arts and cultural uses
roughout the Borough; 

ings where the current o
e alternative  arts and c

here within the Borough
nefit to the Borough res

n arts 
dard in 

The only co
uses in this
society who
uses should
other acces

are likely 
AL 
 

 which 

The only co
uses in this
society who
uses should
other acces

r last 
ultural 
, where it 
ulting 

The only co
uses in this
society who
uses should
other acces

mment relating to arts and cultural 
 section was from an amenity 
 suggested that arts and cultural 
 be directed to town centres and 
sible areas.

CF7(a) continues the 
Council's approach to arts 
and cultural uses protecting 
land and/or buildings where 
the current or last use was 
in an arts or cultural use.

The Council supports the idea that 
high trip generating uses, including 
arts and cultural uses, should be 
directed to town centres or other 
highly accessible areas.  Smaller 
scale arts and cultural uses will be 
supported throughout the Borough.

mment relating to arts and cultural 
 section was from an amenity 
 suggested that arts and cultural 
 be directed to town centres and 
sible areas.

CF7(b) permits new arts 
and crafts uses, directing 
major trip generators into 
accessible areas.

The Council supports the idea that 
high trip generating uses, including 
arts and cultural uses, should be 
directed to town centres or other 
highly accessible areas.  Smaller 
scale arts and cultural uses will be 
supported throughout the Borough.

mment relating to arts and cultural 
 section was from an amenity 
 suggested that arts and cultural 
 be directed to town centres and 
sible areas.

CF7 (c) considers enabling 
development for arts and 
cultural uses.

The Council supports the idea that 
high trip generating uses, including 
arts and cultural uses, should be 
directed to town centres or other 
highly accessible areas.  Smaller 
scale arts and cultural uses will be 
supported throughout the Borough.

The Council will protect hotels across the borough  except in the Earls Court and The GLA were concerned that the draft policy CF8 considers new hotels Reference to 2012 has been omitted 
Courtfield wards.
 

The Council will per
Kensington High St
assist in maintaining
A1 retail uses in prim

CF17 Large trip generCF17 Large trip gen

The Council will per
centres or other hig
or residence of the 
CF16 Residential 

mit new hotels within Knightsbrid
reet, Kings Road (East) and Nott
 the vitality of the centre and wh
ary areas; and will encourage th

ating uses tactical policyerating uses actica  poli

mit uses which generate a large 
hly accessible areas or in areas w
potential users.

ge, South Kensington, 
ing Hill Gate where they
ere it will not result in the
e upgrading of existing

number of trips within to
ell located in terms of t

on hotels w
protect hote
They also s
blanket prot

 will 
 loss of 

 hotels.

borough, inc
Courtfield w

wn 
he place 

No commen

as inadequate as only sought to 
ls until 2012 (and the Olympics). 
uggested that here should be a 
ection of hotels across the 

and the protection of 
existing.

from the Policy.  A footnote notes 
that the Council will review the policy 
in 2012. The Core Strategy does not 
attempt to prejudge the result of this 

luding in Earl’s Court and 
ards. 

review.

Given the impact that the existing 
concentration of hotels are 
considered to have had upon Earl’s 
Court, officers still consider that it is 
not appropriate to protect hotels in 
this area.  Reference to Courtfield 
has been omitted as the impact of 
hotels upon this ward is less 
substantial. This will not jeopardise 
the Borough’s ability to play a full 
role in providing accommodation for 
the Olympics.     

ts were received on this subject. CT1 (a) considers the 
location of major trip 
generating uses.

Locating major trip generating uses 
is considered to be a central tenet of 
sustainable development.  



The Council will protec
centres, employment z
social and community
benefits, to borough r

The Council will per
i. at ground floor level of
ii. where replacing ex
iii. within the Kensal, Latim
iv. where replacing an ar
provide significant benef
v. where replacing any
medium business us

k

t residential uses everywhere except in higher order town 
ones, commercial mews or where the proposal is for a new 

 use which predominantly serves, or which provides significant 
esidents or an arts and cultural use.

mit new residential units everywhere except:
 all town centres,

isting retail uses across the borough,
er Road and Lots Road Employment Zones,

ts and cultural use or a social and community use which 
its to borough residents; or

 business use within a higher order town centre or a small or 
e across the borough.

This policy elaborates the other policies within 
the fostering vitality section in relation to 
residential uses.   The comments have 
therefore been considered for each aspect 
elsewhere in the document.  In essence 
however, a number of consultees were 
concerned that the removal of the overarching 
presumption in favour of residential uses (in 
mot cases) was harmful as could harm the 
Borough's ability to meet the necessary 
housing targets. 

CH3 considers the 
protection of residential 
uses.

The Council is satisfied that the 
promotion of some uses (in some 
locations) over and above 
residential will not harm the 
Council's ability to meet its housing 
targets.  Promotion of a variety of 
uses is considered to be essential in 
helping achieving the Council's 
central vision as a diverse borough.

CF9 South Kensington Strategic Cultural Area.

Box 5.8 of TPO The Council will pro
Strategic Cultural A

Policy CT1 improv

The Council will req
parking in order to i
undertaken on publ
To deliver this the C
a. require improved
particularly where a
b. require improved
where services are 
connections; c. requ

tect and enhance arts and cultur
rea.

ing alternatives to car use

uire improvements to the alterna
ncrease the proportion of journey
ic transport or by walking or cyclin
ouncil will:
 access to public transport servic
ccess is less good relative to the
 public transport services across
currently less good, and improve
ire high trip generating developm

al uses in the South Ken

tives to car use and rest
s in the Borough that ar
g.

es across the Borough,
 rest of the Borough;
 the Borough, particularl
 north-south bus
ent to be located in are

sington There was s
Cultural Are
cultural inst
should expl
reality of the

rict car 
e 

There was s
that requirin
restricting c
free was too
that PTAL 4

y

as of the 

more appro
good level o
TfL and is c
residential d

upport for the South Kensington 
a, although one of the major 
itutions suggested that the Council 
icitly recognise the commercial 
se institutions.

CF9 sets out the Council's 
approach on the South 
Kensington Strategic 
Cultural Area.

The rj was amended to explicitly 
recognise the need to balance the 
changing commercial reality of the 
institutions which give the area  its 
raison d'etre with the architectural 
and historic interest of the area. The 
policy is un-changed

ome concern from respondents 
g PTAL 4 was too high and that 
ar parking and requiring permit-
 restrictive. One response was 
 was too low and PTAL 5 was 

The policy has been taken 
forward with a number of 
amendments following 
consultation.

The policy reflects national and 
regional policy and is generally 
supported by consultees. It has 
been taken forward with a number 
of amendments and reordered 

priate. PTAL 4 is considered a 
f public transport accessibility by 
onsidered appropriate for higher 
ensities in the London Plan. There 

following consultation to make it 
more comprehensive and clearer.

Borough where public transport accessibility has a PTAL score of 4 or above, or will 
achieve this level as a result of improvements to public transport;

is considered to be sufficient flexibility in the 
wording of the policy regarding parking levels 

d. require that step-
Borough; e. signific
in new residential d
except for essential
development will be
development is for e
i. require that where
schemes it is mana
off-street parking is
of development; kof development; . 
cycling environmen
walking and cycling
One-Way System to
to this objective.

free access be delivered at more
antly reduce the maximum level o
evelopment over the life of the pl
 needs; f. require that all new add
 permit-free; g. require that parki
ssential need only; h. resist new
 new on-street parking is created
ged so that parking demand is c
 minimised; j. require effective Tr
require improvements to the walkrequire improvements to the walk
t and appropriate facilities in new
 an attractive option; l. return the 
 two-way operation, and require

 underground stations in
f off-street car parking 

an, moving towards zero
itional residential

ng in non-residential
 public car parks;
 as a result of regenera

ontrolled and the need fo
avel Plans for all types
ing anding and
 development to make
streets within the Earl’s
 developments to contrib

 the
permitted 
 parking 

tion
r

and permit-
responds to
borough. So
number of e
policy such
parking stan
travel plans
for all, car c
considered 
core strategy

 Court
ute

core strategy
response to
been added
assessing d
controlling i

free is an established policy that 
 the parking pressure in the 
me responses stated that a 
lements were missing from the 

 as detail on coach parking, 
dards, transport assessments, 

, cycle parking standards, access 
lubs. A number of these points are 
to be too detailed for inclusion in a 

or are dealt with elsewhere In or are dealt with elsewhere. In 
 the comments additional text has 
 regarding parking standards, 
emand for transport and 
ts impact and step-free access.

Policy CT2 New and enhanced rail infrastructure



B si

   

OTPO Box 7.4 + Box

The Council will req
infrastructure in the

To deliver this the C

a) require a Crossr
promote the creatio
c) protect the safeg

uire improved access to existing 
 Borough.

ouncil will: 

ail Station in Kensal near Ladbrok
n of a new station on the West Lo
uarded route and associated land

and planned new rail 

e Grove to be establish
ndon Line at North Pole
 for the Chelsea-Hackn

ed; b)   
 Road; 

ey 

There were
in the most
Kensington 
link between
and Earl’s C
than improv
Brompton S
has been am

 only two comments related to CT2 
 recent consultation. The 
Society stated that a station and 
 the West London Line (WLL) 
ourt would be more beneficial 
ed interchange from West 
tation. The wording of the policy 
ended to reflect a general desire 

The policy has been taken 
forward with amendments 
following consultation.

The policy has been amended to 
make it clearer regarding delivery of 
schemes. It reflects the ambition of 
BTC and the core strategy more 
widely as well as being generally 
supported by consultees.

underground line including a station at Sloane Square and near Chelsea Old Town 
Hall on the King’s Road; d) promote a station further west, potentially at Imperial 

to improve interchange from the WLL to the 
underground, acknowledging that the 

Wharf, as part of th
the accessibility of t
capacity of the Wes

e Chelsea-Hackney underground
he West Brompton Station and m
t London Line. 

 line; e) seek improvements to 
easures to increase the 

redevelopm
provide opp
Transport fo

ent of the Earl’s Court site may 
ortunities for this.
r London stated that they do not 

do not object to Borough aspirations for new 
stations but that it should be made clear that 

TPO Box 7.4 + Box 7.5 Policy CR1: Street

The Council will req

 Network

uire a well connected and legible network of streets to be

their Businestheir usine
Mayor's Tra
reference to
North Pole R
made to the

 
New policy 
Transportat

s Plan or the revision of thess Plan or the revi on of the 
nsport Strategy does not include 
 a new station on the WLL near 
oad. No changes have been 

 policy.

(f) added in light of 
ion’s comments to ensure that 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 

maintained and enhanced. In areas of regeneration and large scale redevelopment 
where the pattern needs to be established, they should be inspired by the Borough’s 

existing rights of way were protected as the 
policy did not previously cover this issue

Strategy. 

historic street patter

To deliver this the CTo deliver this the Counc

1.require the creatio

ns.

ouncil will: il will:

n of better links by establishing new links and the removal of 
barriers that disconnect access for pedestrians and cyclists;
  
2.require new stree
routes, designed to 
historic and finely g
redevelopment;
  
3.adopt (99) all new
the existing street n
  
4.resist the gating o
  
5.require new stree

t networks to be established with
optimise connectivity, accessibili
rained block structure of the Boro

 streets constructed in the Borou
etwork and are safe and attractiv

f existing streets and new gated 

ts to be designed to minimise opp

 a clear hierarchy and choice of 
ty and legibility, and to reflect the 
ugh in areas of large scale 

gh to ensure they compliment 
e;

communities;

ortunities for crime.
 7.5 Policy CR2: Street Form
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TPO Box 7.4 + Box 7.6

   

The Council will req
could make signific
form and character
high quality streets.

To deliver this the C

1.require appropriat
street hierarchy;
2.require the ratio o
comfortable form to
3.require building lin
4.require a frequenc
active street frontag
5.require a clear dis
space through the rspace through the r
forecourts and front
6.require existing st

uire that where new streets are p
ant change to the form of the exis
 must draw from the traditional qu

ouncil will: 

e street widths to be established

f building height related to street 
 the spaces enclosed by new bui
es and building scales to be con
y and rhythm of building entranc
es and maximise community saf
tinction to be maintained betwee
etention and provision of characetention an  provision o  charac
 gardens; 
reet trees to be maintained and t

roposed, or where development 
ting streets, the resultant street 
alities and form of our existing 

 with regard to the legibility of the 

width to give a coherent and 
ldings; 
sistent and related to context;
es and windows that support 
ety; 
n public, private and communal 

teristic boundary treatments

There was s
mean by 's
between 'st
a result, ‘Str
‘Three-dim
greater clar
just about th
and structur

er tic boundary reatments, 

o extend the tradition of street 

ome confusion over what was 
treet form' and the difference 
reet form' and 'street network'.   As 
eet Form’ has been renamed 

ensional Street Form’ to ensure 
ity that street form is more than 
e street, but also the buildings 
es that enclose the street.  

Yes, now called 'Three-
Dimensional Street Form', 
still remains Policy CR2

N/A

trees across the Bo

Policy CR3: Street

The Council will req
create ‘places’ that 
and vitality.

To deliver this the C

rough.

 Life

uire opportunities to be taken within the street environment to 
support the full array of outdoor life, adding to their attractiveness 

ouncil will: 

Several com
events also
not just with
name was c
Life’ to ens

ments were received stating that 
 take place in public spaces and 
in the street. Therefore the policy 
hanged to ‘Street and Outdoor 

ure that the policy is all 

Yes.  Policy now renamed 
‘Street and Outdoor Life’. 
Remains Policy CR3.

N/A

1.permit new marke
market are conside
retail strategy and itretail strategy and its
2.permit new isolate
and appearance of

ts on public highways where the benefits associated with the 
red to be overwhelming and where they fit in with our broader 
s strategic objectives for town centres; 

encompass
the issues c
public spac
events was strategic objectives for town centres;

d street trading pitches where they contribute to the character 
 the street, have no adverse impact on residential amenity and do 

events was 

ing.   Clarity was also sought on 
reated by temporary events in 

es. The policy criteria of such 
 modified as a result. modified as a result. 

not impede pedestrian flows; 
3.permit the use of pavements for outdoor dining and pavement cafés within our 
town centres, subje
4.permit the occasi
but only where this 
amenity, and does n
space;
  
5.direct temporary
6.require an Events
of an open space du

ct to maintaining their primary fun
onal use of parks, gardens and o
is well-managed, has no adverse
ot cumulatively impact upon the

private or public events towards ex
 Management Plan and a Manag
ring the year.

ction as public footways
pen spaces for special e
 impact upon local resid
 predominant use as ope

isting or new public spac
ement Strategy for repe

; 
vents, 
ential 
n 

es;
ated use 

Policy CR4: Streetscape
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l

including proposals for subterranean development, and to promote the enhancement 
of garden squares;  

f

h

TPO Box 7.2a + Box 7.2b + Box 
7.3

The Council will req
streets, ensuring the

To deliver this the C

1.require all work to
with the Council’s a
2.require all redund
3.require that where
high quality design a
to the character and
4.permit advertising
materials or method
or streetscene, and
5.resist temporary o
streets and forecourreets an  orecou
6.require new public
and either incorpor
located within the pu
Policy CR5: Parks

The Council will pro
open spaces, and r
possible.

To deliver this the C

uire improvements to the visual a
y are designed and maintained 

ouncil will: 

, or affecting the public highway, 
dopted Streetscape Manual; 
ant or non-essential street furnitu
 there is an exceptional need for
nd construction, and placed with
 function of the street; 
 on buildings only where by reas
 of illumination, it does not harm

 does not adversely affect public
r permanent advertising hoarding
ts or advertisements attached torts, or advertisements attache  t
 art as part of all major developm

ated into the external design of th
blic realm.

, Gardens, Open Spaces and W

tect, enhance and make the mos
equire new high quality outdoor s

ouncil will: 

nd functional quality of
to a very high standard.

to be carried out in acco

re to be removed;
 new street furniture tha
 great care, so as to re

on of size, siting, design
 the appearance of the b
 safety; 

s, or freestanding adve
street furniture;o s ree  urniture; 
ents (100) that is of hig

e new building or carefu

aterways

t of existing parks, gard
paces to be provided w

 our 

rdance 

t it is of 
late well 

, content, 
uilding 

rts on 

Responses
sub policies
historic stre
pavement c
incorporate

h quality 
lly 

ens and 
here 

Comments
Society requ
on open spa
wording in t
section was
reference to

 received requested several new 
, one in relation to retaining 
et furniture and the was regarding 
rossovers. The Council 
d these requests. 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

N/A

 from GLA and the Kensington 
ested that the Borough’s position 
ce and therefore additional 

he 'reasoning and justification' 
 added to ensure clarity.  A 
  Metropolitan Open Land was 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

N/A

a.resist the loss of existing Metropolitan Open Land and other public open space; 
  

requested, which the Council incorporated 
and a number of developers requested that 

b.resist the loss of private communal open space an
visual amenity to the public;visua  amenity to the public; 
  
c.resist development that has an adverse effect upon
on the Borough's Register of Special Historic Interes
(101);
  
d.resist development that has an adverse effect on t

d private open space th

 the Parks and Garden
t in England, or their se

he Borough's garden sq

at gives greater clar
relating to c

s that are 
tting 

uares 

relating to c
ity be given to the reference 
ontributions for open spaceontributions or open space. 

  
e.require all major development outside a 400m radius of the nearest public
space to make provision for new open space which is suitable for a range of
activities and for users of all ages including the provision of external playspa
may be in the form of communal garden space;

f.require all open space that forms part of a proposal to be designed and lan
to a high standard;to a hig  standard; 
  
g.require opportunities to be taken to improve public access to, and along, 
waterways, and promote their use for leisure activities.

Policy CR6: Trees and landscape

 open 
 outdoor 
ce. This 

dscaped 
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TPO Box 8.3 + Box

The Council will require development to provide tree
compliments the existing high quality greenery to del
benefits.

To deliver this the Council will: 

1.require landscape design to be fit for purpose and 
  
2.require landscape design to be of a high quality an
surrounding landscape character;
  
3.resist development which results in the damage or
  
4.require development to have regard to the existing

 planting and landscapin
iver amenity and biodive

function;

d compatible with the 

 loss of trees of amenity

 trees;

g that 
rsity 

 value;

A number o
relation to th
during cons
these reque
changed su

f new policies where requested in 
e protection of trees, particularly 

truction.  The Council incorporated 
st and as a result the CR6 
bstantially as a result. 

Yes. Taken forward to 
Publication Draft document, 
which a number of 
amended and new policies 
compared with the Draft 
Plan version. 

N/A

  
5 require landscaping to be clearly defined as public or private space;.require landscaping to be c early defined as public or private space;
  
6.require landscaping to maximise the benefit to wildlife habitat.

Policy CR7: Servicing

The Council will require servicing facilities to be well-designed, built to accommodate 
the demands of new development and sensitively integrated into the development 

No major changes occurred as a result of 
comments received from the consultation 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 

N/A

and the surrounding
to traffic congestion

To deliver this the C

1.require sufficient o
vehicles likely to be
manoeuvring on themanoeuvring on the
2.require a Servicin
will control the hour

 townscape. In particular servicin
, conflict with pedestrians or be d

ouncil will: 

n-site servicing space to accom
 generated and to ensure that thi
 highway; highway;
g Management Plan for all sites w
s of servicing, include detail on h

g activities should not give rise 
etrimental to residential amenity.

modate the number and type of 
s can take place without 

period. 

ith on-site servicing space that 
ow vehicles will be managed, 

Strategy. 

and include controls on the types and sizes of vehicles to ensure they are appropriate 
to the local area and are environmentally acceptable; 
3.require that where
be demonstrated th
adverse effects on t
amenity or impactin
4.require on-site se
visually unobtrusive
the building and wid

 developments cannot provide o
at the proposal can function satis
raffic congestion, pedestrian safe
g on bus routes. A Servicing Man
rvicing space and entrances to be
 manner, which is sensitive to the
er townscape and streetscape.

n-site servicing space th
factorily without giving r
ty and convenience, re
agement Plan will also
 designed in an attracti
 character and appeara

at it can 
ise to 
sidential 
 be 
ve, 
nce of 

 8.4 Policy CL 1: Context and Character
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TPO Box 8.3

The Council will req
taking all opportunit
the way it functions

To deliver this the C

1.assess developm
contribute to the loc
mass, proportion, p
historic fabric and s
  
2.require the analys
size of the developm
  
3.use density as an
the form of the proposthe orm o  the prop
  
4.assess building he
wider townscape, th
  
5.resist developmen
i.the long-distance v
ii.the views and vist
the Borough;
iii.local views identif

uire development to respect exis
ies available to improve the char
, including being accessible for al

ouncil will:

ent against those aspects of arch
al distinctiveness of its townscap
lot width, building lines, density, r
urrounding amenity;

is of context to be drawn from an
ent;

 indicator of the efficient use of la
al and design;osal an  design;

ights against the context, any im
e proportions of the proposal and

t which interrupts, disrupts or de
iew from King Henry’s Mound to

as into, within and out of Areas o

ied in the Council’s Conservation

ting context and charac
acter and quality of the a
l. 

itecture and urban form
e, such as scale, height
hythm, roofscape, mate

 area that is proportiona

nd and not as a determ

pact on street form, am
 the use of the building

tracts from: 
 St Paul’s;
f Metropolitan Importanc

 Area Proposal Statem

ter, 
rea and 

 which 
, bulk, 
rials, 

te to the 

inant in 

A request fo
accessibly w
The GLA re
made clear
taken on bo
Core Strate

enity and 
;

e within 

ents or 

r stronger references to 
as received by two respondents.  

quested that the density policy be 
er.  Both these requests were 
ard during the redrafting of the 
gy. 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

N/A

other adopted documents;

TPO Box 8.3 + Bo
8.6

x 8.5 + Box 

vi.permit riverside a
character and settin

Policy CL 2: New B

The Council will onlyThe ouncil will on
and urban design q

nd canalside development which
g, including opening up views to 

uildings, Extensions and Mod

permit new buildings and extensy permit new buildings an  exten
uality.

 enhances the waterside
the waterways. 

ifications to existing b

ions of the highest arcsions of the highes  arc

 

uildings

hitectural Responseshitec ural Responses
clarity in re
There were

focused on the need for greater Yes taken forward to the There has been substantial ocuse  on the need or greater 
lation to the Tall Buildings policy.  
 a number of requests better 

es, aken orwar  o the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

There has been sub tantia  
restructuring and rewording of this 
policy in the Publication Draft to 

To deliver this the Council will: integrate the issues relating to safety and 
crime prevention into first policy. Overall there 

ensure that the policy was clearer in 
light of the comments received. 

1.require new archit
i.Functional - fit for p
ii.Robust - well built
use, lifestyle, demo
iii.Attractive - pleas
iv.Locally distinctive
v.Sustainable - in th
b.assess architectu

ecture to be: 
urpose, legible, safe and access

, remain in good condition and ad
graphy and climate 
ing to the mind and eye 
 - responding to its context 
e use of resources, construction
re style on a site-by-site basis in 

ible to all 
aptable to future chang

 and operation 
terms of: 

es of 

were a num
the policy e
into severa
that it was c
related to ne
modification

ber of responses who stated that 
ither needed to be broken down 
l policies or include sub-sections so 
learer to the reader which policies 
w buildings, extensions and 
s. 

i.the context of the s
ii.the building’s prop
iii.whether the townsiii.whether the town
c.resist proposals th
except where the pr
i.is 2-3 times the he
the smaller; and

ite
osed design and use
cape is of uniform or varied chascape is of uniform or varied char
at are more than 1.5 times the h
oposal: 
ight of the predominant context, 

racteracter
eight of the predominan

and not above 45m, wh

t context, 

ichever is 

ii.is articulating a point of townscape legibility in relat
significance in the wider Borough landscape and/or p
iii.is not within any identified linear views; and
iv.is of exceptional design quality.
d.facilitate the redevelopment of 'eyesores'(113)with
Policy CL 3: Small-scale Alterations and Addition

ion to views and vistas of 
roviding a pan-London use; 

 buildings more suited to its 
s



;

TPO Box 8.2

1.permit development in conservation areas which preserves or enhances the historic envir1.permit development in conservation areas which preserves or enhances the 
character and appearance of the conservation area;
  
2.permit developments where the setting of the conservation area has been 
preserved or enhanced;
  

historic envir
detail and c

The Council will per
quality and characte

To deliver this the C

1.permit alterations
or the surrounding a
  
2.resist unsympathe
where the cumulativ
character of the bui
  

mit alterations and additions whe
r of the building and its context. 

ouncil will: 

 only where the character and ap
rea would not be harmed;

tic small scale development whic
e effect of similar proposals wou

lding;

re they do not harm the existing 

pearance of the existing building 

h in itself can cause harm and 
ld be detrimental to the 

A number o
amenity iss
alterations a
additional p
relating to a
that this pol
illustrate the
Environmen
Borough. 

f comments received related to 
ues resulting from small-scale 
nd therefore as a result an 

olicy was included in this chapter 
menity.  It was also considered 
icy should be re-ordered to 
 importance of the Historic 
t and Historic Assets in the 

Taken forward to 
Publication Draft Core 
Strategy, however, the 
policy has now been re-
ordered so that it is now 
Policy CL6.

It was considered that this policy 
should be re-ordered to illustrate the 
importance of the Historic 
Environment and Historic Assets in 
the Borough. 

3.ensure that teleco
alterations are sited
impaired;impaired
  
4.only permit develo
  
5.permit alterations
function of the build

Policy CL 4: Histor

The Council will req
townscapes and to 
conservation areas

To deliver this the C

mmunications equipment and ot
 as discretely as practicable so th

pment that is of a high quality fo

 and additions where they improv
ing and ensure they are sensitive

ic Environment

uire development to preserve his
take opportunities to enhance the
. 

ouncil will:

her minor additions and 
at visual amenity is not 

rm, design and materials;

e the accessibility and safety 
 to the character of the building. 

toric places, spaces and 
 character or appearance of 

Several res
not include 
permission 
houses as t
particularly
general sup

ponses stated that policy should 
the reference to requiring planning 
for the demolition of dwelling 
his was not strictly correct, 

 in Conservation Areas. There was 
port for the policies regarding 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

This policy was considered highly 
important in helping deliver the 
Borough's vision and therefore it's 
location within the chapter was 
moved up to illustrate its status. 

onments, however, additional onments, however, additional 
larity was generally requested. 

3.require full planning applications in conservation areas;
  

TPO Box 8.2

4.permit substantial
i.The building or par
character or appear
ii.a satisfactory sche
5.require planning p
except dwellinghous

6.require a replacem
character and appe

Policy CL 5: Histor

 demolition of buildings in conser
t of the building structure makes
ance of the area; and 
me for redevelopment has been
ermission for the demolition or p
es (114); 

ent replica of a building that ma
f farance of a conservation area if a

ic Assets

vation areas where: 
 no positive contribution

 approved.     
artial demolition of build

kes a positive contributi
fn unforeseen collapse 

 to the 

ings 

on to the 
occurs. 



  

The Council will per
or historic interest o
settings and will con

To deliver this the C

1.require the preser
monuments or othe
form, structure and 
  
2.require proposals
or a site of archaeo
  
3.require the preser
later features of inte
  
4.require the reinst
scheduled monume
  
5.require the remov
or scheduled monu
  
6.resist developmen
archaeological rema
  
7.resist the change 
  
8.strongly encourag

mit proposals that preserve or en
f a listed building or scheduled a
serve and protect sites of archae

ouncil will:

vation of the historic integrity of l
r buildings or places of interest, i
setting;

 to protect the setting of the listed
logical interest;

vation of original internal and ex
rest; 

atement of missing architectural f
nt important to its special charac

al of inappropriate additions or m
ment that detract from its special

t which threatens the conservati
ins;

of use of a listed building that wo

e any works to a listed building to

hance the special arch
ncient monument and th
ology interest and their

isted buildings, schedule
ncluding building facade

 building, scheduled mo

ternal architectural featu

eatures of the listed buil
ter (116);

odifications to the listed
 character;

on, protection or setting 

uld materially harm its c

 be carried out in a corr

itectural 
eir 
 settings. 

d 
s, plan 

nument 

res and 

There was g

ding or 

 building 

of 

haracter;

ect 

eneral support for this policy Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

N/A

Housing Targets HoHousing Targets Hous
The Council will ma
to be provided betw
rolled forward to 20
  
The Council will ma
a target of at least 8
the Borough betwee
revised housing tar
  
The Council will req

using Targetsing Targets
ke provision for a minimum of 3,5
een 2007/8 and 2016/17 (350 un
28, until it is replaced. (136) 

ke provision for the maximum am
00 units (80 units per annum) fro
n 2007/08 and 2016/17, and to b

get (see appendix for further infor

uire affordable housing tenures t

00 net additional housin
its per year).  This targe

ount of affordable hous
m all sources, to be pro
e adjusted in the light o
mation).

o be provided such that 
ented housing and 15% 

There were
g units 

t will be 

ing with 
vided in 
f the 

they 

There were
comments o
Round Tabl
see a new h
units per an
necessary t
housing tar
services an
comments r
social rente
housing bor

 only a limited number of Taken forward to Policy Borough housing targets are set out  only a limited number of
n Policy CH1. The Environment 

e stated that they did not wish to 
ousing target  exceed 350-400 
num. GOL stated that it is 
o outline the implications of higher 
gets in terms of demand for land, 
d infrastructure.  A number of 
eflected concern that the 85% 
d housing / 15% intermediate 
ough wide target was too onerous. 

Taken forward to Policy 
CH1

Borough housing targets are set out 
in the London Plan. This document 
refers to targets based on the 2004 
housing capacity study and has 
been subjected to examination 
through the London Plan EIP.  The 
2009 Strategic Housing Land 
Assessment has resulted in a new 
target. This will be tested at the 
forthcoming London Plan EIP, but 
has been referred to in the Core 

work towards a Bor
Intermediate housin

ough-wide target of 85% social r
g. 

One respon
part (c) sho
removing th
more flexibl
proportions
housing to b
commentato
Plan tenure
social rente
housing).

dent stated that the wording of 
uld be made more flexible  by  
e word 'require' and inserting 
e wording in relation to the 
 of intermediate and social rented 

f

Strategy. 

e sought. A number of 
rs felt that the emerging London 

 split should be adopted (60% 
d housing and 40% intermediate 



Housing Mix & Lifetime/wheelchair homes: Taken forward to Policy This policy encompasses a wide 

B C t k f f

require planning permission f

f t

   

Housing Diversity
The Council will ensure ne
the grain of the mix of hous

w housing development is provided so as to fu
ing across the Borough. 

rther refine There were
lifetime hom
homes. The

 no significant comments on 
es / wheelchair accessible 
 Kensington Society object to the 

CH2 range of issues. For example, there 
is general support for a mix of 
different types of homes throughout 

To deliver this the Council will: recommended housing mixes set out in the the borough, provision of older 

require new housing devel
homes to reflect the varyin
  
require homes to be built to
be ‘wheelchair accessible' 
protect existing housing sc
viable and meet, or are cap
  
encourage development pr
the Borough The Councilthe orough. The ouncil w
homes or extra care housin
  

opments to include a mix of types, tenures  an
g needs in the Borough and current evidence;

 lifetime homes standards and a minimum of
(137); 
hemes and care homes for older people  whe
able of meeting, modern standards of care;

oposals for extra care housing, particularly in 
would not seek affordable housing from proposould no  see  affordable housing rom propo
g schemes (138);

d sizes of 

 10% should 

re they are 

the south of 
als for care

evidence se
on larger m
Housing: O
reference to
an 'identifie
The propos
permission 
involving th
smaller num
generated a
respondentssals or care respondent
taken forwa
whilst other

ction - particularly the emphasis 
arket units. Older People's 
ne respondent  requested a 
 protecting homes where there is 

d need'. Amalgamation of units: 
al to require that planning 
would be required for proposals 
e amalgamation of six units into a 
ber of units or a single home 
 mixed response. Some 
felt this policy should not be

persons homes and accessible 
homes. The affordable housing 
policies have been amended to 
reflect some consultation comments 
and this is one of the reasons why 
the threshold has been increased. 
There is an objective to provide 
affordable housing on-site unless 
exceptional circumstances exist. 
Thre is also an aim to diversify 
tenures in the borough by achievings elt this policy should no  be 

rd (Environment Round Table), 
s felt there was not enough clarity 

tenures in the borough by achieving 
more intermediate housing in the 
north (where it can be provided at 

or proposals which involve the amalgamation of six regarding the current wording. For example, the 'usefully affordable point' and 
units or more into a smaller number of units or a single home; how would an application for 5 units into a more social rented housing in the 
  
protect houses in multiple o
into self-contained studio fl
agreement to ensure the fl
  
require the  provision of 50

ccupation except where a proposal concerns
ats.  Any such proposal will be subject to a Se
ats remain as studios in perpetuity;

% affordable housing (1:1 ratio),  on gross res

 conversion 
ction 106 

idential floor 

single hous
Occupation
comments o
There were
affordable h
various dev

e be treated? Houses in Multiple 
: There were no significant 
n this issue. Affordable Housing: 

 a number of objections to the 
ousing policies, notably from 
elopers. One of the main 

south. The split between social 
rented and intermediate housing 
reflects the latest evidence 
available. There is a criteria based 
policy on gypsies and travellers to 
satisfy govt. policy and the London 

space in excess of 800m² 
  
require provision to be in th
where less than 1,200m² o
    

(139);

e form of a commuted sum in lieu of affordab
f residential floor space is proposed;

le housing 

objections r
with a num
units or hab
instead of fl
objected to objected to

elated to the floorspace trigger, 
ber of respondents stating that 
itable rooms should be used 
oorspace. Several commentators 
the floorspace threshold because 

Plan.

the floorspace threshold because 
require provision of affordable homes on site where more than 1,200m²of residential they felt it was not justified in terms of viability, 



residential properties;
  
require that there is no signif
noise, odours or vibration;
  
require housing schemes inc
communal gardens at ground level, es
balconies may be acceptable f
neighbours’ amenity and the ar

t d d b

Residential Amenity 
The Council will require tha
housing achieves high stan
provision of external space

To deliver this the Council 

require good daylight and s
that conditions enjoyed by
significantly reduced;
  
require visual privacy of res
  

t existing residential amenity is protected and
dards of residential amenity including optimis
. 

will:

unlight conditions for buildings and amenity s
 existing adjoining buildings and amenity spac

idents and the working population;

 that new 
ing the 

paces and 
es are not 

Existing Am
suggested t
extensions
now been m
Legacy' cha
number of r
requiremen
for all new h
practical be
centre sites
opportunitie
respondent
design-led a

enity Space: One respondent 
he policy should also cover 

 and conversions. This policy has 
oved to the 'Renewing the 
pter. New Amenity space: A 
espondents stated that a 
t for amenity space to be provided 
ousing was too onerous and not 
cause some sites, such as town 
, may not provide any 
s for amenity space. One 
 commented on the need for a 
pproach to the provision of 

Taken forward to Policy 
CH3

There is general support for the 
provision of external amenity space, 
as long as the policy is not overly 
prescriptive. Whilst it is recognised 
there may need to be flexibility in 
applying the policy, it was felt 
necessary to include a policy 
requiring amenity space - to act as 
the starting point for negotiations. 
The part of the policy on 
sunlight/daylight/privacy, enclosure 
etc. has been moved into this 
section from another section.

require that there is no harmful increase in the sense of enclosure to nearby amenity space, rather than one based on area 

icant impact on residential amenity due to in

lude outdoor amenity space, with private ga
pecially for family housing. Roof g

or smaller sized accommodation subject t
chitectural quality of the building. 

based stand
respondent

creases in 

rdens or 
ardens or 
o protecting 

responden
had to the s
borough an
if private ou
particular sc
on roof gar
supporting t
others conc
include suff
against roof
create noise

ards for amenity space. This 
also noted that regard should be also note  that regar  should e 
ubstantial areas of parks in the 
d proximity to these when judging 
tdoor space is essential for a 
heme. There were mixed views 

dens with some respondents 
hem without restrictions and 
erned that the policy did not 
icient conditions to prevent/militate 
 terraces and balconies which may 
 or overlooking. There were also 

internal concerns that the reference to smaller 
sized accommodation in relation to roof 
gardens was too limiting.
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Estate Renewal
The Council will require tha
housing will only be permit
benefits outweigh the cons
cause. 

To deliver this the Council 

require that there will be no
  
guarantee all existing tena

t the full redevelopment of estates built for so
ted where there is a compelling case that the l
iderable uncertainty and disruption such proje

will:

 net loss of social rented housing provision;

nts a new home, with those wishing to stay in 

cial rented 
ong term 
cts will 

the area 

There were
this issue. T
policy. Kens
supported t
minor chan
housing nee
time of subm

 a limited number of comments on 
he GLA broadly support the 
ington Housing Trust generally 

his policy and only proposed a few 
ges - for example, stating that  
ds should be assessed at the 
ission of the application. 

Taken forward to Policy 
CH4

The estate renewal policy has 
evolved into a detailed policy which 
takes account of some of the 
consultation comments. It includes 
commitments such as ensuring 
there will be no net loss of social 
rented housing in development 
proposals, integration of affordable 
housing with the rest of the 
development, and also refers to 
cross subsidy.

being able to do so; 
  
ensure that the mix of hous
determined by the housing
project taking place and byprojec  aking place, an  b
  
require that new social ren
the development with the s
  
require the affordable and 

e sizes for the re-provided social rented hous
 needs of the tenants of the estate at the time

the housing needs of the Borough;y the housing needs of the orough

ted, intermediate and market housing is integr
ame external appearance;

market housing to have equivalent amenity in 

ing will be 
 of the 

ated across 

relation to 
factors including views, daylight, noise and proximity to open space, playspace, 
community facilities, and shops;

TPO Box 10.1 "Wha
ambition?", although
has been revised.

t is our 
 the polic

  
require that where estate r
housing or other commerc
financial appraisal;
  
the requirement that 50% o
subject to viability, will not 
to fund the newly provided to fund the newly provided
Policy CV 1.7 Respecting

y 
Our vision to respect envir
adaptation to, climate chan
maintain low and further re
protect and attract biodiver
within the Borough. 

enewal is being funded through the provision o
ial development, schemes must be supported 

f the total amount of housing should be afford
apply to the amount of new market housing th
social rented units;social rented units;
 Environmental Limits

onmental limits is to contribute to the mitigatio
ge; significantly reduce carbon dioxide emissi
duce car use; carefully manage flood risk and
sity; improve air quality; and reduce and contr

f private 
by a 

able, 
at is required 

n of, and 
ons; 
 waste; 
ol noise 

There was g
However, th
strategic su
Sewer Tunn
the flooding

eneral support for this policy. 
e Environment Agency wanted 
pport for the Thames Tideway 
el which was included as part of 
 policy.

Taken forward to Policy CO 
1.7.

Policy to address the concerns of 
the Environment Agency has been 
included in CE2. Following internal 
consultation, the use of fossil fuels 
for heating buildings and the impact 
of these on air quality has been 
clarified and vibration control has 
been included as part of the noise 
policy.

Policy CE1 Climate Change
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  .  

policy has been revised.

TPO Box 10.2, altho
policy has been revi

TPO Box 10.5, altho

ugh the 
sed.

ugh the 

The Council recognises DE
against 1990 levels by 202
contributions towards this t

To deliver this the Council 

a. require an assessment t
secured through energy ef
decentralised, renewable a
Sustainable Homes / BREE
Residential Development: 
 -   Up to 2012: Level Four
 -   2013 to 2015: Level Fiv
 -   2016 onwards: Level Si
Non Residential Developm

Up to 2015: Excellent - Up to 2015: Excellen
 - 2016 onwards: Outstand
Policy CE1a will apply to: 
all new buildings; 
all extensions and convers
the entire dwelling where s
other development identifie
b. require development at K
Centre and Earl's Court to 
plant or similar; 

c. require all CCHP plant o
allows them to be connecte
micro CCHP or similar); 

d. develop mechanisms tod. develop mechanisms to
Policy CE2 Flooding

The Council will require de

FRAs targets to reduce carbon dioxide emiss
0 (160) and will require development to make
arget. 

will:

o demonstrate that a proportion of the energy
ficient design, construction and materials; and
nd low-carbon energy sources as part of the C
AM assessment to achieve the following stan

Code for Sustainable Homes:

e
x  
ent: Relevant BREEAM Assessment:

ing 

ions defined as major development; 
ubterranean extensions are proposed; and 
d in due course. 
ensal, Wornington Green, North Kensington 

provide a Combined Cooling Heat and Power

r similar in the borough to be provided in a ma
d into a district energy network in the future (e

 allow s.106 contributions to be used to furtherallow s 106 contributions to be used to further

velopments to adapt to fluvial flooding and to m

ions by 26% 
 significant 

 supply is 
 
ode for 
dards: 

The Environ
Round Tabl
Council’s po
The GLA al
approach, a
• that the en
the requirem
hierarchy;
• a separate
incorporate
efficiency, in
building des
ventilation, 
cooling;
• a separate
accordance

Sports 
 (CCHP) 

nner that 
xcept for 

 reduce 

accordance
• clarificatio
energy shou
existing and
• that the Co
play a leadi
decentralis
• a policy re
maximise th
dioxide em
energy; and
• considerat
reduce carb

Natural Eng
change poli reduce change polic

itigate the A resident w

ment Agency, K&C Environment 
e and Thames Water support the 
licy approach to climate change. 

so generally welcomed the policy 
lthough requiring:
ergy assessments should address 
ents in the London Plan energy 

 policy requiring development to 
 the highest standards of energy 
cluding consideration of passive 
ign and natural heating and 

reducing the need for comfort 

 energy assessment in 
with London Plan policy;

Yes (CE1), although several 
revisions have been made 
to reflect findings from 
consultation and confirmed 
evidence gathering. 

Many of the comments, especially 
those from the GLA, have resulted 
in considerable changes to climate 
change policy CE1. A new policy 
CE1(c) has been introduced 
requiring the energy, heating and 
cooling to be supplied in accordance 
with the hierarchy of energy 
efficiency, decentralised energy and 
renewable energy. Following internal 
consultation, a new policy has also 
been included to require 
development to achieve Code for 
Sustainable Homes and BREEAM 
credits from reducing pollution and 
emissions and requiring with London Plan policy;

n that proposed decentralised 
ld be able to be connected to 
 planned heat networks;
uncil states its clear intention to 

ng role in developing a 
ed energy masterplan;
quiring development proposals to 
e opportunities to reduce carbon 

issions through on-site renewable 

ion of the existing building stock to 
on dioxide emissions.   

land suggests that the climate 
cy should better address 

emiss ons an  requi ng 
development to contribute to 
producing on-site sustainable food. 
The Council is not taking forward 
requirements for energy statements 
in addition to those required for the 
Code for Sustainable Homes as 
these are required in accordance 
with the London Plan.

y should better address

anted more information in the Yes (CE2), although several The policy was amended to include 
effects of and adapt to surface water and sewer flooding. 

To deliver this the Council will:

a. resist vulnerable development, including self contained basement dwellings, in 
Flood Risk Zone 3 as defined in the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment; 
b. require a site specific Flood Risk Assessment, including an ‘Exception Test’ (164), 
for all development in Flood Risk Zone 2 and 3 as defined in the SFRA, and for all 
sites greater than 1ha; 
c. require development at risk from flooding in Flood Risk Zones 2 & 3 or sites 
greater than 1ha to incorporate suitable flood defence or flood mitigation measures in 
accordance with the recommendations of the site specific Flood Risk Assessment; 

LDF regarding how and when further sewer 
flooding events could be prevented. However, 
the information available has already been 
taken on board on the LDF policies. 
Kensington Society, Thames Water and a 
resident wanted a stronger policy to reduce 
potential sewer and surface water flooding. 
Earl’s Court and Olympia Group proposed 
changes which would result in the weakening 
of the policies in respect to protection against 
flooding. Thames Water wanted a policy to 
support the Thames Tideway Sewer Tunnel 

revisions have been made 
to reflect findings from 
consultation and confirmed 
evidence gathering. 

as a stronger requirement for SUDs 
and the resistance of impermeable 
surfaces in front gardens. The 
proposed changes from the Earl’s 
Court and Olympia Group were not 
accepted. The inclusion of a policy 
regarding the Thames Tideway 
Sewer Tunnel tried to address 
Thames Water comments.

d. require development to incorporate sustainable urban drainage, or other measures 
to reduce both the volume and the speed of water run off to the drainage system that 
improves upon the current situation ensuring that surface water run-off is managed 
as close to its source as possible in line with the hierarchy in the London Plan. Major 
development must make a significant improvement to the current volume and speed 
of water run off to the drainage system; 
e. require, in due course, developments known to be at risk of surface water and or 
sewer flooding to incorporate appropriate adaptation measures; 

which was included.

f require development adjacent to the Thames to be set back from the Thames floodPolicy CE3 Waste



d ch t

.

c. require a site specific Ec
or adjacent to Sites of Natur
d. require major developm
biodiversity and habitat creation, thr
boxes, swift bricks, green / br
h bit t ti h i

     Netw

TPO Box 10.4, although the 
policy has been revised.

Waste: Options taken forw
prepared.                           
1) The Council will meet th
set out in the London Plan 
waste hierarchy, which is to
where
it is produced.
2) To deliver this the Coun
i. meet the waste apportion
which would result in
the loss of current waste m
with neighbouring borough
i. require major developme
facilities and meet any sho
facilities as part of a mixed
ii require that developmentii. require that developmen
network for the transportat
iii. require applicants for m

ard to section 35.4.3. A separate DPD will also
                                                                         
e waste apportionment
and ensure that waste is managed in accorda
 reduce, reuse or recycle waste as close as p

cil will:
ment required by the London Plan by: resistin

anagement capacity in the borough working in
s to meet the apportionment
nt at Kensal and Earl's Court to set up waste d
rt-fall in the apportionment by establishing was
 use development;
proposals make use of the railways and watert proposals make use of the railways an  wat

ion of construction waste and other waste;
ajor development should prepare and implem

 be 
                      

nce with the
ossible to 

g proposals 

 partnership 

isposal 
te treatment 

way

The Environ
the Council
comments.
policy. Port
Council to e
Cremorne W
for water tr
use of Crem
handling pu
not be com
Status. GOL
timetable fo
DPD which 
Earl’s Cour
include text
developmentserway 

ent Site 

developmen
be included
ensure that

ment Agency acknowledged that 
 had included their previous 
 British Waterways supported the 
 of London Authority wanted the 
xpand the policy related to 
harf to maximise its potential use 

ansport. A resident mentioned the 
orne Wharf for passenger 

rposes. However, this use would 
patible with its Safeguarded Wharf 
 wanted reassurance on the 

r the preparation of the Waste 
will be included in the next LDS. 
t and Olympia Group wanted to 
 restricting the waste facilities in 

which was too prescriptive to

Yes (CE3), although several 
revisions have been made 
to reflect findings from 
consultation and confirmed 
evidence gathering. 

The policy was extended to 
maximise Cremorne Wharf’s 
potential use for water transport. 
The GLA comments were taken on 
board and both the policy and 
supporting text were subsequently 
changed to address their concerns. 
Further information will be covered 
in the Waste DPD.

ts whi  was oo prescriptive to 
. Finally, the GLA wanted to 
 the DPD identifies new sites 

Waste Management Plans for demolition and construction waste. suitable for waste management purposes, 

TPO 10.6, although the polic
has been revised.has been revised

Policy CE4 Biodiversity

y The Council will enhance a

To deliver this the Council 

a. protect Sites of Nature C
habitats in accordance with
b. protect Green Corridors
opportunities to extend or l

nd improve the biodiversity value of the Borou

will:

onservation Importance, or provide significan
 the national, regional and local Biodiversity A

 and require that development proposals creat
ink Green Corridors;

along with w
and how mu
those borou
the Council
applications
until the DP

gh. Natural Eng
support the

tly improved 
ction Plans; 
e 

support the
Biodiversity
mention of 
the canals a

hich boroughs will be working with 
ch the pooled apportionment of 
ghs would be. They also wanted 

 to clarify how we would deal with 
 for waste management facilities 
D is formally adopted.

land and the Environment Agency 
 Council’s policy approach to 

Yes (CE4), although several 
revisions have been made 

The policy has been amended to 
refer to the Blue Ribbon Network. Council s policy approach to

. British Waterways required 
the biodiversity resource found in 
nd rivers.

revisions have been made 
to reflect findings from 
consultation and confirmed 
evidence gathering. 

refer to the Blue Ribbon ork. 
Following internal consultation, the 
policy has also been revised to 
provide some control over 
biodiversity in major development 
sites not designated as Sites of 
Nature Conservation Importance 

ological Impact Assessment for all major developments in 
e Conservation Importance or Green Corridors; 

ent proposals to create opportunities for attracting 
ough measures such as green corridors, nest 

own roofs, water course enhancements and planting for 
d t th ti l i l d l l Bi di it A ti

and remove reference to detailed 
measures for attracting biodiversity.

Policy CE5 Air Quality



TPO Box 10.3, although the 
policy has been revised.

New, following comments fro
the GLA

The Council will require tha
worse, including the consid
heating of buildings, and w

To deliver this the Council 
a. resist development prop
were appropriate, require d
air quality; 
b. resist biomass combusti
quality;
c. require, in due course, a
quality through action plann
d. require development pro

Policy CE6 NoisePolicy CE6 Noise

m The Council will carefully c
affect residential amenity. T
developments to mitigate a
existing specific sources of

t development proposals do not make local a
eration of pollution from vehicles, construction
here possible improves local air quality. 

will:
osals which increase the current local air pollu
evelopment proposals to create opportunities

on unless its use will not have a detrimental im

greements through s.106 to fund improvemen
ing and quality monitoring; 
posals to implement the Air Quality Managem

ontrol the impact of noise generating sources
he Council will also require new noise sensiti
nd protect occupiers against existing ambient
 noise. 

ir quality 
 and the 

tion and, 
 to improve 

pact on air 

ts to local air 

ent Plan.

The Metro S
developmen
policy is the
Responden
electronic c
residents pa
vehicles.

 likely to 
ve 
 noise or any 

The Kensin
reference to
equipment. 
policy bann
these are n

hopping Fund stated that all 
t will impact on air quality and this 
refore unreasonable. 
ts also wanted better provision of 
hanging facilities and discounted 
rking permits for low polluting 

Yes (CE5), although several 
revisions have been made 
to reflect findings from 
consultation and confirmed 
evidence gathering. 

This policy has been significantly 
revised to address these comments. 
A new policy has been added to 
require air quality assessments for 
all major development. The existing 
policy has also been revised to refer 
to resist development which will 
have an unacceptable impact on air 
quality, where unacceptable is 
defined in the Air Quality SPD.

gton Society required greater 
 mitigating noise from plant 
One respondent also wanted a 
ing air conditioning and where 
ecessary to require that they are 

Yes (CE6), although several 
revisions have been made 
to reflect findings from 
consultation and confirmed 
evidence gathering. 

These comments have resulted in 
changes to the policy. A new policy 
has been introduced which refers to 
the Council’s current project to 
identify areas of tranquillity in the 

To deliver this the Council will:
a. resist developments which fail to meet national, regional and local noise 

located indoors, with an air vent, or on the 
street facing façade. The GLA required 

Borough. Internal consultation has 
also resulted in this policy seeking to 

From Kensal Place in the Jun
2009 Places document

standards;
b. resist all applications for
unacceptable noise impac
c. require that noise sensit
locations and mitigates aga
materials, such as acoustic
KensalKensal

e There is a one-off opportun
‘Gasworks sites’ hold the k
residential development, th
would be enhanced by the 
of well-connected, high den

 noise generating development that would hav
t on residential amenity;
ive development is located in the most favour
inst existing sources of noise by careful desig
 glass and insulation. 

ity for significant regeneration in North Kensin
ey: they must be used to their best potential. A
ere will be job creation and regeneration bene
creation of a Crossrail station. The Borough h
sity, mixed-use developments. The Council e

e an 

able 
n and 

reference to
the protectio

gton – the 
long with 
fits which 
as a tradition 
xpects this 

Broadly, su
Sainsbury’s
assurances
be delivered
redevelopm

 late night noise management and 
n of areas of tranquillity. 

control vibration, as well as noise. 

pport exists for this chapter.  
, a key landowner, wants 
 that should a Crossrail Station not 
, the area will still undergo 
ent. The Council supports this 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

Kensal is one of the borough's key 
strategic sites and has been 
identified by the GLA as an 
opportunity area meaning the 
allocation of land for 2,500 

successful precedent, along with environmental sustainability (including better use of 
the canal), to underpin any masterplan for the area.

view point and alternatives are contained 
within the “Contingencies and Risks” Chapter.

residential units and a quantum of 
non-residential floorspace. 

British Wate
continue to 
the canal pr
can be incl
requiremen
GOL and th
allocation.

rways and English Heritage 
support the potential bridging of 
ovided that maintenance costs 

uded in the relevant s.106 
ts.
e GLA are now in support of the 

In order for development to knit into 
the surrounding townscape, a 
comprehensive redevelopment is 
required. This is likely to move the 
position of Sainsbury's and will lead 
to a bigger store with improved retail 
ffoffer.

Golborne / Trellick



t

   

d l b t

From Golborne/ Tre
the June 2009 Plac

llick Plac
es docum

e in 
ent

Golborne and Trellick will m
remain the icon of the area
future, serving both local p
Golborne should gain stren
and tenures.  Golborne Ro
Ladbroke Grove. Further n
east-west through the area
Grade II* listed Trellick Tow

aintain its strong mixed community.  Trellick
. The Golborne market and retailers will thrive
eople and other Londoners. The Markets of P
gth from each other. New housing will be a m
ad connects at its southern end to Portobello R
orth, it is cut in two by the Paddington Main lin
. Beyond the railway, the main landmark in the
er.

 Tower will 
 in the 
ortobello and 
ix of sizes 
oad and 

e that runs 
 area is the 

Broad supp
for Golborn
Housing Tr
proposals w
homes targ
measures t
which will b
Waterways
improveme
including ac
canal.  The 
objected to 
Road with L

ort for the vision and the direction 
e/Trellick as a place.  Kensington 
ust, in particular, support the 
hich ensure meeting decent 

ets.  Additional support for 
o restore Trellick Tower and those 
enefit the market.  British 
, among others, seek 
nts to transport and movement, 
cess and enhanced use of the 
Golbourne Forum and others 
proposals to reconnect Portobello 
adbroke Grove, increase the retail 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

There is a strong sense of 
community amongst the retailers in 
Golborne Road, and Golborne 
market and is seen as an integral 
part of the offer of Portobello Road 
market to the south. At Wornington 
Green, Kensington Housing Trust 
are exploring ways to renew the 
estate.  The Edenham site, located 
next to Trellick, provides 
opportunities for regeneration 
including new housing and extra 
care facilities.

provision in the north of Portobello Road and 
questioned the infrastructure requirements for 
the redevelopment These respondents alsothe redevelopmen . These respondents also 

Portobello/Notting Hill

From Portobello /Notting Hill in 
June 2009 Places Document

Chapter 7 As Special District Centres
internationally known vibra
Portobello Road,  Westbou
as a whole will be strength
centres will be maintained.centres will be maintained
Portobello Road will remain
class antiques hunting and

, Portobello and Westbourne Grove will both r
nt retail areas. By making better pedestrian lin
rne Grove, All Saints Road and Golborne Roa

ened, while the qualities of the very different in
 . 
 a jewel in London’s shopping crown, a place

 a place which has not been over run by ident

questioned 
estate rene
experiment
schemes an
to complete
provision of
Gardens.

emain 
ks between 
d the area 
dividual 

No represen
Officers bel
Place.  The
consultees
recognise th

 of world 
ikit multiples.

recognise the
has as a ne
relationship
Westbourne
was sugges
not appropr
Grove in the
Road. 

whether the Wornington Green 
wal was being used as an 
 or testing ground for future 
d whether sufficient finances exist 
 the scheme, including the 
 the Venture Centre and Athlone 

tations were received which 
ieve question the soundness of the 
re was some concern from 

 that the section did not adequately 
e role that the Portobello Road 

Yes, taken forward as 
Chapter 7 in the Proposed 
Submission Core Strategy

Limited changes were made to alley 
the fears of some consultees and to 
further confirm that the Council 
recognises the neighbourhood 
function of the centre. The Council role that the Portobello Road 

ighbourhood centre. The 
 between the Portobello Road and 
 Grove was also questioned. It 
ted by some respondees that it is 
iate to consider Westbourne 
 same section as Portobello 

function of the centre. The Council
recognises that the two centres are 
very different in nature, but that the 
two are linked. The Council is not 
looking to gentrify the Portobello 
Road, as has been suggested, in 
the way that Westbourne Grove has 
been.   No changes were 
necessary.

The centre will maintain the rich variety of shops with a predominance now so rare in 
the capital, of independent retailers offering “something different”. The existing 
antiques arcades are a key
international antiques tradeinternational antiques trad
small shops offering perso

 ingredient of this variety. Portobello Road’s s
and the diversity of the retail offer includinge an  the diversity of the retail offer, inc uding 

nal service and cutting edge fashion, will conti
us role as the provider of the range of shops a
day-to-day needs of its "village minded" local c
e maintained.

e Portobello Road, the street market will act a
 and an opportunity to strengthen the existing
ecial Neighbourhood Centre to the north.
r more than a shopping street, it will continue 

trengths: its 
both vibrantoth vibran  
nue to be 

built upon. Its less glamoro
essential to support of the 
no less important and will b

nd services 
ommunity is 

Running up the length of th s both a key 
driver to achieve this vision
with the Golborne Road Sp
Portobello Road is howeve

 close links 

to be the 
international antiques market and an inspiration for designers and a seed-bed for 
new entrepreneurs. 



w h i

Yes, taken forward as Nottingwood House was not 

Westbourne Grove will reta
specialist shopping destina
Westway

In broad terms, the plans f
end, business and retail in 

in its difference from Portobello Road and its
tion providing high end fashion retailing.

ocuses on consolidating the sports facilities at
the central stretch, and small units for busines

 position as a 

 the western 
s start-ups 

The Westw
support the

ay Development Trust, and others, 
 inclusion of the land along the 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 

These comments have resulted in 
changes to the Place and vision. 

towards the east, which would be of particular benefit for cultural related activities. An 
improved cycle and pedestrian path is also part of the plan, running along the length 

Westway as unidentified place within the Core 
Strategy.  Objections  to ensure the vision and 

Strategy. Particularly issues to do with 
advertisements and air quality have 

of the Westway linking We
flyover was constructed be
Bush. It also reduced traffic
of this urban motorway flyo
Portobello Road the presen
visitors to the area that the
quality impacts, vehicles us
which negatively impacts onhic  negatively mpacts o

The Trust has produced a 
property Plan to 2020’. The
economic circumstances, s
commercial use of some o

stminster with Hammersmith and Fulham. The
tween 1964 and 1970 to relieve congestion at
 on Ladbroke Grove.  The trauma caused by
ver is still evident today, despite the passage 
ce of the Westway flyover provides a false si

 Portobello Road ‘ends’ at this point.  In additio
ing the flyover produce a significant amount o

the residential amenity of the surrounding arn the residential amenity of the surrounding ar

Business Plan for 2008-2013 and a ‘Regener
se documents, revised in the light of the chan
et out the way in which the Trust aspires to m

f its property in order to raise funds to put into

 Westway 
 Shepherd’s 
 the creation 
of time.    At 
gnal to 
n to the air 
f noise, 
eas

direction of
with the Tru
made, and 

eas.  

ation and 
ged 
ake better 
 its 

 development more closely aligns 
st's own strategies have been 
certain changes have been made.

been amended, and strengthened.

community activities.  

From Latimer in Jun
Places Document.

e 2009 

Latimer

Vision:  Latimer will be a place that focuses on the provision of high quality services No represen
officers beli
Place.

A number o
ht l

A consultee

tations were received which 
eve question the soundness of the 

f residents of Nottingwood House 
ifi ti t h th th C il

 suggested that the Council's 

through excellent architecture and urban design. It will provide accessible and 
adaptable spaces that are valued and used the local community. New development, 
including a new neighbourhood shopping centre, will be located around Latimer Road 

Chapter 9 in the Proposed 
Submission Core Strategy

referred to in the Latimer Road 
Place, as there are no plans to 
redevelop it.

Underground Station. There will be clear links to Ladbroke Grove and White City. A 
it l i t ill b t i d i th d it Th ti h b d d tcommunity leisure centre will be retained in the area and a new community 

secondary school will be established. 
sought clarification as to whether the Council 
intended to demolish Nottingwood House.  

The section has been amended to 
reflect what is stated in other parts 
of the plan – that the Council 
intends to retain the swimming pool, 

proposals for the sports facilities in the area 
were not sufficiently clear.

either in situ or elsewhere in the 
vicinity.

Earls Court



From Earls' Court Place in J
2009 Places Document.

f A

From Kensington High Street in 
June 2009 Places Document.

j t

South Kensington

une Vision for Earl's Court
By unravelling the one-way
centre will be able to bloss
which local residents can e
a new good direct connect
mixed uses with a significa
national destination at its h
London-wide. 

The area will continue to of
and will include community
pedestrian improvements t
will transform the environm
and marking the arrival of t

Kensington High Streetg g

The centre needs to redef
distinguishes its offer from
continue its long tradition a
visitors. It will continue to p
convenience retailing and r
Ease of pedestrian movem

 system and reducing the traffic flow, Earl’s C
om, offering an attractive “urban-village” envir
njoy. The function of the town centre will be re

ion to the Exhibition Centre, which should be d
nt convention centre or exhibition use that is a
eart. Earl’s Court will therefore retain its impor

fer a wide range of types of residential accom
 infrastructure to support local life. Streetscap
o Cromwell Road, Warwick Road and Earl's C
ent making it more pleasant for pedestrians a
he A4 in Central London. 

ine its role in the next 20 years to make sure th
 Westfield, Knightsbridge and King's Road. Th
s Kensington’s High Street serving residents,
rovide a good range of food retailing and othe
emain a destination for fashion and certain nic
ent is central to this success. Reuse of the for

ourt town 
onment 
inforced by 
eveloped for 
t least a 
tant function 

modation 
e and 
ourt Road 
nd residents 

Earl’s Cour
proposed a
the proper s
Court site a
pointed out 
demonstrat
developmen
achieved in
relevant des
had taken a
from constr
the potentia
comments r
a greater em
traffic situat
provision oprovision o
comments w
concerned a
Capital and
Capital and
however, fo
proposals fo
joint Supple
produced b
London Bor
Fulham in th
subject of p
comments a
text to reflec
the area and

at it 
e centre will 

 workers and 
r 
he markets. 
mer 

Barclays an
the propose
shops to ba
questioned 
restaurants

t: Concerns were raised that the 
llocation of the site might preclude 
patial planning of the whole Earl’s 
nd the adjoining land. It was 
that the Council had not 
ed that this quantum and mix of 
t can be readily

 a manner consistent with the 
ign policies or that the Council 
ccount of the constraints arising 
uction over operational railway and 
l impact on the railway. Some 
eceived reflected the desire to put 
phasis on the improvement of the 

ion in Earl’s Court and the further 
f open space A number of

The policy number is CP9 Changes were made to reflect the 
concerns. This entails showing a 
more flexible mixed-use allocation 
on the site. 

 open space.   number of 
ere also received from residents 
bout a scheme presented by 

 Counties for the Earl’s Court area. 
 Counties proposals do not, 
rm part of section.  Detailed 
r the area will be included within a 
mentary Planning Document to be 
y the Royal Borough and the 
ough of Hammersmith and 
e future.  This document will be 

ublic consultation. Other 
sked for minor changes to the 
t the vibrant mixed-use nature of 
the important role that design

d the Phillimore Estate objected to 
d policy which resisted the loss of 
nks and estate agents and also 
the suggested policy on cafes and 
 and cafes. 

Yes, taken forward as 
Chapter 11 in the Proposed 
Core Strategy.

Policy CF 11 (within the Fostering 
Vitality section) has subsequently 
been rewritten to allow more 
flexibility with regard town centre 
uses within the town centres.  This 
has been reflected in the text of this 

Commonwealth Institute for a significant public institution represents an opportunity 
to increase visitor numbers and develop a further niche retail cluster and restaurants 
at the western end of the High Street. The maintenance of a cinema is essential.

Chelsfield requested that ‘new public 
institutional use’ of the Commonwealth 
Institute was changed to ‘new use’, and that 
the site be included within the boundary of the 

section.  The request that ‘new 
public institutional use’ of the 
Commonwealth Institute was 
changed to ‘new use’, was rejected.  

town centre. 
The inclusion of the Commonwealth 
Institute site in the Kensington High 
Street town centre boundary was 
also rejected as the site has neveralso re ec ed as the site has never 
been part of a retail centre.  It has 
always been a stand alone use.



2009 Places Document.
Prince Albert’s vision was of a wide range of world-class institutions connecting the 
science and art of the past, present and future. This holds true today but now our 

Imperial College pointed out that they need to 
secure the Falmouth Gate on Imperial College 

Yes, taken forward as 
Chapter 12 in the Proposed 

References to remodelling the 
Falmouth Gate entrance to Imperial 

‘ t ’ d d

From South Kensington in June 

interpretation of culture is ever richer, embracing m
entertainment, eating and drinking, and even shop
continue to develop across this spectrum of cultur
and internationally significant destination.

ore of our everyday lives - 
ping. South Kensington must 
al activity to remain a local, national 

Road between 11.0
references to remo
be removed. They 
that the text implied

0pm and 6.00am, so 
delling this entrance should 
also expressed concern 
 that Imperial College 

Core Strategy. collages was removed as the 
Council recognises the need to 
secure this gate at night.  Thee text 
was amended to ensure that the 

Road would be restricted to cycles and impression was not given that 
A key to our modern world is social connectivity, we must ensure that this spirit, so pedestrians and they require vehicle access . Imperial Collage Road would be   
powerfully expressed in the soon to be completed
developed throughout South Kensington – innova
generous public spaces, unique retailing and cultu
developed for residents and visitors alike must be
and memorable and thoroughly contemporary re-e
vision. 

 public realm of Exhibition Road, is
tive public realm proposals, 
ral experiences. All the facilities 
 connected to create an inspiring 
vocation of the original Victorian 

 
The Natural History
removal of the refe
a public open spac

The Knightsbridge 
area outside the Mu
‘used as an eventused as an even  s

 Museum asked for 
rence to the East Lawn as 
e.

Association objected to the 
seums being described as 

space’

restricted to cycles and pedestrians.

The reference to the East Lawn was 
not removed as the Council is of the 
view that this is a space which use 
needs resolving.  Reference to the 
museum’s forthcoming Grounds 
Strategy has been added and thepace . Strategy has been adde , an  the 
map has been changed to show the 
area currently used for events 
includes the lawns in front of the 
Waterhouse building. 

The Knightsbridge Association 
objected to the area outside the 
Museums being described as ‘used 
as an event space’, however, since 
this is currently the de facto use and 
the changes detailed above had 
been made this change was 

The centre needs to redefine its role in the next 20
distinguishes its offer from Westfield, Knightsbridg
continue its long tradition as Kensington’s High St
visitors. It will continue to provide a good range of

 years to make sure that it 
e and King's Road. The centre wil

reet serving residents, workers and
 food retailing and other 

l 
 

rejected.

convenience retailing and remain a destination for fashion and certain niche markets. 
Ease of pedestrian movement is central to this success. Reuse of the former 

From Brompton Cross/ C
in June 2009 Places Doc

helsea  
ument.

Commonwealth Institute for a significant public ins
to increase visitor numbers and develop a further
at the western end of the High Street. The mainte

Brompton Cross

The Council views Brompton Cross as a high qua
with international appeal. The centre will also be e
reflects its high quality character and improves pe

S CUnderground Station, the Museums, and Knightsb
the return of long-term vacant retail units to retail 
area will continue to be supported.

titution represents an opportunity 
 niche retail cluster and restaurants
nance of a cinema is essential.

lity specialist boutique retail centre
nhanced by development which 
destrian links to South Kensington
ridge. The Council will encourage 

use. The hospital facilities in the 

 

 

 

Few comments we
changes were mad
to reflect NHS com

f fimportance of supp
international and na
local importance.

re made. Minor wording 
e to the vision for the area 
ments regarding the 

Yes, taken forward in 
Chapter 13 of the proposed 
submission core strategy.

A new policy was created to add 
additional weight to the 'Place'. 

orting hospitals of an 
tional rather than simply a 

Knightsbridge



h

      

From Knightsbridge in J
Places Document.

une 2009 Knightsbridge will continue to enjoy its role as the 
international shopping destination and home to so
in London. It will also continue its role as an impor
service centre for residents in both Kensington an

Royal Borough’s national and 
me of the most exclusive shopping
tant residential quarter and a 
d Chelsea and Westminster. 

successful’ high street. It will 
g streets, containing a lively and 
 cultural attractions.

independent boutiques and 
 which meets the day-to-day needs which meets the day to day needs

 of the best theatre, concert and 

 as a District Shopping Centre, with
eeds of the local catchments, with
d premium-quality retailers will 
ington Church Street and 
 major office location. 

 and culture; Notting Hill Gate will 
al offer. 

 
The Knightsbridge 
all references to Kn
to Brompton Road 
impression that the
suitable for comme

The Knightsbridge 
the needs of reside
equal consideration
stakeholders.

Association requested that 
ightsbridge were changed 
so as not to give the 
 whole of the area was 
rcial development.

Association also requested 
nts to be given at least 
 with those of other 

Yes, taken forward as 
Chapter 14 in the Proposed 
Core Strategy.

Reference to Brompton Road rather 
than Knightsbridge was rejected 
because the centre is identified as 
Knightsbridge in the Mayor's London 
Plan retail hierarchy, and it includes 
the top part of Sloane Street and 
side streets like Beauchamp Place. 
The requests from residents to 
remove all references to expanding 
commercial activities in the centre 
beyond the main artery of Brompton 
Road which were similarly rejected. 
This was resisted because 
Knightsbridge is one of only two 
international centres in the Mayor's 
London Plan retail hierarchy soLondon Plan retail hierarc y, so 
while the needs of residents are 
explicitly recognised in the vision for 
Knightsbridge CV14 any further 
emphasis on residents’ interests 
would neglect the reality of the role 
of the centre. 

From Kings Road in Jun
Places Document

e 2009 

King's Road/Sloane Square

The King’s Road will not simply be like any other ‘
remain one of London’s iconic and vibrant shoppin
diverse mix of shops, restaurants, and world-class
It will remain a place where one can shop in both 
multiples; a place to enjoy, to promenade, a placemultiples; a place to enjoy, to promenade, a place  

A number of comm
related to the Coun
affordable shops.  T
answered above.  N

ents were received which 
cil’s proposed policy on 
hese have been 
o changes were made.

Yes, taken forward in 
Chapter 15 of the proposed 
submission core strategy.

The wording within the section has 
been amended to ensure that this 
impression is no longer given that 
the Council has prejudged future 
studies assessing the impact of studies assessing the impact of

of our residents; and a place to experience some
gallery space that London has to offer.

Two other main iss

A Residents Assoc
Council was prejud
studies necessary t
new Crossrail 2 sta
and the surroundin

ues were raised

iation suggested that the 
ging the results of the 
o assess the impact on the 
tions on the Kings Road 
g area.   

Croassrail 2 stations.  

The omission of the renewing the 
legacy section was done in error 
and has been rectified. The section 
was also amended to elaborate 
what characteristics have given the 

The Council has om
Legacy section from
section reflects on 
buildings in the Kin
ensure that new bu
quality.

itted a Renewing the 
 this section.  These 

the quality some of the 
g’s Road and the need to 
ildings are of the highest 

King's Road its special character.

Place 8 in the June Plac
consultation

Place 8 in the June Plac
consultation

es 

es 

CCV16 Notting Hill Gate

Notting Hill Gate will be significantly strengthened
enhanced shops and restaurants that reflect the n
premium-quality brands and outlets. Boutiques an
become a feature of the area, as they are in Kens
Pembridge Road. The centre will continue to be a

Notting Hill has a long-standing reputation for arts
capitalise on this in developing the arts and cultur

 
 

Metro Shopping Fu
vision, although obj
office location and 
the provision of affo
system. MSF also o
NHG comprises of
space. MSF suppo
retail unit sizes, but
on retailer requirem

N/AYes, Place CV16 of 
Proposed Submission, with 
minor amendments.

nd supports the revised 
ects to NHG being a major 
the clause which promotes 
rdable shops via the s106 
bjects to reference that 

 large and small office 
rts the provision of a mix of 
 requires this to be based 
ents and new



From Lots Road in June 2009 
Places Document.

Path, pedestrian links, improvements to the 
d t i d

Place 8 in the June Plac
consultation

es The street will become more pedestrian-friendly, w
fewer barriers, less street clutter, reduced vehicle
relocated within buildings. All development will be
architectural quality, creating a ‘wow factor' that ex
visitors. Pedestrian links to Portobello Road Mark
good design, legibility and clear way finding. 

ith improved crossing facilities, 
 impacts and station entrances 
 of the most exceptional design an
cites and delights residents and 

et will also be enhanced through 

 for the daily needs of local people,
ist shopping. The proportion of food
ion, will be carefully managed to 
il uses and surrounding residentia
ed through improvements to shop

 south will be improved. The 
ng to the centre's vitality.

d 

on retailer requirem
development shoul
the area. MSF also
House being identif
although objects to
entrances through 
raised detailed issu
many bureau de ch
proliferation of sign
vacant units.  A res

ents and new 
d ‘lift the appearance’ of 
 supports Newcombe 
ied as an ‘eyesore’, 
 relocating the tube 
s106. Several respondents 
es, such as there being too 
ange and estate agents, 
age and boarding up of 
pondent also suggested 

that ‘enhanced shopping’ in the vision is 
vague and there is insufficient space available 
to widen pavements and create informal 
crossing points. GOL required greater 
consideration of how the place will be 
delivered through policy.delivered through policy.

From Fulham Road Wes
2009 Places Document.

t in June 

Fulham Road West

Fulham Road West will remain a centre providing
while also offering a variety of high quality special
and drink uses, together with their hours of operat

 
 

No comments whic
soundness of the p
significant changes

h questioned the 
lace were made and 
 were made.

Taken forward to  No: 17 
within 'Places' 

A new policy was created to add 
additional weight to the 'Place'. 

ensure a complimentary environment with the reta
area. The appearance of the centre will be enhanc
fronts. Pedestrian and cycle links to the north and
Council will support the hospital's role in contributi

Lots Road / World's End

l 
 

Vision for Lots Road/World's End
The opening of the new secondary school will bring people into the area. 

The GLA wanted Cremorne Wharf to be 
identified in Key Issues and Potential 

 The policy number is CP17 Minor changes were made to reflect 
the comments.

Improvements to the built and natural environmen
place people choose to visit. Investigating the des
the Lots Road area is an important part of this. Th

t will transform the area into a 
ignation of a conservation area in 
e Lots Road Power Station site 

Opportunities Map 
to protection of its f
redevelopment opp

(18) and a clear reference 
unction in relation to 
ortunities around it. Natural 

development will play a vital role in improving the vitality of the area by providing 
mixed-uses including housing and mooring facilities. Better pedestrian links from Lots 

England wanted the “Respecting 
Environmental Limits” section of all the places 

Road to the World’s End shops will help overcome
townscape of Lots Road and reintegrate World’s E
will be supported by completing the Thames Path

 the isolation with the wider 
nd. Connectivity with the riverside

. 
 

to include further re
increasing biodiver
to climate change. 
information about t
stock, the importan
Design Centre, the

ference to protecting and 
sity and the need to adapt 
Some residents provided 
he late Victorian housing 
ce to the area of the 
 Heatherley Art School and 

the Cremorne Gardens. Some did not agree 
with the “industrial” feeling of the area, and 
wanted further references to the Thames 

Strategic Sites 
Kensal Gasworks

built and natural envirbuilt an  natural en
community facilities
wanted a reference
the use of Cremorn
handling. A residen
the employment zo
Road Power Statio
quality of the desig
creation of new ope
unravelling of the o

onment social andvironmen , soc al an  
 and flood risk. They 
 to be added supporting 
e Wharf for passenger 
t queried what was left of 
ne, the approval of the Lots 
n planning application, the 
n of the new school, the 
n space and the 

ne-way system. Some 



Site 1 in June 2009 Strategic 
Sites document

Opportunity Area in the revised London Plan. Strategy identified by the GLA as an behind the allocation. However, concerns are 

t i d

It is clear that if constraints can be overcome, the site has considerable potential. 
This is reflected in the commitment from the GLA to designate Kensal as an 

Yes, Chapter 20 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 

Kensal is one of the borough's key 
strategic sites and has been 

General Support for this allocation was noted. 
Most significantly, GLA and GoL are fully 

Site 1 in June 2009 Stra
Sites document

tegic 

The site is therefore allocated for upwards of 2,50
12,000m2 of non-residential floorspace including 
provide for local needs. The sites have the potent
development which meet a high standard of envir

A renewed Sainsbury’s supermarket which provid
Ladbroke Grove would form the basis of a new to
offer to support a larger residential population.

0 new dwellings and an excess of 
social and community facilities to 
ial to deliver a high-density 
onmental sustainability.

es a better relationship with 
wn centre and enhanced shopping 

still raised by Sains
who want greater c
regeneration of the
Crossrail station co
Waterways require
role and preservatio

opportunity area meaning the 
allocation of land for 2,500 
residential units and a quantum of 
non-residential floorspace. 

Yes, Chapter 20 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

In order for development to knit into 
the surrounding townscape, a 
comprehensive redevelopment is 

bury's, a key landowner, 
ommitment to the 
 area irrespective of a 
ming forward. British 
d further references to the 
n of the canal.

Site 1 in June 2009 Stra
Sites document

tegic Whilst a Crossrail station in Kensal is not included
tracks have been 'plain lined' to allow for station to
work is currently being undertaken but there would

 in the Crossrail Act, the railway 
 be built in this location. Further 
 seem to be no technical reasons 

required. This is likely to move the 
position of Sainsbury's and will lead 
to a bigger store with improved retailto a bigger s ore with mprove  retail 
offer.

Yes, Chapter 20 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

To stimulate wide-scale 
regeneration throughout north-west 
London, a Crossrail station in 

Site 1 in June 2009 Strategic 

why this cannot be achieved. It is most likely to pr
currently planned for Paddington New Yard. This 
allowing its simultaneous use as a station. Additio
to the developers of the site. Additional improvem
required.
Development is also likely to require substantially

ovide the 'turn back' facility which i
would be moved to Kensal and 
nal costs incurred in this would fall
ents to bus services will also be 

 improved infrastructure including a

s 

 

 

Kensal is required. This would 
benefit both future

Yes, Chapter 20 of the In order to fully integrate the 
Sites document new road and other public transport links. The Lon

Fulham would be a partner in improving access to
don Borough of Hammersmith an
 the west.

d Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

development and provide an street 
network and infrastructure to sustain 
a new community of in excess of 
2,000 new residents, improvement 
to access will be necessaryto access will be necessary

Site 1 in June 2009 Stra
Sites document

tegic Improved connections over both the railway lines 
realm around the canalside will be developed to c
context, aid permeability, create a legible street ne
site's assets. A responsive public realm around th

and the canal and a usable public 
onnect the site into its surrounding
twork and make best use of the 

e canal-side will be developed.

 
Yes, Chapter 20 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

Knitting the Gasworks site with the 
surrounding townscape by using 
legible and well designed street 
networks and connections is 
essential to the success of the 
Gasworks site and the manner by 
which it fits with the surrounding 
townscape in the wider Kensal area.

Site 1 in June 2009 Stra
Sites document

tegic The facilities currently provided by Canalside Hou
should also be reproved elsewhere on the site in i
Relocation of these facilities together with the dem
required so as to achieve a comprehensive redev

se and the Boathouse Centre 
mproved accommodation. 
olition of the Water Tower will be 

elopment.

Yes, Chapter 20 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

The Council is committed to 
protecting social and community 
uses such as those provided by the 
Boathouse Centre and Canalside 
House. However in order to 
comprehensively redevelop the 
Gasholders site, the facilities may 
need to be reproved elsewhere on 
site.
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Site 3 of the Strategic Sites

Site 3 of the Strategic Sites

Site 3 of the Strategic SitesSite 3 of the Strategic Sites ,  

Site 3 of the Strategic Sites

New, although mentioned in REL 
in the TPO
New

 

Site 1 in June 2009 Stra
Sites document

Site 1 in June 2009 Stra
Sites document

Site 1 in June 2009 Stra
Sites documentSites documen

tegic 

tegic 

tegic 

On-site waste management facilities should be pr
development's waste arisings; which should includ
site is not expected to include waste facilities whic
waste needs. Development must also achieve a h
terms of construction, building materials, waste m
usage/retention and low levels of car use.

The Memorial site of the victims of the Paddington
the strategic site. This is to ensure that the redeve
visitors to the memorial in the future.

Provision must be made for Combined Cooling, H
similar to serve the new development with the potentialilar o serve the new developmen , with the po
network in future.

ovided to deal with the 
e a recycling sorting facility. The 
h deal with the Borough's wider 
igh environmental standard in 
anagement and energy 

 rail disaster has been included in
lopment will not disadvantage 

eating and Power (CCHP) plant or
to form part of a widertential o orm par  o  a wider 

 

 

Yes, Chapter 20 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

On-site waste treatment facilities will 
be required as part of the 
development to handle waste 
arising from the new uses of the site 
(this could include recycling facilities 
and anaerobic digestion). This 
facilities will help towards the 
Borough's waste apportionment 
figure set out in the London Plan.

Yes, Chapter 20 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

The safeguarding of the memorial 
site ensures that development 
responds to this location in order to 
maintain access for people visiting 
the memorial

Yes, Chapter 20 of the 
Proposed Submission Core

The development has the potential 
to become an exemplar ofProposed Submiss on Core 

Strategy
to become an exemplar o  
sustainable urban development and 
is encouraged in the Pre-feasibility 

Wornington Green

Residential – Redevelopment on this site will com
affordable units and a minimum of 150 private dw
Leisure and Community Facilities – Replacement 
Adventure Playground and Ball Court – 2,500m2 (

Open Space – Replacement Athlone Gardens – a

Potential 
Allocation

Open Space  Replacement Athlone Gardens  appr
(108,000 sq ft) 
Tertiary education facilities 

Provision of CCHP or similar, which serves the es
adapted to serve a wider area 
Replacement of storage used by market traders in

prise of a minimum of 538 
ellings 
of the Venture Centre, including th
GEA) (27,000 sq ft)

pproximately 10,000m2 (GEA) oximately 10 000m2 (GEA)

tate and which can, in future, be 

 Munroe Mews

e 

Kensington Housin
boundary, stating th
outside of their res
supporting referenc
from the Homes an
KHT required amenKHT required amendm
from market housin
proportion of the af
requiring the deletio
of market dwellings
redevelopment prio
continue working w
preparation of a ph
stated that they wo
cooling element of
Heat and Power ne
Forum and others o
reconnect Portobel
Grove, increase the
north of Portobello 
infrastructure requi
redevelopment. Th
questioned whethe

Study which states that 
development should balance social 
benefit and economic value without 
environmental harm to achieve that 
bring benefit to all.

Chapter 21 in the Proposed 
Submission

N/A

Chapter 21 in the Proposed 
Submission

N/A

Chapter 21 in the Proposed N/A

g Trust questioned the 
at some of the area falls 

ponsibility. Although 
e to the bid for funding 
d Communities Agency, 
dments to reflect funding Chapter 21 in the Proposed 

Submission
N/A

Not taken forward This part of the site is unlikely to 
come forward for development and 
therefore the use is unlikely to 
change.

Chapter 21 in the Proposed 
Submission

N/A

Chapter 21 in the Proposed 
Submission

N/A

ents to reflect funding
g will help fund a 
fordable housing and 
n of the minimum number 
. KHT also supported the 
rities and committed to 
ith RBKC in the 
asing plan. However, KHT 
uldn’t be providing the 
 the Combined Cooling, 
twork. The Golbourne 
bjected to proposals to 

lo Road with Ladbroke 
 retail provision in the 

Road and questioned the 
rements for the 
ese respondents also 
r the Wornington Green 

Land adjacent to Trellick Tower

estate renewal was
experiment or testin
schemes and whet
to complete the sc
provision of the Ven
Gardens. 

 being used as an 
g ground for future 

her sufficient finances exist 
heme, including the 

ture Centre and Athlone 



Strategic Sites June 2009 
Consultation.

Site 5 of the Strategic Sites

f d t l

Site 5 of the Strategic Sites

Site 5 of the Strategic Sites

l d

.
Site 5 of the Strategic Sites

Site 5 of the Strategic Sites

Proposed 
Allocation 

In the Core Strategy 14 places have been identifie
attention will be paid. One of these is for Golborne
within this study area.  Site of former Care Home 
and multi use gaming area.
Proposed Allocation: A minimum of 60 residential
including improvements to social and community f
that there is capacity for further dwellings subject 

d in the Borough to which particula
 and Trellick and the site falls 

(Class C2), garages/ parking area 

 units, to fund regeneration 
acilities and housing.  It is likely 
to detailed design considerations

r The Golbourne For
proposals to reconn
Ladbroke Grove, in
in the north of Port
questioned the infr
the redevelopment.
questioned the lack

um and others objected to 
ect Portobello Road with 

crease the retail provision 
obello Road and 
astructure requirements for 
 These respondents also 
 of a replacement care 

Yes, taken forward to the 
Draft Submission Core 
Strategy. 

The importance of the site, and of 
the restoration of the Trellick Tower 
is recognised in its allocation.  The 
comments received have resulted in 
a number of small changes to the 
allocation.

Leisure facilities could be accommodated
New studio workspace units (Class B1) in small formats up to 100m2 would be 

provision, and its explicit reference within the 
strategic site.

beneficial

North Kensington Sports Centre

A new secondary school with an area no less than
school will include its own sports facilities, includin
green turf planting and landscaping to contribute

Proposed 
Allocation 
for green tur , planting an  landscaping to contribute 

surrounding properties. 
for 

 6,000m2 (65,000 sq ft). The 
g external sports pitches with 
to the visual amenity of theo the visua  amenity of the 

The provision of a n
this location was ge
although several resalthough severa  re
requirements for th
the same facilities a

Yes, Chapter 23 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy although the

N/Aew secondary school in 
nerally well supported, 
pondents reiterated Strategy, although the 

Council has got approval 
from the government for a 

spondents reiterate  
e sports centre to provide 
s existing, including the 

The existing public sports centre will be refurbishe
sports centre will offer equivalent sports facilities t
swimming pool and facilities based on demand, b
future. The public and school sports facilities coul
making the school facilities more easily accessible
and aiding in the management of both facilities. 
The inclusion of external recreation facilities simila
area. 

A site layout that significantly improves the legibili
network in the area. 

d or replaced. If replaced, the new
o the existing centre, including a 
uilt in a way that is flexible for the 
d be located next to one another, 
 by the community out of hours, 

r to the existing ball court and play

ty and permeability of the street 

 

 

provision of existing
Several responden
comments, includin
funding and phasin
measures to impro
area, such as CCT

Academy

Yes, Chapter 23 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

N/A

Yes, Chapter 23 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy, although this will 
be provided as part of the 
school.

N/A

 swimming facilities. 
ts raised detailed 
g clarification on the 
g arrangements and 
ve the wider amenity of the 
V. 

school
Yes, Chapter 23 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

N/A

An element of residential development depending on the layout of the site. This 
development would be regarded as enabling the provision of the school. 

No It is very unlikely that additional 
residential will be accommodated on 

NEW

NEW

Given the size of the site, there will be limited inci

Incorporation of CCHP or similar that can form the
should wider housing estate renewal take place in

dental open space. 

 starting point for a district network
 the area. 

 

the site given its size, although there 
is provision for some residential as 
part of the funding

Yes, Chapter 23 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy, although some 
open space will be provided 
as part of the school

N/A

Yes, Chapter 23 of the 
S C

N/A
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy

The former Commonwealth Institute 



h i t d

 

Site 6 of the Strategic Sites Re-use of the Commonwealth Institute as a high t
preferably an 'exhibition' use. If this favoured use 
appropriate alternative would be an assembly and
9,300 m2 (net) (100,100 sq ft) of exhibition or ass
likely to be appropriate in the 'tent' building. 
The main requirement for any development on the
preserve the tent building now and in the future.  
A limited amount of residential or commercial dev
enable the re use of the 'tent' building for a public
The design of any development must consider co

rip-generating arts and culture use
does not prove possible an 
 leisure or theatre use. 
embly and leisure floorspace is 

 site is to find a suitable use and 

elopment may be necessary to 
 institutional use. 
mmunity safety. 

, Few representation
site. The main repr
from the Chelsfield
They were concern
overly inflexible, an
the imperative shou
building is occupied
empty as the Coun
cultural use.   Furth
that, as a point of la
the site was sui gen
now expired.   This
flexibility for approp

s were received on this 
esentations were received 
 and the Ilchester Estate.  
ed that the allocation was 
d that, as a listed building, 
ld be to ensure that the 
 –rather than it standing 

cil holds out for an arts and 
ermore they suggested 
w, the authorised use of 
eris –and that this use has 

 should give even greater 
riate reuse of the site.  

Yes, Chapter 24 of the 
Proposed Submission Core 
Strategy.

The Council feels that it is essential 
that the building is used for an 
appropriate arts and cultural uses.  
Recognition that some enabling 
development may be necessary is 
considered to offer the sufficiently 
flexibility, which also ensures that 
the allocation supports the SPD.

The Council has amended the 
allocation accordingly, as agree that 
it is appropriate that the SPD and 
allocation say the same thing.

The consultee was
appropriate uses sappropriate uses s
recently adopted S
should explicitly rec
office use may be a
commercial use is 
use if the tent build

 also concerned that the 
hould mirror those in the

This reference to the order of 
development has been removed asould mirror those n the 

PD – and that the Council 
ognise that a hotel or 
n appropriate uses if a 

necessary to enable the re-
ing for a public institutional 

developmen  has been remove  as 
is unnecessary. The allocation itself 
notes that a limited amount of 
enabling development may be 
necessary  to enable the re-use of 
the tent building.  The detailed 

use.  

The consultee is co
has been overly res
milestone section in

mechanics of this do not need be 
included within the allocation.

ncerned that the Council 
trictive in the delivery 
 stating that the enabling 

residential/commercial development must residential/commercial development must
follow the refurbishment of the tent building.  

Warwick Road

From Sites Warwick Road: Proposed Allocation:
Charles House: application submitted but yet to be
a good guide to an acceptable indicative developm
capacity of up to 500 residential units.
TA Centre: as permitted shown above.
Empress Telephone Exchange: as permitted show
Homebase: 400 residential units and up to 400sqm

 determined. However, it provides
ent for this site with an estimated 

n above.
 of commercial floor space to 

 
K&C Chamber of C
wanted inclusion of
community facilities
Some of these fac
Northacre Plc want
apartments and res
C2) to be included 

ommerce and a resident 
 further health and 
 as s.106 requirements. 

ilities were included. 
ed small hotel serviced 
idential institutions (Class 
in the proposed allocation. 

Yes, in policy CA6 Minor changes included.

support residential use.pp
100 West Cromwell Road: 330 residential units (a
3,000sqm of social and community uses (Class D
space.
Site Potential: as for proposed allocations.

pproximately 24,000sqm) with 
1) and provision of open amenity 

Brookfield Developp g
on the allocation of
for a marginal incre
dwellings and addit
social and commun
open amenity spac

ment also wanted changes 
 100 West Cromwell Road 
ase in the number of 
ional floorspace for leisure, 
ity uses, car parking and 

e.

Earl's Court 
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From Sites Earl's Court: Proposed Allocation and Site Potenti
It is clear that if the constraints can be overcome (
considerable potential. This is reflected in the com
Authority (GLA) to designate it as an Opportunity A
the wider Earl's Court site a minimum of over 2,50

al:
see below), the site has 
mitment from the Greater London
rea in the new London Plan. Over

0 dwellings and further non-

 
 

The GLA welcomed
approach, which sh
the GLA as well as
They were concern
allocation of the site

 the joint partnership 
ould include reference to 

 other key stakeholders. 
ed that the proposed 
 might preclude the proper 

Yes, in policy CA7 Changes were made to reflect the 
concerns. This entails showing a 
more flexible mixed-use allocation 
on the site. 

residential floorspace may be envisaged along wi
function. However, the distribution of these uses a
this stage and needs to be the subject of further d
preparation of an Area Action Plan. The Royal Bo
allocating the portion of the site within the borough
part of a mix-use development.
The proposed allocation is:
Continuing use as Exhibition Centre (Class D1) an
estimated area 31,000 sqm, with additional potent
Offices: 10,000sqm and
Residential: 500 residential unitsResidential: 500 residentia  unit
The site potential is:
Significantly more residential and possibly more o

th a convention or exhibition 
cross the wider site is not clear at 
etailed consideration through the 
rough of Kensington and Chelsea i
 for a minimum of 500 dwellings a

d/ or Convention Centre use: 
ial as part of the wider site for

ffice space could be delivered 

s 
s 

spatial planning of 
and the adjoining la
the Council had no
quantum and mix o
readily achieved in 
the relevant design
taken account of th
construction over o
potential impact on
more flexible mixed
that would allow itsthat would allow its
informed by the pro
whole Earl’s Court 

the whole Earl’s Court site 
nd. They pointed out that 

t demonstrated that this 
f development can be 
a manner consistent with 
 policies or that we had 
e constraints arising from 
perational railway and the 
 the railway. They wished a 
-use allocation on the site 
future development to be ture developmen  to be 
per spatial planning of the 
site and the adjoining land 

subject to overcoming transport constraints and improving access to the site. and could accommodate development 
The site has a long tradition of exhibition related u
International Convention Centre as part of a mixe
be an appropriate use for the site and would contr
World city.
On-site waste management facilities should be pr
development's waste arisings which could include

ses. The use as the London 
d use development would therefor
ibute to London's role as a leading

ovided to deal with the 
  a recycling sorting facility.

e 
 

scenarios that do n
exhibition centre an
Convention Centre
2012 and optimizin
potential for other u
and commercial. 
They welcomed the
could achieve signi
development, subj
constraints.They al

ot rely on continued 
d/or an International 

 use on the site beyond 
g the development 
ses such as residential 

 recognition that the site 
ficantly more residential 

ect to overcoming transport 
so wanted a clear 

reference to the sites contribution to housing 
and affordable housing targets and a stronger and affordable housing targets and a stronger
reference to energy
whole of the framew
Environment Agenc
sequential and exc

 infrastructure for the 
ork area. The 
y wanted reference to the 

eption tests in the 
constraints which was agreed. Earl’s Court 
Society wanted the majority of the housing 
development to go 
to a high rise devel
also proposed som
to the links between
Earl’s Court station
allocation to include
community facilities
inclusion of a wast

in the LBHF and objected 
opment in the site. They 
e potential improvements 
 the West Brompton and 

s. They wanted the 
 the need for local 
 and objected to the 

e facility
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Cllr Terence Buxto
reference to a exhi
that is a national de
change could not b
undermine the visi
facility of that impor
He also wanted fur

n wanted to remove the 
bition or convention centre 
stination. However, this 
e done as would 

on for the place and a 
tance should be retained. 

ther reference to the 
importance of the d
conservation and re
updated informatio
for health facilities.
reference of the up
Park and Garden o

esign in terms of 
sidential amenity and 

n on the area and the need 
  English Heritage wanted a 
graded Grade I Registered 
f Historic Interest, which 

was included.
The Earl’s Court an
proposed several cproposed severa  c
a new name for the
putting less empha
one-way system an

d Olympia Group 
hanges to the text such ashanges to the ex  suc  as 
 wider Earl’s Court site, 
sis on the unravelling of the 
d the inclusion of a 

possible cultural use for the exhibition centre. 

Lots Road Power Station

Permission was granted in 2006 for:Permiss on was grante  in 2006 or: 

Shops (A1): 1,198m2 (12,900 sq ft) 
Financial and Professional Services (A2):82m2 (8
Food and Drink (A3): 528m2 (5,700 sq ft) 
Non-Residential Institutions (D1): 877m2 (9,500 s

83 sq ft) 

q ft) 

They commented o
design and height o
asking to remove th
the Empress State 
increase the minim
the wider Earl’s Co
10,000 depending o
also wanted chang

Circadian Ltd supporCircadian Ltd supp
site although wante
building on the site
permission is alrea
text in the same for
sites, this change w

n the reference to the 
f the new development 
e negative reference to 
Building. They wanted to 
um amount of dwellings in 
urt site up to a maximum of 
f master planning. They 

es to the map.

ted the inclusion of the Yes in Chapter 27 No changes made as the textorte  the inc usion o  the 
d the recognition of a tall 
. As the existing granted 
dy fully explained on the 
mat as other strategic 
as not made.

es, n Chapter 27 No changes made as the ex  
explained the existing permission. 
There is no policy in this chapter.

Business (B1): 4,904m2  (43,000 sq ft) 
Housing: 420 dwellings 
Open Space 



Where come from Policies/

Policy

C1 of July draft Plan New developm
infr
In det
need ar
necessar

CF10b of the July 
Draft Plan

To deliver
a. pr
b. per
ex
c. apply
i. p

Proposed Submission

i. pr   
ii. per
benef
iii.
- signif
- pr
- im

Policy

CK2 of the July Draft 
Plan

The Council will ensur
To deliver
Policy

CK3 of the July Draft 
Plan

The Council will m

Policy

options

 C1 - Infrastructure Delivery and Planning Ob

ent will be coordinated with the provi
astructure to serve developments, including thro

ermining applications for planning permission,
ises from the development either because o

ligations

sion of appropriate infrastr
ugh the use of planning obl
 the Council will take into c
f its individual or cumulative

ucture to support
igations.
onsideration the 
 impact, will see

 the development.  The Council will require that there is adequate 

nature, scale and location of the proposed development, and where the 
k prescriptive, compensatory or mitigatory measures to secure the 

y social, physical, green or environmental infrastructure, or improvements to the proposals submitted to enable the development to proceed, in accordance 
wit
pr
the

Po

CK1, CF10a and Th

h advice in national guidance. Planning obligation
iority, account will be taken of the individual chara
 London Plan.

licy CK1 - Social and Community Uses

e Council will ensure that social and community u

s will be negotiated taking 
cteristics of the site, and th

ses are protected or enhan

account of the p
e infrastructure n

ced throughout t

roposed development, and in determining which area measure receives 
eeds of the site and the surrounding area, viability considerations and 

he Borough and will support the provision of new facilities.
 this, the Council will:

ovide a new academy for the communities of N
mit new, and the expansion of existing, social 

cept where the proposal results in a shared or com
 the following sequential approach:

rotect land and/or buildings where the current orotect land and/or buildings where the current or 
mit the change of use from one social and com
its to Borough residents and where it is succes

 permit enabling development on land and buildin
icantly improve that use;

ovide another social and community use on site;
prove social and community uses elsewhere wit

 CK2 - Local Shopping Facilities

e opportunities exist for conve
 this the Council will protect individual sho

 CK3 - Walkable Neighbourhoods and Neighb

aintain the current percentage of

orth Kensington;
and community uses which

munal residential / social 

 last use was a social or comlast use was a social or com
munity use to another soc
sfully demonstrated that th

gs where the current or last

hin the Borough.

nience shopping throughou
ps outside of designated to
ourhood Facilities

 access to neighbourhood fa

 predominantly s
and community e

munity use, formunity use, for
ial and communi
ere is a greater 
 use was a socia

t the Borough.
wn centres.

cilities and work

erve, or which provide significant benefits to, Borough residents, 
ntrance;

 re-use for the same, similar or related use;re use for the same, similar or related use;
ty use which predominantly serves, or which provides significant 
benefit to the Borough resulting from this change of use;
l and community use in order to:

 towards increasing these where appropriate opportunities arise.

 CF1 - Location of New Shop Uses



CF1, CF3, CF4, CF11 
of July Draft Plan

In or
re
To deliver
(a)

(b)
ex
Cr

(c)
the Keeping Lif
(d)
(e)
need f
will not
obj

CF2, CF11 of July 
Draft Plan

The Council will ensur
To deliver
(a)
of t

(b)
ex

(c)
managed under

Policy

der to promote vital and viable town centres the
cognising the role that new shops outside centres

 this the Council will
 support the creation of new shop floorspace with

 require new retail development with a floor areas
isting higher order town centres or within sites adj
oss and South Kensington where no suitable site

 permit new shops (A1) of less than 400 m2 (4,30
e Local section of this document;

 require the establishment of new centres in the L
 where new retail development does not comply w

or the proposal; that the development would m
 have an unacceptable impact on existing ce

ectives and the vitality of any existing harm will n

 Council endorses a town 
 can have in serving the da

in town centres;

 of more than 400 m2 (4,3
oining Knightsbridge, King’

s can be identified within th

0 sq ft)(gross external) in a

atimer and Kensal areas to
ith parts (a) to (d) of CF1,
eet the requirements of th

ntres; or that the new floors
ot be harmed.

centre first appro
y-to-day shoppin

00 sq ft) (gross e
s Road (East an
ese centres;  

reas of retail def

 address identif
 require applican
e sequential test
pace would unde

ach to new retail floorspace, whilst
g needs of residents.

xternal) to be located within
d West), Fulham Road Brompton

iciency as shown in the plan within

ied retail deficiency; and
ts to demonstrate the
; and that the development
rpin the Council’s regeneration

Policy CF2 - Retail Development within Town Centres 

e that the character and diver
 this the Council will

 require the scale and nature of development with
he vision for that centre as set out within the Plac

 require a range of shop units sizes in new retail d
i ti it t ib t t hi i th i i fisting units contributes to achieving the vision for

 require, were appropriate, new large scale retail 
 the Council’s Neighbourhood Shop

 CF3 - Diversity of uses within Town Centres

sity of the Borough's town c

in a town centre to reflect
es section;  

evelopment as appropriate
th t d the centre; and

development or mixed use
ping Policy. Affordable shop

entres is upheld.

 the position of the centre within the retail hierarchy and to assist in the implementation 

, and where possible, resist the amalgamation of shop units, where the retention of the 

 development with a significant retail element, to provide affordable shops to be 
s can be provided off site within the same centre where appropriate.



CF1, CF11 of July 
Draft Plan

The Council will secur
will be suppor

(a)
Cr
re

(b)
est
in an A1(

(c)

(d)
Sout
the r

cent
floor

(f)
the essent

(g(g a
Policy

CF11 of July Draft 
Plan

The Council will ensur
To deliver
(a)
(b)
they
(c)

 Policy

e the success and vitality of o
ted, but not dominated by, a range of 

 protect shops and shop floorspace at ground floo
oss, South Kensington and Kensington High Stre
levant street frontage will remain in an A1(shop) u

 protect shops and shop floorspace at ground floo
ate agents, bureaux de change (Class A2) or hot

shop) use and the non-shop use is not adj

 protect all shops at ground floor level in the prim

 protect retail floorspace at ground floor level with
h Kensington and Kensington High Street and P
elevant street frontage will remain in an A1(sho

ur town centres by protecti
complimentary town centre

r level in primary retail fron
et town centres unless the 
se and the non shop use is

r level in primary retail fron
 food takeaway (Class A4)
acent to another non-A1 us

ary retail frontage of the Po

in the secondary retail fron
ortobello Road town centr

p) use and there are no mo

ng, enhancing an
 uses. To deliver

tages of the Kni
change is to ano
 not adjacent to

tages of Notting
 use and where 8
e;

rtobello Special 

tages of Knights
es, unless the ch
re than 3 non-A

d promoting a diverse range of shops and by ensuring that these uses 
 this the Council will:

ghtsbridge, King's Road (East and West), Fulham Road Brompton 
ther town centre use and where 80 % of the ground-floor units in the 
 another non-A1 use; 

 Hill Gate unless the change is to another town centre use, but not an 
0 % of the ground-floor units in the relevant street frontage will remain 

District Centre;

bridge, King's Road (East and West), Fulham Road, Brompton Cross, 
ange is to a town centre use and where 2/3 of the ground-floor units in 
1 uses in a row;

(e) protect shops and shop floorspace at ground floor level in secondary retail frontages of Notting Hill Gate District Centre unless the change is to another town 
re, but not an estate agents, bureaux de change
 units in the relevant street frontage will remain 

 protect retail uses above or below ground floor le
ial shopping character and function of the
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ss culture and will welcom

g a range of unit

inantly commerc
ural businesses, a
iness floorspace

iness centres;

ps (whether stan

reative and cultu

e new cultural in

 sizes;

ial mews and other areas where residential amenity is not harmed;
s appropriate; and

 unless to uses which directly support the function and character of the 
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e Borough.
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ll to the character and function of the street; (e) require advertising on buildings onlyto demonstrate that  by reason of size, siting, design, content, materials or 
thod of illumination, it does not harm the appear
manent advertising hoardings, or freestanding ad
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 CL5 - Amenity

equire that existing levels of amen
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o make provision for a minimum of 600 ne
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ide target of 85% social rented housing and 15% Intermediate housing.
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 require new residential developments to include 
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 protect houses in multiple occupation except wh
eement to ensure the flats remain as studios

 resist the loss of residential hostels except wher

 resist development which result in the net loss of

 require development that results in the amalgam
algamated in the future.

 require housing schemes to include outdoor am
rdable Housing
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 to reflect the varying needs of the Borough, taking into account the 

m of 10% to be ‘wheelchair accessible';

f-contained studio flats.  Any such proposal will be subject to a Section 

f affordable housing;

ection 106 agreement to ensure the resultant units are not further 

at least 50% provision on gross residential floor space in excess of 

 require provision to be in the form of a commuted sum in lieu of affordable housing where less than 1,200m² of gross residential floor space is proposed;

(k)
circ

(l)
Cr

 require affordable housing provision of affordable
umstances exist;

 require any off-site affordable housing to be provi
emorne; 

 homes on site where mor

ded in any wards except th

e than 1,200m²o

e following: Golb

f gross residential floor space is proposed, unless exceptional 

orne, St.Charles, Notting Barns, Colville, Norland, Earl's Court and 

 CH3 - Protection of Residential Uses
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e Council will ensure a net increase in residential
 deliver this the Council will:
 protect market residential use and floorspace ex
igher order town centres, where the loss is to a t

 in employment zones, where the loss is to a bus

 in a predominantly commercial mews, where its

) where the proposal is for a  very small office; or

v) where the proposal is for a new social and com
tural use;

 resist the net loss of affordable housing floorspac

 accommodation.

cept:
own centre use;

iness use, or other use whi

 loss is to a business use;

munity use which predom

e and units throughout the

ch supports char

inantly serves, or

 Borough;

acter and function of the zone;

 which provides significant benefits, to Borough residents or an arts and 

mit new residential use and floorspace everywhere except:
at 
 (i)
 (ii)
 (iii
 (iv
  (v
de
 (v
use
PolicPolic

ground floor level of all town centres;
 where replacing existing retail uses across the B
 where replacing an existing light industrial use a
) within the Kensal, Latimer Road and Lots Road
) where replacing an arts and cultural use;
) where replacing a  social and community use, w

velopment);
i) where replacing offices within a higher order to
 across the Borough.
y CH4 - Estate Renewaly CH4  Estate Renewal

orough;
cross the Borough;.
 Employment Zones;

hich predominantly serves

wn centre; a large or mediu

, or provides sig

m office in a high

nificant benefits to, Borough residents (unless as part of an enabling 

ly accessible area (PTAL 4 or above); or a very small or small office 
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(e)
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e Council will require that the full redevelopment 
siderable uncertainty and disruption such project

 deliver this the Council will:
) require the maximum reasonable amount of affo

 guarantee all existing tenants a new home, with

 require that the mix of house sizes for the re-pro
using needs of the Borough, at the time that an a

 require that where estate renewal is being funde
ncial appraisal;

 recognise that cross subsidy between estates m
plied to two or more estates, taken as a whole.

of estates built for social re
s will cause.

rdable housing, with the m

 those wishing to stay in the

vided social rented housing
pplication is submitted;

d through the provision of p

ay also be required where 

nted housing dem

inimum being no

 area being able

 will be determin

rivate housing o

proposals involve

onstrates a compelling case that the long term benefits outweigh the 

 net loss of existing social rented provision;

 to do so; 

ed by the housing needs of the tenants of the estate and by the 

r other commercial development, schemes must be supported by a 

 several estates. The principles set out above for one estate would be 
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 CO1.7 Respecting Environmental Limits

r strategic objective to respect environmental lim
issions; maintain low and further reduce car use;

within the Borough. within the Borough
licy CE1 - Climate Change

its is to contribute to the mi
 carefully manage flood risk

tigation of, and a
 and waste; prot

daption to, climate change; significantly reduce carbon dioxide 
ect and attract biodiversity; improve air quality; and reduce and control 
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Up
20
20

e Council recognises the Government's targets to
 2050 and will require development to make a sig

 deliver this the Council will:
require an assessment to demonstrate that all ne
EEAM standards: 
esidential Development: Code for Sustainable H
 to 2012: Level Four; 
13 to 2015: Level Five; 
16 onwards: Level Six. 

 reduce national carbon di
nificant contribution toward

w buildings and extensions

omes: 

oxide emissions 
s this target. 

 defined as majo

by 26% against 1990 levels by 2020 in order to meet a 60% reduction 

r development achieves the following Code for Sustainable Homes / 

Non Residential Development: Relevant BREEAM Assessment 
Up
20
b. 
i. R
or
ii. 
Up
20
c. r

 to 2015: Excellent; 
16 onwards: Outstanding; 
require an assessment to demonstrate that conve
esidential Development: EcoHomes Very Good

 comparable when BREEAM for refurbishment is 
Non Residential Development: 
 to 2015: Very Good (with 40% of credits achieve
16 onwards: Excellent (with 40% of credits achiev
equire an assessment to demonstrate that the en

rsions and refurbishment d
 (at design and post const

published; 

d under the Energy, Water
ed under the Energy, Wate
tire dwelling where subterr

efined as major
ruction) with 40%

 and Materials se
r and Materials 
anean extension

 development achieves the following relevant BREEAM standards: 
 of credits achieved under the Energy, Water and Materials sections, 

ctions); 
sections); 
s are proposed achieves Code for Sustainable Homes Level Four; 

equire that carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gas emissions, including those from energy, heating and cooling, are reduced to meet the Code for Sustainable 
Ho
i. e
ii. d
doesdo
iii.
e. 
of 
i. s
ii. s
f. r
g. 
Po

mes and BREEAM standards in accordance with
nergy efficient building design, construction and m
ecentralised heating, cooling and energy supply,

not result in unacceptable levels of air pollution;es no  result in unacceptable evels o  air pollution
 on-site renewable and low-carbon energy source
require the provision of a Combined Cooling, Hea
a district heat and energy network for: 
trategic site allocations at Kensal, Wornington Gr
ignificant redevelopment and regeneration propo

equire all CCHP plant or similar to connect to, or
require development to connect into any existing
licy CE2 - Flooding

 the following hierarchy: 
aterials, including the use

 through Combined Cooling
; 

s; 
t and Power plant, or simila

een, North Kensington Spo
sals at Notting Hill Gate an

 be able to connect to, othe
 district heat and energy net

 of passive desig
 Heat and Powe

r, which is of a s

rts Centre and E
d Latimer as set
r existing or plan
work, where the

n, natural heating and natural ventilation; 
r (CCHP) or similar, whilst ensuring that heat and energy production 

uitable size to service the planned development and contribute as part 

arl's Court; and 
 out in the places section of this document; 
ned CCHP plant or similar to form a district heat and energy network; 
 necessary service or utility infrastructure is accessible to that 
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e Council will require development to adapt to flu

 deliver this the Council will:
resist vulnerable development, including self-cont
require a site-specific Flood Risk Assessment, inc
sessment, and for all sites greater than 1 hectare
equire development at risk from flooding in Flood
ordance with the recommendations of the site-s

require sustainable urban drainage, or other mea
ter run-off is managed as close to its source as p
uction in the current volume and speed of water

resist impermeable surfaces in front gardens;
equire development adjacent to the Thames to b
r the next 50 to 100 years; 

require works associated with the construction of
reserve or enhance the character or appearance
reserve the setting of listed buildings and Parks 

 not adversely impact on amenity; 

vial flooding and mitigate th

ained basement dwellings,
luding an ‘Exception Test’ 
; 
 Risk Zones 2 & 3 or sites 

pecific Flood Risk Assessm
sures, to reduce both the v
ossible in line with the hier

 run off to the drainage syst

e set back from the Thame

 the Thames Tideway Tunn
 of the Cheyne, Royal Hosp
and Gardens of Special His

e effects of, and

 in Flood Risk Zo
for all developm

greater than 1ha
ent; 
olume and the sp
archy in the Lond
em; 

s flood defence t

el to:
ital and Thames
toric Interest (i.e

 adapt to, surface water and sewer flooding. 

ne 3 as defined in the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment; 
ent in Flood Risk Zone 2 and 3 as defined in the Strategic Flood Risk 

 to incorporate suitable flood defence or flood mitigation measures in 

eed of water run off to the drainage system ensuring that surface 
on Plan. In particular, major development must make a significant 

o enable the sustainable and cost-effective upgrade of flood defences 

 Conservation areas; 
. the Royal Hospital grounds); 

 not compromise the future of Cremorne Wharf which is a Safeguarded Wharf. 
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licy CE3 - Waste

e Council will meet the waste apportionment figurpp g
ich is to reduce, reuse or recycle waste as close 

 deliver this the Council will:
prepare a specific waste DPD to show how the w
lude: 
entifying suitable sites for the purpose of manag

dentifying which boroughs the Council will be wor

e as set out in the London 
as possible to where it is pr

aste apportionment figure o

ing the waste; 
king with and how much th

Plan and will ens
oduced. 

f 309,000 tonne

e pooled apporti

ure that waste is managed in accordance with the waste hierarchy, g y

s per annum by 2020 required by the London Plan will be met. This will 

onment of those boroughs will be so that the apportionment figure can 
et; 

 working in partnership with the GLA and neighbouring boroughs to meet the apportionment figure; 
 safeguarding the existing waste management sites along with Cremorne Wharf, maximising its use for waste management, water transport and cargo-handling 
poses; 
equire on-site waste treatment facilities as part of development at Kensal and Earl's Court to handle waste arising from the new uses on the site (this could include 

cycling facilities and anaerobic digestion); 
equire provision of adequate refuse and recycling storage space which allows for ease of collection in all developments; 
equire that development proposals make use of the rail and the waterway network for the transportation of construction waste and other waste; 
equire applicants for major developments to prepare and implement Site Waste Management Plans for demolition and construction waste. 

 CE4 - Biodiversity
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To deliver
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and local Biodiver
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Draft Core Strategy 
Policy CE5

The Council will car
cooling of

To deliver
a. r
b. r
developm
c. r
d. r

Kensal

otect the biodiversity in, and adjacent to, the Borough's Sites of Nature Conservation Importance and require opportunities to be taken to enhance 
tract biodiversity. 

 this the Council will:
otect Sites of Nature Conservation Importance 

sity Action Plans; 
otect the biodiversity value of Green Corridors a

ridors and the Blue Ribbon Network; 
equire a site specific Ecological Impact Assessm

he Blue Ribbon Network; 
equire other development proposals to create op

sity Action Plans. 
y CE5 - Air Quality

efully control the impact of deve
 buildings. The Council will require develop

 this the Council will:

and/or require the provision

nd the Blue Ribbon Netwo

ent for all major developm

portunities, where possible

lopment on air quality, inclu
ment to be carried out in a

 of significantly i

rk and require th

ents in or adjacen

, for attracting bi

ding the conside
 way that minimi

mproved habitats to attract biodiversity in accordance with the national, 

at development proposals create opportunities to extend or link Green 

t to Sites of Nature Conservation Importance, Green Corridors, open 

odiversity and habitat creation, having regard to the national, regional 

ration of pollution from vehicles, construction and the heating and 
ses the impact on air quality and mitigate exceedences of air pollutants. 

equire an air quality assessment for all major development;
esist development proposals which would materially increase exceedences of local air pollutants and have an unacceptable impact on amenity, unless the 

ent mitigates this impact through physical measures or financial contributions to implement proposals in the Council's Local Air Quality Management Plan; 
equire that the Code for Sustainable Homes and BREEAM assessments obtains all credits available for reducing pollution and emissions, and improving air quality; 
esist biomass combustion unless its use will not have a detrimental impact on air quality.

Po
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c. r
d. 

Places

licy CE6 - Noise and Vibration

e Council will carefully control the impact of noise
velopments to mitigate and protect occupiers aga

 deliver this the Council will:
require that noise and vibration sensitive develop
ough careful design, layout and use of materials,
resist developments which fail to meet local noise
esist all applications for noise and vibration gene

require that development protects, respects and e

 and vibration generating s
inst existing sources of noi

ment is located in the most
 to ensure adequate insulat
 and vibration standards;
rating development and pla
nhances the attributes of t

ources which aff
se and vibration.

 appropriate loca
ion from sound a

nt that would ha
he special signifi

ect amenity. The Council will require new noise and vibration sensitive 
 

tion and protected against existing sources of noise and vibration, 
nd vibration; 

ve an unacceptable noise and vibration impact on surrounding amenity; 
cance and tranquillity of tranquil quiet areas. 
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5 - The Gasworks sites will have realised their po
velopment, there will be job creation and regener
ndon and beyond.Well-connected, high density, m
de of the canal and its towpath and over new 2,5

e area will also have been knitted into the surroun
ainder for the Borough. Development in the em

d creative sector in particular
4 - The Council will ensure the long term regener
tainability of the area, and resisting development

lborne and Trellick  

6 Golborne and Trellick will have maintained a st
ailers will be thriving, serving both local people an
 will remain distinct in nature. New housing will b

5 The Council will ensure the long-term regenera
sisting development which prejudices long-term r

rtobello/ Notting Hill

7 As Special District Centres, Portobello Road an

tential and developed into
ation benefits which will be
ixed-use and environment

00 dwellings, with offices a

ding urban fabric and the d
ployment zone will support 

ation of Kensal by requiring
 which prejudices long term

rong mixed community and
d other Londoners. The Po

e a mix of sizes and tenure

tion of Golborne/Trellick by
egeneration.  Proposals wh

d Westbourne Grove will b

 a thriving and va
 enhanced by a C
ally responsive d
nd a range of co

evelopment, tak
its function as a v

 development to
 regeneration op

 Trellick Tower w
rtobello Road an
s. The Grand Un

 requiring develo
ich increase foot

oth remain inter

lued community in North Kensington. Along with residential 
rossrail station. Kensal will connect North Kensington with Central 
evelopments will have populated the sites. Better use will have been 
mmunity facilities will have been delivered.

en as a whole, will have provided a successful precedent of the 
ital and valued asset for small and medium industries and the cultural 

 positively contribute to the regeneration and environmental 
portunities and which undermines the role of the employment zone.

ill remain the icon of the area. The Golborne Road Market and 
d Golborne Road Markets will have gained strength from each other, 
ion Canal will be seen as a destination rather than a barrier. 

pment to positively contribute to the regeneration of the area, and 
fall that would aid the viability of the market will be supported.

nationally known vibrant retail areas. By improving pedestrian links 
ween Portobello Road, Westbourne Grove, All Saints Road and Golborne Road, the area as a whole will be strengthened, while the qualities of the very different 

individualindividual
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centres will be maintained centres will be maintained. 
rtobello Road will remain a jewel in London’s sho
 by identikit multiples. The centre will maintain th
erent'. The existing antiques arcades are a key in
rtobello Road’s strengths: its international antique
 built upon. Its less glamorous role as the provide

munity is no less important and will be maintain
nning the length of the Portobello Road, the stree
ion and an opportunity to strengthen the existing 
rtobello Road is, however, more than a shopping

entrepreneursstbourne Grove will retain its difference from Por
6 The Council will ensure the long term success 

omoting their retail character and supporting smal
d access.

pping crown, a place of wo
e rich variety of shops with
gredient of this variety. 
s trade and the diversity of
r of the range of shops and
ed.
t market, with its antiques,
close links with the Golborn
 street, it will continue to be

tobello Road and its positio
of Portobello Road, with its
l format retail units, more s

rld class antiques
 a predominance

 the retail offer, i
 services essent

 fashion, crafts, a
e Road Special 
 the internationa

n as a specialist
 antiques and str
uitable for indepe

 hunting, of cutting edge fashion, and a place which has not been over 
 now so rare in London, of independent retailers offering 'something 

ncluding vibrant small shops offering personal service, will continue to 
ial to support of the day-to-day needs of its 'village minded' local 

nd fruit and vegetables will act as both a key driver to achieve this 
Neighbourhood Centre to the north. 
l antiques market, and an inspiration for designers and a seed-bed for 

 shopping destination providing high end fashion retailing.
eet market, and Notting Hill as unique local and international centres by 
ndent businesses and antiques arcades, and by improving wayfinding 

e Westway  
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Earls Court Place in 
July 2009 Draft Plan

op

8 The Westway Flyover will no longer be an oppr
neath the Flyover. Problems of community safety
nderful. 

7 The Council will ensure the negative impacts o
 environment. 

timer

9 Latimer will have been rebuilt, in a phased way
8 The Council will ensure the long term regenera
velopment which prejudices long term regeneratio

rls Court

 10 By unravelling the one-way system, reducing
d Earl’s Court town centre will be able to blossom
l be reinforced by a new good direct connection to
 cultural use that is at least a national destination 
w vibrant urban quarter.
e area will continue to offer a wide range of types
destrian improvements to Cromwell Road, Warw
sidents and marking the arrival of the A4 in Centra
 9 The Council will ensure an attractive 'urban-vil
en space and resisting proposals which prejudice

essive negative influence,
 have been overcome, and

f the Westway are ameliora

, to a new street pattern. It
tion of Latimer by requiring
n opportunities and which 

 the traffic flow, and improv
, offering an attractive 'urba
 the current Exhibition Cen

at its heart. Earl’s Court site

 of residential accommodat
ick Road and Earl's Court R
l London.

lage' environment in Earl's g y
 the realisation of the full p

 but one which ce
 improved pedes

ted by requiring 

 will be a place t
 development to
undermines the 

ing the pedestria
n-village' enviro
tre, which shoul
 will therefore re

ion and will inclu
oad will transfor

Court by supportpp
otential of opport

lebrates public art and creativity, using this and the land assets 
trian linkages have made the area under the Flyover into something 

development to include appropriate measures to improve the quality of 

hat focuses on the provision of high-quality services through excellent 
 positively contribute to the regeneration of the area, and resisting 
role of the employment zone. 

n environment, the western edge of the Borough will be reintegrated 
nment which local residents can enjoy. The function of the town centre 
d be developed for mixed uses with a significant convention,exhibition  
tain its important function London-wide and will be transformed into a 

de community infrastructure to support local life. Streetscape and 
m the environment, making it more pleasant for pedestrians and 

ing improvements to the public realm, pedestrian environment and g p p , p
unities in the area. 

ngton High Street 

 Kensington High Street will have redefined its role to ensure that it distinguishes its offer from Westfield, Knightsbridge and King's Road. The centre will have 
inued its long tradition as Kensington’s High Street, serving residents, workers and visitors. It will continue to provide a good range of food and other convenience 

ailing and remain a destination for fashion and certain niche markets. Ease of pedestrian movement will be central to this success. Re-use of the former 
monwealth Institute for a significant public institution will have attracted increased visitor numbers and developed a further niche retail cluster at the western end 

he High Street. The cinema will have been maintained. 

The Council will ensure the continued success of the High Street as a high quality shopping street serving residents, workers and visitors by paying close regard 
to t

So
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South Kensington 
Place in July 2009 

he need to enhance the character of the area, su

uth Kensington

12 Prince Albert’s vision of a wide range of world
lect how our interpretation of culture is ever riche

pport existing retail niches

-class institutions connecti
r, embracing more of our e

, attract new trip 

ng the science an
veryday lives - en

generating uses and improve access to the centre.

d art of the past, present and future will have been taken forward to 
tertainment, eating and drinking, and even shopping. South 

on will continue to develop across this spectrum of cultural activity to remain a local, national and internationally-significant destination.
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Knightsbridge Place in 

e spirit of social connectivity, so powerfully expres
ough innovative public realm proposals, generous
l be connected to create an inspiring, memorable
11 The Council will ensure the continued succes
ality public open spaces and significantly improvin
 quality of the retail offer, especially proposals lik

ompton Cross  

13 Brompton Cross will remain a high quality spe
tre will be enhanced by development which refle

derground Station, the Museums, and Knightsbri
ich provide health care and medical research of b

12 The Council will ensure Brompton Cross has 
utique retail nature of the centre and improve the

ightsbridge

14 Knightsbridge will continue to enjoy its role as

sed in the soon to be com
 public spaces, unique reta

 and thoroughly contempor
s of South Kensington as a
g accessibility to cater for t

ely to favour local and nich

cialist boutique retail centr
cts its high quality characte
dge. The return of long-term
oth national and internatio

a stronger sense of identity
 pedestrian links between S

 the Royal Borough’s natio

pleted public rea
iling and cultura

ary re-evocation 
 premier public c
he very large nu
e markets. 

e with internation
r and it will have
 vacant retail un

nal significance  

 by supporting sm
outh Kensington

nal and internatio

lm of Exhibition Road, will be developed throughout South Kensington 
l experiences. All the facilities developed for residents and visitors alike 
of the original Victorian vision
ultural destination, and as a local shopping centre, by securing good 
mber of visitors the area receives, and supporting proposals to uplift 

al appeal and will have a stronger sense of identity as a place. The 
 benefited from improved pedestrian links to South Kensington 
its to retail use will have been achieved. The hospitals to the west, 
will have been maintained and improved.

all format retail units to protect and promote the high quality specialist 
 Underground station and the Museums. 

nal shopping destination and home to some of the most exclusive 
 It will also continue its role as an important residential quarter and a service centre for residents in both Kensington and Chelsea and 
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stminster.
13 The Council will ensure the continued succes
arter and service centre for residents, by resisting
ail and to maintain the area's high residential qua

' R dng's Road

15 The King’s Road will not simply be like any ot
ely and diverse mix of shops, restaurants, and wo
14 It will remain a place where one can shop in b
eds of our residents; and a place to experience so
tting Hill Gate

16 Notting Hill Gate will be significantly strengthe
chment. Boutiques and premium-quality retailers
tinue to be a major office location. 

s of Knightsbridge as the R
 proposals which are aime
lity of life. 

her ‘successful’ high street.
rld-class cultural attractions
oth independent boutiques
me of the best theatre, co

ned as a District Shopping
 will become a feature of th

oyal Borough's in
d at mass tourism

 It will remain on
.
 and multiples; a
ncert and galler

 Centre, with imp
e area, as they a

ternational shopping destination, and as an important residential 
 and supporting proposals likely to favour independent and high end 

e of London’s most iconic and vibrant shopping streets, containing a 

 place to enjoy, to promenade, a place which meets the day-to-day 
 events that London has to offer.

roved shops and restaurants that reflect the needs of the local 
re in Kensington Church Street and Pembridge Road. The centre will 

No
Th

tting Hill has a long-standing reputation for arts and culture; Notting Hill Gate will capitalise on this in developing the arts and cultural offer. 
e street will become more pedestrian-friendly, with improved crossing facilities, fewer barriers, less street clutter, reduced vehicle impacts and station entrances 
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 the most exceptional desig
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le as a District Centre is str
nities for wider regeneration

n and architectu
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 do not deliver a new dist
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Lots Road Place in 

17 Fulham Road will continue to be a centre prov
oportion of food and drink uses, together with thei
rounding residential area. The appearance of the
l be improved. The Council will support the hospit

16 The Council will ensure the local retail and re

ts Road

18 The opening of the new secondary school will

iding for the daily needs of
r hours of operation, will be
 centre will be enhanced th
al's role in contributing to t

sidential character of Fulha

 bring people into the area.

 local people, wh
 carefully manag
rough improvem

he centre's vitalit

m Road is maint

 By 2028, improv

ile also offering a var
ed to ensure a comp
ents to shop fronts. Pedest
y. 

ained by limiting new f

ements to the built and nat
o visit. Investigating the designation of a conservation area in the Lots Road area is an important part of this. The Lots Road Power Station site 
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velopment will play a vital role in improving the vit
d community facilities including mooring facilities.
nscape of Lots Road and reintegrate World’s En

ilway Bridge by pedestrians and cyclists. 

 The Council will maintain, protect and enhanc

ality of the area by providin
 Better pedestrian links from
d. Connectivity to the rivers

e the character of the area

g a mixture of us
 Lots Road to t

ide will be suppo

 by supporting be

es including housing, new neighbourhood shops, offices, and social 
he World’s End shops will help overcome the isolation with the wider 
rted by completing the Thames Path and the use of the Cremorne 

tter local shopping facilities, social and community uses, small cultural 
eative uses and requiring improvements to connectivity and integration within the place, the wider area, and the river. 
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nsal Gasworks

1 - The Council allocates development on the sit
nd Use Allocation
upwards of:
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