Local Plan Partial Review
Consolidated Modifications
August 2019
The following tables outline the Modifications to the Local Plan Partial Review (LPPR) – Publication Policies (Regulation 19), February 2017.
The modifications are listed below in the order of the policies and paragraph numbers of the submission/publication version of the LPPR.
These modifications include:



The Main Modifications recommended by the Planning Inspector to make the Local Plan sound. These are prefixed by a reference MMx. They are
coloured black.
The other, “Additional” or “Minor” Modifications are Council’s modifications which do not affect the soundness of the Local Plan. These relate to
factual matters and to aid clarity of text. There are prefixed by a MINOR/xx or ADD/xx reference. They are coloured blue.

Key to the Modifications
Text to be deleted appears in the form of strikethrough
Text to be inserted is underlined
Guidance on main modifications is in italics
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All Chapters
Reference Policy/Para
MINOR/001 Throughout

Modification
Consequential renumbering of chapters, paragraphs and site
allocations

Reason
In light of all Proposed Modifications. Likely to be done as
minor modifications at the point of adoption.

MINOR/002 Throughout

Consequential renumbering of chapters, paragraphs and site
allocations

In light of all Proposed Modifications. Likely to be done as
minor modifications at the point of adoption.

Modification
Delete existing foreword and include new foreword drafted by
the current Leader of the Council.

Reason
The new foreword must reflect the step change in the
direction following the Grenfell tower tragedy.

Forward
Reference
ADD/001

Policy/Para

Chapter 1: Setting the Scene
Reference
MM1

Policy/Para
1.1.4

Modification
The Council will keep the Local Plan up to date. Any reviews
will be set out in the Local Development Scheme (LDS). The
current LDS can be viewed on the Council’s website.
Following the tragic fire at Grenfell Tower on 14 June 2017,
the Council decided to end the three new estate regeneration
projects which were being worked on in the borough at
Silchester, Barlby-Treverton and Warwick Road estates. It
was also pledged by the Leader that any estate regeneration
projects on the affected estates would be co-designed in
conjunction with the residents living within the relevant estate
and put to a binding vote with projects only going ahead with
the majority of residents in support. Following these
commitments, the Council commits to an early review of the
Local Plan, at least in part, to consider issues related to North
Kensington, the Latimer ‘Place’, estate regeneration and
2

Reason

housing supply, to be adopted within three years of this Local
Plan’s adoption. In the meantime, all policies in the
development plan (the London Plan, the Local Plan and any
relevant neighbourhood plans) will continue to apply.
ADD/02

1.1.7

The Local Plan is closely related to the Community Strategy,
which was prepared by the Kensington and Chelsea
Partnership. The Community Strategy sets out the strategic
vision for the borough to 2018 and is linked into overarching
regional strategies. It provides the vehicle for considering and
deciding how to address cross-cutting issues such as the
economic future of an area and social exclusion. The Council
has also published documents called ‘The Royal Borough
2028’, which sets out a vision to 2028, and ‘Ambitious for
Tomorrow’ which sets out a vision for the borough from 2014
to 2018. The Local Plan takes into account these documents
and explores what the implications are for the way the
borough will develop.

Section 100(2)(b) of the Deregulation Act 2015
removes the requirement for a Council to have regard to its
Sustainable Community Strategy.
The new Council Plan was published in March 2019. The
Council has consulted widely with residents across the
borough on their priorities and these have been used to
develop the new Council Plan.

ADD/03

1.2.8

In preparing the Local Plan we have ensured that the key
spatial planning objectives for the borough as set out in the
Local Plan are in harmony with the Council’s other
Community Strategy priorities.

Section 100(2)(b) of the Deregulation Act 2015
remove the requirement for a Council to have
regard to its Sustainable Community Strategy. The new
Council Plan will be published at the end of March 2019.

ADD/04

1.2.9

The Grenfell Recovery Strategy
The Council published the Grenfell Recovery Strategy in
January 2019. It sets out how the Council intends to deliver
its formal Commitments to those affected by the Grenfell
tragedy. The land use ambitions of the Strategy include the
provision of additional affordable homes, the provision/
protection of the social and community facilities needed by
the residents in the area, and the provisions of the
workspaces which have the potential to meet the employment
needs of our residents.

The Grenfell Recovery Strategy was published – and the
spatial implications meet our existing ambitions – so we
would wish for this to be included in the Local Plan.

ADD/05

1.2.9

The Community Strategy is structured around eight themes;
‘Environment and Transport’, ‘Culture, Arts and Leisure’,

Section 100(2)(b) of the Deregulation Act 2015 removes the
requirement for a Council to have regard to its Sustainable
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‘Safer Communities’, ‘Health and Social Care’, ‘Homes and
Housing’, ‘Community, Equality and Inclusivity’, ‘Achieving
Potential’ and ‘Work and Business’. Under each theme, the
Community Strategy sets the overall goal, a description of the
position in the Royal Borough relevant to the theme and a set
of specific aims and objectives. Each section also draws out
the strategic policies (as of December 2008) which support
the delivery of a particular aim. The Community Strategy
notes that the Local Plan has continued to develop, and that,
therefore, the relationship between the two documents will be
updated in future versions.

Community Strategy (SCS). The Council wishes for its new
Council Plan to take the place of the former SCS.

ADD/06

1.2.10

The principal Community Strategy policies which are relevant
to physical change in the borough include: protecting and
enhancing the borough’s residential and historic character,
services and amenities, parks and open spaces; continuously
seeking to improve the borough’s streetscape; maintaining
the borough’s built environment and heritage and ensuring
that new buildings enhance the townscape. However, there
are many other aims that are also relevant including: the
creation of safer communities, improving quality and access
to local healthcare, promote energy efficiency and tackle the
causes of climate change and the provision of quality housing
across all tenures.

Section 100(2)(b) of the Deregulation Act 2015 removes the
requirement for a Council to have regard to its Sustainable
Community Strategy.

ADD/07

1.2.12

Ambitious for Tomorrow 2014-20187 is a document which
sets out the Council’s vision to: maintain our excellent
services; protect our most vulnerable residents; rethink
housing; create new opportunities; and make our borough yet
more beautiful.

The new Council Plan is to be read in place of this reference
to this earlier document (Ambitious for Tomorrow).

Neighbourhood Plans are not developed by the Council but
they do have to be in general conformity with the Council’s
Local Plan and the London Plan.

To correct error.

MINOR/003 1.2.14
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Chapter 2: Issues and Patterns: Our Spatial Portrait
Reference
ADD/08

Policy/Para
2.1.1

Modification
For many people, the Royal Borough is seen as the best
place to live in London. There are many factors that
contribute to its success, but two are of particular importance,
both of which derive from its location close to, but not in,
central London.

Reason
Text modified to reflect current conditions.

ADD/09

2.1.2

First, the legacy of fine Georgian, Victorian and Edwardian
streets and buildings, built as fashionable suburbs of central
London. This built form is, by the standards of much of the
twentieth century, both high density, and very high quality.

Text modified to reflect current conditions.

ADD/10

2.1.3

Second, the fine grained A mix of uses gives the borough its
character and vitality. which also This means, because of the
high density of population, dense built environment that the
vast majority of residents have local shops and services
within a five minute walk of home, often interspersed within
the residential neighbourhoods. But the borough also
supports world class town centres, museums, and hospitals
and cultural events such as the Notting Hill Carnival that give
the borough its international and national reputation. These
attract large numbers of visitors from well beyond the
borough boundary, reflecting the location close to, but not in,
central London. The borough is anything but a ‘residential
suburb’. This mixture of uses adds so much to the quality of
residents’ lives.

Text modified to reflect current conditions.

ADD/11

2.2.7

However, when looked at spatially, it can be seen that
household income varies considerably., with many residents
in the north and south west of the borough having income
levels below £20,000 per annum, and, as might be expected,
much higher levels of benefit claims. Unemployment in the
Royal Borough is 2.1 per cent, which is comparable with the
national average (2.2 per cent) and under the Inner London
average of 2.8 per cent10. This does, however, hide spatial

Text modified to reflect current conditions.
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variations, with wards such as Golborne, Notting Barnes or St
Charles having much higher levels of unemployment.
ADD/12

2.2.9

Deprivation
The Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) combines a number
of factors such as income, employment, health and disability,
education, housing, living environment and crime. The
scores are ranked to compare the levels of deprivation
nationally. The IMD 2015 is the official measure of relative
deprivation for small ‘Lower Super Output Areas’ (LSOAs) in
England.

Text deleted to reflect current conditions.

ADD/13

2.2.10

The borough has 11 (out of 103) LSOAs in the bottom 10 per
cent decile in the latest 2015 data compared to only 9 in
2010. This includes parts of North Kensington. 21% of all
children within the borough12 live in poverty, with this
increasing more significantly in the more deprived wards.

Text deleted to reflect current conditions.

ADD/14

2.2.11

The relative levels of deprivation in the north is long standing.
dating back to the time the original Victorian development
took place. Fifty-six LSOAs in the Borough remained in the
same decile and 47 have changed. Of those that have
changes, 22 have decreased and 25 have increased.

Text deleted to reflect current conditions.

ADD/15

2.2.12

The borough overall was ranked 101st in 2007, 103rd in 2010
and 104th in 2015 (one being most deprived) according to its
score. This means the borough is less deprived relative to
Hammersmith and Fulham (92nd) and Westminster (57th).
Delete Indices of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) 2015 Map

Text deleted to reflect current conditions.

MINOR/004 2.2.16

Map – Schools in Kensington & Chelsea schools add key

Schools are numbered but key is missing

MINOR/005 2.2.21

Map – Neighbourhood Centres include future Neighbourhood
Centre at Lots Road

For accuracy

MINOR/006 2.2.35

Maps – housing tenure make keys readable

For legibility
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ADD/16

2.2.39

A stock condition survey of local authority dwellings
undertaken in 2012 identified a requirement of an additional
£108 million needed to fund condition-related works to the
stock between 2013-2017. The latest Local Authority Housing
Statistics (LAHS) dataset (2013-2014) indicates that within
the local authority stock managed by the Tenant
Management Organisation (TMO), there were 1,159 ‘nondecent’ homes, 1,343 homes not in a reasonable state of
repair, and 68 homes with Category 1 (severe) hazards under
the Housing Health and Safety Rating System33. Some of
our estates date from the 1960s and 70s and exhibit all the
faults of that far from golden era of public architecture. A few
of them are coming to the end of their lives34. Ninety nine per
cent of the Council’s stock met Decent Homes Standards in
200935.

Text removes reference to TMO

ADD/17

2.2.42

For 300 years, Kensington and Chelsea has been one of the
most desirable places to live in London, ever since a private
country house was acquired by the Monarchs, William and
Mary, and adapted for Royal residence by Sir Christopher
Wren in the 1700s. Kensington can claim a preeminent
position in the hierarchy of the Victorian metropolis, not only
as the home to Queen Victoria in her early days, but also
because of the lasting legacy of houses, churches, museums
and other public buildings which arose during her reign. As a
consequence Kensington and Chelsea grew throughout the
nineteenth century to provide homes for the newly wealthy
middle and upper classes.

Text gives less emphasis to the long historic past and
makes references more factual.

The borough has a legacy of Georgian and Victorian terraces
laid out in a network of streets, often including garden
squares. There are over 4,000 listed buildings and over 73
per cent of the borough is within a conservation area,
including some of metropolitan importance such as the
Thames, Royal Hospital and South Kensington Museums
conservation areas.
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ADD/18

2.2.43

This period of growth has left us a legacy of Georgian and
Victorian terraces laid out in a network of streets, often
including garden squares, of the highest quality. The
Edwardian period saw a shift away from town houses to the
mansion block, allowing buildings to be slightly taller and
thus, as we see today, higher density. The same principles of
street-based architecture with the town house endured with
the mansion block. The two principal building types are
combined in a rich mix where neither one nor the other
predominates over very large areas.

Text gives less emphasis on the historic past and make
language more factual.

ADD/19

2.2.45

This legacy provides a built environment that is one of the
finest in the country with over 4,000 listed buildings in the
borough and over 73 per cent of the borough being within a
conservation area, including some of metropolitan importance
such as the Thames, Royal Hospital and South Kensington
Museums conservation areas.

Text gives less emphasis on the historic past and make
language more factual.

ADD/20

2.2.46

However, away from the borough’s traditional central belt,
there are many examples of twentieth century estate
developments. This includes the much loved icon These
have a varying degree of success. Erno Goldfinger’s Trellick
Tower. for example, is a much loved icon. However, certain
estates (such as Lancaster West and Silchester in the
Latimer area, and the World’s End Estate in the south west)
have become relatively isolated from the rest of the borough
with residents often being deficient of local facilities.

Text has removed any reference to Lancaster, Silchester
and World’s End estates so as not to confuse residents
given the Council’s commitment to end estate regeneration.
The Council committed to end all estate regeneration in the
borough following the Grenfell Tower tragedy and any
proposals for improvement for any of the Council owned
estates will come from the communities that live in them.

Nearly all of the borough’s residual waste is transported by
barge from Wandsworth by the Western Riverside Waste
Authority. In 2015-16 22.9 per cent of our household waste
was recycled, which is below the national average 44.9
per cent.

To clarify the type of waste and for consistency. All of the
Local Authority Collected Waste currently goes to facilities
in Wandsworth where waste is sorted and bulked. The
residual waste after these operations is transported
onwards. The residual waste is the waste remaining after
materials for re-use, recycling and composting have been
removed.

MINOR/007 2.2.52
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ADD/21

2.3.1
(change
headings)

The most obvious conclusion that can be drawn from
examining the characteristics that have been outlined is that
The borough has the potential to be hugely successful. It has
a high quality built environment, a number of places that are
international or national destinations and in many parts a
highly educated population with high income levels. To an
extent, the issues and challenges are the result of the
borough being the victim of its own success. This is not,
however, the entire story. Much of the borough suffers from
poor air quality, from traffic congestion and has property
prices out of reach of many of those who might have
expected to live within it. There are also some areas 8where
residents suffer from real deprivation. There is no risk that the
Council is complacent. It is not a matter of simply maintaining
excellence, but seeking continual improvement and building
on success to ensure that the entire borough thrives.

Text amended to reflect current position.

ADD/22

2.3.2

It should also be noted that the borough is predominantly
residential. It has important town centres, but none of the
‘core’ commercial activities associated with mainline stations
or the centre of London. Behind the roads with heavy traffic
travelling in and out of central London, much of the borough
is tranquil, with high levels of residential amenity and quality
of life. Many people would say that Kensington and Chelsea
are the best places in which to live in London.

Text amended to reflect current position.

ADD/23

2.3.3 -2.3.4

Delete section on Broad spatial patterns

Text amended to reflect current position.

ADD/24

2.3.5

One of the A principal issues that the borough faces is the
value of land and property, stimulated by the insatiable
appetite for residential accommodation. A key feature of the
borough is The quality of life of those living within the borough
is enriched by the provided by the rich mix of land uses.
closely mixed within the residential areas. Protecting other
land uses on a finely grained basis is thus a vital issue to be
addressed by the strategy.

Text amended to reflect current position.
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ADD/25

2.3.18

It can be seen that the key characteristics and broad spatial
patterns present five components that must drive the
direction of the Local Plan:
 A fully integrated approach to development in consultation
with the community must be taken if all communities are to
be able fulfil their potential.
 The Local Plan can play a positive contribution in
addressing the ambitions of the community. This includes
meeting their housing needs, providing the community
facilities needed, and the premises required for the
businesses which can employ local people.
 That the borough is, by and large, successful in many
aspects, but we must not be complacent, and must
continue to build on that success across the borough.
 That North Kensington has a unique set of issues that
require an integrated approach to its regeneration.
 That there are many places within the borough that have
national and international reputations relating to culture
and retail, which need to be enhanced. Spatially, the
main destinations tend to cluster in the south and east of
the borough.
 That the borough is largely residential, and a place where
there is a high demand for all types and tenures of
housing. A demand that needs to be addressed.

Text has been reworded to show those key characteristics
which drive the direction of the local plan.

 Arguably, the borough is the best place to live in London,
and maintaining that ‘market position’ is important. Central
to that market position is a high quality of life.
ADD/26

2.3.19

In addition, five strategic issues have been identified which
need to be addressed as part of the vision and strategic
objectives if the four components above are to be
successfully tackled:
 Providing for new residential development in a way which
diversifies tenure patterns and house sizes, reflecting the
needs of existing and future residents.
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Text has been re-ordered.

 Protecting local uses and those that are important to the
vitality of the borough from potential loss to the higher
values commanded by residential land uses. The Council
will also seek to assist in the provision of additional
premises to try to meet objectively assessed need.
 Improving travel choices to reduce car dependency,
including getting better access onto the existing rail
infrastructure.
 Protecting the high quality historic environment and
ensuring new developments are of equivalent quality, so
that we pass on a legacy to future generations, including
quality within the public realm.
 Providing for new residential development in a way which
diversifies tenure patterns and house sizes reflecting the
needs of existing and future residents.
 Reducing the environmental impacts of everyday activities
in the borough to better fit within environmental limits.

Chapter 3: Building on Success
Reference
ADD/27

Policy/Para
Chapter title

Modification
Building on Success: Our Vision and Strategic Objectives

Reason
Chapter heading should be changed.

ADD/28

CV1

Our vision for Kensington and Chelsea to 2028 is to reduce
inequality within the Borough, and to allow each community
to fully realise its potential build on success. This will To
further develop the strong and varied sense of place of the
borough and will assist in a community-led recovery to the
Grenfell disaster. We will, in partnership with other
organisations, and importantly with our residents:

Text should be reworded.

MM2

CV1 Vision

Amend 2nd and 3rd paragraphs of CV1 as follows:
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Stimulate regeneration improvements across the borough
and particularly in areas of change through the provision of
better transport, better housing and better facilities, aiding
better health.
By 2028 regeneration the Royal Borough of areas of
change will have resulted in significantly improved
transport, including a new Elizabeth Line station at Kensal,
better links to Hammersmith and Fulham across the West
London line and improved north-south bus links
overcoming the generally lower levels of accessibility in the
north.
MM3

CV1 Vision

Amend 5th paragraph of CV1 as follows:
Better facilities will have been provided by ensuring
sufficient primary and secondary school places in the
borough and a better distribution of GP surgeries helping to
make life more local for residents.

ADD/29

CV1

Uphold our residential quality of life so that we remain the
best place in which to live in London, through cherishing
quality in the built environment, acting on environmental
issues and facilitating local living, including through
strengthening neighbourhood centres and maintaining and
updating social infrastructure.

Text amended to reflect current position.

ADD/30

CV1

A significant quantum of new homes will have further
diversified housing tenure, meeting the acute housing
needs of many of those who live within the borough. These
new homes will and provide high standards of
environmental performance to further the aim of
sustainable development, including through the use of
Council assets.

Text amended to reflect current position.

MINOR/008

3.2.3

Affordable and market housing, estate renewal.

The Council has decided to end the three estate
regeneration projects in the borough.
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MM4

MINOR/009

MM5

Issues and
Strategic
Objectives.
Row 7, final
column.
3.2.8

3.2.9
Heading,
Strategic
Objective
Six:
Diversity of
Housing
3.3.1 Key
Diagram

We have inherited a remarkable historic townscape and a
large number of historic buildings. The exceptional visual
quality of our built environment is matched by the finely
grained mix of uses, underpinning our success as a highly
desirable place in which to live, work and invest. Over
4,000 buildings are listed and there are over 100 garden
squares. Conservation areas cover more than 70 per cent
of the borough. The Royal Borough is known for its legacy
of Georgian, Victorian and Edwardian architecture but there
are also a number of twentieth century buildings which
continue the legacy of high quality design. Our listed
buildings and conservation areas contribute immensely to
local distinctiveness both within the borough and to London
as a whole. The Council will seek to ensure that any
regeneration projects new developments are undertaken to
design standards that could allow them to be designated as
Conservation Areas in the future.
Affordable and market housing, estate renewal.

Delete Site Allocation CA2 Barlby-Treverton, CA5
Silchester Estates and CA8 Warwick Road Estate; reduce
the size of the Regeneration area in north of borough to
exclude Latimer and cover Kensal Canalside, Wornington
and Trellick Tower; and change the term ‘Regeneration’ in
the key to ‘Areas of Change’
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The Council has decided to end the three estate
regeneration projects in the borough.
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Chapter 4: Delivering Success: Our Spatial Strategy
Reference
ADD/31
MINOR/010

MM6

Policy/Par
a
Chapter
Title
4.2.5
Chapter 4
Quantum of
Developme
nt map
4.2.5
Quantum of
Developme
nt diagram

Modification

Reason

Delivering Success: Our Spatial Strategy

Chapter heading should be changed.

Move station symbol between Shepherd’s Bush and Latimer
Road to Westway Circus.

Proposed station would be on the West London Line not
the Hammersmith and Metropolitan Line.

Amend “Broad locations of significant new housing” to reflect
deletion of Site Allocation CA2 Barlby-Treverton, CA5
Silchester Estates and CA8 Warwick Road Estate (as shown
below)
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MM7

4.2.6

In terms of business uses, there is a forecast demand of 45,000
46,240 sq m of additional office floorspace between 20116 and
the end of the plan period in 2028[1]. When including the B1(a)
floorspace which has been lost since 20116 and the net loss of
B1 floorspace currently in the development pipeline this
translates to a net demand of 47,100 sq m. an undersupply of
86,600. Whilst the Council has identified some 2,000 sq m of
16

additional B1 office space as being likely to come forward
outside of the recognised pipeline, this still leaves an under
supply of approximately 84,600 sqm, or some 6,3500 sq m pa
from 2016 to the end of the plan period. The development
pipeline would suggest that this demand is likely to be
accommodated over the plan period, with much of this The
Council recognises that some further B class floorspace is likely
to come forward be forthcoming through the intensification of
business uses on existing sites. However, given the differential
in value between office and residential land such windfalls are
likely to be relatively modest. Those windfalls which do come
forward are likely to be located within the borough’s three The
borough’s Employment Zones are likely to have an important
role in this regard.
[1] London Office Policy Review, (2017) Floorspace
Projections, GLA Peter Brett Associates, July 2014.
MM8

Policy CP1

Amend first bullet point of Policy CP1 as follows:
1. Seek to meet and exceed the London Plan target for new
homes in the borough, which is currently a minimum of 733 net
additional dwellings a year; of which a minimum of 35% of
residential floorspace on qualifying sites will be affordable.

MM9

Policy CP1

Amend second bullet point of Policy CP1 as follows:
2. Seek to provide 47,100 86,600 sq.m of additional office
floorspace to 2028;

MM10

Policy CP1

Amend bullet point a. as follows:
a. allocated site allocations with a minimum net capacity of
8,100 6,630 residential units;

MM11

Place
shaping
4.3.3

The place chapters set out the Council’s direction of travel in
relation to each location. They do not contain place specific
policies but they provide a framework to guide future
development management decisions relating to the place. This
guidance has weight in relation to the application of policies in
17

the plan and place policy CP2 below is an umbrella policy for all
of the place chapters. With the exception of site allocations, the
visions, principles and priorities in the place chapters are nonstrategic policies.
4.3.4
Chapter 4
Places map
After
paragraph
4.3.4

Move station symbol between Shepherd’s Bush and Latimer
Road to Westway Circus.

MM13

4.4.0
New
paragraph

Following the tragic fire at Grenfell Tower on 14 June 2017, the
Council decided to end the three new estate regeneration
projects which were being worked on in the borough at
Silchester, Barlby-Treverton and Warwick Road estates. It was
also pledged by the Leader that any estate regeneration
projects on the affected estates would be co-designed in
conjunction with the residents living within the relevant estate
and put to a binding vote with projects only going ahead with
the majority of residents in support. Following these
commitments, the Council commits to an early review of the
Local Plan, at least in part, to consider issues related to North
Kensington, the Latimer ‘Place’, estate regeneration and
housing supply, to be adopted within three years of this Local
Plan’s adoption. In the meantime, all policies in the
development plan (the London Plan, the Local Plan and any
relevant neighbourhood plans) will continue to apply.

MM14

4.4.1

The key diagram in Chapter 3.1 shows the areas where there
are unique combinations of opportunities which provide real
potential for change. These areas of change are:
redevelopment of Lots Road power station; stimulating creation
of a new community in Earl’s Court and redevelopment of sites
in Warwick Road; development of Kensal Canalside
Opportunity Area; and regeneration of housing estates and
employment zones in North Kensington. Work has already

MINOR/011

MM12

Amend the Places diagram to remove the notation for the
Latimer area of change and amend the boundary for the Kensal
area of change to exclude Barlby-Treverton.
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Proposed station would be on the West London Line not
the Hammersmith and Metropolitan Line.

commenced on redevelopment of the Earl’s Court Exhibition
Centre site and most of the sites in Warwick Road. Many of
these sites are close to where wider transformation is taking
place across the borough border in the London Borough of
Hammersmith and Fulham with the regeneration of South
Fulham Riverside, Earl’s Court and White City. There is also
significant regeneration envisaged in Old Oak and Park Royal
managed by the Old Oak and Park Royal Development
Corporation (OPDC) to create a new community in west
London.
MM15

4.4.2

The estate regeneration opportunities are often the social
housing estates of the post-war period, which themselves
replaced Victorian terraced housing that was no longer believed
to be fit for purpose. These estates were typical of their period.
They used new and experimental materials, building techniques
or built forms (e.g. deck access) -some of which have since not
lived up to expectations or, in the case of linking walkways,
have occasionally been discredited.

MM16

4.4.3

The Council’s vision for estates regeneration new development
is that it must learn from the past. Replacement New housing
and public space should be developed to a high standard of
design that can be appreciated today, but which ages gracefully
and in time is widely recognised for its quality, or perhaps even
celebrated.
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MM17

4.4.4

Where appropriate new developments will reflect traditional
street patterns will be reinstated or a traditional and urban form
introduced to improve provide safety and legibility. Public
spaces will be designed to be attractive, functional places
accessible for all, usable for a variety of public purposes, and
not simply left-over space around buildings. Housing densities
will be appropriate for this part of London and local public
transport provision. The London Plan policy on housing density
will be used to optimise site density. Housing numbers will often
increase, providing more homes on site. This would not
normally mean more tower blocks, as our traditional townscape
shows flatted terraced housing and mansion blocks can often
meet the demand in a more appealing way. High quality
materials reflecting the local context and well-designed
detailing will enrich the appearance and add character and
charm. Our regenerated housing estates New developments
will become places to live as valued as their Georgian and
Victorian predecessors, and their architectural and urban
design qualities perhaps becoming equally as cherished as our
“Conservation Areas of the Future”.

MINOR/012

4.4.5

The Council will expect similar these standards to be applied to
Kensal Canalside and large sites redeveloped by private
landowners and housing associations.

MM18

4.4.6

Estate regeneration is already underway at Wornington Green
and proposals for the land adjacent to Trellick Tower are being
developed. The case for regenerating Barlby School and the
Treverton Estate, the Warwick Road Estate and the Silchester
Estates is being investigated.

MM19

4.4.7

The Council as landowner has at this stage not yet determined
what level of development (if any) is appropriate on any of the
potential estate renewal regeneration sites. But, in land-use
planning terms, it is appropriate for the development plan
system to identify land which is developable to meet the
borough’s housing need consistent with the principles of the
20

Consequential from changes to 4.4.4

NPPF (paragraph 47). The Council owns other housing estates
across the borough, which have not been allocated in this plan,
where options for renewal regeneration may be investigated in
future.
MM20

4.4.8

The allocation of a site within the Development Plan would
assist in identifying and securing a flexible range of
developable options. But any allocation will not determine the
regeneration route to be chosen by the Council and landowner.

MM21

4.4.9

In the event that land assembly is required to allow estate
renewal regeneration to proceed, the Council will make every
effort to make acquisitions through negotiation. Compulsory
purchase may however be necessary to secure the land use
planning benefits associated with any particular estate renewal
regeneration scheme.

MM22

4.6.1 table

Amend top section of table as follows:
Theme

Place/Centre

Areas of
Change

Kensal

Site Allocations



Golborne



Kensal Canalside
Opportunity Area
Barlby -Treverton



Wornington Green
(permission granted)
Land adjacent to
Trellick Tower

Latimer



Silchester Estates

Earl’s Court



Earl’s Court Exhibition
Centre (permission
granted)
Warwick Road Sites
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Lots Road /
World’s End



Warwick Road Estate



Lots Road Power
Station (permission
granted)
Site at Lots Road



MM23

4.6.2
Site
Allocations
diagram

Delete Site Allocation CA2 Barlby-Treverton, CA5 Silchester
Estates and CA8 Warwick Road Estate (as shown below)

22

Chapter 5: Kensal
Reference
MM24

Policy/Para
CV5 Vision
for Kensal in
2028

Modification
Kensal Canalside Opportunity Area will have been
transformed from a former gasworks and railway depot into a
thriving, well-connected community. A new Elizabeth Line
23

Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
station will minimise the need for private vehicle use, improve
employment prospects in the north of the borough and make
travelling to work easier. Drawing on its industrial heritage,
new housing will complement the historic setting of the
Kensal Green Cemetery and dockside development will
improve access to the waterway. New connections will knit
the new neighbourhood into the existing city fabric and link
westwards to Scrubs Lane and Old Oak Park Royal.
Two new schools will have been built at Barlby Road, and
new housing will have been delivered as part of the Council’s
investment in the area Treverton estate
Kensal Employment Zone will provide flexible workspace,
and supporting uses that bring vitality, building on the area’s
existing strengths in the creative sector,

MM25

5.0
Key issues
and potential
opportunities
map

Delete:
 Site Allocation CA2 Barlby-Treverton
 Improved links through Treverton Estate

24

Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

MM26

5.1.1

Kensal lies to the very north of the borough, bordering the
London Boroughs of Hammersmith and Fulham, Brent and
the City of Westminster, and is adjacent to the Old Oak and
Park Royal regeneration area. The Principles, Priorities and
Delivery outlined below will be subject to further technical
and feasibility studies that will consider infrastructure
requirements and triggers, and development phasing. The
Council will review the capacity and masterplan for the
Kensal Canalside site via an early review of the Local Plan if
an Elizabeth Line station is not agreed. The Barlby-Treverton
25

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Estate is located within the Kensal area. The Council
commits that any future solutions or improvements to the
Barlby-Treverton Estate will be co-designed with residents
living on that estate.

Reason

MINOR/013

5.2
2nd Bullet

The area has relatively poor public transport accessibility
compared to the rest of the borough. The Elizabeth Line run
above ground in the existing rail corridor through Kensal
Canalside. A station here would will improve accessibility,
enhance employment prospects for local people and
stimulate regeneration and growth in this part of the borough.

Reflects a statement of fact.

MINOR/014

5.2
6th bullet

Kensal House and Kensal Day Nursery, built in the 1930s as
an exemplar ‘urban village’ for the employees of the
gasworks, is one of are among the few Modern Movement
buildings in the borough to be Grade II* listed.

For clarity and completeness

MM27

5.3
Principles

Delete 5th bullet point:
Investigate the improvement of existing Council tenants’
homes.

MM28

5.4 Priorities

Delete 16th bullet point:
Investigate opportunities to redevelop the Treverton Estate to
provide high quality new homes.

MINOR/015

5.4
10th bullet

Encourage new development to respond sensitively to the
historic canal and the setting of Kensal Green Cemetery,
Kensal House and Kensal Day Nursery.

For clarity and completeness

MINOR/016

5.6.1



The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough

MM29

5.7.3

There is only one road access to the site north of the railway
line and the junction with Ladbroke Grove is now at close to

RBKC, Considerations for Estate Regeneration
Proposals, Treverton Estate, 2016
RBKC, Strategic considerations for Estate Regeneration
proposals, 2016

26

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Reason
capacity. This severely constrains the traffic generating
development that can be accommodated on the site without
significant transport improvements or reductions in existing
traffic generating uses on the site. Optimal development of
the site can only be achieved with a new road bridge over the
railway line, improving access, and a new Elizabeth Line
station, reducing the need for private car ownership. Building
the new road bridge requires release of at least part of the
North Pole railway depot to the south, which is currently
designated for railway use. The north site should make
provision for the future road bridge, however, associated land
should be released for development should it be deemed
unnecessary by the Local Planning Authority following further
technical assessment. A new station on the Elizabeth Line
would improve rail access, network accessibility and help to
reduce the need for private car ownership. The Council will
ensure that any development adjacent to the KCOA will not
prejudice the deliverability of necessary transportation
infrastructure, with particular regard to the improvement of
access from the opportunity area onto Ladbroke Grove. If a
new station on the Elizabeth Line is not agreed, the capacity
and masterplan for Kensal Canalside Opportunity Area will
need to be reviewed. Any change to the housing capacity
and infrastructure provision of the site would need to be
brought forward through the early review of the Local Plan.

MM30

Policy CA1:
Kensal
Canalside
Opportunity
Area
5.7.4
CA1(t)

Amend bullet point a. i. as follows:
a. i. 3,500 new residential (C3) units

MINOR/017

t.
Landscaping, biodiversity and amenity improvements
to the Grand Union Canal;

27

The Environment Agency have requested the
amendment to the policy to include reference to
biodiversity. This will reflect evidence provided by the
Thames River Basin Management Plan (2015) which
sets out objectives to improve waterbodies. The Grand

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

MINOR/018

5.7.4
CA1(v)

v. on-site waste management and on-site waste water
treatment facilities, which could include recycling facilities
and anaerobic digestion;

MINOR/019

5.7.4
CA1 Site
Allocation
Table. Site
Constraints
– 4th bullet
New para
5.7.4

Kensal Green Cemetery is a Grade I Registered Park and
Garden of Historic Interest and contains several Grade I and
II* listed buildings. Kensal House and Day Nursery are is
listed Grade II*. Views from the cemetery to the development
will be particularly sensitive.

MM31

Insert immediately following Policy CA1 (Kensal Canalside
Opportunity Area) box
The above mentioned allocation set out within criterion (a) (w) would be subject to further technical and feasibility
assessment that will consider infrastructure requirements
based on residential capacity testing, viability and an
appropriate phasing strategy.
If a new station on the Elizabeth Line is not agreed, the
capacity and masterplan for Kensal Canalside Opportunity
Area will need to be reviewed. Any change to the housing
capacity and infrastructure provision of the site would need to
be brought forward through the early review of the Local
Plan.

MM32

Policy CA1 Site
Constraints

Insert following new site constraint:
Kensington and Chelsea Cemeteries Tier II Archaeological
Priority Area
28

Reason
Union Canal is currently classed as achieving
'moderate' status with the aim to reach 'good' ecological
status or potential by 2027.
The Environment Agency have raised concerns that
without evidence to demonstrate why a future scheme is
unable to connect to the mains foul drainage system,
there could be potential harmful impacts from the
discharges from any on-site waste water treatment
facility. This was inserted in error and confirm that
connection to mains foul drainage network is the
expectation. We propose therefore that this text is
deleted.
For clarity and completeness

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

MM33

Site
Allocation
CA2: BarlbyTreverton

Delete whole site allocation including map, paragraphs 5.8.15.8.4, Policy CA2 and site information tables

Chapter 6: Golborne
Reference Policy/Para
MINOR/020 Key issues
map

Modification
Add improve links to indicate proposed new entrance to
Westbourne Park tube Station.

Reason
Proposed new link

MINOR/021 6.2
3rd bullet

Beyond Golborne Road itself, the area is largely residential,
with a high proportion of social rented housing. The
Wornington Green Estate is being redeveloped to meet
modern housing standards and providing new private
housing alongside replacement of the existing social rented
housing. Phase 1 is complete and phases 2 and 3 are due
for completion by 2021 Phase 1 is underway and will be
completed in 2017. Phase 2 commenced development in
mid-2017. Phase 3 dates are currently to be confirmed. This
development will restore the northern connection between
Portobello Road and Ladbroke Grove.

Text amended to reflect more accurately the timescales for
phased development at Wornington Green

MM34

MM35

Golborne
6.3 Principles

Policy CA3
Wornington
Green site

Insert new bullet point


Reduce health inequalities and improve health
outcomes in Golborne

Amend bullet points a. and b. as follows:
a. a minimum of 281 538 affordable residential (C3) units;
b. a minimum of 150 private residential (C3) dwellings
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MM36

Policy CA4
Land adjacent Amend bullet point a. as follows:
to Trellick
a. a minimum of 60 residential (C3) units
Tower

MM37

Policy CA4
Land adjacent Amend bullet point c. as follows:
to Trellick
c. additional social and community uses including health
Tower
provision to be included as part of any redevelopment;

ADD/32

Site
RBKC, private investment Public investment
Information –
Funding
arrangements

Factual correction to delete reference to private investment
and replace with public investment.

Chapter 7 Latimer
Reference
MM38

Policy/Para
Chapter 7
Latimer

Modification
Delete whole chapter including CV7 Vision, Key Issues and
Opportunities diagram, paragraphs 7.1-7.74 and Site
Allocation Policy CA5 for Silchester Estates and replace
with new paragraph below:
Latimer is located to the north west of the borough. The
area is made up of large post war housing estates including
Silchester and Lancaster West. The Westway flyover and
West Cross Route, built in the 1960s, passes through the
area. Latimer is also home to businesses uses located
primarily in the Latimer Road Employment Zone. Following
the tragic fire at Grenfell Tower on 14 June 2017, the
Council decided to end the three new estate regeneration
projects which were being worked on in the borough at
Silchester, Barlby-Treverton and Warwick Road estates. It
30

Reason

was also pledged by the Leader that any estate
regeneration projects on the affected estates would be codesigned in conjunction with the residents living within the
relevant estate and put to a binding vote with projects only
going ahead with the majority of residents in support. As a
result the whole place vision for the Latimer area has also
been withdrawn from the Plan, to enable it to be reviewed in
the light of any new proposals for the Silchester estate. The
Council commits to an early review of the Local Plan, at
least in part, to consider issues related to North Kensington,
the Latimer ‘Place’, estate renewal and housing supply, to
be adopted within three years of this Local Plan’s adoption.
In the meantime, all policies in the development plan (the
London Plan, the Local Plan and any relevant
neighbourhood plans) will continue to apply to any
applications which might be submitted for development in
the Latimer area.

Chapter 8: Earl’s Court
Reference
MINOR/022

Policy/Para
8.6.1

Modification
 RBKC, Considerations for Estate Regeneration
Proposals: Warwick Road Estate, 2017
 RBKC, Strategic considerations for Estate Regeneration
proposals, 2016

MM39

Chapter 8 –
Delete Site Allocation CA8 Warwick Road Estate (as
Earl’s Court
shown below)
Key Issues
and
Opportunities
map

31

Reason
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough

MM40

8.2 Site
Context

Delete 7th bullet point:
The Council has identified the opportunity to redevelop two
sites in its ownership on the eastern side of Warwick Road.

MM41

Policy CA6
Earl’s Court
Exhibition
Centre
Policy CA6

Amend policy to include the following additional principle:
Deliver development in accordance with the Earl’s Court
Opportunity Framework

MM42

Amend bullet point a. as follows:
32

a minimum of 900 (C3) homes within the Royal Borough
MM43

Policy CA7
Warwick
Road Sites

Amend section a. as follows:
a minimum of 1,219 total combined residential (C3) units
across all four sites:
i. 281 255 residential (C3) units on the Former Territorial
Army site;
ii. a minimum of 158 163 residential (C3) units on the
Former Empress Telephone Exchange;
iii. a minimum of 330 375 residential (C3/C2) units of which
a minimum are 283 C3 residential units on the former
Homebase site;
iv. a minimum of 450 (C3) residential units on the
100/100A West Cromwell Road site;

MM44

Site
Allocation
CA8:
Warwick
Road Estate

Delete whole site allocation policy, text, map and site
information table

Chapter 9: Lots Road / Worlds End
Reference
MINOR/023

Policy/Para
9.2
2nd bullet,
3rd
sentence

Modification
It includes retail, businesses and over 380 420 new
dwellings, children’s playspace, and works to Chelsea
Creek and Chelsea Basin in the London Borough of
Hammersmith and Fulham.

MM45

Lots Road/
Worlds End
9.2 Context

Amend 5th bullet point as follows:
Cremorne Wharf is currently being used as a tunnelling site
for the Thames Tideway Tunnel and may in future be used
as a site for Counters Creek storm relief sewer project,
which is due to continue beyond 2022. The site is
33

Reason
Factual correction of the number of new dwelling allocated
(and indeed granted) at this site.

safeguarded for waste management, water transport and
cargo handling purposes in Policy CE3.
MM46

9.4
Priorities

Add new bullet point as follows:
Safeguard Cremorne Wharf for waste management, water
transport and cargo handling purposes.

MM47

Policy CA9
Lots Road
Power
Station site
9.7.1
CA9 site
constraints,
2nd bullet

Amend bullet point e. as follows:
Housing: 420 (C3) dwellings, including 166 affordable (C3)
units;
An undeveloped buffer of at least 10m incorporating
intertidal terracing will be required from the statutory flood
defence line, to allow access for future flood defence
raising, maintenance and betterment in line with the
Thames Estuary 2100 Plan under Water Framework
Directive /Thames River Basin Management Plan.

The Environment Agency requested this amendment to
make it clearer where the site constraint for 10m buffer
derives from. We proposed this text is amended to make it
clearer to developers and officers where this requirement
comes from.

MINOR/025

9.8.1
additional
wording at
the end

and is immediately adjacent to the Lots Village
Conservation Area.

This is already set out in the site constraints section of the
policy but additional text within the context section will
help clarify the issue.

MM48

Policy
CA10 Site
at Lots
Road

Amend bullet point b. as follows:
b. a minimum of 4000sq m (GIA) of commercial floorspace
(A1, and B1 and B8) of which at least 2000 sq m will be
business floorspace (B1 or B8)

MM49

Policy
CA10 Site
at Lots
Road

Add new bullet under Principles as follows:
Seek an east west cycling and pedestrian link across the
West London Line connecting to the Imperial Gasworks
National Grid site.

MINOR/026

9.8.5
CA10 site
constraints,
2nd bullet

An undeveloped buffer of at least 10m incorporating
intertidal terracing will be required from the statutory flood
defence line, to allow access for future flood defence
raising, maintenance and betterment in line with the

MINOR/024

34

The Environment Agency requested this amendment to
make it clearer where the site constraint for a 10m buffer
derives from. We proposed this text is amended to make it

Thames Estuary 2100 Plan under Water Framework
Directive /Thames River Basin Management Plan.
MM50

CA10 Site
Constraints

clearer to developers and officers where this requirement
comes from.

Add new site constraint as follows:
Chelsea Riverside Tier II Archaeological Priority Area

Chapter 10: Portobello
Reference
MINOR/027

Policy/Para
10.2
10th bullet

Modification
All Saints Road and Ladbroke Grove are designated as
District Neighbourhood Centres in the London Plan.

Reason
Factual correction.

MINOR/028

10.2
9th bullet
10.3
3rd bullet

In contrast Westborne Grove Major Special District Centre

Factual correction.

Make this into two bullet points

Correct in track change version of document but not in the
clean version.

MINOR/029

Chapter 11: Notting Hill Gate
Reference
MM51

Policy/Para
CV11
Vision for
Notting Hill
Gate

Modification
Amend the final sentence as follows:
Opportunities set out in the Notting Hill Gate Supplementary
Planning Document will have been taken to refurbish or in
some cases redevelop, outdated 50s buildings.

Reason

MINOR/030 Chapter 11
map

Remove public realm improvement circles inside public realm
improvement lozenge.

Duplication

MINOR/031 Para 11.3
5th bullet

Strengthen the identity of Notting Hill Gate as and accessible
part of London which retains its feel as an ‘urban village’.

Typo

MM52

Amend 2nd bullet point and add a priority as follows:

11.4
Priorities

35

Refurbish or redevelop a number of sites identified in the
Notting Hill Gate Supplementary Planning Document,
including one of the tower blocks, Newcombe House, where
refurbishment is identified as the appropriate option. or
redevelopment in a different plan form are both identified as
appropriate options
Refurbishment or redevelopment options should provide
active frontages at ground floor level.

Chapter 12: Kensington High Street
Reference
MINOR/032

Policy/Para
CV12
Heading
CV12
Vision for
Kensington
High Street

Modification
CV1112

MINOR/033

Chapter 12
map

Make Town Hall building dark blue – significant building
Move circle for public realm improvements further south to
include the tube station entrance.

MM54

12.4
Priorities

Amend 2nd bullet point as follows:
Ensure any major proposals to redevelop High Street
Kensington Station Arcade or adjacent buildings
investigate opportunities to secure improved station
facilities and, where appropriate, feasible and justified,
deliver step-free access at High Street. Kensington Station
while also protecting the townscape and the retail offer.

MM53

Reason
Delete this typo to make it clear that the correct Vision
number is CV12.

Amend second sentence of first paragraph as follows:
New development will have strengthened and enhanced
the retail offer, especially within the primary frontage, with
landlords and developers collaborating with residents,
businesses and the Council to improve the diversity and
quality of retail occupiers, as well as the overall shopping
experience.

36

Consistency and to better indicate the opportunity for
public realm improvements.

MINOR/034

… supported through section 106 agreements and CIL in
accordance with relevant legislation and guidance.

Para 12.5,
3rd bullet

To clarify that contributions will have to be in accordance
with the relevant legislation.

Chapter 14: South Kensington
Reference Policy/Para
MINOR/035 14.0
CV14
Key Issue
Map

Modification
Show the Geological Museum/Earth Galleries Building as
being part of the Natural History Museum.
Relocate the Museum Lane pointer to the area adjacent to
Exhibition Road.
Show the Imperial College buildings within RBKC south of
Imperial College Road.
Show CAZ boundary as well as Westminster boundary where
they run alongside each other.

MM55

South
Kensington
14.2
Context

Amend 5th bullet point as follows:
The retail area South Kensington District Centre south of
Cromwell Road has many small shops, Christies' auction
rooms and Bute Street Farmers' Market that give it a village
character much valued by local residents. However, there is
concern among residents that too many eateries are forcing
out local shops. over the last ten years the area to the north
of the station has become increasingly dominated by food
and beverage outlets predominantly catering for visitors.

MM56

14.3
Principles

Insert a new bullet point as follows:
Maintain the function of Brompton Cross as a high quality
specialist boutique retail centre with international appeal

MM57

14.4
Priorities

Add a priority and amend the 3rd bullet point as follows:


Strengthen the sense of place at Brompton Cross and
encourage the return of long-term vacant retail units to
retail use
37

Reason
For accuracy and clarity.



Improve the public realm.

- Improve the Yalta Memorial Garden.
- Re-landscape the entrance to Museum Lane from
Exhibition Road
- Improve walking routes and signage to and from Old
Brompton Road, Gloucester Road, King’s Road,
Knightsbridge, Brompton Cross and Kensington High Street
Kensington
MINOR/036 14.4
4th bullet

Enhance sense of place in Exhibition Road though highquality, innovative and inspiring events, installations and
activities in the public realm relevant to the Strategic Cultural
Area.

For clarity.

MINOR/037 14.4
5th bullet
point
MINOR/038 14.5
3rd bullet

Deliver new cycling Quietways.

The Council has no plans for more Quietways in this area.

Transport for London are progressing proposals to upgrade
the station including new escalators to the Piccadilly Line and
providing step free access to the District and Circle Line by
2022 and the Piccadilly Line by 2026.

To provide additional information.

MINOR/039 14.5
4th bullet

The Council will work with Transport for London and local
institutions to deliver improvements to the South Kensington
Station Site and to the pedestrian tunnel.

Change requested by Transport for London.

MM58

Amend 6th bullet point as follows:
The Council will work with the institutions and local residents
to achieve a suitable balance reconciling the institutions’ need
to promote themselves and draw attention to particular
exhibitions or sponsors by using their exterior facades and
the need to conserve preserve or enhance the character and
appearance of the conservation areas and the setting of the
listed buildings.

14.5
Delivery

38

MM59

Policy CA11 Amend bullet point a. as follows:
Harrington
a minimum of 50 residential (C3) units;
Road site

Chapter 15: Sloane Square/ Kings Road
Reference
MM60

Policy/Para
CV15
Vision for
Sloane
Square/
King’s Road

MINOR/040 15.2 6th
Bullet

MM61

Modification
The rich iconic brand and history of King’s Road will have
been consolidated to ensure it remains one of London’s most
vibrant shopping streets, containing a lively and diverse mix
of shops, restaurants, and world-class cultural attractions. It
will continue to be a place where one can shop in both
independent boutiques and chain stores; a place to enjoy, to
promenade, a place which meets the day-to-day needs of
local people; and a place to experience some of the best
theatre, concert, museum and gallery events that London has
to offer. Work will would have commenced on a new Crossrail
2 station that will would provide Chelsea with extra
underground capacity that will be required in this part of the
network, help to maintain the vitality and viability of the area’s
businesses, reduce traffic congestion along the King’s Road
and improve air quality.

Reason

The Royal Brompton Hospital with the Royal Marsden and
the Institute of Cancer Research form an internationally
recognised centre of excellence in the research and
treatment of heart and lung disease and cancer.

Correcting a factual error.

Policy CA12 Amend bullet point a. as follows:
Chelsea
A minimum of 50 residential (C3) units
Farmers’
Market site

39

Reference
MM62

Policy/Para
Policies Map

Modification
Delete Site Allocations from Policies Map for CA2 BarlbyTreverton, CA5 Silchester Estates and CA8 Warwick Road
Estate – this is not a Main Modification as the Policies Map
is not a development plan document but included in version
of MMs published for consultation and referenced here for
completeness.

Reason

Chapter 29: Policies and Actions
Reference
MM63

Policy/Para
Policies and
Actions
29.1.2

Modification
Amend 3rd bullet point as follows:
Planning policies are set out with a summary of the relevant
evidence being provided as reasoned justification for the
policy that follows. The policies are set in boxes. Each of the
planning policies starts with a strategic policy which stands
in its own right. Below this are the criteria of how the policy
can be complied with, but the list is not exhaustive and
addressing all the criteria may not necessarily indicate that a
proposal is in conformity with the strategic policy. These
criteria represent the non-strategic policies. To meet the
basic condition of being in ‘general conformity’ with the
strategic policies of the Local Plan, Neighbourhood Plans
should assume this approach. Any policies in a
neighbourhood plan, where one exists, should be in ‘general
conformity’ with the strategic element of each policy set out
in the Local Plan and once made the policies in the
neighbourhood plan will take precedence over the nonstrategic policies of this Local Plan. More information can be
found in National Planning Practice Guidance on
Neighbourhood Planning.

MM64

29.2.4

The Council’s CIL Charging Schedule, Instalments Policy
and Regulation 123 List came into effect on 6 April 2015.
40

Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

MINOR/041 29.2.6

Modification
The Regulation 123 List sets out the types of infrastructure
that may be wholly or partly funded by CIL. CIL is a
mandatory charge levied on the net increase in floorspace
arising from development in order to fund infrastructure that
is needed to support development in the area. CIL runs
alongside S106 agreements which will continue to operate.
Communities will must be consulted on how to spend the
neighbourhood portion338 of the levy revenues arising from
the development that takes place in their area to ensure that
the use of the neighbourhood portion matches the priorities
expressed by the local community. The neighbourhood
portion amounts to 15% of the CIL receipts arising from
development that takes place in that area or 25% in areas
with a made neighbourhood plan. This amount will not be
subject to an annual limit as set out in NPPG on CIL.

Reason

Subject to the S106 tests, Pplanning contribution measures
may include:

Typographical correction.

Chapter 31: Fostering Vitality
Reference
MINOR/042

Policy/Para
31.2.4

Modification
The strength of South Kensington as an area which offers
an exceptional cultural experience will be supported further
by the its designation of the museums as a Strategic
Cultural Area, and the inclusion of the museums complex
within the Mayor’s Central Activity Zone (CAZ).

MM65

Fostering
Vitality
31.3.8

The Council recognises that smaller scale parades of
shops or isolated shops also have a role in serving the
needs of residents across the borough. Out of centre units
with a gross floor area of less than 400sq.m are likely to
have a convenience function are of a scale which often
41

Reason
The Council recognise that it is the South Kensington
Museums rather than the “Place” which have been
designated as part of the Strategic Cultural Area. The
sentence has been amended accordingly.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
equate to a ‘local’ format small supermarket. These are of a
size which is usually to be considered a ‘small shop’ with
regard to the restrictions for Sunday Trading (280sq.m
(net). Such units are unlikely to have a detrimental impact
on the health of adjoining centres. Given the nature of the
borough’s retail sector and the tightly knit network of
centres across it, the Council is concerned that out of
centre proposals that include a net increase of more than
400 sq m (gross external) retail floorspace may have the
potential to cause harm. A retail impact assessment will
allow the Council to assess each such proposal on its
merits. The nature of the assessment should be
proportionate to the scale of the development proposed.

Reason

MINOR/043

Paragraph
31.3.15

The Neighbourhood Centres are: Barlby Road, Ladbroke
Grove (North), Golborne Road (North), North Pole Road, St
Helen’s Gardens, Ladbroke Grove Station, All Saints Road,
Talbot Road, Latimer Road Station, Westbourne Park
Road, Clarendon Cross, Holland Park Avenue, Holland
Road, Napier Road, Kensington High Street (West),
Thackeray Street, Pembroke Road, Earl’s Court Road
North, Kensington High Street (Warwick Road), Stratford
Road, Gloucester Road, Cromwell Road Air Terminal,
Gloucester Road (South), Old Brompton Road (West), Old
Brompton Road (East), The Billings, Fulham Road (Old
Church Street), Walton Street, Lowndes Street, Pont
Street, Sloane Avenue, Elystan Street, Chelsea Manor
Street, Lower Sloane Street, and the World’s End.

Change name of existing neighbourhood centre to reflect
local interest.

MM66

31.3.24

The Glossary to the National Planning Policy Practice
Guidance Framework (NPPFG) on Ensuring the Vitality of
Town Centres lists the main town centre uses. These
include shops as well as banks, building societies and
other professional services, leisure and entertainment
facilities, the more intensive sport and recreation uses
(including cinemas, restaurants, bars and pubs, night-clubs,
42

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
casinos, health and fitness centres); offices; and arts,
culture and tourism development (including theatres,
museums, galleries and concert halls, hotels and
conference facilities). The NPPFG also notes that housing
may be an appropriate town centre use when on upper
floors. Social and community uses, are also considered to
be appropriate town centre uses.

Reason

MINOR/044

31.3.26

The Council recognises that these differing roles are served
by different parts of the borough’s larger centres. It is the
primary retail frontages which provide the critical mass of
shops, and the secondary retail frontages, while still being
mostly shops, contain a greater diversity of town centre
uses serving non-shopping needs of visitors those visiting
the centre. Taken together, the primary and secondary
retail frontages provide the range of town centre uses
necessary to make the borough’s centres the diverse and
successful places that they are. This is an approach
supported by the provisions of the NPPF and not
diminished by the recent liberalisation of the relevant
statutory instruments. The Council will continue to have
regard to the mix of uses within particular parts of a centre
whenever planning permission is required.

For clarity.

MINOR/045

31.3.28

The Council recognises that restaurants and drinking
establishments continue to have an important role in
supporting the diversity of the borough’s town centres and
in providing a useful day-to-day service to our residents.
Care must be taken to ensure that an over concentration of
such uses does not harm the function of an area centre. In
addition the Council recognises that such uses can be
unneighbourly and cause particular problems to the quiet
enjoyment of our residential areas. The impact of such
uses on residential amenity are considered elsewhere in
the Local Plan.

This part of the Local Plan is concerned about the function
of the borough’s town centres, not “areas”.
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Reference
MM67

Policy/Para
31.3.30

Modification
There have been particular problems associated with the
concentration of estate agents (a Class A2 use) in Notting
Hill Gate. - a concentration that has harmed the retail
character of parts of the centre. In 2015 the GPDO was
amended and removed the need for planning permission
for changes of uses from shops to estate agents and other
Class A2 uses. The Council will monitor the effects of the
GPDO on the vitality and viability of the town centres and
where appropriate will consider using Article 4 directions to
ensure that the health of town centres is maintained. This
liberalisation could allow the retail character of both Notting
Hill Gate and of other areas to be weakened still further.
Unchecked a proliferation of estate agents will detract from
the retail function of the centre. Whilst ordinarily planning
permission is no longer required for a change of use from a
shop to an estate agent, the Council will continue to seek to
resist such changes of use which will harm the character of
an area, when it has the powers to do so.

MM68

Policy CF3

The Council will secure the success and vitality of our town
centres by protecting, enhancing and promoting a diverse
range of shops and by ensuring that these uses will be
supported, but not dominated by, a range of complimentary
town centre uses. To deliver this the Council will:
a.

protect all shops and shop floorspace at ground floor
level in primary retail frontages of:

i.

Knightsbridge, King’s Road (East and West), Fulham
Road, Brompton Cross, South Kensington,
Kensington High Street, Earl’s Court Road and
Westbourne Grove town centres unless the change is
to another town centre use and where 80 per cent of
the ground-floor units in the relevant street frontage
will remain in an A1 (shop) use and the non-shop use
is not adjacent to another non-A1 use;

44

Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
ii.
Notting Hill Gate unless the change is to another town
centre use, but not an estate agents, bureaux de
change (Class A2) or a hot food takeaway (Class A5)
use and where 80 per cent of the ground-floor units in
the relevant street frontage will remain in an A1
(shop) use and the non-shop use is not adjacent to
another non-A1 use;
iii.

Portobello Road Special District Centre;

b.

protect all shops and shopping floorspace at ground
floor level within the secondary retail frontages of:

i.

Knightsbridge, King’s Road (East and West), Fulham
Road, Brompton Cross, South Kensington and
Kensington High Street, Earl’s Court Road and
Portobello Road town centres, unless the change is
to a town centre use and where 50 per cent of the
ground-floor units in the relevant street frontage will
remain in an A1 (shop) use and there are no more
than 3 non-A1 uses in a row;

ii.

Notting Hill Gate District Centre unless the change is
to another town centre use, but not an estate agents,
bureaux de change (Class A2) or a hot food
takeaway (Class A5) and the change is to a town
centre use and where 50 per cent of the ground-floor
units in the relevant street frontage will remain in an
A1 (shop) use and there are no more than 3 non-A1
uses in a row;

c.

protect shop uses above or below ground floor level
within town centres unless it is successfully
demonstrated that their loss will not adversely affect
the essential shopping character and function of the
centre;
protect all shops within neighbourhood centres,
unless the proposal is to change to a social and

d.
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Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
community use, and where 66 per cent of the
relevant frontage remains in A1 use (shop).

MM69

31.3.38

There is a forecast demand of 46,240 45,000 sq. m. of
additional office floorspace between 20116 and the end of
the plan period in 20282. When including the B1(a)
floorspace which has been lost since 20116 and the net
loss of B1 floorspace currently in the development pipeline
this translates to a net demand of 47,100 sq m undersupply
of 86,600 93,100 sq m. Whilst the Council has identified
some 52,000 sq m of additional B1 office space likely to
come forward outside of the recognised pipeline, this still
leaves an under supply of approximately 84,600 88,000
sqm, or some 6,5300 sq m pa from 2014 6 to the end of the
plan period.

Reason

[2] London Office Policy Review, (2017) Floorspace
Projections, GLA Peter Brett Associates, July 2014.
MM70

31.3.39

The Council recognises that the development pipeline
would suggest that this demand is likely to be
accommodated over the plan period, with that some further
B class floorspace is likely to be forthcoming through the
intensification of business uses on existing sites. However,
given the differential in value between office and residential
land such windfalls are likely to be relatively modest. Any
loss of the existing business stock will hinder the Council’s
ability to meet this need. widen the under supply still
further.

MINOR/046

31.3.41

As a “town centre use”, offices are subject to the
requirements of the NPPF G on Ensuring the Vitality of
Town Centres.

MM71

31.3.48

The borough contains a small number of storage and
distribution uses. Whilst these are not of a scale that serve
46

Correct error.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
a strategic function they do provide a particular service
which is used by both residents and by the small
businesses scattered across the borough. As with industrial
premises, this dwindling sector is under pressure from
changes of use to higher value uses. Whilst loss to office
uses may see a change of function it will ensure that the
important business function is retained. This will not be the
case if the loss of storage and distribution uses is to a
residential use. Such a change of use will have a
detrimental impact on the borough’s economy and upon
employment opportunities with it.

Reason

31.2.48b
Where an applicant can demonstrate that there are no
strong economic reasons to retain a warehouse use, the
loss to a non-business use may be appropriate. However,
the Council will have regard to the length of time that the
warehouse has been in operation and must be satisfied
that the warehouse use is established. Where this is not the
case, the Council will have regard to the contribution that
the previous use had in meeting the ambitions of the Local
Plan.
MINOR/047

31.3.50

The Council does not wish to constrain the evolution of
such uses and supports flexibility within the B class uses in
these areas and across the borough.

MM72

31.3.53

The Council does, however, recognise that the introduction
of some residential floorspace within an Employment Zone
can help bring forward new business development and
deliver housing supply. In order to ensure that business
uses are maximised, residential uses will only be permitted
when they can be shown to be necessary to enable a
significant uplift in business floorspace. As well as being a
significant uplift, this floorspace must be of at least equal
quality to that being re-provided with no more residential
47

Correct error.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
floorspace being provided that that necessary to enable the
uplift. It is also essential that the commercial character and
function of an Employment Zone is not jeopardised by the
introduction / expansion of residential uses. This will
normally be ensured through appropriate design, through
the retention of the business function character of ground
floor frontages and through ensuring that any mixed use
development within an Employment Zone is business led.
only a small proportion of the floorspace of a given site is
residential. If the Council is not satisfied that the business
character function can be retained, the introduction of
residential floorspace will be resisted.

MM73

Policy CF5

Amend bullet points i. and j. as follows
i) require there be no net loss of business floorspace unless
to uses which support the function and character of the
zone
j) support A class and other town centre uses where they
help support the business character and function of the
Employment Zones.

MM74

31.3.65

The Council recognises that in a climate of reduced core
funding, the borough’s cultural institutions need to expand
their own sources of revenue. Ancillary retail and cafes
associated with these institutions can therefore play a
significant role. Where ancillary to the principal use, they
will not be subject to the requirements of a retail impact
assessment.

MM75

Policy CF8

Amend bullet points b. and c. as follows:
b. require new hotels to be located: within, or immediately
adjoining, the borough’s higher order town centres, and
in particular Knightsbridge, South Kensington,
Kensington High Street, King’s Road (East), Brompton
Cross and Notting Hill Gate; and within the Earl’s Court
Exhibition Centre Strategic Site Allocation; close to
48

Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
major tourist attractions; in areas which enjoy excellent
links to Central London; or within other areas where
the new hotel would support the function of the area;
c. encourage the upgrading and expansion of existing
hotels where:
i. this will assist in maintaining the vitality of the centre;
ii. this will not result in the loss of any residential
accommodation;
iii. there will be no unacceptable material harm to amenity
or to the residential character of an area.

Reason

Chapter 32: Better Travel Choices
Reference
MINOR/048

Policy/Para
CT2

Modification
a. require developments at the allocated Kensal
Canalside Opportunity Area to establish an
Elizabeth Line Station, subject to approval by
Crossrail Limited Network Rail and DfT

Reason
To correct typo and identify the decision makers for the
Elizabeth Line.

MINOR/049

Chapter 34
Map

Move station symbol between Shepherd’s Bush and
Latimer Road to Westway Circus.

Proposed station would be on the West London Line not
the Hammersmith and Metropolitan Line.

MINOR/050

Chapter 36
Map

Move station symbol between Shepherd’s Bush and
Latimer Road to Westway Circus.

Proposed station would be on the West London Line not
the Hammersmith and Metropolitan Line.

ADD/33

32.1.2

Better Travel Choices is an integral part of the Council’s
vision Building on Success. It is central to upholding the
residential quality of life of the borough.

Text should reflect the change to the title of the vision

MM76

32.3.15

A new station on the West London line at Westway Circus
would significantly improve access for local residents to
public transport, both on the West London line and,
through interchanges, the wider London Overground and
49

Underground network Crossrail 2 will would provide access
to the Underground network for parts of Chelsea, where
access is currently poor. If implemented, a new Crossrail
station at King’s Road it will would put 5,000 more homes
in Chelsea within walking distance of an underground
station, make it much easier for patients, staff and visitors
to reach the area’s three hospitals, and help to maintain
the vitality and viability of the area’s businesses by making
access easier for customers and staff. A new Crossrail
Elizabeth Line station at Kensal Canalside Opportunity
Area would unlock significant regeneration opportunities.

Chapter 33: An Engaging Public Realm
Reference Policy/Para
MINOR/051 33.1.1

Modification
Kensington and Chelsea is distinguished by a high quality
network of streets, squares and public spaces. The public
realm is widely recognised and valued for providing the
setting for our rich architectural heritage. This is a strategic
matter for the Royal Borough, being central to our success as
an attractive place to live, work and visit. Establishing a new
street network, based on our historic patterns, will be at the
heart of the successful regeneration of the north, and
enhancing the public realm will be a key part of maintaining
the success of the borough as a whole.

Reason
Text should make no reference to any regeneration of parts
of the north of the Borough, as none is planned

ADD/34

An Engaging Public Realm is an integral part of the Local
Plan’s central vision of Building on Success. It is regarded as
critical by residents to their quality of life, and also underpins
the national and international reputation of Kensington and
Chelsea.

Text should reflect the change to the title of the vision

However, there are parts of the borough where the public
realm is of a lesser quality and in need of significant attention.

Text should make no reference to estate regeneration.

33.1.3

MINOR/052 33.2.5

50

Areas such as the Westway, Cromwell Road, the Earl’s Court
one way system and Kensal, World’s End and Latimer.
Establishing a new and improved street network, drawing
from the borough’s historic patterns and public spaces, will be
at the heart of the successful regeneration of these areas.
MINOR/053 33.3.22

There are 100 garden squares [insert footnote] within the borough.
There are also 15 open spaces on England’s Registered
Parks and Gardens380, including Kensington Gardens,
Holland Park, Brompton and Kensal cemeteries and
Kensington Roof Gardens, the latter being the only roof
garden on the national register.

To offer clarity as to the implications of the London Squares
Preservation Act.

[New footnote]

The London Squares Preservation Act 1931 seeks
to protect certain squares, gardens and enclosures in Greater
London. It should be consulted for any proposed
development in garden squares within the borough.
MM77

33.3.23

Add the following text to the paragraph:
The NPPF provides for the designation of Local Green
Spaces. The designation of LGSs will be considered in the
borough through neighbourhood plans or other development
plan documents.

MM78

Policy CR5
a.

(iv) Local Green Spaces where these are designated in a
neighbourhood plan or other development plan document.

Chapter 34: Renewing the Legacy
Reference
ADD/35

Policy/Para
34.1.1

Modification
The borough has inherited a remarkable historic townscape
and a large number of historic buildings and townscapes.
The exceptional quality of the built environment and finely
grained mix of uses underpins the borough’s success as
51

Reason
Text amended to reflect current position.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
being a highly desirable place in which to live, work and
invest. Over 4,000 buildings are ‘listed’ and there are over
100 garden squares. Conservation areas cover more than
73 per cent of the borough. The Royal Borough is known
for its legacy of Georgian, Victorian and Edwardian
architecture, built environment is interspersed with corner
shops, pubs, studios and small pockets of mixed uses, but
there are also a number of twentieth century buildings
which continue the legacy of high quality design.
Our listed buildings and conservation areas contribute
immensely to local distinctiveness both within the borough
and to London as a whole.

Reason

ADD/36

34.1.2

Renewing the Legacy is an integral part of the Local Plan’s
central vision of Building on Success. The exceptional
quality of the built environment underpins the reputation of
both Kensington and Chelsea, and our residents’ quality of life.

Text amended to reflect current position.

MM79

34.3.63

Archaeological remains are a finite and fragile resource.
The conservation and protection of such remains must not
be threatened by development, directly or indirectly, to
ensure the borough’s past is not lost forever. Policy CL4(g)
and (h) of the Local Plan requires development to protect
the setting significance of Archaeological Priority Areas.

MINOR/054

34.4.3

7. The Planning and Borough Development Directorate will
work in partnership with the Council’s Property Services
and Housing Department to deliver housing renewal
regeneration.

52

Consistency with Chapter 35.

Chapter 35: Diversity of Housing
Reference
MINOR/055

Policy/Para
Chapter subtitle

Modification
Affordable and Market Housing, Housing Mix, Estate
Regeneration Renewal

MM80

Diversity of
Housing
35.1.2

In terms of the Local Plan ‘vision’, the housing policies will
have a positive impact by facilitating improvements in the
both the North Kensington and ‘areas of change’
regeneration and reinforcing Kensington and Chelsea’s
international and national reputation as an attractive place to
live, with prime residential areas. Residents’ quality of life
should be improved by increasing the diversity of housing,
providing more affordable housing and maintaining the
quality of areas which are already sought after residential
locations.

MM81

35.1.3

Diversity of housing is an integral part of the Local Plan’s
central vision of Building on Success. It is central to
stimulating improvements in North Kensington and the ‘areas
of change’, and vital to the residential quality of life.

ADD/37

35.1.3

Diversity of housing is an integral part of the Local Plan’s
central vision of Building on Success. It is central to
stimulating improvements in the ‘areas of change’, and vital
to the residential quality of life.

MM82

35.3.2

The London Plan 2016 (as amended) sets out a housing
target of 733 dwellings per annum that the borough should
seek to meet and exceed. The target is supply capacity
based and exceeds the annual OAN by about 27%. The
target is for ten years between 2015 and 2025 and has been
rolled forward to 145 years (1 April 2015 – 31 March 2029)
resulting giving a target of 10,262 dwellings to the end of the
plan period. The target is derived from monitoring evidence
and the London Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment (SHLAA) 2013 which was developed in
53

Reason
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough

Text should reflect the change to the title of the
vision

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
partnership with London Boroughs. The Mayor of London has
committed to revise the target by 2019/20. The new London
SHLAA 2017 indicates that the capacity in Kensington and
Chelsea has reduced significantly to approximately 488 dpa.
This work will inform a new target for the borough to be
determined through the London Plan Review.

MM83

35.3.3

In accordance with the NPPF, the Council must ensure that
the Local Plan meets the full OAN for market and affordable
housing. It must also demonstrate a 5 year supply of specific
deliverable sites sufficient to meet the borough’s housing
target plus an additional 205% buffer (moved forward from
later in the plan period) for the first 5 years due to a record of
persistent under delivery to ensure choice and competition in
the market for land. The additional buffer is to provide a
realistic prospect of achieving the planned supply and to
ensure choice and competition in the market for land. The
Council’s net residential completions over the last 5 years
(2011/12 to 2015/16) have averaged around 350 units per
annum whilst net residential approvals over the same period
have averaged around 790 units per annum. There is no
clear guidance on how many years of residential completions
need to be monitored before the conclusion can be drawn
that there is a persistent under delivery. Nevertheless the
Council has included a 20% buffer over the housing target for
the first 5 years which results in an annual target of 880 units
per annum for the first five years.
Over the first two years of the plan period from 2015-2017,
the borough has a backlog of 935 dwellings against its
current target. Where there is a record of persistent or
significant under delivery, the NPPF expects that local
planning authorities should add a buffer of 20% to the 5 year
housing supply. The purpose of a 20% buffer is to improve
the prospect of achieving the planned supply by bringing
sites forward from later in the plan period. However, in
54
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Policy/Para

Modification
Kensington and Chelsea, there is no additional supply that
could realistically be brought forward from later in the plan
period. The allocated supply in years 6-12 of the trajectory
relies on the 2 strategic brownfield sites at Kensal Canalside
and Earl’s Court, which have required significant
infrastructure and enabling works before they can start to
deliver housing. The remainder of the supply will largely
come from annual windfall allowances for small sites and
vacant units coming back into use. No part of this supply
could be brought forward to boost delivery in the first 5 years
of the plan period. There is little evidence of other large
windfall sites which could help to boost the supply in the first
5 years of the plan period.
Given the constraints on the borough’s housing supply and
without a supply of sites that could be brought forward, even
if it were considered by a decision maker that the Council had
a persistent record of under delivery or significant under
delivery measured against the Housing Delivery Test, the
application of a 20% buffer will do little to improve the
prospects of achieving the housing requirement. Rather it
would potentially undermine the policies elsewhere in the
Plan for the protection of commercial, cultural and community
uses in the borough.
For these reasons, a 5% buffer should be applied in
Kensington and Chelsea in calculating the 5 year housing
land supply for the purposes of the Local Plan Partial Review.
For the same reasons, dealing with the backlog in the first 5
years of the plan period after adoption would also not be
deliverable. Spreading the backlog over the plan period (the
‘Liverpool’ approach) would better reflect the trajectory for the
delivery of sites in the housing land supply set out in chapter
40.
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Modification
Therefore, adding the undersupply of 935 dwellings spread
over the plan period together with a 5% buffer results in a five
year housing requirement of 4,258 dwellings from 2017-2022.

MM84

35.3.4

The Housing Trajectory at 1 April 2017 shows a total
development pipeline of 11,694 8,979 net additional units for
the 125 year period 20167/178 to 2028/2930/31. Further
information on the housing trajectory and delivery from site
allocations is provided in Chapter 40. The housing trajectory
is based on a combination of the capacity from site
allocations, the development pipeline of planning
permissions, those sites where pre-application responses
have identified a potential for housing development,
assumptions on windfall from small sites and vacant buildings
returning to use. It is estimated that about 4,400 4,410 of
these units will be delivered within the first five year period
from 1 April 2017 to 31 March 2022 enabling the borough to
demonstrate a five year housing land supply including an
additional 205% buffer (moved forward from later in the plan
period) to ensure choice and competition in the market for
land as required by the NPPF. The Local Plan also identifies
a supply of specific, developable sites or broad locations for
growth for years 6-15.

MM85

35.3.5

The Local Plan also identifies a supply of specific,
developable sites or broad locations for growth for years 6-12
of the plan period. Over the next 15 years, the The site
allocations in the Local Plan are expected to deliver about
8,1000 2,958 units in this period with the largest site Kensal
Canalside (3,500 units) likely to deliver 2,488 units in this
period. Given the extremely dense built up character of the
borough and limited number of large sites, in common with
other inner-London boroughs, the Council also relies on a
supply of housing from small windfall sites which is taken
from the small sites estimate provided in the London SHLAA.
These have, historically, provided an important supply of
56
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Modification
housing for the borough. However, overall the housing supply
identified in the trajectory in chapter 40 is insufficient to meet
the housing requirement for years 6-12 of the plan period. A
total supply of 4,569 is demonstrated against a requirement
of 5,474 dwellings for the period 1 April 2022 to 31 March
2029. The Council intends to address this current shortfall
through an early review of the Plan against the revised
London Plan housing target.

MM86

35.3.13

However, the provision of these larger units has an impact on
the ability of the borough to meet its housing supply targets
as the sites for these developments are often capable of
accommodating a much larger number of smaller units.
Given the increase in the borough’s housing supply target to
733 units per annum in the 2015 London Plan, the borough is
under increasing pressure to ensure that the delivery of new
housing is optimised on all sites. The number of residential
units delivered on a site can be optimised by taking into
account the relevant range within the London Plan policy on
housing density Density Matrix. In addition the provision of
new very large units to meet the requirements of prime and
super prime buyers is unlikely to contribute to meeting local
housing needs as identified through the borough’s SHMA.
This approach may reduce the opportunities within the
borough for catering to the market for international investors
from new build developments but opportunities will continue
to remain within the second-hand market.

MM87

Policy CH1 d

d. optimise the number of residential units delivered in new
developments by taking into account the London Plan policy
on housing density relevant range within the London Plan
density matrix.

MM88

35.3.18

The Council has a general duty to promote the supply of
starter homes as set out in the Housing and Planning Act
2016. The Government intends to include starter homes as a
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new form of affordable housing. Eligibility for starter homes is
linked to age which is set in the Housing and Planning Act
2016 as between 23 and 40 years. The intention is to help
young first time buyers on to the housing ladder. Starter
homes should be discounted at 20% below market value with
a maximum price cap of £450,000 in Greater London. The
requirement for starter homes is set nationally and is not
based on local needs assessment. The Local Plan supports
the provision of starter homes on qualifying sites. The
detailed requirements for provision of starter homes are
expected to be crystallised in the forthcoming Starter Homes
Regulations.

Reason

MINOR/056

35.3.21

In order to set a planning policy target that achieves the
maximum reasonable amount of affordable housing, the
Council must take account of need but also deliverability.
Firstly, the Council’s housing target of 733 dwellings per
annum is supply based on housing capacity which is limited.
Furthermore, even if the borough’s entire housing
requirement for the next fifteen years were to be delivered as
affordable homes, the cumulative affordable need figure for
the same period could still not be met. The second issue that
must be taken into account is the economic viability of
delivering affordable housing. Paragraph 173 of the NPPF
requires that new developments should not be subject to
such a scale of obligations and policy burdens that their
ability to be viably developed is threatened.

Consultation response, factual correction.

MM89

35.3.22A

The revised NPPF broadens the definition of affordable
housing to include starter homes, discounted market sales
housing and other affordable routes to home ownership. It
also proposes that planning policies should expect 10% of all
homes on major housing development are to be affordable
home ownership products. Home ownership products are
part of the wider intermediate tenure and include starter
homes, discounted market sales housing and other
58
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affordable routes to home ownership. These will be defined
in the revised NPPF.

MM90

35.3.23

The Council’s Affordable Housing Target Viability Study,
2016 update and its update of April 2017 demonstrates that a
proportion of affordable housing is viable in all residential
developments, and all mixed use developments with 30% of
commercial floor space. However, the level of viability varies
significantly by area. The range for a generally viable
affordable housing target is shown to be between 35% and
40% in the majority of the borough. The Viability Study
update April 2017 and Policy CH2 have factored in the
proposed broader definition of affordable housing to include
starter homes, discounted market sales housing and
affordable private rent housing and also include a minimum
of 10% affordable home ownership products. requirement in
these targets, assuming the Government will implement its
proposed 20% starter homes requirement and include starter
homes within the definition of affordable housing.

MM91

35.3.24

The Mayor’s Draft Affordable Housing and Viability SPG,
November 2016 August 2017 makes it clear that the Mayor is
committed to a long-term strategic aim of half of all new
homes in London being affordable. Supported by the
Council’s Affordable Housing Target Viability Study, 2016 (as
well as the update of April 2017) and the ‘threshold
approach’ in the Mayor’s SPG the policy sets a borough wide
minimum target of 35% without the use of public subsidy.
Schemes providing at least this level of affordable housing
on-site, meeting the specified tenure mix, and other planning
requirements and obligations do not need to submit a
financial viability appraisal. This approach would negateing
the need for protracted negotiations and offering consistency
and certainty for applicants. In-line with the Mayor’s SPG all
applicants should explore the use of grant and other public
subsidy to increase the level of affordable housing to the
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Mayor’s strategic aim of 50%. This approach would help
maximise the provision of affordable housing and cater to the
overwhelming need.

MM92

35.3.28

Affordable housing provision currently consists of three
different types of tenure – social rent, affordable rent and
intermediate which meets the requirements of households
whose needs are not met by the market. Eligibility for each of
these types of housing is primarily determined with regard to
income. The revised NPPF includes social rent and
affordable rent within a broad definition of affordable housing
for rent.

MM93

35.3.29

Affordable housing for rent in accordance with the
Government’s rent policy typically meets the needs of those
on the lowest incomes and is let to people on the Council’s
housing register. Affordable housing for rented housing can
also only be let through Councils or private registered
providers to those groups that would also be eligible for
social rented housing. The rents are subject to rent controls
nationally of no more than 80% of market rent. The Council
has an adopted housing policy for new affordable rent
tenancies to ensure that they remain affordable to those in
housing need. Intermediate housing is homes for sale and
rent provided at a cost above social rent, but below market
levels. The eligibility is linked to household income levels
which are set in the London Plan and revised annually in the
London Plan Monitoring Report. Starter homes, discounted
market sales housing and affordable private rent other
affordable routes to home ownership housing are all
considered to be part of the wider intermediate tenure.

MINOR/057

35.3.30

It is expected that starter homes will also be included in the
definition of affordable housing in the future.
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Reason

Now included in new paragraph 35.3.22A as a Main
Modification MM89.

Reference
MM94

Policy/Para
35.3.31

Modification
In terms of the existing three affordable housing tenure
types, the London Plan requires that the Council sets a
separate target for the provision of social/affordable rented
housing and intermediate housing. Policy 3.11 ‘Affordable
Housing Targets’ of the London Plan proposes a strategic
target of 60% of affordable housing provision as
social/affordable rent and 40% for intermediate rent or sale.
The Royal Borough is a borough of contrasts with extreme
wealth and deprivation and its housing stock caters to those
on the opposite end of the spectrum. The Council considers
there is a need to increase the provision of intermediate
housing which caters to those in between and a 50:50 tenure
split in criterion c. of Policy CH2 supports this. The SHMA
2015 included various scenarios for the affordable housing
tenure split including one similar to the 50:50 tenure split in
criterion c. The 50% intermediate tenure can include
intermediate rent and a minimum of 10% affordable home
ownership products as proposed by the Government.

MM95

35.3.33

The tenure mix in Policy CH2 has been tested for viability
and can be delivered with no impact on the overall affordable
housing target. The Council’s viability evidence demonstrates
that the tenure mix is viable and deliverable and has the
flexibility to deliver a mix of intermediate products as set out
in national policy.

MM96

Policy CH2 a.

a. a proportion of starter homes on qualifying sites as
defined in the Regulations;

MM97

Policy CH2 b.

b. developments to provide a minimum of 35% of all
residential floorspace as affordable housing on sites that
provide 650 sq m or more of gross residential floorspace
(gross internal area), once the threshold is met all gross
residential floorspace is liable for an affordable housing
contribution;
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Reason

1

Reference
MM98

Policy/Para
Policy CH2 c.

Modification
c. separate to any starter homes provision, overall 50% of the
remaining affordable housing provision to be social rent /
affordable housing for rent and 50% to be intermediate
including intermediate rent and affordable home ownership
products;

MM99

35.3.38

The Council intends to spend affordable housing payments in
lieu on its estate regeneration programme, amongst other
projects such as ‘Hidden Homes’, to deliver more affordable
housing.

MINOR/058

35.3.61

The Council’s SHMA1 estimates current supply of specialist
elderly accommodation in the borough is 1,350 units
incorporating both sheltered and extra care housing. There
are also residential and nursing cares homes which provide
care services for older people. In 2013 the Council published
its ‘Modernising Older People’s Housing and Accommodation
with Care Services Strategy’ which outlined the vision to
improve the quality, quantity and choice of housing and
accommodation with care services for older people. The
evidence underpinning the strategy identifies that there is
currently a lack of choice in terms of extra care and sheltered
housing which is likely to lead to ongoing demand for
expensive care home services. The Council’s housing and
adult social care service therefore supports an increase in the
capacity of specialist provision by encouraging the
development of new extra care housing. Extra care housing
can meet the needs of a range of older people who are able
to be diverted away from residential and nursing care, and
retains a degree of independent living. Alongside the delivery
of new extra care housing provision, the borough also needs
good quality, accessible housing for older people in which
care can be delivered if required, but not by on-site services.
This so-called ‘sheltered’ or ‘retirement’ housing supports

Table 9.4 SHMA 2015
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Reason

Correcting typo.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
independent living but also meets aspirations to live in safe
and secure communities.

MM100

35.3.63

The Mayor’s Housing SPG acknowledges that there has
been some debate over how to categorise specialist older
persons accommodation in terms of the Use Class Order and
whether it is C2 or C3 use. The SPG provides further
guidance and commentary on the view to take on the use
class. Critically whether the use class falls within C2 or C3
would determine if the proposal is subject to affordable
housing requirements and trigger the considerations for
viability. Ultimately it is not for planning policy to classify use
classes and a view will have to be taken on a case-by-case
basis using available guidance. The Council’s Affordable
Housing Viability Study Update, July (2016) indicates that the
Council should seek to continue to apply Policy CH2 to seek
affordable housing on these schemes, with the same sitespecific viability caveats that apply to all other residential
developments.

MINOR/059

35.3.70

The Mayor’s Draft Affordable Housing and Viability SPG,
November 2016 August 2017 recognises that long term,
purpose built, private rented “build to rent” developments in
block ownership and managed as a single development
could make a particular contribution to meeting housing
need. Such schemes are beneficial in a number of ways;
they have the potential to accelerate delivery and not
compete with nearby for sale developments; they can offer
longer term tenancies/more certainty over long term
availability; they can ensure high quality management
through single ownership; and they can ensure a
commitment to, and investment in, place making. They can
also meet a wide range of needs, including those of singles,
sharers, families and older people. The definition in the
Mayor’s Draft Affordable Housing and Viability SPG,
November 2016 August 2017 will be used in classifying a
63

Reason

Cross referring to adopted SPG, consultation
response, to aid clarity.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
scheme as build to rent. This includes including a covenant
that homes to be held as build to rent for at least 15 years.

MM101

35.3.71A

Build to Rent schemes will be expected to provide
intermediate rent or affordable private rent housing subject to
a viability appraisal in-line with the Mayor’s Affordable
Housing and Viability SPG. The Council’s Affordable Housing
Viability Study Update, April 2017 demonstrates that 35%
affordable private rent or intermediate rent would be
generally viable in build to rent schemes in the borough. The
Government’s consultation on Planning and Affordable
Housing for Build to Rent recognises that a different
approach for Build to Rent as set out in the Mayor’s
Affordable Housing and Viability SPG may be suitable for
London.

MM102

Policy CH4 e.

e.

MM103

Estate Renewal

Add new paragraph at start of reasoned justification for Policy
CH4 as follows:
Following the tragic fire at Grenfell Tower on 14 June 2017,
the Council decided to end the three new estate regeneration
projects which were being worked on in the borough at
Silchester, Barlby-Treverton and Warwick Road estates. It
was also pledged by the Leader that any estate regeneration
projects on the affected estates would be co-designed in
conjunction with the residents living within the relevant estate
and put to a binding vote with projects only going ahead with
the majority of residents in support. Following these
commitments, the Council commits to an early review of the
Local Plan, at least in part, to consider issues related to North
Kensington, the Latimer ‘Place’, estate regeneration and
housing supply, to be adopted within three years of this Local
Plan’s adoption. In the meantime, all policies in the

support build to rent schemes in particular those that
include intermediate rent or affordable private rent as
part of the affordable housing component;
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Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
development plan (the London Plan, the Local Plan and any
relevant neighbourhood plans) will continue to apply.

MM104

35.3.79

The Council as landowner is exploring options for the
regeneration of existing low density housing estates. Estate
regeneration provides a potential opportunity to:


Ensure that housing stock meets the needs of existing
and future residents.
 Help tackle underlying causes of deprivation by improving
health outcomes, employment opportunities, educational
attainment and aspiration, and to reduce crime and the
fear of crime.
 Build the ‘conservation areas of the future’ by reflecting
and matching the high quality urban design in the rest of
the borough.
Deliver additional housing and affordable housing.
MM105

35.3.80

Estate regeneration may take the form of the refurbishment
of existing housing stock, infill development or partial or
comprehensive redevelopment.

MM106

35.3.81

Estate renewal regeneration proposals often differ from other
types of proposals for residential development because often
the sale of market housing is used to fund the reprovided
social rented and other forms of affordable housing. For this
reason the proportions of social rented affordable and market
housing may differ from conventional housing applications
where cross subsidy is not being done on the same scale.

MM107

35.3.82

In calculating whether there is any net loss of affordable
housing through estate renewal regeneration, former social
rented properties sold under the right to buy or right to
acquire should be categorised as market sector provision.
This includes the right to buy or right to acquire units which
have been used on an interim basis as, for example,
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Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
temporary accommodation in advance of estate regeneration
progressing.

MM108

35.3.83

The Council as a Local Housing Authority will be publishing
the Tenant Decant Policy and consulting on a Strategy for
Leaseholders in Regeneration Areas. This will provide the
Council’s policies on right to return, deals for leaseholders,
and offers for adult children or other family members.

MM109

35.3.84

Sites which appear to may be suitable for estate renewal
regeneration (of one form or another) are Silchester East and
West, Warwick Road and Treverton. These sites, and their
wider surrounding areas, appear in land use planning terms
to offer opportunities for the delivery of new housing in the
Royal Borough. Options for the regeneration of these sites
require further investigation, and ultimately the regeneration
option chosen, if any, will be determined by the Council as
landowner, having regard to a wide range of considerations,
including consultation responses.

MM110

35.3.85

The Council has made clear that it will always consult
potentially affected residents at the earliest feasible
opportunity and has committed to engaging with and
involving affected residents throughout the appraisal, design
and development processes. The Council has also resolved
that any redevelopment should be designed around
traditional streets and squares and to be mixed-tenure.

MM111

CH5 Estate
Regeneration

Delete whole of Policy CH5 and revert to Policy CH4 for
Estate Renewal in adopted Local Plan:
The Council will require that where the redevelopment
regeneration of social rented housing estates including
affordable housing is proposed, a compelling case is
demonstrated made that the long term benefits outweigh the

66

Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
considerable uncertainty and disruption such projects will
cause.
To deliver this the Council will:
a.
require the maximum reasonable amount of
affordable housing, with the minimum being no net loss of
existing social rented affordable housing provision;
b.
require a guarantee that all existing social rented
tenants have an opportunity of a home that meets their
needs, with those wishing to stay in the neighbourhood being
able to do so;
bc. require that the mix of house sizes for the re-provided
social rented housing will be determined by the housing
needs of the tenants of the estate and by the housing needs
of the borough, at the time that an application is submitted;
cd. require that where estate renewal regeneration is being
funded through the provision of private housing or other
commercial development, schemes must be supported by an
open book financial viability appraisal;
de.
recognise that cross subsidy between estates may
also be required where proposals involve several estates.
The principles set out above for one estate would be applied
to two or more estates, taken as a whole.
The Council has prepared a Joint Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation Needs Assessment (GTANA)118 with LBHF.

MINOR/060

35.3.86 (first
sentence)

MM112

Gypsy and
Traveller
Accommodation
35.3.86

Amend last sentence of paragraph as follows:
The Joint GTANA concludes that there will be a total
requirement for 3 additional pitches in the first 5 years, nine
additional in total pitches across RBKC and LBHF between
2015 and 2030 over the plan period.

MINOR/061

35.3.86
Footnote 118

118

RBKC and LBHF (2016) Joint Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation Needs Assessment (GTANA)
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Reason

To reflect title of the Joint Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation Needs Assessment.

To reflect title of the Joint Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation Needs Assessment.

Reference
MM113

Policy/Para
35.3.88

Modification
Applying the Government’s planning definition of Gypsies
and Travellers as set out in the PPTS, some of the existing
occupiers of Stable Way do not fall under the planning
definition of ‘Travellers’119, however, many of the occupiers
are long established on this site and therefore their
accommodation needs need to be appropriately assessed.
Therefore the GTANA considers all arising accommodation
needs then applies the PPTS definition to identify
accommodation needs in accordance with Government
guidance.

MM114

35.3.89

The shortage and high cost of land in the borough means
that there are many competing land uses. The Council has
commenced agreed a Joint Site Appraisal Study
Methodology (2016) with the London Borough of
Hammersmith and Fulham which will to investigate
opportunities to provide new Ggypsy and Ttraveller sites
within the two boroughs. A site appraisal for this borough has
been undertaken using this methodology. The boroughs will
work with partners, Rregistered Pproviders, developers,
neighbouring authorities, the Mayor of London and TfL to
explore making provision in line with the most up to date
needs assessment over the plan period. The Council will
continue to work with LBHF and these partners to seek to
address the findings from the Joint GTANA by producing an
options paper following the completion of both site
appraisals. The Council and LBHF will explore all available
options in meeting the objectives of national policy in order to
identify a NPPF compliant supply of sites during the course of
2018. This will be reported in the Council’s annual monitoring
report. Any subsequent planning applications should be
considered against the criteria set out in the PPTS, the
criteria in Policy CH6 and other relevant planning policies and
guidance.
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Reason

Reference
MINOR/062

Policy/Para
35.4.2

Modification
The Council Stock Options Review 2008 – 2010 concluded
that the stock should remain in the freehold of the Council
and should continue to be managed by the Kensington and
Chelsea Tenant Management Organisation (KCTMO).
Subsequent work was then undertaken to look at the
investment requirements of the stock and how this could be
met with the projected funding shortfall in the Capital
Programme. This work concluded that the Council should
continue to retain its stock as the new HRA self-financing
arrangements gave local authorities the resources, incentives
and the flexibility they needed to manage their own housing
stock over the long term.

Reason
Text should be deleted as information is out of date,
does not affect planning policy and KCTMO does not
exist.

MINOR/063

35.4.3

In response to this KCTMO developed an Asset Management
Strategy was developed that provides a framework for
determining how investment decisions are made. This is
underpinned by option appraisals that assess the overall
performance of the stock, and determine which stock should
be retained, disposed of or considered for regeneration and
development. With the implementation of a levy for the sale
of High Value Voids, this strategy will be crucial in
determining how we invest in the stock going forward.

Text should be deleted as information is out of date,
does not affect planning policy and KCTMO does not
exist.

MM115

35.4.4

The Council has an established programme of small scale
delivery known as ‘hHidden Homes’ to maximise
opportunities to delivery new housing supply that will be
maintained in partnership with the KCTMO. The Council is
also exploring asset management and regeneration options
across four large sites, and the mechanisms for delivery for
each should the Council decide to proceed with
redevelopment.

ADD/38

35.4.4

The Council has an established programme of small scale
delivery known as ‘hHidden Homes’ to maximise
opportunities to deliver new homes that will be maintained in
partnership with the KCTMO. The Council is also exploring
69

Text should be modified to reflect the Council’s
decision to end estate regeneration projects in the
borough.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
asset management and regeneration options across four
large sites, and the mechanisms for delivery for each should
the Council decide to proceed with redevelopment.

MM116

35.4.9

The Council’s Housing Strategy sets out how the Council
wants to improve both the quality of accommodation and
lives of people who live here by:
 Resources – Develop effective asset management and
longer term business planning, taking advantage of the
new regime for Council Housing finance.
 Development and regeneration – Regenerate, renew and
dDevelop new affordable housing where opportunities
arise.
 Housing options – Provide a service that enables people to
make informed decisions about their housing options.
 Vulnerable residents – Support people who are vulnerable
with appropriate accommodation and advice services.
Employment and training – Enable people in social housing
to access employment and training opportunities.

MINOR/064

35.4.11

The Council will publish a new four year Housing Strategy in
2017.

MM117

35.4.11

The Council will publish a new four year Housing Strategy in
2017.

MM118

Diversity of
Housing
diagram

Delete Site Allocations CA2 Barlby-Treverton, CA5 Silchester
Estates and CA8 Warwick Road Estate (as shown below)
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Reason

The Council will now no longer be publishing a new
Housing Strategy in 2017.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

71

Chapter 36: Respecting Environmental Limits
Reference
MM119

Policy/Para
Respecting
Environmen
tal Limits
New
paragraph
after 36.1.6

Modification
This chapter includes a range of policies to mitigate climate
change. Policy CE1 Climate Change, sets out the measures
to reduce carbon dioxide emissions, Policy CE2 considers
flood risk, its impacts and SuDS, and Policy CE5 addresses
Air Quality. However, apart from these more obvious
mitigation and adaptation policies, the Local Plan includes
policies in different chapters which help mitigate the effects of
climate change. The principal policies are, C1 Infrastructure
Delivery and Planning Contributions (chapter 29), CT1
Improving alternatives to car use, CT2 New and enhanced
rail infrastructure (chapter 32), CR4 Streetscape, CL2 Design
Quality, and CL7 Basements (chapter 34). Policies on green
infrastructure are also included in chapter 33 (Policy CR5
Parks, Gardens, Open Spaces and Waterways) and Policy
CE4 Biodiversity (chapter 36).

Reason

ADD/39

36.1.7

Respecting Environmental Limits is an integral part of the
Royal Borough’s vision of Building on Success. Tackling
these issues is central in upholding our residents’ quality of
life.

Text should reflect the change to the title of the vision

Following the Housing Standards Review, the government
policy2 is that local planning authorities should not require
energy efficiency standards that exceed the energy
requirements of Building Regulations for the construction or
adaption of buildings to provide dwellings or the carrying out
of any work on dwellings. This national policy is subject to
the commencement of amendments proposed to the Planning
and Energy Act 2008 in the Deregulation Act 2015. The
government has also withdrawn its commitment to ‘zero
carbon homes’3.

All text changed to correct error which appeared in Draft
Policies and Publication Policies document which suggested
that some of the text was in the existing Local Plan.

MINOR/065 36.3.8

2
3

Announced in the Written Ministerial Statement of 25 March 2015
Fixing the foundations: creating a more prosperous nation, HM Treasury, July 2015
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

MM120

Policy CE1
Climate
Change

Amend criterion iii as follows:
iii.
decentralised heating, cooling and energy supply,
through Combined Cooling Heat and Power (CCHP) or
similar, while ensuring that heat and energy production does
not result in unacceptable levels of local air pollution in
particular on site allocations such as Kensal, Wornington
Green, Latimer and Earl’s Court

MM121

36.3.12a

Insert new paragraph as follows:
In terms of non-domestic buildings, the Building Research
Establishment Environmental Assessment Methodology
(BREEAM) tools provide a nationally-recognised sustainable
design standard for non-domestic development, incorporating
categories such as energy, water, materials, transport, waste,
pollution, health and wellbeing, management, land use and
ecology. BREEAM pre-assessments should be submitted at
the application stage for non-domestic developments, clearly
identifying how the requirements set out in the policy will be
achieved.

MINOR/066 36.3.21

Reason

Flood Risk Assessments are required for development within
Critical Drainage Areas, Flood Zone 3 and Flood Zone 2.
However, within Critical Drainage areas this is only relevant if
the development has any drainage implications which could
lead to flooding elsewhere or could be more vulnerable as a
result of the development proposed (due to the land use
being more vulnerable or to the infrastructure proposed). For
example, Flood Risk Assessments will be required for
basement applications; when the development is at ground
level and could potentially lead to a decrease in the site’s
permeability or an increase in the site’s vulnerability to
flooding; or if the proposed development could have an
impact on any physical structure which could reduce the
effect of flooding in the area (flood risk assets). Most
development at first floor level and above may not require a
73

The Environment Agency has suggested the minor
amendment to provide additional supporting text to the
policy within the document.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Flood Risk Assessment. However, the requirement for an
assessment will need to be considered at an early stage. It
will be expected that any proposed flood risk measures and
flood risk assets are protected and maintained to remain
operational and built to a standard where they would provide
adequate protection for the lifetime of the development.

MM122

Flood Risk
36.3.29

To address sewer flooding in the borough, Thames Water is
delivering proposing to build the Counters Creek Sewer Flood
Alleviation Scheme Storm Relief Sewer. Ofwat approved the
funds needed to undertake the this Counters Creek Sewer
Alleviation Scheme in December 2014. Thames Water’s
proposal includesd four elements: a new storm relief sewer to
increase the sewer capacity (currently under review); SuDS
to reduce surface water run-off; anti-flooding (FLIP) devices
to stop the sewers surcharging into lower properties; and,
local sewer improvements to increase the capacity of local
sewers. Thames Water will continue to investigate the future
resilience required for the sewer network, taking into account
population growth, development, urban creep and climate
change.

MM123

36.3.29

Insert new text after paragraph 36.3.29 as follows:
At a property level, protection from sewer flooding can be
achieved by the provision of a suitable pump device, similar
to FLIPs. Sewers often surcharge to just below manhole
cover level and so connecting a lower ground floor via a
gravity connection provides a new low point for the
surcharging sewer to discharge to. To reduce the risk of
flooding, waste water from floors lower than the sewer level
should be pumped. Fitting only a ‘non return valve’ is not
acceptable as this is not effective in directing the flow of
sewage away from the building. This is currently required by
Policy CL7 for basement properties.
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Reason

Reference
MM124

Policy/Para
Policy CE2
d.iii.

Modification
Amend criterion d. iii. as follows:
iii. ensure buildings remain safe for occupants in case of
flooding; and are protected from sewer flooding through the
installation of a suitable pumped device when the new
development includes floors below the level of the sewer.

MM125

Policy CE2
d.iv.

Amend criterion d. iv. as follows:
iv. consider apply where required the measures and actions
included in the Local Flood Risk Management Strategy Action
Plan.

MM126

Waste
36.3.36

The Council is statutorily required to deliver its Local Authority
Collected Waste to places as directed by the Western
Riverside Waste Authority (WRWA). Currently all of the Local
Authority Collected Waste municipal waste goes to WRWA
facilities in Wandsworth for transfer and treatment (Western
Riverside Transfer Station near Wandsworth Bridge and
Cringle Dock Transfer Station next to Battersea Power
Station). Since 2011, recyclables go to a Materials Recycling
Facility at Smugglers Way in Wandsworth and residuals are
barged down river to the Riverside Resource Recovery
Limited (RRRL)’s facility at Belvedere, in the London Borough
of Bexley where the waste is incinerated to generate
electricity. It is the largest EfW facility in the UK and one of
the largest in Europe, which will eventually generate 72MW of
power. This is confirmed by the WRWA’s Policy Statement
(July 2013) which also states that the facility can handle
670,000 tonnes of waste per year although the WRWA
supplies around 300,000 tonnes of residual waste to it. The
contract runs until 2031 meaning that, in reality, waste
arisings from the borough and the other WRWA Waste
Planning Authorities (WPAs) are dealt with in Bexley. The
Belvedere Energy from Waste plant opened in Bexley in May
2012. The Council is will continue to working jointly with the
WRWA to agree with the Waste Planning Authority ensure
that existing arrangements can continue and if necessary its
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Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
apportionment gap can be met at the plantthat its
apportionment gap is met at the plant.

MM127

36.3.37

Delete waste apportionment table as follows:

Reason

Apportionment (tonnes per annum)

RBKC

2016

2021

2026

2031

2036

138,000

160,00
0

190,00
0

194,00
0

198,00
0

WPAs
in the
790,00 944,00 961,00 981,00
683,000
WRW
0
0
0
0
A
London Plan Waste Apportionment target for RBKC and the
WPAs in the WRWA area
MM128

36.3.38

The Council has prepared a joint Waste Technical Paper with
the other WPAs in the WRWA area. The Waste Technical
Paper sets out the waste arisings within the WRWA area for
waste streams and the ability to meet the London Plan
apportionment. This establishes that the available waste
treatment capacity in the borough to help meet the waste
apportionment is 30,660 tpa. The Council is safeguarding
Cremorne Wharf for future waste use which has an estimated
capacity of between 23,400 tpa. The capacity in the borough
will therefore increase to 54,060 tpa by 2036.

MM129

36.3.39

The Waste Technical Paper concludes that there is currently
a shortfall of 167 ktpa of capacity to meet its apportionment
within the borough. Including capacity from the safeguarded
Cremorne Wharf site, this will reduce to 143,940 tpa by 2036
The borough’s apportionment gap increases to 2036, this is a
result of the increasing London Plan apportionment target
over the period. Due to the constrained nature of the
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Bborough and competing land use demands there are
currently no opportunities to allocate waste sites of a
combined size able to produce this level of capacity
development within the borough. However as a group of
WPAs in the WRWA area the apportionment is being could
be met within the WRWA area. an apportionment capacity
surplus of 47ktpa in 2036.
Apportionment Capacity Gap (-ve figure) / Surplus
(+ve figure) (tonnes per annum)

RBKC

2016

2021

2026

2031

2036

107,34
0
345,91
9

129,34
0
238,92
0

159,34
0
84,919

163,3
40
67,92
0

167,34
0
47,920

WPAs
in the
WRWA
Apportionment capacity gap / surplus for RBKC and the
WPAs in the WRWA area
MM130

36.3.42

The Council is working jointly with the WPAs in the WRWA
area to try to secure meet the poolinged of the London Plan
apportionment and to manage waste arisings from other
waste streams. Ongoing monitoring of arisings and capacity
will be required. If it is established that there is a change in
available capacity, the Council will need to work with the
WPAs in the WRWA area and other London WPAs to
manage any shortfall.
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Reason

Reference
MM131

Policy/Para
Policy CE3
d.

Modification
e. seek the potential forrequire other small scale and
innovative waste management facilities on residential,
commercial or mixed used developments where practicable;

MM132

Policy CE3
h.

h. require applicants for major developments to prepare and
implement Site Waste Management Plans for demolition,
excavation and construction waste.

MM133

Air Quality
36.3.56

The evidence on air quality shows that we need to ensure
that development proposals address the potential impact on
air quality both as individual development proposals
alongside their combined cumulative impact with
neighbouring developments. In accordance with the
requirements set out in the Air Quality SPD (2009) the
Council will require that applicants for planning permission for
major development (as defined in the London Plan)
demonstrate a reduction in the expected emissions from a
development relative to its previous or current use. Any air
quality assessment and low emission strategy must set out
the potential impact of the development on local air quality
for both the construction and operational phases of the
development. Given the ongoing exceedances of air
pollutants throughout the borough, every opportunity must be
taken to improve air quality. Where a development is likely to
result in increased emissions, developers will be expected to
include proposals for the reduction/mitigation of these
emissions in a detailed emissions assessment. Construction
management plans also play a role in controlling emissions
during demolition and construction. The Council has a
specific policy to take decisive action to reduce emissions of
greenhouse gases and air pollutants which is set out in the
Air Quality and Climate Change Action Plan 2016-2021164. Air
quality improvements can be made as part of public realm
improvements such as greening initiatives.
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Reason

Chapter 37: Infrastructure
Reference
MINOR/067

Policy/Para
Page 224
Planning
and
Borough
Developme
nt – Air
quality and
climate
change
measures

Modification
Service: Planning and Borough Development

Reason
Item moved to Environment, Leisure and Residents
Services section. Update provided by Environment, Leisure
and Residents Services.

Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality and climate change measures
Why: A combination of measures aimed at reducing
emissions of greenhouse gases and urban air pollutants.
Specific requirements: See Air Quality and Climate Change
Action Plan (2016-2021)
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC: -ELRS Environment,
Leisure and Residents’ Services
Management organisation: RBKC: Environment, Leisure
and Residents’ Services
Cost: Annual budget of £50,000 for Climate Change
Initiatives
When: Short / Medium term: 2016-2021
Sources of Funding: Capital Strategy Programme/ Bids/
Funding from the Carbon Trust

MM134

Infrastructur
e schedule
Page 225
Planning &
Borough
Developme

Policy Ref: CE1 CE5
Service: Planning and Borough Development
Where: Barlby-Treverton
What: Infrastructure to be determined through a possible
Planning Brief or through the planning process.
Why: Where available, indicative infrastructure items have
been included in the remainder of the schedule
Specific requirements:
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Reference

Policy/Para
nt – BarlbyTreverton

Modification
Lead delivery organisation:
Management organisation:
Cost:
When: Medium / Long term: 2021/22 to 2030/31
Sources of Funding:
Policy Ref: CV5 CA2

MM135

Page 225
Planning &
Borough
Developme
nt –
Silchester

MM136

Page 225
Planning &
Borough
Developme
nt –
Warwick
Road
Estate

Service: Planning and Borough Development
Where: Silchester
What: Detailed Infrastructure to be determined through a
possible Planning Brief or through the planning process.
Why: Where available, indicative infrastructure items have
been included in the remainder of the schedule
Specific requirements:
Lead delivery organisation:
Management organisation:
Cost:
When: Medium / Long term: 2021/22 to 2030/31
Sources of Funding:
Policy Ref: CV7 CA5
Service: Planning and Borough Development
Where: Warwick Road Estate
What: Infrastructure to be determined through a possible
Planning Brief or through the planning process.
Why: Where available, indicative infrastructure items have
been included in the remainder of the schedule
Specific requirements:
Lead delivery organisation:
Management organisation:
Cost:
When: Medium term: 2021/22 to 2025/6
Sources of Funding:
Policy Ref: CV8 CA8

MINOR/068

Page 226

Reason

To include policy reference to CA6: Earl’s Court

Policy Ref: CA6
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Reference

MINOR/069

MM137

Policy/Para
Transport &
Technical
Services:
A3220
Earl's Court
Road
junction
with
Pembroke
Road
Page 227
Transport &
Technical
Services:
A3218 Old
Brompton
Road j/w
Warwick
Road Redesign
junction
Page 232
Transport &
Technical
Services –
BarlbyTreverton

Modification

Reason

When: Medium Short term: 2018/2019

Updated timescale.

Service: Transport & Technical Services
Where: Barlby-Treverton
What: New road access
Infrastructure to be determined through a possible Planning
Brief or through the planning process.
Why: To integrate the site with the wider community
Specific requirements: Specific requirement to be confirmed
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC- Transport and Technical
Services
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: Costs to be confirmed
When: Medium / Long term:
Sources of Funding: RSL Investment Homes and
Communities Agency Planning Contributions – S106 / CIL
Policy Ref: CP2 CV5 CA2
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

MINOR/070

Page 233
Transport &
Technical
Services:
Earl’s Court
Improveme
nts to public
transport
interchange
at Earl’s
Court and
West
Brompton
Stations.

Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106

Updated to reflect highways items in the approved scheme’s
S106.

Specific Requirements:
Improved pedestrian routes between the two stations.
Improved interchange within each station
Refurbishment of existing Warwick Road side of station
entrance
Refurbishment and reinstatement of existing staircase
linking District Line platforms to the Piccadilly Line
New entrance and extension to, and refurbishment and
reinstatement of, the existing ticket hall, pedestrian tunnel
and escalators in order to link the Earls Court Station with
the development
Section of Earl’s Court pedestrian walkway to be covered
Delivery of gateline capacity improvements at West
Brompton Station
New accessible lift at West Brompton Station
Cost: Costs to be confirmed
£1,6000,000
£346,500
Cost to be confirmed
£750,000
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

£220,788
£1,000,000 (as part of a total of £3, 838,619)
When: Delivery timescale to be confirmed Medium term: By
2023
MINOR/071

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Included to reflect highways items in the approved scheme’s
S106.

Service: Transport & Technical Services
Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Investigating and contributing to returning the oneway to two-way working
Why: The identified works will improve pedestrian
movement, the town centres at Earl’s Court and Fulham
Road, and are required to assist with development in the
area
Specific requirements: Potential new north-south link, or
other measures
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC/ TfL/ Capital & Counties
plc.
Management organisation: TfL
Cost: £500,000
When: Short / medium term: By 2023
Sources of Funding: Planning contributions – S106 and
potential further sources of funding TfL, highways authority.

83

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Policy Ref: CT1 CP2 CV8 CA6

Reason

MINOR/072

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Service: Transport & Technical Services

Included to reflect highways items in the approved scheme’s
S106.

Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: A4 improvement scheme between Warwick Road and
Earls Court Road.
Why: As agreed in the approved schemes S106.
Specific requirements: A4 improvement scheme between
Warwick Road and Earls Court Road.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC/ TfL/ Capital & Counties
plc.
Management organisation: TfL
Cost: £1,500,000
When: Short / medium term: By 2023
Sources of Funding: Planning contributions – S106 and
potential further sources of funding TfL, highways authority.

MINOR/073

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Policy Ref: CT1 CP2 CV8 CA6
Service: Transport & Technical Services

Included to reflect highways items in the approved scheme’s
S106.

Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Public transport improvements
84

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

Why: As agreed in the approved schemes S106.
Specific requirements: Refurbishment and/or improvement
of 8 existing off-site bus stops in the vicinity of the site.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC/ TfL/ Capital & Counties
plc.
Management organisation: TfL
Cost: £288,000
When: Short / medium term: By 2023
Sources of Funding: Planning contributions – S106 and
potential further sources of funding TfL, highways authority.
Policy Ref: CT1 CP2 CV8 CA6
MINOR/074

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Included to reflect highways items in the approved scheme’s
S106.

Service: Transport & Technical Services
Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Signage and in accordance with “Legible London”
Why: Signage at the perimeter of the site in accordance with
principles of Legible London.
Specific requirements: Details of signage design and
locations to be agreed with the Council.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC/ TfL/ Capital & Counties
plc.
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

Management organisation: TfL
Cost: £27,000
When: Short / medium term: By 2023
Sources of Funding: Planning contributions – S106
Policy Ref: CT1 CP2 CV8 CA6
MINOR/075

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Included to reflect highways items in the approved scheme’s
S106.

Service: Transport & Technical Services
Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Improved pedestrian links from and through the site
and the surrounding area to public transport facilities and
improved cycle link to enhance north/south cycle
accessibility.
Why:
Specific requirements:
Improvements to existing, and the provision of new, cycle
routes in the vicinity of the site
Safeguard land on-site together with a capped financial
contribution of £400,000 to Transport for London, towards
the delivery of 2 Mayor of London cycle hire docking
stations
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC
Management organisation: To be confirmed
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

Cost:
£140,000
£400,000
When: Medium term: By 2025/26
Sources of Funding: Planning contributions – S106
Policy Ref: CT1 CP2 CV8 CA6
MINOR/076

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Service: Transport & Technical Services

Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services, incorporating
updates provided by Environmental Quality team.

Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality monitoring stations
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.
Specific requirements: Upgrading air quality monitoring
stations at North Kensington, Cromwell Road, Earls Court
Road, Kings Road and Knightsbridge.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Environmental Quality)
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £60,000 annually £15,000 annual maintenance
When: Long term: By 2030/31
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Sources of Funding: RBKC LIP (TfL) Planning Contributions
– S106/CIL

Reason

Policy Ref: CE5 CV10 CV12 CV13 CV14 CV15
MINOR/077

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Service: Transport & Technical Services

Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services, incorporating
updates provided by Environmental Quality team.

Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality monitoring stations
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded. PM2.5 is a PHOF key
indicator
Specific requirements: New equipment to measure levels of
PM2.5 and ozone
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Environmental Quality)
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £100,000 set up cost £6,000 annual maintenance
When: Short term: By 2020/21
Sources of Funding: RBKC LIP (TfL) Planning Contributions
– S106/CIL
Policy Ref: CE5

MINOR/078

Page 234

Service: Transport & Technical Services

Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services, incorporating
updates provided by Environmental Quality team.

Where: Borough wide
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Reference

Policy/Para
Transport &
Technical
Services

Modification

Reason

What: Air quality monitoring stations equipment
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.
Specific requirements: Replacement of old gas analysers
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Environmental Quality)
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £50,000 set up cost £6,000 annual maintenance
When: Short term: By 2020/21
Sources of Funding: RBKC LIP (TfL) Planning Contributions
– S106/CIL
Policy Ref: CE5

MINOR/079

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Service: Transport & Technical Services

Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services, incorporating
updates provided by Environmental Quality team.

Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality monitoring stations
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.
Specific requirements: New continuous traffic monitoring
sites
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Environmental Quality)

Reason

Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £20,000 set up cost £3,000 annual maintenance
When: Long term: By 2030/31
Sources of Funding: RBKC LIP (TfL) Planning Contributions
– S106/CIL
Policy Ref: CE5
MINOR/080

Page 234
Transport &
Technical
Services

Service: Transport & Technical Services

Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services, incorporating
updates provided by Environmental Quality team.

Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.
Specific requirements: Implementation of measures
contained within the Council’s Air Quality Action Plan.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Environmental Quality)
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £100,000 annually
When: Long term: By 2030/31
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Sources of Funding: RBKC LIP (TfL) Planning Contributions
– S106/CIL

Reason

Policy Ref: CE5
MINOR/081

Page 234
Children’s
Services:
Whistlers
Walk
Children’s
Home

Where: Whistler Walk Children’s Home

The replacement children’s home was completed and
opened in June 2014 as Olive House.

What: Replace existing children’s home
Specific Requirements: Specific requirements to be
confirmed t
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £3.0 million
When: Short term: 2012-2016
Source of funding: RBK Corporate Funding
Policy Ref: CV1 CK1

MINOR/082

Page 234

Service: Children’s Services
Where: Borough wide
What: Borough wide coverage of schools – Primary Schools
Why:
Specific requirements: Specific requirements to be
confirmed
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £12.7 million (Primary schools)
When: Long term: By 2028
Sources of Funding: RBKC Capital Funding, Child Yield
Review, Planning contributions – s106 / CIL
Policy Ref: CV1 CK1 CV5 CA1 CA2 CV8 CA6 CA7
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Typographical corrections and deletion of estate
regeneration policy reference in the light of the Council’s
decision to end estate regeneration projects in the borough

Reference
MINOR/083

MINOR/084

MINOR/085

Policy/Para
Page 235
Children’s
Services –
Borough
Wide:
Borough
Wide
coverage of
Schools –
Secondary
School
Page 236
Children’s
Services –
Borough
Wide:
Refurbishm
ents to all
school
kitchens
Page 236
Children’s
Services –
Childcare
providers in
North and
South of
borough will
seek to
expand
their
footprint to
increase
capacity to
enable
increase

Modification
What: Borough wide coverage of schools – Primary Schools

Reason
Typographical correction and to clarify costs are not for a
single secondary school.

Cost: £27.63 million (Secondary schools)

Cost: £160,000Costs to be confirmed

Update provided by Children’s Services.

Cost: Approximately £1.2 million Costs to be confirmed

Update provided by Children’s Services.
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Reference

MINOR/086

Policy/Para
demand for
childcare
Page 236
Children’s
Services –
St Marks
park

Modification

Reason

Where: St Marks park

Update provided by Children’s Services.

What: Expand footprint
Why: To increase capacity address increased demand for
childcare
Specific Requirements: Increase capacity of Play hut in St
Marks park to increase childcare spaces
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: Approximately £1.2 million
When: Short term: 2016-2019
Source of funding: DFE Capital grant contributions
Policy Ref: CV1 CK1

MINOR/087

MINOR/088

Page 236
Children’s
Services –
Kensal
Canalside:
New
Primary
School
Page 236
Children’s
Services –
Kensal
Canalside:
Extension

Why: Required as a result of population increase from
development (see Kensal DIFS)

To clarify source of requirement.

Why: Required as a result of population increase from
development (see Kensal DIFS)

To clarify source of requirement.
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Reference

MM138

MM139

Policy/Para
to
secondary
school
Page 237
Children’s
Services –
BarlbyTreverton

Modification

Reason

Page 237
Children’s
Services –
BarlbyTreverton

Service: Children’s Services
Where: Barlby-Treverton Kensal
What: New special school at Barlby site Infrastructure to be
determined through a possible Planning Brief or through the
planning process.
Why: The need for Special Educational Needs (SEN)
requirements
Specific requirements: New special school
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: Costs to be confirmed (encompassed in borough wide
primary and secondary needs costs above) £39 million (for
both replacement primary school and special school)
When: Medium / Long Short term: 2020/21 to 2030/31
Sources of Funding: Planning Contributions - S106, Capital
Programme and Government grants
Policy Ref: CV1 CK1 CA2

Service: Children’s Services
Where: Barlby-Treverton Kensal
What: New Replacement primary School at Barlby site
Infrastructure to be determined through a possible Planning
Brief or through the planning process.
Why:
Specific requirements: Replacement primary School
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £309 million (for both replacement primary school and
special school)
When: Medium / Long Short term: 2019 20/21 to 2030/31
Sources of Funding: Planning Contributions - S106, Capital
Programme and Government grants
Policy Ref: CV1 CK1 CA2
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

MINOR/089

Page 237
Children’s
Services –
Warwick
Road Sites

Service: Children’s Services

Kensington Primary School has been delivered which
includes a nursery.

Where: Warwick Road Sites
What: Creche and education facilities
Specific requirements: Specific requirement to be confirmed
As set out in Supplementary Planning Document
Lead delivery organisation: Lead delivery organisation to be
confirmed
Management organisation: Management organisation to be
confirmed
Cost: Costs to be confirmed
When: Short term: 2016/2017 to 2020/21
Sources of Funding: Funding sources to be confirmed

MINOR/090

Page 237
Children’s
Services

Policy Ref: CV1 CK1 CV8 CA7
Service: Children’s Services

Included to reflect education items in the approved schemes
S106.

Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Education provision - Delivery of day nursery facility
Why: As set out in the approved schemes S106.
Specific requirements: Delivery of day nursery facility of 290
sqm GIA with a total registered capacity for up to 30
children
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

Lead delivery organisation: RBKC/ Capital & Counties plc.
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: Onsite delivery
When: Medium term: By 2023
Sources of Funding: Direct developer delivery
Policy Ref: CV1 CK1 CV8 CA6
MINOR/091

Page 237
Children’s
Services

Service: Children’s Services

Included to reflect education items in the approved schemes
S106.

Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Education provision - Primary school
Why: To meet the primary education needs of the
development
Specific requirements: Increase capacity of existing facilities
or provide new facilities (subject to the progress of the
delivery of a primary school in the application 2 site
boundary)
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC/ Capital & Counties plc.
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £707,729
When: Medium term: By 2025/26
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

Sources of Funding: Planning contributions – s106 / direct
developer delivery
Policy Ref: CV1 CK1 CV8 CA6
MINOR/092

Page 237
Children’s
Services

Service: Children’s Services

Included to reflect education items in the approved schemes
S106.

Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Education provision - Secondary school
Why: To meet the secondary education needs of the
development
Specific requirements: Increase capacity of existing facilities
or provide new facilities.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC/ Capital & Counties plc.
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £190,433
When: Medium term: By 2025/26
Sources of Funding: Planning contributions – s106 / direct
developer delivery

MINOR/093

Page 238
Environmen
t, Leisure
and

Policy Ref: CV1 CK1 CV8 CA6
Reinstatement of an improved Athlone Gardens and
community facility Venture Centre. Play space and play
equipment.
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To reflect amendments to Policy CA3.

Reference

MINOR/094

MINOR/095

Policy/Para
Residents
Services –
Wornington
Green
Page 240
Environmen
t, Leisure
and
Residents
Services –
Westway
Sports
Centre

Modification

Reason

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Westway Sports Centre
What: Sports provision
Why: To improve sports/leisure provision for a growing
population and re-provide pitches lost at the Kensington
Academy Leisure Centre.
Specific requirements: Provide additional outdoor sports
pitches, extension to Climbing Centre, sports hall and
improved riding arena.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC and Westway
Development Trust
Management organisation: Westway Development Trust
Cost: £1.15 million
When: Delivery timescale to be confirmed
Sources of Funding: Source of funding to be confirmed
Policy Ref: CK1 CP2 CV9 CA5 Westway SPD

The infrastructure item has been amended to clarify that
outdoor pitches would be required. This is to reflect that
outdoor pitches have been lost at Kensington Leisure
Centre and that ELRS (leisure department) require the
same type of (i.e. outdoor) re-provision to be made. Deletion
of estate regeneration policy reference in the light of the
Council’s decision to end estate regeneration projects in the
borough

Page 240
Environmen
t, Leisure
and
Residents
Services –
Westway
Sports
Centre:
New youth
activity area
(outdoor
and indoor)

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Westway Sports Centre
What: Sports provision
Why: To improve sports/leisure provision for a growing
population and re-provide pitches lost at the Kensington
Academy Leisure Centre.
Specific requirements: New youth activity area (outdoor or
indoor)
Lead delivery organisation: Westway Development Trust
Management organisation: Westway Development Trust
Cost: £290,000
When: Delivery timescale to be confirmed
Sources of Funding: Source of funding to be confirmed
Policy Ref: CK1 CP2 CV9 CA5 Westway SPD

To clarify that pitches have been lost at Kensington Leisure
Centre. This has now been replaced with the Kensington
Academy and Leisure Centre.
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Deletion of estate regeneration policy reference in the light
of the Council’s decision to end estate regeneration projects
in the borough

Reference
MINOR/096

Policy/Para
Page 242
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services:
Air quality
monitoring
stations.

Modification
Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Borough wide

Reason
Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services. To reflect that
air quality is addressed by more than one service area.

What: Air quality monitoring stations
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.
Specific requirements: Upgrading air quality monitoring
stations at North Kensington, Cromwell Road, Earls Court
Road, Kings Road and Knightsbridge.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Air Quality/ Contaminated Land)
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £60,000 annually
When: Long term: By 2030/31
Sources of Funding: RBKC LIP (TfL) Planning Contributions
– S106/CIL
Policy Ref: CE5 CV8 CV13

MINOR/097

Page 242
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services:
Air quality

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality monitoring stations
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Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services. To reflect that
air quality is addressed by more than one service area.

Reference

Policy/Para
monitoring
stations.

Modification
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.

Reason

Specific requirements: New equipment to measure levels of
PM2.5
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Air Quality/ Contaminated Land)
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £30,000
When: Short term: By 2020/21
Sources of Funding: RBKC LIP (TfL) Planning Contributions
– S106/CIL
Policy Ref: CE5
MINOR/098

Page 242
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services:
Air quality
monitoring
stations.

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality monitoring stations equipment
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.
Specific requirements: Replacement of old gas analysers
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Air Quality/ Contaminated Land)
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Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services. To reflect that
air quality is addressed by more than one service area.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Management organisation: RBKC

Reason

Cost: £10,000
When: Short term: By 2020/21
Sources of Funding: RBKC LIP (TfL) Planning Contributions
– S106/CIL
Policy Ref: CE5
MINOR/099

Page 242
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services:
Air quality
monitoring
stations.

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality monitoring stations
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.
Specific requirements: New continuous traffic monitoring
sites
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Air Quality/ Contaminated Land)
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £20,000 set up cost £3,000 annual maintenance
When: Long term: By 2030/31
Sources of Funding: LIP
Policy Ref: CE5
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Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services. To reflect that
air quality is addressed by more than one service area.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

MINOR/100

Page 242
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services:
Air quality
monitoring
stations.

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services

Item moved from Environment Leisure and Residents
Services to Transport & Technical Services. To reflect that
air quality is addressed by more than one service area.

Where: Borough wide
What: Air quality
Why: The whole borough is an Air Quality Management
Area on the basis that Government health based objectives
for certain pollutants are exceeded.
Specific requirements: Implementation of measures
contained within the Council’s Air Quality Action Plan
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Environmental Health
(Air Quality/ Contaminated Land)
Management organisation: RBKC
Cost: £30 - £40,000 annually
When: Long term: By 2030/31
Sources of Funding: LIP RBKC
Policy Ref: CE5

MM140

Page 243
Environmen
t, Leisure
and
Residents
Services –
Silchester
Estates

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Silchester Estates
What: Public open space Infrastructure to be determined
through a possible Planning Brief or through the planning
process.
Why: As part of any development
Specific requirements: Subject to any development
proposals
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Lead delivery organisation: Subject to any development
proposals
Management organisation: Subject to any development
proposals
Cost: Subject to any development proposals
When: Medium / Long term: By 2030/31
Sources of Funding: Subject to any development proposals
Policy Ref: CP2 CV9 CA5

MM141

Page 244
Environmen
t, Leisure
and
Residents
Services –
Silchester
Estates

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Silchester Estates
What: Supporting community facilities
Infrastructure to be determined through a possible Planning
Brief or through the planning process.
Why: As part of any development
Specific requirements: Subject to any development
proposals
Lead delivery organisation: Subject to any development
proposals
Management organisation: Subject to any development
proposals
Cost: Subject to any development proposals
When: Medium / Long term: By 2030/31
Sources of Funding: Subject to any development proposals
Policy Ref: CP2 CV9 CA5

MINOR/101

Page 245
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services –
Earl’s Court

What: Social and Ccommunity facilities - secured in as part
of redevelopment
Additional new public open space, including considering
opportunities to create biodiversity
Why: The infrastructure identified will assist the objective of
keeping life local, allowing meeting the needs of the new
population resulting from development and mitigating
against impacts of the development.
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Reason

Update to reflect the approved scheme’s S106.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Specific requirements: Determined in accordance with local
need.

Reason

Off-site public realm and streetscape improvements to West
Cromwell Road, Warwick Road and Old Brompton Road
and subject to a Section 278 Agreement
On-site open space with public access in accordance with
agreed drawings and specification. This includes: the Lost
River Park; Green space; Civic spaces
Children’s and young people’s play space
Brompton Cemetery improvement works abutting Old
Brompton Road
Management organisation: Service provider, Possibly NHS
Kensington & Chelsea. RBKC
Cost:
Cost to be confirmed
Onsite delivery
Onsite delivery
£350,000
When: Short / Medium term: By 2025/26 2023
MINOR/102

Page 245
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services –

Specific requirements:
The provision of Decentralised Energy Network
Provision of energy centre
Cost: Onsite delivery
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Update to reflect the approved scheme’s S106.

Reference

MINOR/103

Policy/Para
Earl’s
Court:
Provision of
CCHP
network, or
similar
Page 245
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services

Modification
When: Short / Medium term: By 2025/26

Reason

Sources of Funding: Planning contributions S106 /
CIL/dDirect developer delivery

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Social and community facilities – secured as part of
development
Why: To retain Earl’s Court’s long standing brand as an
important cultural destination
Specific requirements:
Provision of 150 sqm GIA floorspace for community use
purposes. To be made available to the council or suitable
operator(s) on reasonable terms.
Increase capacity of existing facilities or provide new
facilities to meet the leisure needs of the development
Lead delivery organisation: Capital & Counties plc.
Management organisation: RBKC / Other
Cost:
On-site delivery
£934, 684
When: Medium term: By 2023
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Update to reflect the approved scheme’s S106.

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

Sources of Funding: Planning Contributions – S106 / Direct
developer delivery
Policy Ref: CK1 CP2 CV8 CA6
MINOR/104

Page 245
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services

Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services
Where: Earl’s Court Detailed infrastructure requirements
relating to the approved scheme are contained in an agreed
S106
What: Social and community facilities - Delivery of a cultural
facility on site
Why: To retain Earl’s Court’s long standing brand as an
important cultural
destination
Specific requirements: Delivery of a minimum 1,500 sqm
GIA for cultural use purposes.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC/ Capital & Counties plc.
Management organisation: To be confirmed
Cost: On-site delivery and £500,000
When: Medium term: By 2025/26
Sources of Funding: Planning Contributions – S106 / Direct
developer delivery
Policy Ref: CK1 CP2 CV8 CA6
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Update to reflect the approved scheme’s S106.

Reference
MINOR/105

Policy/Para
Page 245
Environmen
t Leisure
and
Residents
Services

Modification
Service: Environment, Leisure and Residents Services

Reason
Update provided by Environment, Leisure and Residents
Services.

Where: Borough wide
What: Climate change mitigation and adaptation
Why: A combination of measures aimed at reducing
greenhouse gas emissions, managing risks and increasing
resilience
Specific requirements: See Air Quality and Climate Change
Action Plan (2016-2021)
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – ELRS
Management organisation: RBKC - ELRS
Cost: Costs to develop carbon reduction projects from the
AQCCAP Approximately £100,000 annually
When: Short / Medium term: 2016-2021
Sources of Funding: Capital Strategy Programme/ Bids/
Carbon offsetting/ GLA/Funding from the Carbon Trust
Policy Ref: CE1 CE5

MINOR/106

Page 245
Library
Services –
Borough
Wide:
Planned
capital
refurbishme
nt

Specific Requirements: Planned capital refurbishment
programme for all libraries not otherwise being re-provided,
commencing with refurbishment and spatial layout and to
ensure library buildings are fit for purpose
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Culture
Management organisation: RBKC – Culture RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives
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Update provided by RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives

Reference

Policy/Para
programme
for all
libraries

Modification

Reason

When: Long term:
by 2030/31
Medium term: by 2025/26
Sources of funding: Heritage Lottery Fund, LDA, GLA, Arts,
Council, NHHG, Capital Projects Funding from Corporate
Funding; Heritage Lottery Fund; Arts Council England

MINOR/107

Page 245
Library
Services –
Central
Library:
Planned
capital
refurbishme
nt
programme
for all
libraries

What: Planned capital refurbishment programme for all
libraries Remodelling of the central library to provide
improved community facilities and realise income
generating potential
Specific Requirements: Subject to business case and return
on investmentPlanned capital refurbishment programme for
all libraries, commencing with refurbishment and spatial
layout and to ensure library buildings are fit for purpose
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Culture
Management organisation: RBKC – Culture RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives
Cost: Estimated to be £100,000 per annum Capex
estimation at £100,000 – dependent on option selected
When: Long term:
by 2030/31
Medium term:
by 2018/19
Sources of funding: Heritage Lottery Fund, LDA, GLA, Arts,
Council, NHHG, Capital Projects Funding from Corporate
Funding
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Update provided by RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives

Reference
MINOR/108

Policy/Para
Page 245
Library
Services –
Notting Hill
Library

Modification
Where: Notting Hill Library

Reason
Update provided by RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives.

What: Planned capital refurbishment programme for all
libraries
Why: To ensure library buildings are fit for purpose
Specific Requirements: Renovating and making the
basement area accessible.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Culture
Management organisation: RBKC – Culture
Cost: Estimated to be £100,000 per annum
When: Long term:
by 2030/31
Source of funding: Heritage Lottery Fund, LDA, GLA, Arts,
Council, NHHG, Capital Projects Funding from Corporate
Funding
Policy Ref: CK1

MM142

Page 246
Libraries –
Kensal
Library

Service: Libraries
Where: Kensal Library
What: Planned capital refurbishment programme for all
libraries Reprovide Kensal library in a more suitable and
sustainable location, possibly collocated with other
community facilities
Why: To ensure library buildings are fit for purpose
Specific requirements: Requires more space by possibly
opening up under-utilised space so that facilities for which
there is a demand such as improved IT, children’s story and
activity space and soft seating to encourage reading can be
109

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
added. The library needs refurbishing. Increase in usable
space; improved accessibility particularly for disabled and
elderly users
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC - Culture
Management organisation: RBKC – Culture RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives
Cost: Estimated to be £100,000 per annum To be worked
up depending on options available
When: Long term: by 2030/31
Sources of Funding: Heritage Lottery Fund, LDA, GLA, Arts,
Council, NHHG, CIL/s106 Arts Council England Capital
Projects Funding from Corporate Funding
Policy Ref: CK1 CV5 CA1 CA2 CA3 CV6 CA4

Reason

MINOR/109

Page 246
Library
Services –
Kensal
Library

What: Planned capital refurbishment programme for all
librariesReprovide Kensal library in a more suitable and
sustainable location, possibly collocated with other
community facilities

Update provided by RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives.

Why: To ensure fit for purpose and enhance total range of
community facilities in Kensal CanalsideTo ensure library
buildings are fit for purpose
Specific Requirements: Requires more space by possibly
opening up under-utilised space so that facilities for which
there is a demand such as improved IT, children’s story and
activity space and soft seating to encourage reading can be
added. The library needs refurbishing.Increase in usable
space; improved accessibility particularly for disabled and
elderly users
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Culture
Management organisation: RBKC – Culture RBKC
TriBorough Libraries & Archives
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Cost: Estimated to be £100,000 per annumTo be worked up
depending on options available

Reason

Source of funding: Heritage Lottery Fund, LDA, GLA, Arts,
Council, NHHG, CIL/s106 Arts Council England Capital
Projects Funding from Corporate Funding
MINOR/110

Page 246
Library
Services –
North
Kensington
Library

Where: North Kensington Library
What: Planned capital refurbishment programme for all
libraries
Why: To ensure library buildings are fit for purpose
Specific Requirements: The existing North Kensington
Library is housed in a building unfit for purpose. Cabinet
approval has been obtained to build a new larger North
Kensington Library, including space for Community Use and
Adult Learning, on the site of the existing Lancaster Youth
Centre site and Isaac Newton Centre Car Park. It would
benefit from the provision of additional meeting rooms and
community facilities.
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Culture
Management organisation: RBKC – Culture
Cost: Costs to be confirmed
When: Long term:
by 2030/31
Source of funding: Heritage Lottery Fund, LDA, GLA, Arts,
Council, NHHG, Capital Projects Funding from Corporate
Funding
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Update provided by RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives.
Item removed from schedule as planning permission has
been granted for North Kensington Library and Youth
Centre in March 2017.

Reference

Policy/Para

MINOR/111

Page 246
Library
Services –
Chelsea
Library

Modification
Policy Ref: CK1
Where: Chelsea Library

Reason
Update provided by RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives.

What: Planned capital refurbishment programme for all
libraries
Why: To ensure library buildings are fit for purpose
Specific Requirements: Specific requirements to be
confirmed
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Culture
Management organisation: RBKC – Culture
Cost: Estimated to be £100,000 per annum
When: Long term:
by 2030/31
Source of funding: Heritage Lottery Fund, LDA, GLA, Arts,
Council, NHHG, Capital Projects Funding from Corporate
Funding
Policy Ref: CK1

MINOR/112

Page 246
Library
Services –
Golborne
Library

Where: Golborne Library

Update provided by RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives.

What: Improved facilities
Specific Requirements: Specific requirements to be
confirmed
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC – Culture
Management organisation: RBKC – Culture
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

Cost: Costs to be confirmed
When: Long term:
by 2030/31
Source of funding: Heritage Lottery Fund, LDA, GLA, Arts,
Council, NHHG, Capital Projects Funding from Corporate
Funding
Policy Ref: CV6 CK1
MINOR/113

Page 246
Library
Services

Service: Libraries

Update provided by RBKC TriBorough Libraries & Archives.

Where: Brompton Library and Archive Centre
What: Provision of new library and dedicated borough
archive facilities, probably as part of a wider cultural offer in
Earls Court
Why: Replaces existing outmoded library and provides
Borough archive facility (Currently existing service is limited
by location in central library)
Specific Requirements: Specific requirements to be
confirmed
Lead delivery organisation: RBKC
Management organisation: TriBorough Libraries & Archives
Cost: Costs to be confirmed
When: Long term:
by 2030/31
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
Source of funding: Arts Council England, Heritage Lottery
Fund, s106/CIL, Capital Projects funding from corporate
resources

Reason

Policy Ref: CK1
MINOR/114

Page 249
Public
Health and
NHS Earl’s Court

Duplicate and incomplete row deleted.
Specific requirement: Locate estate suitable to
accommodate local practices who are in non-compliant and
cramped buildings with no capacity for expansion
Lead delivery organisation: NHS
Management organisation: NHS
Cost:
When: Short / Medium term: By 2025/26
Sources of funding: Planning contributions S106 / CIL/direct
developer delivery
Policy ref: CK1 CP2 CV8 CA6

MINOR/115

Page 249
Public
Health and
NHS Earl’s
Court:
Possible
expansion
of Abingdon
Health
Centre to

What: Possible expansion of Abingdon Health Centre to
accommodate growth Increase capacity of existing facilities
or to provide new facilities
Why: The major development in the area will require
additional facilities to meet the needs of the new population.
Expansion to enable adequate GP provision.
Specific requirements: Expansion to enable adequate GP
provision.Possible expansion of Abingdon Health Centre to
accommodate growth
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Updated to reflect approved scheme’s S106.

Reference

Policy/Para Modification
accommoda Lead delivery organisation: RBKC / NHS
te growth
Cost: £744,000

Reason

When: Short / Medium term: By 2025/26

Chapter 38: Monitoring
Reference
MINOR/116

Policy/Para
CE3 (a) and
(b)

Modification
Meet the London Waste apportionment Gap as established in
the WRWA WPA Waste Technical Paper (2016) and future
updates.

Reason
To reflect that the WTP will require reviewing and
updating in the future.

Waste imports/ exports and arisings for other waste streams will
be monitored with the other WRWA WPAs as part of ongoing
joint work.

To clarify that imports / exports and arisings for all
other waste streams will be monitored through
ongoing work on waste with the other WRWA WPAs.
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Reference
MINOR/117

Policy/Para
38.4.2

Modification
Barlby-Treverton
Policy Target

Monitoring
Frequency Source
Indicator(s)
Policy CA2 – Barlby-Treverton
CA2(a) The provision of Residential unitsAnnual
Planning
up to 500 new by tenure, size
application
residential units, and total
information.
a net increase floorspace.
of up to 350
units.
CA2(b) The provision of Size and
and (g)a two form entry capacity of new
primary school primary school.
by 2018.
CA2(c) The provision of Size and
and (g)a new school
capacity of new
for special
school for
education
special
needs by 2019. educational
needs
CA2(d) The provision of Net increase in
700 sqm2 of
Class A and
commercial
Class B
floorspace
floorspace.
CA2(e) No net loss of Social rented
(h)
social rented
housing, by
housing
units, size and
floorspace
floorspace,

Annual

Planning
application
information.

Annual

Planning
application
information.

Annual

Planning
application
information.

Annual

Planning
application
information.
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Reason
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough and the respective site
allocations have been removed accordingly

Reference

MINOR/118

Policy/Para

38.4.5

Modification
CA2(f) Provision of a Nature and
Annual
scheme which scale of new
improves the
landscape and
legibility of the public realm
local
improvements.
environment.
Provision of a
This would
new access
include a new road.
access road
and landscape
and public
realm
improvements,
CA2(i) Development
Planning
Annual
(j)
will be liable to contributions
make planning meet
contributions in requirements of
accordance with the CIL
the CIL
Regulation 123
Regulation 123 List and other
List and other relevant Local
relevant Local Plan policies
Plan policies
and SPDs.
and SPDs.

Reason
Planning
application
information.

Planning
application
information

Silchester Estates
Policy Target

Monitoring
Indicator(s)
Policy CA5 Silchester Estates
CA5(a) Depending on Residential
the outcome of units by
the options
tenure, size
appraisal

Frequency Source

Annual

117

Planning
application
information.

The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough and the respective site
allocations have been removed accordingly

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
provision of up and total
to 1,400
floorspace.
residential units,
a net increase of
850, by 2028.
CA5(b) If whole scale
Presence of a
redevelopment masterplan.
proposed, this
will be carried
out in the
framework of a
comprehensive
masterplan.
CA5(c) No net loss of Residential
(e)
social rented
units by
floorspace.
tenure, size
and total
floorspace.

Reason

Annual

Planning
application
information.

Annual

Planning
application
information.

Nature of the
Annual
redevelopment
and of legibility
of local
environment,
CA5 (f) Open space
Open space
Annual
provision The
amount of open
space
proposed as
part of planning
application
CA5(g) Development will Planning
Annual
be liable to makecontributions
planning
meet
contributions in requirements of
accordance with the CIL

Planning
application
information.

CA5(d) Improvement of
the legibility of
the local
environment.

118

Planning
application
information.

Planning
application
information.

Reference

MINOR/119

Policy/Para

38.4.8

Modification
the CIL
Regulation 123
Regulation 123 List and other
List and other
relevant Local
relevant Local Plan policies
Plan policies and and SPDs.
SPDs.
CA5 Provision of
Nature and
Annual
(h)
supporting
provision of
Improvement of community
existing
facilities
community
facilities
Warwick Road Estate
Policy Target

Reason

Planning
application
information.

Monitoring Frequency Source
Indicator(s)
Policy CA8: Warwick Road Estate
CA8(a) Depending on The number of Annual
Acolaid
the outcome of residential
development
the options
units provided
management
appraisal
as part of the
administration
provide 350
redevelopment
system.
residential units of the site,
(a net addition
of 230 units) by
2023.
CA8(b) Depending on The amount of Annual
Acolaid
the outcome of Class B1(a)
development
the options
office
management
appraisal
floorspace
administration
provide 1,900 provided on
system.
sqm2 of Class the site.
B1(a) office
space by 2023.
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The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough and the respective site
allocations have been removed accordingly

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
CA8(b) Depending on
the outcome of
the options
appraisal
provide A class
uses in the
ground floor to
provide active
frontage by
2023.
CA8(c) Provide a
and (d) service depot
and ancillary
offices

Reason
The amount Annual
and location of
Class A uses
at the ground
floor of the
site.

Acolaid
development
management
administration
system.

The retention Annual
of the service
depot and the
ancillary office
floorspace on
the site.
CA8 (e) No loss of
Quantum of Annual
social rented social rented
accommodation housing
provide on the
site, measure
both in terms
or units and
floorspace.
CA8(f) Development Planning
Annual
will be liable to contributions
make planning meet
contributions in requirements
accordance
of the CIL
with the CIL
Regulation
Regulation 123 123 List and
List and other other relevant
relevant Local Local Plan
Plan policies
policies and
and SPDs.
SPDs.

Acolaid
development
management
administration
system.
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Acolaid
development
management
administration
system.

Planning
application
information

Reference

MINOR/120

Policy/Para

Modification
CA8(hg) No loss in the
quality or the
floorspace of
existing
children’s
nursery (Class
D1)

Reason
The class D1 Annual
floorspace, in
the form of a
children’s
nursery,
provided on
the site

Acolaid
development
management
administration
system.

Policy CH5
Policy CH4: Estate Regeneration Renewal
Estate
Regeneration CH4
Deliver the maximum reasonable amount of affordable housing
and meet the needs of existing residents through estate
regeneration renewal.

The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough
These Further Proposed Modifications revert the
policy back to that in the existing adopted Local Plan
The Council is committed to an early review of the
Local Plan which will include a review of the policy on
estate renewal.

Chapter 39: Contingencies and Risks for Site Allocations
Reference
MINOR/121

MINOR/122

MINOR/123

MINOR/124

Policy/Para
Site
Allocations
table No 2
Site
Allocations
table No 3
Site
Allocations
table No 5
Site
Allocations
table No 7

Modification
Barlby Treverton: Estate renewal regeneration

Reason
Consistency with Chapter 35.

Wornington Green Estate renewal regeneration

Consistency with Chapter 35.

Silchester Estates: estate renewal regeneration

Consistency with Chapter 35.

Warwick Road Estate: estate renewal regeneration

Consistency with Chapter 35.
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Reference
MINOR/125

Policy/Para
2 BarlbyTreverton

Modification
1. No: 2
2. Policy Barlby-Treverton: Estate renewal regeneration
including the building of two new schools and additional private
homes alongside the replacement social rented dwellings.
3. Dependency: if this policy is not implemented, what may
not happen on the ground as a result? a) The existing
community will miss out on new homes and the
opportunity to increase the Borough's housing stock will
be missed
4. Central to delivery of the strategy vision? Yes
5. Risk(s): what can get in the way of implementing the
policy? Risk (i) The case for development on site is deemed
unacceptable.
6. Likelihood of risk occurring? Med
7.Impact on the strategy if risk occurs? High
8. Plan B Required? No the Council will consider
alternative options for the site before making a decision
on the potential development approach. The Barlby
School site and Treverton estate sites are developed
separately
9. Potential Alternatives
10. Source from which other options are drawn
Considerations for Estate Regeneration Proposals
Treverton Estate
11. Reason for selecting Plan B
12. Reason for rejecting other options n/a
13.Implications of Plan B on dependencies n/a
14. Delivery Implications The schools will be delivered but
the opportunity to create additional homes will be lost.

Reason
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough and the respective site allocations
have been removed accordingly

MINOR/126

5 Silchester
Estates

1. No: 5
2. Policy Silchester Estates: estate renewal regeneration
including the building of additional private homes for sale
alongside the replacement social rented dwellings
3. Dependency: if this policy is not implemented, what may
not happen on the ground as a result? a) The existing

The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough and the respective site allocations
have been removed accordingly
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
community will miss out on new homes and the
opportunity to increase the Borough's housing stock will
be missed
4. Central to delivery of the strategy vision? Yes
5. Risk(s): what can get in the way of implementing the
policy? Risk (i) The case for development on site is deemed
unacceptable
6. Likelihood of risk occurring? Med
7.Impact on the strategy if risk occurs? High
8. Plan B Required? No the Council will consider
alternative options for the site before making a decision
on the potential development approach
9. Potential Alternatives n/a
10. Source from which other options are drawn
Considerations for Estate regeneration proposals:
Silchester East and West
11. Reason for selecting Plan B n/a
12. Reason for rejecting other options n/a
13.Implications of Plan B on dependencies n/a
14. Delivery Implications The development potential would
be less and thus the regeneration effect upon the area as
a whole will be reduced

Reason

MINOR/127

7 Warwick
Road Estate

1. No: 7
2. Policy Warwick Road Estate: estate renewal
regeneration including re-provision of office space, nursery
and a depot (so far as this is required to meet operational
requirements)
3. Dependency: if this policy is not implemented, what may
not happen on the ground as a result? a) The existing
community will miss out on new homes and the
opportunity to increase the Borough's housing stock will
be missed
4. Central to delivery of the strategy vision? Yes

The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough and the respective site allocations
have been removed accordingly
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
5. Risk(s): what can get in the way of implementing the
policy? Risk (i) The case for development on site is
deemed unacceptable
6. Likelihood of risk occurring? Med
7.Impact on the strategy if risk occurs? High
8. Plan B Required? No the Council will consider
alternative options for the site before making a decision
on the potential development approach
9. Potential Alternatives n/a
10. Source from which other options are drawn n/a
11. Reason for selecting Plan B n/a
12. Reason for rejecting other options n/a
13.Implications of Plan B on dependencies n/a
14. Delivery Implications The development potential would
be less and thus the regeneration effect upon the area as
a whole will be reduced

Reason

Chapter 40: Housing Trajectory and Supporting Information

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

MM143

Housing
Trajectory

The London Plan, sets out a housing target of 733 dwellings
per annum that the borough should seek to meet and
exceed. The target is for ten years between 2015 and 2025
and has been rolled forward to 145 years (1 April 2015 – 31
March 2029) resulting in an overall target of 10,995 units
giving a target of 10,262 dwellings. From 2015-2017 a total
of 531 dwellings were completed, leaving a remaining
housing requirement on 1 April 2017, of 9,731 dwellings to
the end of plan period.

40.1.1

Reason
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MM144

40.1.2

First five year period (20167/178 to 20201/212)
The NPPF requires authorities to identify and update
annually a supply of specific deliverable sites to provide five
years’ worth of housing against their housing requirements
with an additional buffer of 205% (moved forward from later
in the plan period) to ensure choice and competition in the
market for land where there is persistent evidence of under
delivery against the plan target as in the case in the
borough. To be considered deliverable sites should be:

MM145

40.1.3

The sites that make up the land supply for each year consist
of the following components:
1.

Units under construction (at 1 April 201765) not
expected to complete within the current monitoring
year. Assumptions were made that schemes of
between 1 and 24 units would be complete within two
financial years of the start date. On sites of 25 units or
more, the best available information has been used to
estimate completions. As development is actively
occurring on these sites, they are considered to meet
the tests of availability, suitability and deliverability set
out the NPPF.

2.

Units on sites with planning permission but not yet
under construction. Assumptions were made that
schemes of between 1 and 24 units would complete
in three financial years from 01/04/20176 and are
therefore all included as completions within
FY2018/19 and 2019/20. On sites of 25 units or more
the best available information has been used to
estimate the timing of completions.

3.

A small sites estimate was used to inform the land
supply for the years 2018/19, 2019/20 and 2020/21
and 2021/22. The figure of 152 pa has been taken
from the London SHLAA 2013.
125

4.

An estimate of vacant homes brought back into use of
46 units per annum also taken from the SHLAA is
included for every year from 20157/168.

The non-self-contained allowance for the borough is 0 units
per annum (London SHLAA 2013) so does not contribute to
projections for this period, or to projections in the second or
third five year periods.

MM146

40.1.4

MM147

40.1.7

Second and Third five year period (2021/22 – 2030/31)
Years 6 to 12 (2022/23 to 2028/29)
The NPPF requires that for this period a supply of specific,
developable sites or broad locations for growth are
identified. Whilst this is specific for years 6 to 10; for years
11-15 the requirement is to demonstrate this only where
possible. The sites which make up this element of supply
are those strategic sites allocated in the Local Plan (with
and without planning permission) together with other sites
identified for inclusion within the council’s estate
regeneration programme the Council has become aware of
but which are not progressed enough to include in the first
five years.
The housing supply requirement from 1 April 20176 to 31
March 20221 is 4,258 400 dwellings. This is made up of five
years of the borough’s annual supply target of 733 new
homes, plus the undersupply of 935 dwellings for the period
2015-2017 spread across the plan period and a 205% buffer
brought forward from later in the plan period as required in
the NPPF where there has been a record of persistent
under-delivery against the borough’s target. Chapter 35
explains the basis for the application of a 5% buffer and the
‘Liverpool’ approach to addressing the undersupply. The
current supply of deliverable sites during this period is
expected to be 4,4106 dwellings based on those sites
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assessed as deliverable in the housing trajectory. This
information is provided in the tables below.

MM148

40.1.8

The housing trajectory currently shows a total development
pipeline of 11,694 8,979 net additional units for the 125 year
period 20167/187 to 2028/2930/31. The total target over the
same period is 9,731 10,995 units. Therefore the total
capacity is about 700 752 units above below the borough
target over the same period.

Year

Projecte
d
Completi
ons

Small
Site
Estimat
e

2016/17

342

0

46

388

2017/18

364

0

46

410

2018/19

1,145

152

46

1,191

2019/20

1,072

152

46

1,270

2020/21

959

152

46

1,157

3,882

304

230

4,416

Total

Vacant
Units
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Total

Projecte
d
Completi
ons

Small
Sites
Estimat
e

Vacant
Units

Total

2017-18

461

0

46

507

2018-19

389

0

46

435

2019-20

1,083

0

46

1,129

2020-21

1,003

152

46

1,201

2021-22

940

152

46

1,138

3,876

304

230

4,410

Year

Total

Estima
ted
Year of
Compl
etion

FY
201617
FY
201718

Site
Alloc
Site
ation
Alloc s in
ation St
s and Quint
Large in
Sites and
(25
Wood
units lands
or
Neigh
more) bour
hood
Plan

Small
Sites
(less
than
or
equal
to 24
units)
with
Plann
ing
Permi
ssion

Small
Sites
Estim
ate
(from
SHLA
A
2013)

Vaca
nt
Units
comi
ng
back
to
use
(from
SHLA
A
2013)

Tot
al
fro
m
all
So
urc
es

152

0

190

0

46

388

340

0

24

0

46

410

128

FY
201819
FY
201920
FY
202021
Total

1,056

67

22

0

46

1,1
91

1,034

38

0

152

46

1,2
70

959

0

0

152

46

1,1
57

3,541

105

236

304

230

4,4
16

Site
Allocation
s and
Large
Sites (25
units or
more)
(includes
allocation
s in St
Quintin
and
Woodland
s
Neighbour
hood
Plan)

Small
Sites
(less
than
or
equal
to 24
units)
with
Planni
ng
Permi
ssion

FY
201718

257

204

FY
201819

290

99

Estim
ated
Year
of
Compl
etion

Vaca
nt
Units
comi
ng
back
to
use
(from
SHLA
A
2013)

Total
from
all
Sourc
es

0

46

507

0

46

435

Small
Sites
Estim
ate
(from
SHLA
A
2013)

129

973

110

0

46

1,129

FY
202021

1,003

0

152

46

1,201

FY
202122

940

0

152

46

1,138

Total

3,463

413

304

230

4,410

Sources of 5 Year Housing Supply
1400
1200
1000

983

834840

800

675

600

400

Net Completions

1270
1191 1157

U

Delete chart
and replace
with chart
below

FY
201920

727759759693739
669
583

388410

264

341

175
200
102 65
0
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Housing
Trajectory

1400

Net
Completi
ons

1201
1138
1129

1200
1000

753

800
600

712

659

578 606

507
435

400 341
200

190

0

131

628 633

Housing Supply from Site Allocations
Site
Current
Pote
Allocation Status
ntial
num
ber
of
dwel
ling
s
(net)
in
Year
s 112
Kensal
C
Further
3,51
Canalside
A
Alterations to 6
1
the London
2,48
Plan in 2015
8
increased
the capacity
of the site to
3,500 homes
Barlby/
C
Options
350
Treverton
A
appraisal
2
being
developed
Worningt
C
Planning
281
on Green
A
permission
Phases 2
3
granted for
and 3
Phase 2,
Planning
application
expected for
Phase 3

Fi
rs
t
Fi
ve
Y
ea
rs

Ye
ar
s
6
to
10

Ye
ar
s
11
12
5

0

1,
59
1
1,
71
8

1,
92
5
77
0

0

21
0

14
0

28
1

0

0
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C
A
4

Land
Adjacent
to Trellick
Tower

C
A
5

Silchester
Estates

C
A
6

Earl’s
Court
Exhibition
Centre

C
A
7

Former
Territorial
Army site

C
A
7

Empress
Telephon
e
Exchange

C
A
7

Homebas
e Site

C
A
7

100/ 100A
West
Cromwell
Road

Supplementa
ry Planning
Document
prepared for
site
Options
appraisal
being
developed
Planning
permission
granted
scheme will
take 15
years to
complete
Planning
permission
granted

80

80

0

0

852

0

42
4

42
8

930

65
80

25
0
35
0

0

281
255

70

0

Planning
permission
granted –
scheme
under
construction
Planning
permission
granted –
scheme
under
construction
Planning
permission
expired

158
163

28
1
18
5
15
8
16
3

0

0

330
375

33
0
37
5

0

0

450

45
0

0

0
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C
A
8

Warwick
Road
Estate

C
A
9

Lots
Road
Power
Station

C
A
10

Site at
Lots
Road

C
A
11
C
A
12

Harringto
n Road
Chelsea
Farmer’s
Market
Total
number
of
dwellings

Options
appraisal
being
developed
Planning
permission
granted –
under
construction
Team
appointed,
preapplication to
commence
early 2017
Not known

230

0

23
0

0

420

42
0

0

0

60

60

0

0

50

0

50

0

May be
required for
Crossrail 2
construction

50

0

0

50
0

8,09
8
5,55
2

2,
59
47
40

2,
18
87
55

77
0
2,
54
3
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MM149

40.1.9

The total 125 year housing supply (20176/187 to
2028/2930/31) is the first five year supply of 4,4106
dwellings (sources of supply as shown above) plus the
anticipated supply from site allocations and other large sites
for years 6 to 10 (2,318755 dwellings) and 11 to 125 (865
2,543 dwellings) shown above. In addition the assumptions
for 152 dwellings per annum (dpa) small sites estimate and
46 dpa vacant units returning to use each year need to be
added for years 6 to 125 (10 7 years). This results in a 125
year supply of 11,694 8,979 dwellings against a target of
10,995 9,731 dwellings over the same period giving a
surplus deficit of 699 752 units. In other words the Council
can demonstrate a 11 year supply against the current
London Plan target. The Council intends to address this
shortfall through an early review of the Plan against the
forthcoming revised London Plan housing target.
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Chapter 41: Policy Replacement Schedule
Reference Policy/Para
MINOR/128 CE5 Air
Quality
MINOR/129 5 Kensal

Modification
Updated reasoned justification CE5 Air Quality

Reason
To correct error

MINOR/130 9 Latimer

Core Strategy / Local Plan Chapter: 9 Latimer
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration projects
Original Core Strategy (and Extant UDP) Policies: CV9/CP9 in the borough and the respective site allocations have been
Latimer
removed accordingly
Already been subject to Core Strategy Review?: Resultant Existing Local Plan Policies: Local Plan Partial Review (LPPR) Policy which supersedes
existing Local Plan Policy: Chapter 7 Latimer CV7 Vision
for Latimer CA5 Silchester Estates

MINOR/131 10 Earl’s
Court

Core Strategy / Local Plan Chapter: 10 Earl’s Court
Original Core Strategy (and Extant UDP) Policies:
CV10/CP10 Earl’s Court
Already been subject to Core Strategy Review?: Resultant Existing Local Plan Policies: Local Plan Partial Review (LPPR) Policy which supersedes
existing Local Plan Policy: Chapter 8 Earl’s Court CV8
Vision for Earl’s Court CA6 Earl’s Court Exhibition Centre
CA7 Warwick Road Sites CA8: Warwick Road Estate

Core Strategy / Local Plan Chapter: 5 Kensal
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration projects
Original Core Strategy (and Extant UDP) Policies: CV5/CP5 in the borough and the respective site allocations have been
Kensal
removed accordingly
Already been subject to Core Strategy Review?: Resultant Existing Local Plan Policies: Local Plan Partial Review (LPPR) Policy which supersedes
existing Local Plan Policy: Chapter 5 Kensal CV5 Vision for
Kensal CA1 Kensal Canalside Opportunity Area CA2
Barlby-Treverton

136

The Council has decided to end estate regeneration projects
in the borough and the respective site allocations have been
removed accordingly

Reference Policy/Para
MINOR/132 35 Diversity
of Housing

Modification
Core Strategy / Local Plan Chapter: 35 Diversity of Housing
Original Core Strategy (and Extant UDP) Policies: CH4
Estate Renewal
Already been subject to Core Strategy Review?: Resultant Existing Local Plan Policies: Local Plan Partial Review (LPPR) Policy which supersedes
existing Local Plan Policy: CH5 Estate Regeneration
Renewal

Reason
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration projects
in the borough
These Further Proposed Modifications revert the policy back
to that in the existing adopted Local Plan
The Council is committed to an early review of the Local
Plan which will include a review of the policy on estate
renewal.

Chapter 42: Town Centre Maps
Reference Policy/Para
MINOR/133 Map

Modification
19. Cromwell Road (Air Terminal)

Reason
Change name of existing neighbourhood centre to reflect
local interest.

MINOR/134 Table 42.2

20. Cromwell Road (Air Terminal)

Change name of existing neighbourhood centre to reflect
local interest.

Modification
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea, Strategic
Considerations for Estate Regeneration Proposals, October
2016
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea, Considerations
for Estate Regeneration Proposals – Silchester East and
West, Warwick Road Estate and Treverton Estate, October
20167
Leader’s Speech at Full Council Meeting on 19 July 2017

Reason
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough

Chapter 43: Evidence Base
Reference Policy/Para
MINOR/135 Diversity of
Housing
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The Leader’s Speech at the Full Council meeting on 19 July
2017 is available from www.rbkc.gov.uk/newsroom/allcouncil-statements/leader%E2%80%99s-speech-elizabethcampbell-19-july-2017

MINOR/136 Kensal

MINOR/137 Latimer

MINOR/138 Earl’s Court

RBKC, Considerations for Estate Regeneration Proposals,
Treverton Estate, 20167
Leader’s Speech at Full Council Meeting on 19 July 2017

RBKC, Considerations for Estate Regeneration Proposals:
Silchester East and West, 20167
RBKC, Strategic considerations for Estate Regeneration
proposals, 2016
Leader’s Speech at Full Council Meeting on 19 July 2017

RBKC, Considerations for Estate Regeneration Proposals:
Warwick Road Estate, 20167
RBKC, Strategic considerations for Estate Regeneration
proposals, 2016
Leader’s Speech at Full Council Meeting on 19 July 2017

The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough
The Leader’s Speech at the Full Council meeting on 19 July
2017 is available from www.rbkc.gov.uk/newsroom/allcouncil-statements/leader%E2%80%99s-speech-elizabethcampbell-19-july-2017
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough
The Leader’s Speech at the Full Council meeting on 19 July
2017 is available from www.rbkc.gov.uk/newsroom/allcouncil-statements/leader%E2%80%99s-speech-elizabethcampbell-19-july-2017
The Council has decided to end estate regeneration
projects in the borough
The Leader’s Speech at the Full Council meeting on 19 July
2017 is available from www.rbkc.gov.uk/newsroom/allcouncil-statements/leader%E2%80%99s-speech-elizabethcampbell-19-july-2017

Chapter 45: Glossary
Reference
MM150

Policy/Para
Affordable
Housing

Modification

Reason

Housing for sale or rent, for those whose needs are not met
by the market (including housing that provides a subsidised
route to home ownership and/or is for essential local
workers); and which complies with one or more of the
definitions for: affordable housing for rent, starter homes,
discounted market sales housing and other affordable
routes to home ownership. Social rented, affordable rented
and intermediate housing, provided to eligible households
whose needs are not met by the market. Eligibility is
determined with regard to local incomes and local house
138

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
prices. Affordable housing should include provisions to
remain at an affordable price for future eligible households
or for the subsidy to be recycled for alternative affordable
housing provision. (NPPF, Annex 2)

MM151

Affordable
Housing for
Rent

Affordable housing for rent meets all of the following
conditions: (a) the rent is set in accordance with the
Government’s rent policy for Social Rent or Affordable Rent,
or is at least 20% below local market rents (including service
charges where applicable); (b) the landlord is a registered
provider, except where it is included as part of a Build to
Rent scheme (in which case the landlord need not be a
registered provider); and (c) it includes provisions to remain
at an affordable price for future eligible households, or for
the subsidy to be recycled for alternative affordable housing
provision. For Build to Rent schemes affordable housing for
rent is expected to be the normal form of affordable housing
provision (and, in this context, is known as Affordable
Private Rent). ed housing is let by local authorities or private
registered providers of social housing to households who
are eligible for social rented housing. Affordable Rent is
subject to rent controls that require a rent of no more than
80% of the local market rent (including service charges,
where applicable). (NPPF, Annex 2)

Affordable
private rent
housing

Affordable private rent housing is housing that is made
available for rent at a level which is at least 20 per cent
below local market rent. Eligibility is determined with regard
to local incomes and local house prices. Provision should be
made to ensure that affordable private rent housing remains
available for rent at a discount for future eligible households
or for alternative affordable housing provision to be made if
the discount is withdrawn. For Build to Rent schemes
affordable housing for rent is expected to be the normal form
of affordable housing provision (and, in this context, is
known as Affordable Private Rent).

MM152

139

Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification

Reason

MM153

Discounted
market sales

Discounted market sales housing is that sold at a discount
of at least 20% below local market value. Eligibility is
determined with regard to local incomes and local house
prices. Provisions should be in place to ensure housing
remains at a discount for future eligible households.

MINOR/139

Business
Improvement
Districts

Business Improvement Districts (BIDs) This concept was
originally developed in in the USA for increasing investment
within defined areas of a city such as town centres. It is
achieved through changes to local taxation , based on a
supplementary rate levied on businesses within that defined
area.

No references to BIDs in the text

MINOR/140

Cultural
Quarter

Cultural Quarter. An area where a critical mass of cultural
activities and related uses exist or are emerging.

Requested addition.

MINOR/141

Deliverable

Deliverable. To be considered deliverable, sites should be
available now, offer a suitable location for development now,
and be achievable with a realistic prospect that housing will
be delivered on the site within five years and in particular
that development of the site is viable. Sites with planning
permission should be considered deliverable until
permission expires, unless there is clear evidence that
schemes will not be implemented within five years, for
example they will not be viable, there is no longer a demand
for the type of units or sites have long term phasing plans.
(NPPF, footnote 11 paragraph 47)

For accurate referencing.

MINOR/142

Developable

Developable. To be considered developable, sites should
be in a suitable location for housing development and there
should be a reasonable prospect that the site is available
and could be viably developed at the point envisaged.
(NPPF, footnote 12paragraph 47)

For accurate referencing.
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Reference
MM154

Policy/Para
Existing Use
Value plus

Modification
The ‘Existing Use Value plus’ (EUV+) approach to
determining the benchmark land value is based on the
current use value of a site plus an appropriate site premium.
The principle of this approach is that a landowner should
receive at least the value of the land in its ‘pre-permission’
use, which would normally be lost when bringing forward
land for development. A premium is usually added to
provide the landowner with an additional incentive to release
the site, having regard to site circumstances. Further
guidance on the approach including the premium is set out
in paragraphs 015 and 016 of the PPG on Viability and the
Mayor’s Affordable Housing and Viability SPG, August 2017.

Reason

MINOR/143

Georgian
buildings /
period
Green
Infrastructure

Buildings constructed between 1714 and 18307

Factual correction.

Intermediate
Housing

Intermediate housing is discount market sales, affordable
private rent housing and other housing that meets the
following criteria: housing that is provided for sale and rent
at a cost above rents set by Government policy, but below
market levels. Eligibility is determined with regard to local
incomes and local house prices. It should also include
provisions to remain at an affordable price for future eligible

MM155

MM156

The multifunctional, interdependent network of open and
green spaces and green features (e.g. green roofs). It
includes the Blue Ribbon Network but excludes the hardsurfaced public realm. This network lies within the urban
environment and the urban fringe, connecting to the
surrounding countryside. It provides multiple benefits for
people and wildlife including: flood management; urban
cooling; improving physical and mental health; green
transport links (walking and cycling routes); ecological
connectivity; and food growing. Green and open spaces of
all sizes can be part of green infrastructure provided they
contribute to the functioning of the network as a whole.
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Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
households or for any receipts to be recycled for alternative
affordable housing provision, or refunded to Government or
the relevant authority specified in the funding agreement.
These can include other affordable routes to home
ownership such as shared Ownership, equity loans, other
low cost homes for sale and intermediate rent (including
Rent to Buy housing).
Intermediate housing is homes for sale and rent provided at
a cost above social rent, but below market levels subject to
the criteria in the Affordable Housing definition above. These
can include shared equity (shared ownership and equity
loans), other low cost homes for sale and intermediate rent,
but not affordable rented housing. (Annex 2, NPPF).
Intermediate housing can include shared ownership, shared
equity or intermediate rent but not affordable rented
housing. To qualify for intermediate housing, the London
Plan has set household income levels which are updated
annually through the London Plan Annual Monitoring
Report. The Monitoring Report 2016 updated the thresholds
to £18,100-£90,000.

MM157

Major
Development

Development involving any one or more of the following:
(a) the winning and working of minerals or the use of land
for mineral-working deposits;
(b) waste development;
(c) the provision of dwellinghouses where—
(i) the number of dwellinghouses to be provided is 10 or
more; or
(ii) the development is to be carried out on a site having an
area of 0.5 hectares or more and it is not known whether the
development falls within sub-paragraph (c)(i);
(d) the provision of a building or buildings where the floor
space to be created by the development is 1,000 square
metres or more; or
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Reason

Reference

Policy/Para

Modification
(e) development carried out on a site having an area of 1
hectare or more.

Reason

MINOR/144

Residual
waste

Residual waste. Waste remaining after materials for re-use,
recycling and composting have been removed.

To provide a definition of the term residual waste used at
paragraphs 2.2.52 and 36.3.33

MM158

Social rented
housing

Social rented housing. Social rented housing is owned by
local authorities and private registered providers (as defined
in section 80 of the Housing and Regeneration Act 2008),
for which guideline target rents are determined through the
Government’s national rent policy regime. It may also be
owned by other persons and provided under equivalent
rental arrangements to the above, as agreed with the local
authority or with the Homes and Communities Agency. The
revised NPPF includes social rented housing i.e. rent set in
accordance with the Government’s rent policy as affordable
housing for rent (see definition above). (Annex 2, NPPF)

MM159

Starter
Homes

Starter homes is as specified in Sections 2 and 3 of the
Housing and Planning Act 2016 and any secondary
legislation made under these sections. The definition of a
starter home should reflect the meaning set out in statute at
the time of plan-preparation or decision-making. Income
restrictions should be used to limit a household’s eligibility to
purchase a starter home to those who have maximum
household incomes of £80,000 a year or less (or £90,000 a
year or less in Greater London)
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