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PETITION ON WORNINGTON GREEN

"We the undersigned residents, neighbours and supporters of the community at Wornington Green state our
extreme concern about the development as proposed in the planning application.

We urge the Council to apply very stringently the SPD guidelines that were agreed through consultation with
residents over many months. This sets out requirements such as to house all existing residents, to keep
families together by housing older and adult household members on the estate, to provide usable private
outdoor space for every home, not to increase car use but to increase pedestrian priority, to provide a new
Venture Centre that would accommodate extra provisions and lettable space, with facilities for health,
education, fitness, and for young people.

The proposal in its current form offers no benefits to the community that has been called *an exemplar
diverse and sustainable community’. Without compliance to the Councii's SPD as agreed with residents, we
will not cooperate but will actively oppose the current planning application.’
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Please return completec sheets to the Petitioner: Driss Boumzough, 82 Pepler House. Wornington Road W10




pen Spaces Society

Chairman ROBCEKKERXXX Charity no 214753 General Secretary KATE ASHBROOK
JACQUELINE WARR
Hon. London Representative:
BERNARD SELWYN
3 Hogarth Road

The Executive Director, Planning & Borough Development London
Kensington & Chelsea Town Hall SW35 00QH
Hornton Street

W8 7NX Tel & fax no: (020) 737 00 854
Fax: 7361 3463 (3 pages) 8 February 2010
Dear Sir

Wornington Green Estate, W10
Planning application of Kensington Housing Trust
Your ref. DPS/DC STR/PP/09/02786/EJG

1. The following observations replace our letter of 25 January following examination of
the revisions and additional information submitted on behalf of the applicant.

2. The Society is in no position to comment on the reasons for such a comprehensive
redevelopment of an estate which has been built so recently, but we cannot avoid
expressing surprise that it is considered necessary. However, we are greatly
concerned about the effect of the proposed replacement of Athlone Gardens and
adjacent playspace and consider this unacceptable for the reasons outlined below. .

3. The present Athlone Gardens is a new district park created during the development of
the existing estate and only opened in November 1980. It removed from open space
deficiency a much larger part of North Kensington than the area of the estate. It is
therefore necessary to consider not only the ultimate intended effect of the proposal
when and if completed but also the consequences to the rest of the neighbourhood
during the development period.

4. The proposed redevelopment would move the Gardens some 70 metres north-
westward, slightly overlapping the present site. The replacement shown on the
Masterplan appears to be slightly smaller than the present area but it would not be
difficult to eliminate the deficit by incorporating in the open space the bordering
pavement widths of the surrounding roads, encouraging pedestrians not requiring
access to the adjacent blacks to walk through the Gardens. Subject to that alteration
and being given an opportunity in a future public consultation to comment on the
design of the interior, the Saciety would not criticise the Masterplan as a possible
solution to dealing with the area if that was the only problem. However, that is not
the case.

p.1 ol 3

3LA Pall Crrane Tlagmian fe Tivammee  Cieoe 276G FTA
——t AT Y Rl R T T o .jon_x T R e =y e et e T [oip eyl B

2. o DN i S F i = ] ST TS N P P
15 SEAN PN B fon. 10000 2 samioiie Duaie e cawee ond




5.

The application documents include a Play Strategy by the landscape consultants. This
relates solely to what is required for the redeveloped estate and no consideration is
given to the much wider neighbourhood. The only justification for the redevelopment
against leaving the present Gardens and play spaces is the following paragraph:

"4.2.2 Whilst the existing play facilities could be upgraded within the existing
footprint of Athlone Gardens, it is considered that these new facilities would
be less likely to meet the needs of the Wornington Green residents and wider
community when compared to a new park. The new park, in contrast to the
existing, would be located centrally and have an overall design which is more
accessible than the present park.”

We must reject that opinion entirely. The 70 metre shift north-westward would

provide limited better playspace access benefit to the Wornington Green residents but

hardly any to the neighbourhood and this can only be achieved by a lengthy
redevelopment that can only cause a grievous loss of Open space to the surrounding
area for many years.

We are also surprised that these consultants have ignored the fact that a fandscape
requires many decades to mature fully in the absence of many fully-grown trees.
The existing Gardens are still young in these terms except for the trees close to the

~south~east boundary but the shift of the open space will mean that those trees will be

retained but form part of an altered Wheatstone Road: a welcome amenity for its -
future residents but no-one else. The additional tree planting that has been carried
out.in the present Gardens, but has still to fully mature, would be lost for the public
benefit and would have to start again in the replacement open space.

The more immediate problem is the loss by the surrounding neighbourhood of many
of the existing facilities and amenities now enjoyed while the new development
proceeds over a programmed period of 12 years. There is also the considerable risk
that this could be delayed or even abandoned - for reasons beyond the contral of
either the Housing Trust or the Counci] - before its intended conclusion.

The following phasing of the development and its effect on the open space is taken
from the Environmental Statement, Volume 1, Chapter 3, Table 3.14 (Indicative
Outline Construction Programme) and the Figures illustrating each phase. There is
no complete agreement on the area of the existing Gardens, even in the application
documents. For the purpose of the table, the figures shown in the Design & Access
Statement 4.2.6 Density plan are adopted - the Gardens 8692 m? + Wornington Road
games playspace 464 m? = 9156 m2. and it is assumed that this area would be
reached again if the replacement Gardens are completed.
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Phase Approx date Existing New Gardens Loss

Gardens+playspace

m 2 m? m 2 %

Present day 91356 0 ~ -

1A Aug 2010 5539 0 3617 39.5

1B Sep 2011 4733 0 4423 48.3

1C Jan 2013 4399 0 4757 52.0

Sep 2013 0 4507 4649 50.8

4A Jul 2019 0 5629 3527 38.5
4B Jun 2021 0 7945 1211 13.2 .
5 Apr 2022 (completion) 0 9156 - -

10. 40% of the Gardens is lost from the start, in phase 1A. This includes the children's
playground and the Wornington Road games playspace, of most value to teenagers.
The earliest they could be replaced is 3 years later in phase 1C when the first half of
the replacement Gardens becomes available, but it would restrict the overall design of
those Gardens so that the balance of the area then available for general amenity and
landscaping would be far less.

I1.  The Housing Trust expects the next phase of the replacement Gardens not to be
commenced until 6 years later, stil] leaving nearly 40% to be carried out over the
final 3 years. We consider this to he quite unacceptable and is at considerable risk
of much longer delays and possible abandonment for financial or other causes which
cannot be anticipated now. This could leave the neighbourhood deficient in open
space for many more years, even permanently for all intents and purposes. -

12, The Society therefore respectfully requests the Council to refuse the application.

Yours faithfully

Bernard Selwyn
London Representative, Open Spaces Society
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Open Spaces c1ety

Chairmian REFREKODEX Charity no 214753 General Secrerary KATE ASHBROOK
JACOUELINE WARR

Hon. London Representative:
BERNARD SELWYN
3 Hogarth Road

The Executive Director, Planning & Borough Development l.ondon

Kensmgton & Chelsea Town Hall SW35 0QH

Hornton Street e

W& 7NX /f’ PR : Tel & fax no: (020) 737 00 854

Fax: 7361 3463 ~ ’2‘"{’-‘/1 9 February 2010
HEF RS

Dear Sir

Wornington Green Estate, W10
Planning application of Kensington Housing Trust
Your ref. DPS/DC STR/PP/09{02786/EJG

Further to yesterday's letter, we repeat that the scheme as submitted is guite unacceptable
because of its effect on Athlone Gardens.

Nevertheless, if the Council considersit has some merits warranting appraval in principle, it

would doubtless require a section 106 agreement to include the protection of its own
property interests. '

We can see no way of avoiding the applicant's phases 1A - 1C to commence the -
redevelopment and this would require the loss of half the Gardens for 3 years. This is
most unsatisfactory and the Council must be absolutely certain that there is no alternative.

However, there can be no excuse for losing the other half, or its equivalent in the new
Gardens, for most of the remaining period of the development. This can be avoided by
the Council refusing to allow the commencement of Block 2 in phase 1D and insisting on
retaining that half of the existing Gardens until the intended remainder of the replacement
has been satisfactorily laid out and handed over to the Council. This should not be allowed
to prejudice the Venture Centre on its present site until its relocation.

We put forward this suggestion only as second-best to the reconsideration of the whole
scheme.

Yours faithfully
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Open Spaces Society

Chairman FORESKIIEOX Charie ne 214753 General Secretary KATE ASHEROOK
HJACGUELINE WARR
Hon. London Representative:
BERNARD SELWYN
3 Hogarth Road

The Executive Director, Planning & Borough Development London
Kensingron & Chelsea Town Hall SW35 OQH
Horpton Street

Wa INX Tel & fax no' {020) 737 00 834
Fax. 7361 3463 16 February 2010
Dear Sir

Wornington Green Estate, W10
Planning application of Kensington Housing Trust
Your ref. DPS/DC STR/PP/09/02786/E1G

Having heen invited to submit further observations by 10 February (o meet your report
timetable, | am surprised and disappointed that vou were unable to append to your report
of 12 February cipies of my letters of § and 9 February which had been faxed to YOou in
substitution for that of 25 January. While they made no change to the principle of the
Society's abjection, it had been hoped they did clarify it somewhat. It is noted that the
Open space arés quoted in the report differs sightly from that in my letter of 8th bur nat
encugh 1o change the main argument.

Raving studied your report, | consider that it does not adequately cover the detrimental
effect of the use of Athlone Gardens during the redevelopment which would he suffered by
the residents of the surrounding neighbourhood outside the Warnington Green Estate who
have every reason. to complain that it does not reflect adequately the spirit of paragraph
4.3.9 of the SPD requiring the phasing plan 1o provide for the new park to become
available as soon as possible.

It ta hoped that your addendum report will sav more about this,
We also request thar if, regrettably. planning permission is given, the Socicty 15 consuited

on the derails of the s 106 planning ubligation with regard (o the Gardens and the exterior
facilities of the new Venture Centre.
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Planningﬁ: PC-PlanSvc

From: George, Edward: PC-Plan
Sent: 09 February 2010 10:33
To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc
Subject: FW: PP/09/02786: Wornington Green Flood Risk to Basement Flats
. N -
EXD [HDO] HE5 sl i s |
From: Michael Bach [mailto:michaelbach@madasafish.com] oo i
Sent: 08 February 2010 15:28 . ;
To: George, Edward: PC-Plan | Eni POERR U | [aes
Cc: Tallitt, Penelope: PC-Plan; Amanda Frame L el '
Subject: FW; PP/09/02786: Wornington Green Flood Risk to Basement Flaksy, | | e ( Ebiu}fi"m ODJJ oy |ome :
’ Wy !

Piease ignore previous email

Dear Mr George,

PP/09/02786 Womlngton Green Estate - Lana bounded by the main raaiway, Wormngton Road
Munro Mews, Portobello Road

Risk of Fiooding: basernent Dwellings

In additiori to The Kensington Society’s previous comments on this development, we are concerned about the
absence of any flood risk assessment. provided by the applicant {althcugh the application form suggeststhere is
one), and the assumption that merely saying that ali drainage is to the sewers is sufficient for such.a iarpe
development in an area of flood risk. There is also reference 1o SUDs but impossible to find amongsi the mass of
drawings.

Worningtorn Green is on the Counters Creek Sewer line. All the bedrooms for the affordable units in &t least block 1
and 2 of Wornington Green are below ground level. The Council’s own Strategic Flood Risk Map 17 indicates that the
area has a history of flooding. There are real cencerns that If there were a major flood similar to the 2007 flcods these
bedrooms would be at risk of being flooded. If it happened at night there could be lfoss of life.

The LDF says in Policy CE2: Flooding: The Council will resist vulnerable deve!opment including self-contained
basement dwellings

This 5.66ha site in Flood Zone 1 should have provided a flood risk assessment — the application form suggests there
is one, but it was not among the documents. Please can you tell me where | can find it and if there is no such
assessment can you explain why?

The scheme includes a large number of affordable housing units — 3 bedroom duplexes ~ each with two bedrocoms in
the basement. These represent a potential risk to life.

Please can you make sure that these matters are considered in the Committee report for 22 February
Michael Bach

Chairman: Planning Committee
Kensington Society




YWornington Green Planning Application

Comments made at the Drop in Session, 3™ February 2010 al the Veniure Centre
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Wornmglon Green Flanning Application
Comments made at the Drop in Session, 3™ February 2010 at the Venlure Centre
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Worninglon Green Flanning Application

Comments made at the Drop in Session, 3'° February 2010 ai the Venture Cenire
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Pianning: PC-PlanSvc

From: webmaster@rbkc.gov.uk

Sent: 18 February 2010 02:53

To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc

Subject: Comments about planning application PP/09/02786

** START OF FORM DATA **
Case Reference Number - PP/09/02786

Case_ Address - Wornington Green Estate - Land bounded by the main railway,
Wornington Road, Munro Mews,Portochellc R

Case_Proposal - Demolition of existing buildings and temporary partial loss of
existing open space (Athlone Gardens) to facilitate redevelopment to provide
new residential accommodation of up to 1000 units, up to a maximum of 2,104
square metres (GEA) of non residential floorspace (within Classes Al, A2, A3,
A5 and/or Class Bl Use Classes), reprovision of the community facilities and
its associated outdoor adventure playspace (total of 1,883 square metres)
(within Use Classes D1 and D2) relocation and reprovision of an area of open
space (Athlone Gardens) (9,186 square metres) reprovision of 20 lock ups
{(within Use Class B8), provision cf a temporary energy centre in Phase 1 to be.
replaced by a permanent energy centre, provision of landscaping, provigion of a
new internal road network based on a tradituonal internal street pattern,
access juncticons and associated road including the reconnecticz of the junclbicn
with the external road nstwork at Ladbroke Grove and Portobelic Poad and
Wornington Road at Barlby Road, up to 7% czar parking spaces (on street and off
street] and 1067 cycle parking spaces, with deraiis submitted for Plasse One and
all other matters regsrved

Case Officer - Edward John George

User_ Comments - PROS: The Wornington Green Estate definitely would benefit. from
being redevelcped as long as the currently less attractive estate turns into a
visually appealing area with more charm matching the portobello road and
goldorne road architecture style.

CONS: I live on Goldborne Road and actually like the fact that there are little
storage garages in the back on munrow mews, creating more space towards the
back and adding to privacy. Looking at the councils plans these storage garages
are to be turned into residential houses, which will be a lot higher. This will
worsen the view and privacy feel. Also, I'm very concerned about the design and
look of these planned houses. If these will blend in with the goldborne road
and portobello road architecture style it would be tolerable. Ideally I would
prefer the storages to stay and perhaps be modernised (so they can be used as
art studios, etc) adding to the creative flair of the area. I'm sure that other
owners of properties on goldborne road facing munrow mews would alsc prefer the
new building not being taller than the current strorage garages.

In short, the storage garages should stay in my opinion. These could be
modernised and adding some more palm trees as can be found already would be

more than enough. . : ‘ T ‘
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Open Daor Friendship Centre
<% 304 Ladbroke Grove

= £ London W10 5NG

E 0208964 3168

Penelope Tollitt

Planning and Borough Development
Kensington and Chelsea

Hornton Street

Dear Mrs. Tolitt

Last week we from the ODFC and Conor Kilbane met to talk about what the whole
Wornington Green redevelopment will mean for us and to explore the best option for us.

We would like to emphasize that we, the Open Door Friendship Centre (ODFC), weicome the
regeneration scheme’s attempts to provide a more integrated estate and to deal with social
problems such as overcrowding through the provision of additional accommodation.

However, we believe that the proposed scheme will offer significantly less community space
and facilities per capita than the existing estate. The population density will significantly .
increase, with the number of homes rising from 538 to 986, but the park and Venture
Centre are only ‘at least as big as the existing facilities’. :

We believe that by excluding the Open Door Friendship Centre from the regeneration plan,
an opportunity has been missed to achieve a more comprehensive scheme for the area.

Incorporation of the ODFC into the plan would result in:

¢ Maximising the community facilities available within the de facto estate
perimeter

e Achieving a more coherent building appearance to the street scene. (The ODFC is
1-2 stories high, amid proposed buildings of 5-9 stories, the latest updated
version of the master pian has block 7 to the south of the ODFC reduced to 2
stories due to significant overlooking of adjoining building issues, but block 8 to
the north and west is still planned as 5-6 stories high even though it will adjoin
our 1 storey annex plus building styles will not be integrated.)

e Providing increased living accommaodation in the area, by construction of housing
units on our land.

One of the options we are keen to explore is to seek our own planning permission for on our
annex site. Conor Kilbane said that there will be another SPD consultation for the Phase 3
area, '

Please put us on any communication distribution list concerning the new SPD consultation.
Yours smcerely,

i el

Bernhard Ramseyer Do \ Receive? RBIC Planning REQ\PIG

: }
Open Door Friendship Centre I R Y
079 0642 7061 : A o
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Northern end of the new Portobello Road — planned significant
overshadowing of adjoining U_.___a_:mm

Block 7 Open Door Friendship Block 8
Centre consisting of a
two stories building and
a one storey annex




Planning: PC-PlanSvc

From: anita kelsey [anitadawnkelsey@googlemail.com]
Sent: 18 February 2010 13:03

To: Planning: PC-PlanSve

Subject: Regeneration of Wornington Green
Importance: High

To Peter,

Thank you for your letter regarding comments towards the Wo:rhington' Green redevelopment.

F live in Faraday House which is in phase one of the move so therefore | like the idea of moving straight into a

new property on the estate rather than being moved off and then back on again. My property is very damp and the windows
are rottmg in their frames (the bedroom window does not even close because of this) so 1 do feel that a regeneration of this
estate is the way forward for people like me!

The problem here is that everyone is divided. People in overcrowded situations have a view, people with their own gardens

have a view, ethnic minorities have a view, the elderly who are siressed al the thought of having to move more than once have a
view,

people like myself, who want a better quality of properly, have a view and everyone has formed associations, F’eople don t always
act in

the interests of the area, they are only interested in the outcome that suits them.

Personally | do feel that Wornington Green is more than just another council estate H's a rich commumty connected with
Goldborne Road

and Portobello Road and with that in mind the regeneration should be freated with the utmost care and attentlon and
people’s worries should be taken on boeard.

| did have concerns when | saw the plans of the fats in that one bedroom flats were being built in the same blocks as 2 snd 3 bed
flats which

means that peop!e like myself, whe do not want to hve in a block with children, have no choice, Al the momeni Faranzy

House COFHpI‘ISES one

bedroom flate and studios anly and so no families live here {uniess they are overc.rowded) and | specrflcally stated that | did not
want to be moved

inte any blocks where there is a large presence of chlldren some of the chiidren in thfa area are criminals in the making & | have
personally been

harassed by them & they have stolen from my car with high tech decoders which recorded the signal from my keychain as locked
up. | would not feel

safe living in the same block as some of the little 'thugs' we see every day.

I would like your comments to two of the above concerns please:

1. Do people have the choice where on the estate they would like to be mD\.fed to?

2. Feople who do not want to live in a family orientated block.. what choices do we have?
Look forward to your comments.

Anita Kelsey

2Cgived REKE tanning [ Feg




WORNINGTON GREEN PLANNING APPLICATION (Revised) number PP/09/02786
submission from the Golborne Forum 16 February 2010

Public consultation problems

The Forum records that whilst it is still very difficult to discern the proposals for external
finishes and elevations in relation 1o street patterns when referring to the plans available
for viewing, it is impossible to do so on the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
(RBKC) Planning Department website. It is clear that the revised plans have reduced the
number of proposed floors in some, but not all, of the development. It is not possible to
judge the impact on architectural design and impact from the information provided. The
fact that further revised plans were submitted (letter from RBK.C dated 2/2/10) after
people had tried to view the first revised plans (letter from RBKC dated 27/1/10) has
exacerbated the problems. In shaping this response, the Forum has also taken account of
the Kensington Housing Trust (KHT) document The regeneration of Wor nington Green a
briefing document Shaping the future of Wornington Green (hereinafter referred to as the
KHT briefing document) which was sent to the Forum on 25/1/10. :

Design considerations

The building proposed to replace Telford House at the comer of Wheatstone Road and
Portobello Road has had no change to the originally proposed design. This is a design
whiclh Is unsympathetic to the surrounding architecture, and at 5 stories (4+1) will
mecrease the height of the building roof lines, impacting on light and views. This is one
of the areas along Portobello Road where the proposed redevelopment will particulariy
tmpact on existing buildings which are not part of the estate but which will be advers ely
affected by the proposals 1o increase the floor heights on this section. The othes is the
impact the buildings at the north end of the Portobello Road, which will overshadow the
Open Door Friendship Centre. The former location will affect residents of the terrace
between Bonchurch and Faraday Roads. This section will also be negatively affected
should the new building be constructed up to the edge of the footpath; the existing
building has the top two of its four floors set back from the road where it is above the
KHT offices. Bringing a new building forward to the footpath will have adverse affect
on the light and privacy of the residents on both sides of the street.-

The Forum is pleased to note the change of proposal to the (all building which was
planned for the corner of Portobello Road and Womington Road. This decision is
welcome but the overall impact for this intersection continues to be unclear with the
current detatl provided; ground floor, street level treatment of public realm, visual
amenity, role of and type of tenants; commercial, business offices, market and/or
affordable residential.

It is also clear when looking at the proposed scheme to remove trees for the
redevelopment, the removal and the stated intention not to replace trees along Portobello
Road at this juncture will exacerbate this loss of privacy, contribute to overlooking and
reduce opportunities to screen views into private homes on either side of the road.




WORNINGTON GREEN PLANNING APPLICATION (Revised) number PP/09/02786
submission from the Golborne Forum 16 February 2010

The Forum is concerned that the new plans do not reprovide the visual amenities which
currently exist on the estate, to residents, neighbours and passers by.

Density

The Forum continues to have overall concern about the increased density which will
result from these plans. We note that the new plans propose an increase in the number of
dwelling units planned from the earlier submission for 932 units to 1000 new units; an
increase of 68, although the figure quoted in the KHT briefing document is 986. With
this greater increase in density of population, albeit that the exact number of homes is
unclear, the Forum continues to call for an associated increase in community amenities
and facilities.

Athlone Gardens

It is proposed to relocate and reinstate Athlone Gardens but the Forum again calls for it to
be enlarged to meet the needs of an increased population. The Forum also found the
“Design & Access Statement” document dated 25.01.2010 confusing; on page 32 the size
- of the Gardens is given at 8721 m2 whilst on page 42 is given at 8692 m2. One page
refers to the size of the Ball Court'but it is not mentioned again. The Forum would want
-the local authority to be certain of the sizes of all RBK properties under discussion and
to require a larger park to be provided. The KHT briefing document states that the new
- park will be “at least” the same size as the existing Athlone Gardens, raising the
possibility that it could be bigger, but the Forum is wary of reading too much into this in
view of past experience. L

The proposed Athlone Gardens is welcomed in the overall scheme but it is not clear if the
reprovided space is including the existing sunken football pitch on Womington Road.
The Forum notes that in the planning document there is an artist’s impression of the
newly re-provided Athlone Gardens with a multi-storey building taking up much of the
street frontage along Portobello Road set within the park. The Forum has in the past set
out its concerns that the park is the only green space along Portobello Road from Notting
Hill Gate and we would not want to see the visual impact and physical access to this
important local amenity lost to a building taking up frontage to Portobello Road. This
concept, whilst understood to be outside the remit of the redevelopment, would be
resisted by the residents as it would contribute to the already substantial loss of visual
amenity for the wider community contained in the Wornington Green redevelopment
plans.

Venture Centre

The Forum is concerned that the Venture Centre continues to be side-lined as a
community resource. An increased population on the estate will require an associated
increased provision for the Venture Centre and Adventure Playground which the Forum
believes should be funded by the developers. The KHT briefing document again talks of

O}




WORNINGTON GREEN PLANNING APPLICATION {Revised) number PP/09/02786
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‘new for old’ facilities rather than the bigger and better Venture Centre which the
community deserves.

Green spaces and places

The Forum is concerned at the loss of visual amenities to the wider community in terms
of views to green spaces and grassed areas which currently exist to the front and in open
areas of the estate. The proposal for enclosed courts removes this benefit to the wider
community and it is not clear that the courts themselves will provide any visual relief
even for those who will have visual access.

The redevelopment will remove the majority of mature trees which now exist in the park
and around the development. It is clear that there are no plans for these trees to be
replaced outside the reprovisioned park; there is no space where they would flourish nor-
will the pavements be wide enough to support newly planted trees developing and
maturing to full heights. The Forum-is mindful of the potential negative impact of
redevelopment and long term loss of green space and trees which will result from the
existing plans. IR T '

Numbers of homes and meeting housing need

The Forum is aware that the originai justification for completely redesign and rebnilding
-Wornington Green was to counteract excessive-over-crowding. Yet the proposed rebuild
~.does not create any additional “affordable™ housing and when looking at the tables,

reduces the number of larger properties:

° Socially rented houses which are currently 3 bedroom or 4 bedroom= will reduce

: from 38 to 12 - a loss of 26 houses for this market

> 4 bedroom + flats reduce by 1810 I1°

¢ 3bedroom flats reduce by 10 to 98

° 2 bedroom flats increase by only 2 _ _ _

¢ 1 bedroom flats increase by 52 with 261 being proposed and resulting in this size

of property making up 49% of the overall reprovided social housing provision.

Some of the figures quoted in the KHT briefing document are different, however, malking
it very hard to know exactly what is proposed in terms of numbers and types of dwelling.

The Forum is concerned that the plans do not seem to be appropriate for meeting the -
immediate and longer term needs of the farger family in accessing affordable homes. We
are pleased that 30 Shared Ownership flats are now included — thou gh note they are all
only one bedroom.

Storage
The Forum is concerned that the new bui Idings are not designed with appropriate internal

and external storage facilities - either for rubbish or for personal storage needs, including
the secure storage of items like bicycles and motorcycles.
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Traffic

The Forum is concerned that the main access to underground parking is on the north side
of Athlone Gardens as this results in this area becoming a major traffic route; resulting in
increased street congestion, traffic and dangers for children who eventually will be major
users of the park.

Impact on Golborne Road Market

The Forum continues to be concerned about changes and addition to the shops along
Portobello Road and the potential for a negative impact on Golborme Road Market. The -
market is key to the identity of Golbome and underpins the proposal from the Forum for
the area to be identified as “Golborne Village™.

This and the proposal for increased retail and shop fronts along Portobellc Road do nét. -
‘seem to be supported by retail needs analysis: There are a number of empty.properties
along the existing stretch of Portobello Road and adding more risks creating an urban
eyesore of empty and boarded up spaces. This will not contribute to urban renewal and
could reduce the quality of life for all who live in this part of Golborne, residents of
Womington Green and the surroundin g area alike.,

Conciusions

The Forum notes again that this development is potentially doubling the population
density of Womington Green but it is not providing any increase in public ameniiies from
those now available. This seems to be a major failing of the proposed redevelopment.
There needs to be a real focus on how the dévelopers can coniribute to the wider good of
Golbomne in this location to justify the years of inconvenience and upheaval that the
redevelopment will have on the wider community. The Forum once again urges
RBKC and KHT to seize the opportunity to increase social housing and to create
community facilities at Athlone Gardens and the Venture Centre which will meet
the needs of Golborne people for the 21% century.




MR AND MRS AKHTAR .
322 PORTOBELLOROAD
LONDON W10 5RU

THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA
PLANNING AND BOROUGH DEVELOPMENT
Kensington Town Hall

Hornton Street : :
London W8 7NX 10th February, 2010

Dear Peter Lerner

RE: WORNINGTON GREEN ESTATE — PLANNING APPLICATION

We are extremely concerned about the 12 year development that the council is considering
taking place on and around the Portobello Road area.

_ o o Mews,
We have a Property on the Portobello Road that exits at the rear onto the mgass that T
understand is being considered for an additional 10 houses to be built on it. My apartment
view is onto the mews and shop exits the rear of the mews, where I off load goods to the
shop. Have the shop holders been considered in your plans? What will happen when the
mews is full of trucks and equipment to build the houses? What will happen to my
business?

I am also concerned that the gardens which have been part of the area for a number of
years are being considered to be built on. It there not a preservation order on the trees
that are in the garden? Are the council not worried about destroying the environment that
we are so strongly being recommended to save?

We have lived in the area for many years, brought our children up in the area, become
friendly with the people whose homes you are planning on being allowed to be destroyed
and are extremely worried that this development will destroy the area and the businesses
while you build more accommodation and shops.

Please be considerate of the people that live in this area, please help those that own their
homes as well as those that live in the council property.

The current economic status will diminish even more over the 12 year building period, more
than it did when the congestion zone was allowed into the borough and I am worried for
my family.

Please reconsider this application, we feel that it will really destroy the area for a 12 year
period and that in turn may never be able to recover.

We thank you for considering our appeal against said plans.

Yours faithfully

T
TN VT e

MR & MRS AKHTAR . f
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From: Milli Hotmail Account [milli_ 7@hotmail.com]

Sent: 05 February 2010 05:14

To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc

Subject: Re: Wornington green proposed development F};

Dear Sir/madam

I would like to propose an additional agreement that would be very
popular amongest residents and have positive benefits both for the
environment and the borough.

Currently the scheme has allocated £9000 for the purpose of moving out
and then moving back in. Another 20k if you leave the place for good.
Thirdly if you decide to buy the new built property a substantlal
discount will be given to residents.

I propose that if the qcheme would give a 55k one off payments to. _ 
r881dents ‘who buy 2 property :

Benefit residents _

* This will empower residents to be masters of their own destiny.

* This will mean residents will not have to wait ten years before they
can Dy a house.

* They will be able tc provide better facilities for thelir familizs

* They cam p]an their future WJthout the dLsruptlur of moving out and in
as well as contant rsWOCHflon

Benefit to housing LrLet :

* the funds are already available.

* re51dents would more coopratlve

* reduce work load by not stressing about relocating residents

* more available housing for the people on the long waiting list.

* will be able to start work immediatly without any objections being
made by residents

Benefit for Bourough -

* if people decide to buy within RBKC that will help stimulate the
housing Market _

* you will be able to keep the dynamics of the population

* buying houses results in other services being used

* one move would result in less carbon foot print.

I am confident that this would be a great addition to the project and
can be the clinching deal for getting the residents on board.

Kind Regards
Million Joseph
Sent from my iPhone

On 3 Feb 2010, at 15:35, <Planningérblc. gov, uks wrote:-

> Dear &Sir/Madam,




357 Portobello Road,
London W10 5SA
Telephone: 020 89685648

simonburt01@btinternet.com

Sat 30 Jan 2010

Peter Lemner
Executive Director, Planning and Borough Development Ext |40 | HES |HPD ;'Hoa Folicy |Divgn! Tress
The Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea i i
Town Hall (v Recaived [{BRC F'Ian=nif:1§.: Reg | IO
Hornton Street i
London W8 7TNX Eri {I L FEE}, ?[” L ﬁ.“ﬂa.

?i[ff b - EJI'?:!;E

Dear Mr Lerner,

You ask for my reactions to the proposed development at the Wornington Green Estate. They are twofold.
First my reaction to the plan as a whole. Second my reaction to that part of it that affects me personally.

First: It is a vast undertaking, and one that answers no genuine local need. It allows for only a marginal
increase in affordable housing, certainty not enough to warrant over a decade of displacement and upheaval,
and involves the arrival of new commercial outlets in an area that has trouble filling its existing ones. It rides
roughshod over the existing situation, and changes it utterly, involving a truly enormous increase in
population, footfall, through traffic and local traffic, parkmg commerce and refuse. The end result will be an
unrecognisably new location. .

Second: It is a very long undertaking, and the works wiil have a considerable effect on the development’s
neighbours, of whom I am one. The disturbance to their quiet enjoyment of their home will be substantial.

More importantly, I notice that the new indicative plans show a new building at the front of the gardens
along Portobello Road which has never been mdlcated before, WhJCh would limit access both visual and
actual from Portobello Road.

Also, I note that the building that will occupy the space immediately opposite where 1 live is designed to be
five storeys high. Four plus one [ believe is the face-saving fiction. This will overlook my property and
significantly diminish my light. It is also designed to have balconies. These will overiook me even more -
and be the only balconies, | might add, that give directly on to Portobello Road thoughout its whole length.

Yours sincerely

Simon/Burl




14 Edward Kennedy House

_ Wornington Road
/ London
e W10 5FP

Peter Lerner

Executive Director Planning and Borough Development
Kensington Town Hall '
Hornton Street

W8 7NX

4 February 2010

Dear Mr Lerner
Wornington Green Estate Planning Application

I object to the scheme. I am very happy where I am with my wife. We have a two
bedroom flat which we will not get if we are moved and we will be split from our
neighbours who we have known for years. My adult children need us to babysit
and we will have no room for them if we move. I do not want to move when the
flat I am in is just 30 years old and needs updating, not demolishing,

Sincerely-———-
Jr,/"'“ {/
%{Z 4

i‘ b .

Manuel Quintero
Victoria Quintero
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; Eddie & June Adams
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Dear Sir or Madam,

I wish to object to the Kensington Housing Trust's planned redevelopment of Wornington Green. It
is not driven by a desire or a necessity to improve the accommodation of the residents The . .
overriding purpose of the KHT's plan is to build units of accommodation for sale an act I would
have thought contradicted its charitable status.

I watched this estate being built in the nineteen seventies and I understood that these buildings had a
life span of at least 60 years _ ' _ _

The plan to rebuild all the estate including Peplar House which pre-dates the rest is unnecessary ill-
conceived a waste of public money and resources, _

These major works if they go ahead will have a detrimental affect on the wider community. The
demolition and removal of material will affect the surrounding area. For some it will be like living
on a building site.

The plan to use and move part of the park is to rob the community of a major facility. KHT doesn't
own this land and the use of this facility could be lost for a period of time maybe 2 years?. I would
remind the council and its planning department that the park has already been moved once from its
original home in Barlby Road. To move it again would be to undervalue its importance to the
community and to put above its value the desire of the KHT to make money.

I would further point out that the park is the wider domain of the people in the community and they
have in no way been consulted. I would also bring to your attention there is widespread opposition
to these plans and I myself have attended packed meetings of residents who are opposed to this
development In all the materials put out by the KHT the situation has been misrepresented and the
tenants denied a voice

T am a shareholder of KHT and though the membership has been manipulated down to under 40
members there has been no meetings of the membership to discuss and agree these plans.

Yours Faithfully

Eddie Adams - ! o ,_1._.




Pfanning' and Borough Development
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Kensington Town Hall, Hornton Street, LONDON, W8 7NX

Executive Director Planning and Borough Development

Peter Lerner

THIS IS NOT A-_CIRCUI.AR. THIS AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

The Owner/Occupier
Flat 4 Lione!| House
370 Portobeilo Road
LONDON

W10 5RP

Dear Sir/Madam

s T
THE ROVAL BOROUGH OF
KENSINGTON
AND CHELSEA

Direct Line 020 7361-3012

Fax 020 7361-3463
Date: 27/01/2010

My Ref: BPS/DC STR/PP/09/02786/E1G
Please ask for: Planning Information Office

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
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ELIZABETH HEYMAN
326 PORTOBELLO ROAD
LONDON W10 5RU
Mbl: 07778 415 486
E mail: lilheyman@googlemail.com

THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA
PLANNING AND BOROUGH DEVELOPMENT '
Kensingion Town Hall

Horntan Street _
London W8 7NX i Eebr 204’[ 0

!-‘C:

Dear Peter Lerner

RE  WORNINGTON GREEN ESTATE - PLANNING APPLICATION
I am writing to express my views on the above development.

| crm iotofly agoms’r this deveiopmenf ’rok:ng place ond des’rroylng the enwronmen’r
that is already in this areat

My opcrfmen‘r view' IS on’ro boTh the mews and the gcrdens which has been @ part
of my life since | boughT it back'in 1995 and is one of the mainreasons that |'bought
my apartment in the first place asit had views and a feeling of spacein the
borough.

To have this area destroyed for a period of years and have the gardens never again
be as they are is something that would cause both the surrounding area and myself
undue stress and total disappointment. | believe that it will hurt the Portobello Road -
and Goldborne Road stalls arid shops that are existing and would be bad for
business in the area overall.

lunderstand that a request to destroy the exisiing Venture Centre, The collage, the
housing and the gardens has been applied for and [ really can't believe that
Kensington and Chelsea would allow for this to take place in any shape or form.

The current economlc status in the area will diminish even more than it did when the

congestion zone was allowed info the borough and if that is the plan of Kensington
and Chelsea than | am_fofqlly shocked.

| do understand that some of the housing requires updating for both the safety of it's
residents and the Health and Safety Law aspects as discussed in a prior meeting ot
ihe Venture Centre last year but why should this mean changing the whole area
and destroying what is already part of the community thus being the areas for
Childran, Families, dogs, picnics. individuals learning in order io greaier their futures.




[..2

Please reconsider this application and help our borough and community in the
process of doing so.

I will be going to the Venture Centre on the 3 February in order to back up this
letter and to record more comments regarding this application.

I thank you for your time.

rous ity /\

ELIZABETH HEYMAN




ELIZABETH HEYMAN
326 PORTOBELLO ROAD
LONDON W10 5RU _
Mbl: 07778 415 486 T ——
E mail: lilheyman@googlemail.cgif| KD et e
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MR PETER LERNER

THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA
PLANNING AND BOROUGH DEVELOPMENT
Kensington Town Hall

Hornton Street _ .
London W8 7NX ' 10th February, 2010

Dear Petfer Lerner

RE:  WORNINGTON GREEN ESTATE - PLANNING APPLICATION

['am writing again to express my views on the above development having been to
the venture cenfre and seen the revised plans for the development.

llive on the Portobello Road and the back of my apartment looks out not only onto
the Gardens but also onto the Mews. | understand that 3 story housing is
anficipated for the mews development and | want to express my concern that the
light infe my apartment will be taken away by this new development of an
additional 10 houses being built on top of the ones that are dlready there and will
be replaced. | am utterly shocked that the council would allow this to happen af all
especially as when | applied for an extension | was advised that the size of it had to
be reduced in order to not block the light from the neighbouring apartment. Now
the council is considering blocking my light by building 3 story buildings right in front
of my back windows.

lam aiso disappointed that you would consider moving the gardens that bring
much joy fo my view and those of my neighbours.

Funderstand that the residents of the Housing Trust are receiving funds in order to
move and will receive more funds if they return, this is understandable in some
respects as | met someone at the meeting who had lived in his home since 1966 but
what is being done for the local residents who own their apartments, are proud of
the space behind them and don't want the area destroyed. Are there views really
being considered?

Please help to save the area and not destroy it. 1t has history, a great local
community and space for the children to play.

lurge you to keep the Gardens where they are and to reconsider the development
in the Mews that will cut the light inio some of the apartments on the Portobello
Roac. = :
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Please reconsider this application and help our borough and communiiy in the
process of doing so. '

Once again | thank you for your fime.

Yours faithfulty
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2F JAN, 2010

PETER LERNER
SXECUTIVE DIRECTAR , P4 D

DEAR SR,

WE OBJECT To g

E MOVED, WE prefeR
10 REMKIN AND =

TAY I F/’\PADAY HC)LSF

THANKS My % M. Wm//174




wﬁﬁuv\@m@&\w\%_

PO Syt pro w24 g oy hurah

M 2N SR T oo ‘maryyrofs et
2] vy gy of oY s

T e s g

__ Jos Q.R.Z_g\wqgm\m i
- proy by

A
I/
A

\u:\%\.\ﬁ\@,\n\ \\g T /A

LN

=) s (D oz_ &mm_me z_mz E h,
sanon| (0 944 G w3

Oig | Bsa] Buiiueid Sxge ieamosy | - o0 _ M
Bsaj} ASlOg

13

T Sew g Oy OV

g ko o yF” T,
o B e o ooy e
YES o o2 \\N\GHQ?\Q\%N&«\
ey 7 %\“\M\N P ODR Iy T oy e

e b

o R s P

gy Ty

&
- AES-p | /

M- Va7V

ar/ 8./



/// - Page 1 of 2

Planning: PC-PlanSvc

From: webmaster@rbkec.gov.uk

Sent: 09 February 2010 17:46

To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc

Subject: Comments about planning application PP/09/02786

** START OF FORM DATA *=*
Case_Reference Number - PP/09/02786

Case_Address - Wornington Green Estate - Land bounded by the main railway,
Wornington Road, Munro Mews, Portobello R

Case_Proposal - Demolition of existing buildings and temporary partial loss of
existing open space (Athlone Gardens} to facilitate redevelopment to provide
new residential accommodation of up to 1000 units, up to a maximum of 3,104
‘sguare metres (GEA) of non residential'floorspaée (within Classes A1, AZ, A3,
A5 and/or Class Bl Use Clagses), reprovision of the community facilities and
its associated outdoor adventure playspace (total of 1,8&3 square petragj
++++++ relocation and reprovieion of an arza of open space {Athlone Gardens®
(9,186 square metres) reprovision of 20 lock ups (within Use Class R8;,
provigion of & Leumporary energy centre in Phuse 1 to be replaced by a permanent
snergy centre, provigion of landescaping, provizion of a new ipterns) roard
network based .or 2 traditional internal streel pattern, access junciicne and
asgociated read including the reconnzution of the Jufc:icn with the sxternal
road network ar Ladbroke Srove and Fortobells Road and Woarnington tead oL
Barlby Road. us -0 72% car parking Fpanes (on stirset and of F stress, andg L0870
cyele parking spaces, with details subnisted for Phade Oue ard aii other
matters ressvved : ‘ .

Case Officer - Edward John George

UseI_Comments.— I object to the planning permisgigggLrgz;E§§QEL;>’(:#;lj}C:>

TR P R

!_»L KL LI ,,Hca j,?-‘aiic,
—_

[ Receivad REjC Planring

Usexr_ Name - Karen Clarkson rh____r

User_ Postal_Address - Flat 2
333 Portcbelio Rd

WLO 55A

User_Telephone - 07771 926 084

User Email - karen clarkscn@hotmail.com

** END OF FORM DATA *+

** START OF TROUBLESHOOTING DATA *#%
to_name - Planning Applications

Lo_email - planningavbke.gov.uk

Subject - Comments about planning application PP/09/02786

Webpage_ Sent From -




A Rachi

3 Chesterton House
Portobello Road
London W10 5RN

Planning and Borough Development
Kensington Town Hall,

Hornton Street

London W8 7NX

05/02/2010

My Ref: DPS/DC STR/PP/09/02786/EIG

Dear sir/madam

1 am replying to your letter that you have sent me asking me on my view
about the new Wornington green developmient.

My view first of all you have to know that I am an old sick man like every
other old person living in the same area. The housing trust management
keeps on frightening the tenant telling us that they will move us anywhere in
England and the tenants are worried and they find it very hard to believe it is
not as easy as you think. Does it harm the environment if the buildings are
kept the same way they are? If it does we would like to now how it harms
the environment. Then I will agree to give my view. I leave this to justice to
judge between us.
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Planning: PC-PlanSve /
From: George, Edward: PC-Plan
Sent: 12 February 2010 12:22
To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc
Subject: FW: Proposed development at Wornington Green Estate
Attachments: Council letter.docx

From: Jane Inman [mailto:janeinman@ciara.co.uk]

Sent: 12 February 2010 10:49

Tor George, Edward: PC-Plan

Subject: Proposed development at Wornington Green Estate

Dear Mr George

Please see the attached letter to Peter Lerner concerning the above development. As you will see, my partner
and I are very worried about the proposal and how it is going to affect our lives. We are hoping that you will be
nught be able to influence the Committee and urge them to reject KHT’s application, at least in its current
form. This would allow those of us who have only recently become aware of this project {which, as st stands
clearly does not meet the Borough’s own standards)to bring those who know nothing about it up to speed and
give them all a chance to express an opinion. As the application comes before the Committee on 22 February,
this is a matter of some urgency. ' '

We greatly appreciate any efforts you may make on our behalf
Kind regards.

Jane Inman

s 1 lie
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ToP Flat, 224 | _adbroke Carove, Londoﬁ 'W].O sLT

Telo2o89607957

[ ~mail; |anein man@clara.co.uk
=y

12 Februaty 2010 By eimadl

Peter Lerner

Executive Director

Planning & Borough Development

Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
Kensington Town Hall

Hortnton Street

LONDON

W8 TNX -

Dear Mr Lerner
Re: Proposed Development at Wornington Green Estate

T'am writing in response to your letters of 21/1/10 & 2/2/10 concerning the
above development. We moved to the junction of Ladbroke Grove and
Bonchurch Road 26 years ago to be near our jobs at the BBC. As long-term
residents we ate very concerned indeed about the proposed plans which will have
an enormous impact on our lives. Below are some of the issues that WOLLY Us.

1. Lack of notice

Firstly, we wish to complain about the very short notice that those of us in the
area, who do not actually live on the estate itself, have been given to comment, |
have been told that a letter went out last summer to people in the neighbourhood
but we never saw such a letter. The first we knew of it was the letter that arrived at
the very end of last year - at a time when most people were caught up with
preparations for Christmas etc. There was nothing in it which indicated the extent
of what was planned. The scale of the project should have been made clear in any
correspondence and, considering that scale, we should have been gven much
longer to read the relevant information and to comment upon it.

We would also point out that any owners who rent out their homes will probably
not have seen the letters at all, since they were not addressed to individuals. Short-
term renters would pay little attention to such missives and often they do not
bother to forward information to owners. Other people owning the flats below
ours definitely were nor aware of the project untl we informed them of it last




week. ‘The Council should have done much more to make sure that everyone
concerned knew about this project. (We have not even seen a copy of the
Kensington and Chelsea Times for months.)

2. Complexity of website

Our second complaint is that although you direct people to the website where one
can find information on the project, it is actually very hard amongst all the myriad
of links, to find the most relevant items. When I did come across the plans T
found them very hard to interpret. There were also, as far as I could see, few _
pictutes that gave a good idea of what the buildings would look like. There must
be some way of simplifying such information on the website so that all the really
relevant and most up-to-date documents are easy to find, even for those not that
*.au fait with the internet. T realise that the plans are physically available at the Town
Hall and Venrure Centre but even in the flesh, you need a knowledgeable person
to interpret them for you, as I found when I attended the drop-in session on 3~
February. A model would be a lot clearer than a plan for a lay person.

3. Lack of justification for the scheme

Another thing T have yet to find is any detailed justification as to why such a drastic
rebuilding of the estate is tequired. All T have come across are some vague
references to the government’s Decent Homes Agenda, along with some mention
of improved energy use, better accessibility and better security. These are
obviously desirable but are they worth 10-12 years (and probably much more) of
disruption to residents and neighbours of the estater At the drop-in session I was
told by Cllr Emma Dent Coad that none of the residents from on or around the
estate that she had spoken to (and this means the majority, in the case of the estate
itself) were in favour of the redevelopment. They all thought that considerable
refurbishment was needed but no-one wanted a totally new estate. Similatly a
Supplementary Planning Document from the Scrutiny Committee on the Public
Realm (6 July 2009) found that at 3 public meetings and a drop-in session, most
people from the estate wanted refurbishment and weren’t even prepared to discuss
detailed plans for the redevelopment because they were so against it.

I can't begin to imagine how the poor people must be feeling who are going to be
shunted around the building site, ending up in a home that does not necessarily
suit them as well as the one they are in, though 1 did meet a few of them, who
looked totally despondent at the prospect they were facing. The Wornington
Green Estate has been described as “a model for a diverse and sustainable
community”. If this is the case why is it being obliterated?




Dust, Noise and Aif Pollution

We are dreading the nightmare of noise, dirt and heavy vehicle traffic that will
ensue once work starts - a nightmare that will go on for many, many years. Those
of us who work from home or who are at home all day for other reasons such as
the sick, or elderly, or mothers with young children, will find it almost impossible
to bear. Iknow it says on the back of the Council’s letter that problems associated
with construction cannot be taken into account but, consideting the length of time
this disruption will be going on for, this seems ludicrous particularly as the
Supplementary Planning Document (Nov 2009) (8.7.1) clearly shows that such
matters must be taken into consideration. This document states that “Operations
must not result in unacceptable levels of dust and noise, and have unacceptable
impacts on air quality.” We can’t imagine that the necessary “Dust Impact
Assessment” or any similar assessment for noise pollution could possibly come up
with a result showing that the levels would be acceptable in a project of this size,
particularly as it is going to go on for so long. We don’t even really want to think
about this but in the event that the scheme does proceed and the noise/aix
pollution is then deemed unacceptable, what would the Council be able to do to

improve the situation? The demolition and rebuilding of buildings creates a hell of

a lot of noise and dust whatever precautions one might take.
4. Height of Buildings

We ate also very upset that our view and views in the area generally will he spoiled
by buildings higher than those in place now. The good thing about the
Wornington Estate is that, from the outside, 1t hardly looks like an estate because
the buildings are low rise and in pleasant dark red brick. We actually didn't notice
it was an estate until some time after moving here. From our research we see that
many of the new buildings will be between 7 & 9 storeys high and that one 15
storey block is planned. Fven 5 storey buildings such as the one that is meant to
stand at the corner of Wheatstone Road and Portobello Road age unacceptable as
they are higher than the surrounding buildings. (This one will definitely spoil our
view according to the plans.) '

We read (in SPD 7.11.1) that “New developments should be sensitive to and
compatible with the scale, height, bulk, materials and character of the surroundings
and should reflect the traditional urban form of the Borough by preserving local
plot widths, building lines, roofscape and open space. The Council will resist
development, which will significantly overshadow existing adjoining buildings and
amenity space and/or harm the visual privacy of residents.” Taking this into
account it is clear that the Council should resist this development.

5. Style of buildings

As T have said, we couldn't find any useful pictures of whar the buildings will look
like on the website bur I saw some at the drop in session and | have to sav thev are




truly horrible. They look like some ghastly throw-back to the 1970's. The SPD
(7.9.2) states that the architecture “should offer visual quality and interest from
views within the development and from neighbouring streets” and goes on to
require that it should be “attractive — pleasing in its composition, materials and
craftsmanship” and “locally distinctive — responding well to its context” (7.9.3).
This is clearly not the case as pointed out by The Wornington Steeting Group
Report (15 Jan 2010) who claim that “There is a uniformity and regularity of the
architectural language which multiplies to monotony when applied across the large
scale of the mansion buildings and lengthy street blocks.” And, “The grey bulky
appearance of the roof is reminiscent of plant structure”. The SPD also mentions
many problems with the design such as not enough doors and windows, too many
dwellings using one entrance etc, etc.

At the drop-in session the comments made by Planning Officer Penelope Tollitt -
and also those made by Ms Dent Coad (who I believe has professional knowledge
of architectural matters) confirmed what I could see with my lay person’s eye, ie
that the design of these buildings is sub-standard and it is obvious that it does ot
conform to the Borough’s own requirements. If we really have to go through thls
tremendous upheaval then this part of the Borough deserves to end up with - -
something much better than this.

6. Will people buy & will new bﬂsinesses flourish?

KHT are obviously keen on this verrure because they hope to make financial gain
from selling the market propesties but has any real thought been given as to
whether the desired “Notting Hillbilly” type will actually want to live in these new
dwellings? We ate not convmced

Also if the new shops and restaurants that are planned are not taken up and remain
boarded up, it will just make the area look run-down. Conversely if a lot of new
restaurants etc are successful there will be additional late night noise and traffic
which is also undesirable.

7. Will the money run out?

We want to know what happens if the money runs out and we are left with a
ghastly mishmash of new and old, or maybe even half-demolished, buildings with
half a park? No-one would want to live anywhere near the place then. Also,
because of the way the phasing is planned I understand that the blocks needing
most attention are the one which are being dealt with last which seems crazy, as
they may be the ones that are never pulled down. Is the Council absolutely sure
that enough funds will be forthcoming to complete the project? If not, then KHT
should not be allowed to proceed. '




8. Athlone Gardens & Loss of Trees

Talking of the park, we hate the idea of Athlone Gardens being tampered with and
we are particularly upset about the loss of so many trees 2round the estate,
something which the SPD document (4.4.1) says should be avoided. 86 of them
are meant to be protected by a preservation order. From what I have seen, many
of these are to be chopped down anyway.

I'work from home & have used the park for years as a place to escape my flat for a
few minutes on hot days in the summer and T am sure very many people are
attached to this space — as demonstrated by the petition that gained over 400
signatures, which we were unaware of at the time. We feel it is not acceptable to
lose half the park for the duration of the redevelopment (though it’s really losing
the whole thing, as it’s hardly going to be pleasant to sit/play in the heart of the
building site). I believe as yet thete are no details as to what the relocated park will
be like except that it will be surrounded by tall buildings including one of 9 storeys
which will overshadow it. Whatever the plans, parks take a long time to mature. It
will be 20 years plus before any kind of park that is up to the standard of the
current one is in place. This is not good enough. S

9. Increase in traffic

Another worrying thing is that the plan to connect Portobelle Road and
Woranington Road with Ladbroke Grove will create a thoroughfare that will atrract
much traffic. The placing of an underground car patk at our end of the estate will
also obviously lead to increased taffic (and danger from that traffic) in what are, at
present, quiet pleasant streets. It is said that design and highway measures will -
manage the traffic but what are these measures? The SPD (7.7.1) says “The
Council considers that the tedevelopment of the area could have a significant
impact on traffic congestion, public transport and parking if these factors are not
addressed at an early stage.” Additionally, a full Transport Assessment was
requested. Has this been provided? And what about the Constructon Traffic
Management Plan mentioned in point 7.7.2? It seems to us that during
construction unacceptable problems with traffic will be unavoidable.

10. Other matters

I have spoken above about the aspects of the redevelopment that most closely
affect us personally but from our reading and from talking to people there are
obviously many more concerns that do not seem to have been addressed
sufficiently. In fact section 6.2 of the Wornington Steering Group Report lists 25
issues which residents are still worried about. If the project goes ahead without
looking into these areas further and making adjustments in the plans, then the new
development will start life with as many problems as the old estate had (if not
more) and the residents and many of the surrounding neighbours will feel unhappy
and angry because their wishes have been 1gnored




It seems, from what we have read, that the Council feels that residents have not
done much to express their opposition to the scheme. We have got the impression
that many people are apathetic because IKH'T have given out strong signals from
the start that the plan will go ahead whatever they say. This idea was reinforced by
something I heatd Penelope Tollitt say at the drop-in session — that despite the
flaws in the scheme, the Planning Committee was unlikely to reject it. Hearing
comments like that, people will just think,” What’s the point in doing anything?”
On top of this, many people are not good at voicing their opinions at meetings or
in letters - particulatly if English is not their first language. Even the results of a
survey can be misleading, as we are sure the Council 1s aware.

Allin all, we will be astonished and very distressed if IKensington and Chelsea
Planning Department allow the Kensington Housing Trust to go ahead with a very
unpopular development that clearly doesn’t meet the requirements laid out in the
SDP document and which will cause so much anguish and disruption to all those
living in our neighbourhood. We ask the members of the Committee who will be
considering the application to think long and hard about what is being proposed .
and maybe, in particular, to think about how they would feel if they, or their elderly
mother, their depressed friend or a relative with a young haby lived on the estate or

very nearby.

We

" At the very least, mote time is needed for people lke us to be consultedt.
- remind you that the first we knew of this was just before Christmas. We have had
just 2 few weeks inform ourselves about something that 1s going to affect the -
“quict enjoyment’ of our home for at least 10 years and probably much longer.
This hardly seems night or fair.

Yours sincerely

Jane Inman & Nick Marcus _
Top Flat, 224 Ladbroke Grove, London W10 5LT

Cc  Geoff Burrage - Highways and Transport
Angus Morrison — Arboriculture,

Rebecca Brown - Air Quality, Contamination and Noise
Edward George — Development Control

Boris Johnson, Mayor of London

Karen Buck, MP

Fomma Dent Coad. Councillor




Pla-nning_: PC-PlanSvc

From: CLARE SLANEY-DAVIS [clare.slaneydavis@btinternet.com]

Sent: 12 February 2010 13:37
To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc
Subject: demolition of Wornington Green

12 February 2010
Dear Mr George |
Planning Ref PP/09/02786

My landlord, Kensington Housing Trust, have delivered a number of postcards to me
encouraging me to write to you in support of the demolition of my house and garden.

I’'m writing to you to ebject in the strongest possible terms against the proposed destruction
of a community. That KHT are having to beg their tenants for support suggests that
something is fundamentally wrong with their plans.

Very best wishes,
Clare Slaney




Plannigngz PC-PlanSvc

From: Benjamin wennek [wennek@gmail.com)

Sent: 08 February 2010 10:56

To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc; Planning Policy

Subject: [Objection to Planned Development Wornington Green Estate DPS/DC/
STR/PP/09/02786/EJG

!E*D[HDC'

Att: RBKC Planning and Borough Development Department IE:

Dear Mr Peter Lerner,

We are writing to you to refuse the planning application made from Kensingtonj Hausmg; Trust : ﬁa};ﬂ‘; eproposed
redevelopment of Womington Green Estate, London W10. ' o b Rev |Ciner

Our comments and objections relating to this planning application are as follows:

Loss of Privacy _ '

The ptanned housing will overlook our property and we object the suggestion the proposed balconies which will
lead to a large loss of privacy and will certainly impact on the peaceful enjoyment of our flat. Also, These
Balconies will be leaning out and therefore create a visual loss of space between both street sicles, There will be
possibility that some residents keep their waste on their bafconies before bringing it out on the street for
collection. We therefore strongly object to this plan and ask KHT to redraw plans without balconies. We also object
to the removal of any existing trees on the street side of Athlone Gardens and Portobello Road.

Design of Building, Loss of natural nghts

The building height and proposed 5 floor (four floars pIu:. one flrther back) will be wsua[ly overbearing and take
natural light away from our property. In addition it is an mapproprlate design for this part of the aI'Eu A buﬂdlng
as proposed would be totally out of keeping with the neighbouring properties. .

Planned Commercial Space - ..
Ask anyone within the Golborne ward on their opinion of availability of Commercial Space in Portobelio road
Everybody will tell you that there is simply an oversupply of it. Some of the shop units next to the proposed
development on Portobello Road have been empty for over four years.

Joining Portobello Road together with Ladbroke Grove

Portobello road is already an extremely busy market road. Opening the road up into Ladbroke grove will create
additional concentration of traffic by drivers trying to bypass jams on Ladbroke grove. This will cause immense
traffic problems direclty in front of our property. Imagine parking your car in this narrow part of Portobello Road
when there are constant traffic Jams

A Bike lane _ T

Rather than opening up the road towards Ladbroke grove we encourage the council to consider creating a bike
fane for cyclist along Portobello Road/\.adbroke grove. This will also calm down car traffic in the area and improve
quality of life for all residents.

Impact of Building work

Our property has got high ceilings and sash windows without double glazing. There has no consultation been
made from KHT with us regarding the impact of the building works of the proposed development. We therefore
ask for clarification of this issue and proposed measurements from KHT to ensure that disruption will be minimised
during construction time work will be carried out at minimum impact on our privacy. We also want a confirmation
from KHT that no work will be carried out over the weekends.

In view of these comments, we ask that RBKC Planning Department refuse this Planning Application and
encourage Kensington Housing Trust to resubmit a building design that is smaller, less intrusive on neighbouring
properties, and more sensitive to the character of the Golborne/Portobello area.

Should you require any additional information, clarification of any comments made then please do not hesitate to
contact us,

Yours Sincerely, Benjamin Wennelk




Eddie & June Adams
427 St Lawrence Terrace
London W10 58T

Peter Lemer .

Planning and Borough Development

Kensington Town Hall

Horton Street '

London W.8. 4/2/10

Dear Sir or Madam,

I wish to object to the Kensington Housing Trust's planned redevelopment of Wornington Green. It
is not driven by a desire or a necessity to improve the accominodation of the residents The .
overriding purpose of the KHT's plan is to build units of accommodation for sale an act I would
have thought contradicted its charitable status.

I watched this estate being built in the nineteen seventies and I understood that these lel]dlllUS had a
life span of at least 60 vears ‘ :
The plan to rebuild all the estate including Peplar House which pre-dates the rest is unnecessary 1]1—
concetved a waste of public money and resources. - S
These major works if they ga ahead will ave a detrimental affect on the wider community. Fhe
demolition and removal of matenial will affect the surreunding area. For some 1t will be like living
on a building site. -

The plan to use and move part of the parl is o rob the community of a major facility KHT doesv i
own this land and thie uge of this faciiity could be lost for a period of time mayvbe 2 years?. 1 would
remind the council and its planning department that the park has already been moved once from its.
oniginal home in Barlby Road. To move it again would be to undervalue its importance to the . .
community and to put above its value the desire of the KHT to make money.

I would further point out that the park is the wider domain of the people in the community and they
have in no way been consulted. T would also bring to your attention there is widespread opposition
to these plans and I myself have attended packed meetings of residents who are opposed to this
development In all the materials put out by the KHT the situation has been misrepresented and the
tenants denied a voice _

I am a shareholder of KHT and though the membership has been manipulated down to under 40
members there has been no meetings of the membership to discuss and agree these plans.

Yours Faithfully

Eddie Adams




P!anning: PC-PlanSvc

From: lesiey dillon {idiflonkcc@yahoo.co.uk]

Sent: 05 February 2010 17:41

To: Planning: PC-PlanSve

Subject: Objection to Wornington Green regeneration - Your ref:DPS/DCSTR/PP/09/0276/EJG

Dear Mr Lerner,
We write to object to the above for the following reasons:

The scale and appearance of the proposal is ridiculous as the kblocks are
to be tower blocks despite being promised by the applicant that they
would not be. Not only doeg this mean that the area (all flats) will
have less than an hour's sunlight per day {(confirmed by architect) but
this will affect the neighbour's sunlight as well.

It is possible that we will have around two thousand more residents
uging one lot of traffic, doctor, dentist, school and parking.

We have not been told how much daylight if ary we will have considering
that the basement flats will be underground, this fact has only just
come to light, the residents had not been told this before we went to
the Towrn Hall for a meeting with the PFlanning Committee.

Thers was =z bona fide reaseon for the roads being blocked off te Ladbioks
Grove 2o why go back te a syster that chvicusly did not work?

KHT are stating that most regidents are in favour. Residents were fcoid
that chey would ALL get outside private space. This has been renaued on
ailong with a lot of promises, hence some tensiits have agreed to it
because they were given the wrong information.

If this goes ahead and they can't sell the private flats, {(new private
properties in this area have been empty for years) we are all going to
be left in 1limbo and not sure what is happening.

They are building LESS bedrooms so how does that address overcrowding?
The Borough are not going to be seen in a good light if this proposal
goes ahead and becomes a failure like most things KHT have organised in
the past.

A lot of us are going to lose small gardens which goesg towards making
this place a sociable estate as we go to cone another's houses in the

summer and use cur outside sgpace.

How can this be energy efficient when you have to have lights on day and
night?

I thought that any regeneration was to make life better for residents
not making them live in hell holes on a dark estate.

We hope you will consider this objection.
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From: webmaster@rbkc.gov.uk QQ/(
Sent: 13 February 2010 16:38 ] ('Z[ID
To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc
Subject: Comments about planning application PP/05/02786

*% START OF FOREM DATA *#*
Case_Reference Number - PP/09/02786

Case_Address - Wornington Green Estate - Land bounded by the main
railway, Wornington Road, Munro Mews, Portobello R

Case Proposal - Demolition of existing buildings and temporary partial
loss of existing open space (Athlone Gardens) to facilitate
redevelopment to provide new residential accommodation of wup to 1000
units, up to a maximum of 3,104 square metres {(GEA} of non residential
floorspace (within Classes Al, A2, A3, A5 and/or Class Bl Use Classes),
reprovision of the community facilities and its associated outdoor.
adventure playspace (total of 1,883 square metres) (within Use Classes
D3 and D2} releocation and reprovision of an area of open space (Athlone
Gardens) (9,186 square metres) reprovision of 20 lock ups (within Use
Class B8), provision of a temporary energy centre in Phase 1 to be
replaced by a permanent energy c¢entre, provision of landscaping,
provisiocn of a.new internal road network based on a traditional internal
street pattern, access junctions and associated road including the
reconnection of the junction with the external road network at Ladhinke
Grove and Portobellc Reoad and Worninagton Rcocad at Barlby Road, up to 725
car parking spaces {on street and off street) and 1062 cycle parking
spaces, with details subnitted for Phase One and all other matters
reserved

Case_Officer - Edward John George
User Comments - I am in favour of redevelopmeny, but I am concerned
about the fact that there is talk of 6 to 9 floor building. I think the

maximum should be 5 floors. Also having shops under the houses are not
good as it would mean more noise and more people around '

User Name - Angelo Marrafino

User Postal Address - W10 G5RP

User Telephone - = o

User Email -

** END OF FORM DATA ** 15 FER 2000 7 e
i iy [ Mk :@b* i b ‘ i

*4% START QOF TROUBLESHOOTING DATA ** L ' - - : : “
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Planning: PC-PlanSvc

From: webmaster@rbke.gov.uk

Sent: 16 February 2010 11:56

To: Planning: PC-PlanSve

Subject:; Comments about planning application PP/09/02786

*% START OF FORM DATA *+*
Case_Reference Number - PP/09/02786

Case_Address - Wornington Green Estate - Land bounded by the main
railway, Wornington Road, Munro Mews,Portobelloc R

Case_ Proposal - Demolition of existing buildings and temporary partial
loss of existing open space (Athlone Gardens) to facilitate
redevelopment to provide new residential accommodation of up to 1000
units, up to a maximum of 3,104 square metres (GEA) of non residential
floorspace (within Classes Al, A2, A3, A5 and/or Claszss Bi Use Classes),
reprovision of the community facilities and its associated outdoor
adventure playspace (total of 1,883 sqguare metres) {(within Use Classes
D1 and D2) relocation and reprovision of an area of open space (Athlone
Gardens) (9,186 square metres) reprovision of 20 lock ups (within Use
Class B8), provision of a temporary energy centre in Phase 1 to be
replaced by a permanent energy centre, provision of landscaping,
provision of a new internal road network based on a traditicnal internal
street pattern, access junctions and azssocizted road including the
reconnection of the junction with the external road network at Ladbroke
Grove and Portobello Foad and Wornington Road st Barlby Road, up to 725
car parking spaces (on street and off street) and 1062 cycle parking
spaces, with details submitted for Phase One and all other matters
reserved

Case_Officer - Edward John George

User Comments - I think the idea to move Athlone Gardens is a crazy
waste of money. It reminds me of when you moved the sandpit at
Kensington Memorial Gdns -from one courner of the playground to the
other. The drainage wasn't put in properly and causes big problems for
the Park Keepers. I will also be emailing with my full objections.
User Name - Naomi Cole

User Postal Address - 259%9a Ladbroke Grove, W10 GHF

User Telephone -

User Email - nacmi@dalgarnotrust.org.uk

! ! !
';z.DIHDCZ HSS jHPD rHr.\E Frlicy
|

i
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Planning: PC-PlanSvc

From: Naomi Cole [Naomi@dalgarnotrust.org.uk]
Sent: 16 February 2010 1159

To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc

Subject: FW: Development of Wornington Green Estate

Frbm: Naonﬁi Cole [rnailto:naomipony@Yahod.cd.uk] |
Sent: 15 February 2010 21:07

To: Naomi Cole _
Subject: Development of Wornington Green Estate

Regarding the proposed Development at Womington Green Estate:

I live at 259a Ladbroke Grove -directly opposite Bonchurch St. Me and my children regularly use Athlone
Gardens (at least 3 times a week) and have friends who live on the Womington Estate. '

The main objections I have to the development is the impact on local community -loss of friends and
neighbours, loss of the park and trees, and the effect it will have on traffic. Local councillors do not have a
very positive view of the park but it is well looked after, well used, and the gardens are lovely in the
surnimer, the trees have been there for decades —to uproot them and move the park 1s a crazy waste of
resources, money and time. The development will affect access via Munro Mews which 1s a much needed
overflow {or the regular traffic jams on Golbome Road. Friends and neighbours are being moved out
unwillingly and with promises of being moved back whick | do not think will be kept. -

[ also want o object Lo the way in which the garages on Munro Mews were closed down -they had been
there for over 20 years -to deal with small businesses so brutally is a disgrace. .

Naomi Cole, _
Project Waorker, Dalgarno Neighbourhood Trust

0208 969 6300
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Planning: PC-PlanSvc_

il

From: David Clingham [david12345@fsmail.net]
Sent: 05 February 2010 15:13

To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc

Subject: : application ref pp/09/02786

Application ref- PP/09/02786

Dear Sir

I live in flat 15 Lionel House on the Wornington Green Estate.

I am in favour of the redevelopment of the estate, and hope the

Council approves the application.

These flats are passed there best. Windows are single glazed and draughty.
Internal walls are loose with plaster coming off and it takes a lot of

money to heat the flat.
Yours Sincerely

D. Clingham °

L AN
THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF
KENSINGTON
AND CHELSEA
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Planning: PC-PlanSve. ' o e

7 z ; FyD H& HSS i I R | .
From: George, Edward: PC-Plan ____”_ e - [ F’ sml e
Sent: 02 February 2010 09:54 ) Recaived moi ,
To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc oSV B Planning [ Reg ”‘"";I
Subject: FW: my feedback about the regeneration i

From: Gilda Ferreira [mailto:gildaf@hotmail.co.uk] CF / CQ?%*&/
Sent: 04 February 2010 13:07 ' .
To: George, Edward: PC-Plan

Subject: my feedback about the regeneration

Dear mr Edward GEQRGE
MY name is Gilda ferreira, I live at 5 PEPLER HOUSE WORNINGHTON ROAD W10 5QD.
JUST to let you know my oppinion about the new regeneration...

my anwer is yes 100 per cent i agree to the new regeneration.
i cant wait to move if im honest? as i cant bear the mice that | had to live in last § years.

‘As well the TRAIN NOISE as continously disturbing me and my sons in our sleep.

Also the biuidings are very old and the flats itself are in poor CODdltlDﬂ my doors are out. of order
mean rotten half broken. ... But KHT refuse to supply new doors for me.?

i cant afford neither buy new doors/? SO DEFINETELY WITH OUT A DOUBT YOU GOT MY YO TE: —I

S0 YES I think a change if for better will be good for most residents around here, WITH THE BIG
ISSUES THAT I HAD AND HAVE TO LIVE FOR THE LAST 13 YEARS.

THE ARE IS GOOD AND MOST NEIGHBOUR ARE GOOD T0O. '

GOOD LUCK with new replies and feedback from residents.

Many Thanks

Yours si‘nce-ri!y'
gilda ferreirra

4 th february 2010

Not got a Hotmail account? Sign-up naw - Free




Mr Oliver Defoe and Mrs Rachael Defoe,

17 Lionel House, 370 Portobello Road, London, W10 5RP . g} |
R idlali

- ks ks | ous l
Mr Peter Learner, - Exp HD". HSS ;H-Du rii [Poficy [basgn| e
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelses, @ oe - .

= Recewed PBKC P .

Planning and Borough Development Department, eed RBRC Flanning | Reg | FIO
Ground Floor,
Town Hall, | = e FEB 20000 [vLopues
Hornton Street, oy
London W8 7NX S o o oot e e

11" February 2010
RE: Planning application reference number, DPS/DC STR/PP/09/02786
Dear Mr Learner,

Myself and my husband are writing to you as the spokespeople for Lionel House and as the first
tenants to move into the block 30 years ago. Through this letter | would like to veice my support of
Kensington Housing Trust’s plans for the regeneration of Wornington Green. :

[ have seen many changes in the block throughout my tenancy, resulting from bad workmanship,’
inferior materials used and general bad design which has caused a number of issues for me and my
neighbours, including:

- Metal window frames causing constant pools of water along the interior ledges when it
rains, even when the window is closed. '

> Dampness and fungus along the window side walls.

- Air vents in the small bathrooms that become blocked on a regular basis, causing further

~ condensation.

- Large cracks appearing along the walls.

- The foundations of the buildings are breaking away in chunks (recently alarge metal frame
gave way in an area where children play, whilst KHT dealt with this quickly it is part of
fundamental problem with the building and needs to be addressed).

- The poor design has created a niche area (the dome] for drug users and dealers to
congregate.

- The inter-linking flats also mean that they can escape through the labyrinth of corrldors and
alleys and easily avoid the police.

- The crime that poor design has spurned on the estate have left a number of residents too
afraid to access rubbish shoots or main entrance to Lionel House after dark.

To put it in a nutshell, we tenants are most definitely in favour of FULL REGENERATION. Bricks falling
off walls CANNOT be addressed by REFURBISHMENT. When the very foundations are coming away
from a building, no patch-up job will alleviate the problems — STRONGER, BETTER, WELL THOUGHT
OUT designs and GOOD workmanship are what we NEED.

In reference to the planning application and matters that can be taken into account | would like to
raise the following:

1. Scale of appearance and conservation area — we do not wish to have tall blocks causing a
‘concrete jungle’. | understand KHT has taken this into consideration and lowered the

heights of some blocks.




Mr Oliver Defoe and Mrs Rachael Defoe,
17 Lionel House, 370 Portobello Road, London, W10 5RP

2. Listed buildings — Lionel House certainly isn’t and | am not aware of any other listed buildings

on the estate.
3. Traffic access and parking ~ this is of particular interest for me as | have been put forward
for a ground floor flat. | would like for consideration of security for vehicles parked near the
park to be taken into account as my hushands car will be parked there.
4. Amenity issues — If trees are not strategically placed then this could be a concern, from the
plans | have seen the majority of trees are located in the central park area so that they won't :

disrupt sunlight to our homes.
5. Noise and disturbance - if this is limited to the park, then | don't feel that this will be a

problem.

| feel that the new buildings intended in the regeneration will be an improverhent as they will be
bright, cheery and airy to enhance the mood if the area, as we are situated in Portobello Road which
is a very famous, vibrant and multi-cultural area and will be viewed by all.

i support the plans to regenefate Wornington Green and as part of the quiet majority, we would like
for this view to be heard.

Regards,

A £ s i :
L '{:‘—ﬂ.:..'/"-f:u:_/:_ 3 ¥ "?/‘:L_L

i _
AT O s Cafesr

Mr Oliver Defoe and Mrs Rachael Defoe -
17 Lionel House,
Wornington Green.
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From: anna lebiszczcak [anna_lebiszczak@yahoo.co.uk]
Sent: 05 February 2010 17:12 oC Received RBIC Plarning § Reg | PIO
To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc : S
Cc: anna me : :
Subject: Proposed development at Wornmgton Green Estata B 08 FEB 2010 [iic |upees
Shbevi N&Nl Obj {}Supp{ Ho Obj) Pav [t

R.E: Proposed developmént at Wornington Green Estate =
Dear Mr Lerner,

I have received your letters asking for comments and I would like to say
I support the redevelopment of Worington Green. Concerns that I have
are based on the knowledge that because I am solely a 'dependent' of
tenant {my mother is the tenant) and I have lived on the estate for 30
vears I will not be entitled to be re-housed on the estate should I
choose to seperate from my mother when she is being allocated a new
home.

Another concern I have is really for the future plang of this area and
how it will change. Only one bedroom flats are being built that will he
for sale (I enquired about this as I am a key worker and was hoping to
buy on the new estate although £350,000 for a one bed is not really
feasible on a teachlng aTaTy) and other that that town holses. o 2/3

bed propertleq will be avallakle. This coupled with the new overland
station to be bulLL with direct links to Lanaly wharf makes me wonder
what will happen to the commnity a%D@“f of the Wornlnqtor Green as i

gseems Lo be geared towards city workers without families.

Obviously ongoing nolse, dirt, dis ruptlon and pollutlon due to the scale
of the project is a concern but I imagine (or rather hope) that :
contractors will need to adhere to strict guldellnes imposed by RBXC.

In all, although I will not benefit from this regeneration due to my
lowly status as a 'dependent' I believe others in the community will if
it is all being done for the reasons advertised.

Kind Regards,

Anna Lebiszczak

PS - I know many residents are anxious to be re-housed near their
current neighbours and I hope this will be possible.




Planning: PC-PlanSvc

From: webmaster@rbkc.gov.uk

Sent: 15 February 2010 15:47

To: Ptanning: PC-PlanSvc

Subject: Comments about planning application PP/09/02786

x% START OF FORM DATA *+*
Case Reference Number - PP/09/02786

Case Address - Wornington Green Estate - Land bounded by the main
railway, Wornington Road, Munro Mews,Portobello R

Case Proposal - Demolition of existing buildings and temporary partial
loss of existing open space (Athlone Gardens) to facilitate
redevelopment to provide new residential accommodation of up to 1000
units, up to a maximum of 3,104 sguare metres (GEA) of non residential
floorspace (within Classes Al, A2, A3, A5 and/or Class Bl Use Classes),
reprovision of the community facilities and its assocciated outdoor
adventure playspace (total of 1,883 square metres) (within Use Classes
D1 and D2) relocation and reprovision of an area of open space (Athlone
Gardens) (9,186 square metres) reprovision of 20 lock ups (within Use
Class BR), provision of a temporary energy centre in Phase 1 to be
replaced by a permanent energy centre, provision of landscaping,
provision of a new internal road network based on a traditional internal
street pattern, access junctions and associated road including the
reconnection of the junction with the external road network at Ladbroke
Grove and Poertobello Road and Wornington Road at Barlby Road, up to 725
car parking spaces {on street and off street} and 1062 cycle parking
spaces, with details submitted for Phase One and all other matters
reserved

Case Officer - Edward John George

User Comments - I believe that the proposed and revised plans addressing
overall concerns are the answer to the current estate as it currently
stands.

It is un fixable in it's current state and redevelopment is the only
solution.

User Name - Robert Merlini

User Postal Address - 35 Telford House
W10 5XY

User Telephone - 07968100554

£ ‘ JUC"' deg,}n Times

o]
l'

User Email - robycitc@aol.com

P

i 'va

*#% END OF FORM DATA *¥

*#+ START OF TROUBLESHOQOTING DATA **
te name - Planning Applications




From: JOHN MAHONEY [j.mahoney687 @btinternet.com]

Sent: 13 February 2010 23:37

To: Planning: PC-PlanSve

Subject: worningtan green planning application number pp/ 09/ 02786

Dear Mr George I would like to register my full and wholehearted support for the regeneration of
wornington green myself and my family cant wait to move away from these hormble flats [ have two sons
one of 22 years and one of 14 sharing a tiny box room we have seen the plans and I must say we were
impressed.Most families have outgrown the properties We now live in we all hope the regeneration plans get

the go ahead.

Planning: PC-PlanSvc

From: Parichehr Omidi [pariomidi@hotmail.com)
Sent: 07 February 2010 12:58

To: Planning: PC-PlanSvc

Subject: Town and Country Planning ACT1990

My Ref:DPS/DS STR/PP/09/02786/E1G
I agree with this planning.

Parichehr Omidi

"Page 10f1

Planning: PG-PlanSvc

From: Miss Abi [miss_abi@hotmail.com)]
Sent: 15 February 2010 19:19

To: _ Planning: PC-PlanSvc

Subject: PP/09/02786

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writi.n.g to advisg that I support the proposal for the regeneration of Wornington Green, but I
th.ln.k adc?utlor)allpa-rkmg or underground parking would also be beneficial. I also hope that the new
design will eliminate all the pest problem that there is at the moment. :

My address is 44 Faraday House, 103 Worning road.
Regards,

Abi Lawal

We want to hear all your funny, exciting and crazy Hotmail stories. Tell us now

From: ciclingham@live.co.uk

To: edwardgeorg@rbkec.gov.uk

Subject: PP/09/02786 _

Date: Wed, 3 Feb 2010 21:28:15 +0000




