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CITY OF WESTMINSTER

PLANNING APPLICATIONS | Date Classification
COMMITTEE 22 September 2015 For General Release
Report of Wards involved
Director of Planning Lancaster Gate
Subject of Report Royal Court Apartments, 51 Gloucester Terrace, London, W2 3DQ
Proposal Installation of mechanical plant within rear of building at mezzanine level
(above ground floor level) with associated louvred roof, ductwork at roof
level and external riser to rear. Lift overrun at roof level and associated
alterations. Rear extension at second floor level. Replacement of
windows, alterations to facades and roofs.
Agent Sweett (UK) Ltd
On behalf of Transcmas Limited
Registered Number 14/02059/FULL TP /PP No TPM117
Date of Application 05.03.2014 Date 23.02.2015
amended/
completed
Category of Application Minor

Historic Building Grade

Unlisted {but No. 59 Grade li Listed Building)

Conservation Area

Bayswater

Development Plan Context

- London Plan July 2011

- Westminster’s City Plan:

Strategic Policies 2013

- Unitary Development Plan

(UDP) January 2007

Outside London Plan Central Activities Zone

Outside Central Activities Zone

Stress Area

QOutside Stress Area

Current Licensing Position

Not Applicable

1.

RECOMMENDATION

Grant conditional permission.
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This product includes mapping data licensed from Ordnance
Survey with the permission of the Controller of Her Majesty’s
Stationery Office. Data Source: 0 510 20Metres

® Crown copyright and/or database right 2013.
All rinhis resarved | irsnee number | A 1NDN1Q847 Natar 11/NQIPN1E Licckrasd
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SUMMARY

Royal Court Apartments comprises 45-59 Gloucester Terrace, a group of eight former
terraced houses on the west side of the street. They are all stuccoed mid 19th century
properties and Nos.45 - 57 are unlisted buildings, whereas No.59 is a Grade |l listed building.
The site lies within the Bayswater Conservation Area. Below first floor level the properties
extend to the boundary line with the mews properties in Brook Mews North, whereas at first
floor level there is a fairly regular rhythm of shallow projecting wings, some of which also
extend to second floor height.

The building has been in use principally as a hotel. In February 2012 the building was the
subject of a fire, which caused significant damage to the building. The hotel has remained
closed since the fire and some works of strip out and repair have already commenced. The
works of strip out have also revealed structural deficiencies within the surviving fabric.

This application seeks permission for various works of alteration which relate to a thorough
refurbishment of the property following the fire. An accompanying listed building consent for
works to No.59 (13/10780/LBC) has already been approved.

The proposals include a re-maodelling of the interior, which will result in a change in the
number of rooms from 78 to 96. The external alterations include the replacement of all the
windows to the property; an enlargement of the rear wing to No.51; the addition of a service
riser to the rear of No.51; the introduction of ductwork at roof level; the introduction of plant at
mezzanine level to the rear, behind Nos. 49 and 55; and the introduction of two new lifts,
which will have overruns that project above the roof.

In terms of consultation responses, the one aspect of the proposal which has raised particular
concern relates to the impact of the plant on residential properties, particularly those within
Brook Mews North, which back on to the application site.

The key issues raised by the proposal are considered to be:

= The impact of the proposed works on the buildings and the character and appearance of
the Bayswater Conservation Area;
» The impact of the proposals on the residentiai amenity of adjacent occupants.

The proposals will result in a thoroughly refurbished property and the proposed alterations
would not have an adverse impact on the buildings or upon the character and appearance of
the conservation area. With respect to the proposed plant, it is considered that this is capable
of compiying with the City Council’s noise control requirements. As such, the proposal is
recommended for approval.

CONSULTATIONS
FIRST CONSULTATION

SOUTH EAST BAYSWATER RES!IDENTS ASSOCIATION
Holding objection, concerned about noise nuisance to residents living in Brook Mews North.

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES
No objection with suggested conditions.
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ADJOINING OWNERS/OCCUPIERS AND OTHER REPRESENTATIONS

No. Consulted: 56; Total No. of Replies: 1.

One objection received from 11 Brook Mews - concerned about the air conditioning units
located to the rear of No.8 Brock Mews.

ADVERTISEMENT/SITE NOTICE: Yes.

SECOND CONSULTATION

SOUTH EAST BAYSWATER RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION

Maintain objection, concerned about noise nuisance to residents living in Brook Mews North
and concerned about accuracy of the acoustic report. Support concerns expressed by local
resident and feel that units should be located on main roof. Also concerned by the lift overruns
and their visual impact.

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES
No objection with suggested conditions.

ADJOINING OWNERS/OCCUPIERS AND OTHER REPRESENTATIONS
No. Consulted: 56; Total No. of Replies: 5 (four from same person)

Concerned about the noise impact of the air conditioning units and by the accuracy of the
acoustic report. Also concerned about use of low noise mode and request more robust
acoustic enclosure.

ADVERTISEMENT/SITE NOTICE: Yes.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
4.1 The Application Site

Royal Court Apartments comprises 45-59 Gloucester Terrace, a group of eight former
terraced houses on the west side of the street. They are all stuccoed mid 19th century
properties and Nos.45 - 57 are unlisted buildings, whereas No.59 is a Grade !l listed building.
The site lies within the Bayswater Conservation Area. The buildings comprise of lower ground
floor, ground floor and five upper storeys (the top storey being in the form of a mansard roof).
To the rear of the application site is Brook Mews North, which typically contains three storey
19th century mews houses, some of which are contiguous with the application site.

The building has been in use principally as a hotel, although there were, according to the
applicant, rented residential apartments at basement and ground floor level. In February 2012
the building was the subject of a fire, which broke out around the lift shafts located in House
51 at fifth floor level. The fire caused significant damage to the central sections of the building
at fitth, fourth and third floor levels. A combination of smoke damage, water used to extinguish
the fire and water contained by roof mounted water tanks, caused much more extensive
damage to the interior, spreading to all parts of the building, including the listed No.59. The
building has remained closed since the fire and some works of strip out and repair have
already commenced. The works of strip out have also revealed structural deficiencies within
the surviving fabric.
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4.2 Relevant History

14/02665/1.BC — Internal alterations [to 59 Gloucester Terrace] including structural alterations,
repair of stucco, replacement of roofing material to mansard roof and aiterations to glazing,
including secondary glazing. Consent granted on 2 September 2014,

13/10780/LBC — Internal works to all floors [of 59 Gloucester Terrace] including replacement
of damaged plaster, plasterboard and asbestos containing wall, ceiling lining materials and
electrical installations, together with bathrooms, kitchens and plumbing services. Consent
granted on 9 January 2014.

93/01787/CLEUD - Certificate of Lawfulness granted for the use of the properties as 101
residential flats for short term letting with servicing — basement and ground (part), first,
second, third, fourth and fifth floors dated 25 November 1993.

THE PROPOSAL

This application seeks permission for various works of alteration which relate to a thorough
refurbishment of the property following the fire. An accompanying listed building consent for
works to No.59 (13/10780/LBC) has already been approved. The proposals include a re-
modelling of the interior, which will result in a change in the number of rooms from 78 to 98.
The external alterations include the replacement of all the windows to the property; an
enlargement of the rear wing to No.51; the addition of a service riser to the rear of No.51; the
introduction of ductwork at roof level; the introduction of plant at mezzanine level to the rear,
behind Nos. 49 and 55; and the introduction of two new lifts, which will have overruns that
project above the roof.

DETAILED CONSIDERATIONS
6.1 Land Use

A Certificate of Lawfulness was granted for the site in 1993 which confirmed its use as
residential fiats for short term letting with servicing. The applicant described the building as an
Apart-Hotel with a combination of hotel rooms and rented apartments. The total number of
units prior to the fire was 95 (78 guest rooms/suites and 17 rented apartments) and the
current proposals maintain the principal hotel use but by re-ordering the layout increase the
number of hotel rooms to 86. As the proposal does not include any extension of the hotel in
terms of an increase in floorspace, it is considered that the proposal raises no land use
issues.

6.2 Townscape and Design

The proposed alterations to the property are considered acceptable in design terms. This
group of mid 19th century former terraced houses make a positive contribution to the
character and appearance of the conservation area. The proposed replacement windows
would be to a traditional design, incorporating double glazing with timber vertical sliding sash
windows. The windows would predominantly feature one-over-one sash windows and would
result in a consistent appearance.
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At roof level the proposals include the introduction of some ductwork and twe lift overruns.
The ductwork will project above the height of the roof surface by approximately 500mm and
the lift overruns would project approximately 700mm above the roof. They would be lower
than the two water tanks which were previously on the roof. SEBRA raise concern that these
will be viewable from the Barrie Estate, which is located to the south. it is likely that these
rooftop projections will be seen in long views and from non-street level views, but due to the
low height of these items, which will be clad in a grey membrane, it is considered that these
will have minimal visual impact and would not adversely affect the appearance of the buildings
or the wider conservation area.

To the rear a small extension is proposed to the projecting wing to No.51. The extension
would raise the height of the wing by approximately 1.7m and bring it up to the same height as
other rear wings immediately to the north. Adjacent to this rear wing it is proposed to introduce
an external service riser, which is to be clad in GRP and disguised with a brick finished
appearance.

The two areas of proposed plant to the rear and at mezzanine level will be located within
former internal rooms, which wiil have their roof removed and replaced with louvres. The plant
will effectively be contained within the envelope of the existing building and as such will have
minimal visual impact. The proposed plant enclosures are considered to have no adverse
impact on the buildings or upon the character and appearance of the conservation area.

Overall, the proposals are considered acceptable in design terms and would accord with
Policies 525 and 528 of our City Plan and DES 1, DES &, DES 6, DES 2 and DES 10 of our
UDP.

6.3 Amenity

All of the objections to this application relate to concerns about the impact of the proposed
plant. The initial proposal included a plant enclosure at mezzanine level to the rear of No.49
and a second plant enclosure at main roof level to No.51. This second enclosure was
subsequently relocated to also be at mezzanine level to the rear of No.55. Principally because
of this re-positioning of the plant and the request for a revised acoustic report, the application
was re-validated and a second round of consultation took place.

However, objections have been received to the impact of noise from the plant, both to the
original proposal and to the current revised proposal. One of the concerns expressed relates
to the accuracy of the noise assessment, with queries raised about the location of the noise
measuring devices, the location of the nearest noise receptors and the fact that local
environmental conditions may have created untypical noise levels.

To address some of these concerns a further noise assessment has been undertaken by the
applicant to establish the background noise levels. The new noise assessment identified a
minimum background noise level of 42dB(L} between 07:00-23:00 and 37db{L) between 23:00
and 07:00. This compares with figures of 44dB(L) and 39dB(L) respectively in the previous
noise assessment. The difference in minimum noise levels between the two sets of recording
is 2dB.

Further concerns were expressed about the accuracy of this revised noise assessment and as
a result a further noise assessment was undertaken by the Council’'s Environmental Sciences
Team. This involved the instaliation of monitoring equipment on an objector’s roof, in Brook
Mews North for a six day period. The results of this survey produced a lowest daytime
background noise level of 42dB(L), which corresponds with the applicant’'s acoustic data. The
lowest night time noise level record by the Environmental Sciences Team was 32dB (L) which
was 5dB lower than the applicant’s data. However, the night time noise levels recorded by the
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Council are below WHO guideline levels, which would mean that the plant has to operate at
5dB below the lowest noise level. The proposed plant is specified to operate at 27dB (L) and
so would comply with our noise requirements.
The proposed plant will be sunk into former rooms at the rear of the hotel with louvres above.
The air condenser units will be fitted with acoustic equipment and are proposed to operate in
‘low noise mode’ during night time hours. As proposed, with the required mitigation measures,
the plant would accord with our noise compliance requirements and this has been confirmed
by our Environmental Health officer. Conditions are imposed to ensure that the plant does
comply with our noise requirements and that the plant is operated in setback mode between
23.00 and 07.00.
There are no other amenity issues which arise from the proposals.
6.4 Transportation/Parking

There are no transportation issues which arise from the proposals.
6.5 Econcmic Considerations

There are no economic considerations which arise from the proposals.
6.6 Other UDP/Westminster Policy Considerations

There are no other policy considerations which arise from the proposals.
6.7 London Plan

The proposals do not raise strategic issues.

6.8 Planning Obligations

The proposals are of insufficient scale to generate a requirement for any planning
obligations.

6.9 Environmental Assessment including Sustainability and Biodiversity Issues
The proposals are of insufficient scale to require an environmental assessment.

6.10 Other issues
None.

6.11 Conclusion
The proposals are considered acceptable in terms of land use, townscape and design,
and in terms of impact upon residential amenity, in accordance with TACE 1, DES 1,

DES 5, DES 6, DES 9, DES 10 and ENV 6 and ENV 7 of our UDP and S$23, $25, S28,
529 and S32 of our City Plan.

BACKGROUND PAPERS

1.

Application form.

2. Memorandum from Premises Management Environmental Sciences Team dated 17 June 2014,
3. Online response from owner/occupier of 11 Brook Mews North dated 19 June 2014,
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E-mail from South East Bayswater Residents Association dated 6 August 2014.
Online response from owner/occupier of 11 Brook Mews North dated 13 March 2015.
Online response from owner/occupier of 11 Brook Mews North dated 19 March 2015.
E-mail from South East Bayswater Residents Association dated 27 March 2015,
Memorandum from Environmental Sciences Team dated 22 April 2015.

E-mail from owner/occupier of 11 Brook Mews North dated 4 June 2015.

. Online response from owner/occupier of 2 Garson House dated 25 June 2015.

. Letter from owner/occupier of 11 Brook Mews North dated 2 August 2015.

. E-mail from owner/occupier of 11 Brook Mews North dated 14 August 2015.

. E-mail from South East Bayswater Residents Association dated 17 August 2015.
- Memorandum from Environmental Sciences Team dated 27 August 2015.

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUERIES ABOUT THIS REPORT OR WISH TO INSPECT ANY OF THE
BACKGROUND PAPERS PLEASE CONTACT NATHAN BARRETT ON 020 7641 5943 OR
BY E-MAIL — nbarrett@westminster.gov.uk

j\d_wpdocsishort-telsci2015-09-220tem3.doct0

10/09/2015
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DRAFT DECISION LETTER

Address: Royal Court Apartments, 51 Gloucester Terrace, London, W2 3DQ

Proposal: Installation of mechanical plant within rear of building at mezzanine level (above

ground floor level} with associated louvred roof; ductwork at roof level and external
riser to rear. Lift overrun at roof level and associated alterations. Rear extension at
second floor level. Replacement of windows, alterations to facades, roofs.

Plan Nos: 104922/1000 (site location plan), 104922-002; 101; 102; 103; 104; 105; 106; 001A;

003A: 007; 104922-010/E; 104922-1021/A; 104922-1023/A; 104922-1025; 104922-
1026/A; 104922-1028; 104922-1029; Acoustic Planning Compliance Report ref.
10595.PCR.01 Rev H.

Case Officer: Tom Burke Direct Tel. No. 020 7641 2357

Recommended Condition(s) and Reason(s):

hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the drawings and
sted on this decision letter, and any drawings approved subsequently by the

Reason:
To protect the environmen Velyls ng residents. This is as set out in 529 and 832 of
Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies ac p__,- d November 2013 and ENV & of our Unitary

‘Arachinery {including
voperating at its noisiest,
nal background noise, at
: seénsitive property, unless
and unti! a fixed maximum noise level is approved by th y_" ouncit. The background level
should be expressed in terms of the lowest LAQ0, 15 mf"s_duigg the proposed hours of

operation. The plant-specific noise level should be expressgd ds LAeqTm, and shali be
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representative of the plant operating at its maximum.

(2) Where noise emitted from the proposed plant and machinery will contain tones or will be
intermittent, the 'A’ weighted sound pressure level from the plant and machinery (including non-
emergency auxiliary plant and generators) hereby permitted, when operating at its noisiest,
shall not at any time exceed a value of 15 dB below the minimum external background noise, at
a point 1 metre outside any window of any residential and other noise sensitive property, unless
and until a fixed maximum noise level is approved by the City Council. The background level
should be expressed in terms of the lowest LA90, 15 mins during the proposed hours of
operation. The plant-specific noise level should be expressed as LAeqTm, and shall be
representative of the plant operating at its maximum.

(3) Following installation of the plant and equipment, you may apply in writing to the City
Council for a fixed maximum noise level to be approved. This is to be done by submitting a
further noise report confirming previous details and subsequent measurement data of the
installed plant, including a proposed fixed noise level for approval by the City Council. Your
submission of a noise report must include:

(a) A schedule of all plant and equipment that formed part of this application;

(b) Locations of the plant and machinery and associated: ducting; attenuation and damping
equipment;

{c) Manufacturer specifications of sound emissions in octave or third octave detalil;

(d) The location of most affected noise sensitive receptor location and the most affected window
of it;

(e) Distances between plant & equipment and receptor location/s and any mitigating features
that may attenuate the sound level received at the most affected receptor location;

(f) Measurements of existing LA90, 15 mins levels recorded one metre outside and in front of
the window referred to in (d} above {or a suitable representative position), at times when
background noise is at its lowest during hours when the plant and equipment will operate. This
acoustic survey to be conducted in conformity to BS 7445 in respect of measurement
methodology and procedures;

(g) The lowest existing L A90, 15 mins measurement recorded under (f) above;

(h) Measurement evidence and any calculations demonstrating that plant and equipment
complies with the planning condition;

(i) The proposed maximum naise level to be emitted by the ptant and equipment.

Reason:

Because existing external ambient noise levels exceed WHO Guideline Levels, and as set out
in ENV 6 (1), (8) and (8) and ENV 7 (A)(1) of our Unitary Development Plan that we adopted in
January 2007, so that the noise environment of people in noise sensitive properties is
protected, including the intrusiveness of tonal and impulsive sounds; and as set out in $32 of
Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies adopted November 2013, by contributing to reducing
excessive ambient noise levels. Part (3) is included so that applicants may ask subsequently
for a fixed maximum noise level to be approved in case ambient noise levels reduce at any time
after implementation of the planning permission.

No vibration shall be transmitted to adjoining or other premises and structures through the
building structure and fabric of this development as to cause a vibration dose value of greater
than 0.4m/s (1.75) 16 hour day-time nor 0.26 m/s {1.75) 8 hour night-time as defined by BS
6472 (2008) in any part of a residential and other noise sensitive property.
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Reason:

As set out in ENVS8 (2) and (8) of our Unitary Development Plan that we adopted in January
2007, to ensure that the development is designed to prevent structural transmission of noise or
vibration.

FOR APPROVED PLANT OPERATING BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 23.00 AND 07.00.

(1) Where noise emitted from the proposed piant and machinery will not contain tones or will not
be intermittent, the 'A’ weighted sound pressure level from the plant and machinery {including
non-emergency auxiliary plant and generators) hereby permitted, when operating at its noisiest,
shall not at any time exceed a value of 5 dB below the minimum external background noise, at
a point 1 metre outside any window of any residential and other noise sensitive property, unless
and until a fixed maximum noise level is approved by the City Council. The background level
should be expressed in terms of the lowest LASC, 15 mins during the proposed hours of
operation. The plant-specific noise level should be expressed as LAeqTm, and shall be
representative of the plant operating at its maximum.

(2) Where noise emitted from the proposed plant and machinery will contain tones or will be
intermittent, the 'A’ weighted sound pressure level from the plant and machinery (including non-
emergency auxiliary plant and generators) hereby permitted, when operating at its noisiest,
shall not at any time exceed a value of 10 dB below the minimum external background noise, at
a point 1 metre outside any window of any residential and other noise sensitive property, unless
and until a fixed maximum noise level is approved by the City Council. The background level
should be expressed in terms of the lowest LAS0, 15 mins during the proposed hours of
operation. The plant-specific noise level should be expressed as LAeqTm, and shall be
representative of the plant operating at its maximum.

(3) Following instaliation of the plant and equipment, you may apply in writing to the City
Coungil for a fixed maximum noise level to be approved. This is to be done by submitting a
further noise report confirming previous details and subsequent measurement data of the
installed plant, including a proposed fixed noise level for approval by the City Council. Your
submission of a noise report must include:

(a) A schedule of all plant and equipment that formed part of this application;

(b) Locations of the plant and machinery and associated: ducting; attenuation and damping
equipment; .

(c) Manufacturer specifications of sound emissions in octave or third octave detail;

(d) The location of most affected noise sensitive receptor location and the most affected window
of it;

(e) Distances between plant & equipment and receptor location/s and any mitigating features
that may attenuate the sound level received at the most affected receptor location:

() Measurements of existing LAS0, 15 mins levels recorded one metre outside and in front of
the window referred to in {d) above (or a suitable representative position), at times when
background noise is at its lowest during hours when the plant and equipment will operate. This
acoustic survey to be conducted in conformity to BS 7445 in respect of measurement
methodclogy and procedures;

(g) The lowest existing L A90, 15 mins measurement recorded under (f) above;

(h) Measurement evidence and any calculations demonstrating that plant and equipment
complies with the planning condition;

(i} The proposed maximum noise level to be emitted by the plant and equipment.
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Reason:

As set out in ENV 6 (1), (6) and (8) and ENV 7 (A)(2) of our Unitary Development Plan that we
adopted in January 2007 (UDP), so that the noise environment of people in noise sensitive
properties is protected, including the intrusiveness of tonal and impulsive sounds; and as set
out in $32 of Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies adopted November 2013, by
contributing to reducing excessive ambient noise levels. Part (3) is included so that applicants
may ask subsequently for a fixed maximum noise level to be approved in case ambient noise
levels reduce at any time after implementation of the planning permission.

The condensing units hereby approved shall operate in night-time setback mode between
23.00 and 07.00.

Reason:

To safeguard the amenity of occupiers of noise sensitive properties and the area generally by
ensuring that the plant/machinery hereby permitted operates to an acceptable noise output at
hours when external background noise levels are quietest thereby preventing noise and
vibration nuisance as set out in $32 of Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies adopted
November 2013 and ENV 6 and ENV 7 of our Unitary Development Plan that we adopted in
January 2007.

The replacement sash windows shall be timber vertical sliding and painted white. The details
shown in approved drawing 007 reflect typical framing sizes only, with the presence of glazing
bars restricted to the windows shown on the approved elevations.

Reason:

To make sure that the appearance of the building is suitable and that it contributes to the
character and appearance of this part of the Bayswater Conservation Area. This is as set out in
S25 and $28 of Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies adopted November 2013 and DES
1 and DES 5 or DES 6 or bath and paras 10.108 to 10.128 of our Unitary Development Plan
that we adopted in January 2007. (R26BE)

The riser to the rear of no.51 shall be clad so as to match the tone and appearance of
surrounding brickwork.

Reason:

To make sure that the appearance of the building is suitable and that it contributes to the
character and appearance of this part of the Bayswater Conservation Area. This is as set out in
$25 and S28 of Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies adopted November 2013 and DES
1 and DES 5 or DES 6 or both and paras 10.108 to 10.128 of our Unitary Development Plan
that we adopted in January 2007. (R26BE)

All new work to the outside of the building must match existing original work in terms of the
choice of materials, method of construction and finished appearance. This applies unless
differences are shown on the drawings we have approved or are required by conditions to this
permission. (C26AA)
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Reason:

To make sure that the appearance of the building is suitable and that it contributes te the
character and appearance of this part of the Bayswater Conservation Area. This is as set out in
$25 and S28 of Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies adopted November 2013 and DES
1 and DES 5 or DES 6 or both and paras 10.108 to 10.128 of our Unitary Development Plan
that we adopted in January 2007. (R26BE)

All plant and ductwork at roof level shall be coloured to match the roaof of the mansard roof prior
to the hotel re-opening. The plant and ductwork shall thereafter be retained in a colour that
matches the mansard roof.

Reason:

To make sure that the appearance of the building is suitable and that it contributes to the
character and appearance of this part of the Bayswater Conservation Area. This is as set out in
$25 and S$28 of Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies adopted November 2013 and DES
1 and DES 5 or DES 6 or both and paras 10.108 to 10.128 of our Unitary Development Plan
that we adopted in January 2007. (R26BE)

The acoustic louvred roof's shown an drawing number 104922-1021 Revision A shall be
installed prior to first operation of the plant hereby approved. The acoustic louvred roof's shall
be retained thereafter.

Reason:

To protect the privacy and environment of people in neighbouring properties, as set out in 529
of Westminster's City Plan: Strategic Policies adopted November 2013 and ENV 13 of our
Unitary Development Plan that we adopted in January 2007. (R21AC)

Informative(s):

In dealing with this appfication the City Council has implemented the requirement in the National
Planning Policy Framework to work with the applicant in a positive and proactive way. We have
made available detailed advice in the form of our statutory policies in Westminster's City Plan:
Strategic Policies adopted November 2013, Unitary Development Plan, Supplementary
Planning documents, planning briefs and other informal written guidance, as well as offering a
full pre application advice service, in order to ensure that applicant has been given every
opportunity to submit an application which is likely to be considered favourably. In addition,
where appropriate, further guidance was offered to the applicant at the validation stage.

When carrying out building work you must do all you ¢an to reduce noise emission and take
suitable steps to prevent nuisance from dust and smoke. Please speak to our Environmental
Health Service to make sure that you meet all requirements before you draw up the contracts
for demolition and building work.

e
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Your main contractor should also speak to our Environmental Health Service before starting
work. They can do this formally by applying to the following address for consent to work on
construction sites under Section 61 of the Control of Pollution Act 1974.

24 Hour Noise Team
Environmental Health Service
Westminster City Hall

64 Victoria Street

London

SW1E 8QP

Phone: 020 7641 2000

Our Environmental Health Service may change the hours of working we have set out in this
permission if your work is particularly noisy. Deliveries to and from the site should not take
place outside the permitted hours unless you have our written approval. (I50AA)

The sound insulation in each new unit of a residential conversion should meet the standards set
out in the current Building Regulations Part E and associated approved documents. Please
contact our District Surveyors’ Services if you need more advice. (Phone 020 7641 7240 or 020
7641 7230). (I58AA)



|

I[—.;g %EE?E-}—J :m
|5 W z
o
2 ullll 1111,
O {338F i 2
7y gi8se ! .
@ﬁég“ 5 b s §;§-
sg31d .555;!3 e [l
a
e 1
e ]
4 13




Y LZO0L - Z26¥0L

- B s

- e e

= -

W ook-4

@ -

uopeaiddy Buluueld
ueld Jooy pasodoid

juawalelsuey abeweq all4
aoelia] 191s80n0|s) |L§
sjuaupedy unog _maom_

£090 0CF LOZI0) ¥ + 2Xey
0008 190 202(0) ¥¥ + 1=
DY XL I Uopuay
pEoy Uy sARD 09
papur (40} psamg

NoaMs ¢

W

) — uopiBeep T

ysiul Joos yIjew q) painojoa
aq 0} joos [ang| ybly uo pajeao|
somjanp pue jueyd Iy :3LON

l.....l..l
[t it Iw

[

I sz

B




SZ01L/2T6¥0L

e - —

unuane yij pesodosd soj

saul Jybis ased jsiom Bumoys
L5 "ON uBnosy) ucyoag anjealpu|
-

JuslWselsuley abeweq all4
20BLa] Jajsaanols) |§
sjuawpedy unog jeloy

£090 0t¥ LOZU0) o + 2oy
0006 190 L0Zl0} re + 19
DY X1 aW uopuo]
peoy uuj 8405 0g
paywr] (4n) Haams

b,

wen E ]

w0
U] | A ) AR
unooE, i e SR

E

2

—




uonesiddy Buiuue)d
pescdoud sB uoneaa|g Juol4
-

JusWsElsUIey abeweq sl
aoBlIa] 19)530N0I9) LS
sjuapedy pno) Aoy

£090 0CF LOZI0) ¥ + X0y
0006 190 LOZ(0) ¥¥ + 491
YR X0 uopuo]
peoy w| SR 09
Ppajaur] (¥n) pasmg

1199MS ¢

______

]

PRI, Al R

i | 1€

“BU0 JBA0 BUD '3jfjs s ag
0} [B4E] JOOY YIS M0 S-Sl SON O) SMOpUm
juswaoeyday ge ‘Bujuado Bugsixa u) mopuw
Jaquip yses Buipis jeaian pazelfi signog  Cp
ey ssea0e jooy g
SIjun UoNEIUSA WOOIE 2
SjO0U (B 5B e UnuBAD I 7L




BEZ0L-ZZ6¥0L

Pilaciid

SI0TTVET
-

oo - -

Wiy 0okl

vy uoiaag pue ueld Bugsixg
|ans] auuezzal

JUsweEIsUBY 9BEWeq 31l
aoelia] 18)s20N0I9) L5 ;
spawpedy pnog [eAoy ¥¥ NOLLO3S

£090 0CF LOZIO) vy + 2y 2
LR e LA E B R T | R T \
DRy | 0 Gl PRE e Aroon - A (i

woamSs ©_ PR OSRRNNNETT

i v -
L= — — - — -

i
0
0

<

<<

L E L




6201-226%01

e e by

sloTEoET

el ann il

e wr o

1 - ookl

W=y UO285 PUE UB|d pasodaid
[9A&7 BuluBZZaN

aslwalejsulay abeweq aiy

808113 19)539N0I9) 1§
sjuawpedy pnod [efoy

el ¥-¥ NOILD3S

£090 0EF LOZ(0) ¥ + a2y

0006 190 LOZ(0) vy + 191
ovgxiomuopuen | T T T \
sttt e st 8 R | ESSE | (RS | cchatatcs 1 ST ST S L SR Sl T TR il TR R R | SR | | R - i 1 (USRI |, e
it o ot | RN |- | e | S T S e T S LR ST SRR R US| | (SR ot ¢ R |

= ESSSSSS e

E T | T ¥ i | | | |

<




