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Dear Angela 
 
Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Ass essment) (England and Wales) 
Regulations 1999 - Request For Screening Opinion 
 
Site 3C, Carlton Vale Roundabout, South Kilburn 
 
The Council has updated its screening opinion for the above proposal issued on 6th November in light of 
subsequent planning applications the Local Planning Authority is minded to approve in South Kilburn: 

• 1-39inc Gordon House, Malvern Road, NW6. LPA ref 09/2234  

• 1-36 inc Marshall House, Albert Road, NW6 5DS. LPA ref 09/3319 

The council has considered the cumulative impacts of multiple development proposals in the South 
Kilburn Regeneration area as set out above and including other sites originally assessed, such as 
Texaco Garage and Malvern Road.  The council has also considered the potential impacts of the 
proposal on nearby St Augustine’s Church, further details are contained below. 
 

You have requested that the planning authority adopt a screening opinion under the provisions of 
regulation 5 of S.I. 1999 No. 293 Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) 
(England and Wales) Regulations 1999 for the following development: 

Redevelopment of land at junction between Carlton Vale and Kilburn Park Road consisting of a 
roundabout with landscaped areas between the roadways, a pedestrian footbridge and a courtyard area 
with garage blocks to the south-west.  Proposal is for 132 new dwellings and up to 66 car parking 
spaces.   
 
Having considered the proposals as detailed in your letter received on 11th September 2009, Brent 
Council is of the opinion that the application does not fall within Schedule 1 of S.I.1999 No. 293 but falls 
within Schedule 2 development of S.I.293, being an Infrastructure Project exceeding 0.5 hectares 
(Section 10(b) Urban development).    



 

 

 
However, having regard to the characteristics of the development, its location and potential impact, the 
Local Planning Authority does not consider that the proposal requires an Environmental Impact 
Assessment (EIA). 
 
The reasons for adopting this opinion are as follows: 
 
1.0 Traffic related impacts-Movement and Safety, Noise and Air Quality 

While the development does have an effect on both the alignment and use of the highway 
network, the council does not consider that there are significant impacts from traffic related 
safety, noise and air pollution to warrant an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA).  The 
council accepts that the realigned traffic signal junction may lead to an increase in queuing at the 
junction; however the traffic related impacts are not expected to be significant taking into account 
the existing urban character and background noise and air pollution.  The proposal introduces 
new residential units on the site with associated car parking provision.  The council accepts that 
the development will lead to some traffic noise and air pollution within the vicinity of the 
development but that the impact is not significant when taking into account existing background 
noise and air pollution.  The Council will expect mitigation measures to be integrated into the 
proposal for reducing the exposure of current occupants in adjacent residential areas to 
particulates, NO2 and nuisance dust.  Mitigation measures to reduce occupant’s exposure at the 
junction of Carlton Vale and Kilburn Park road should also be considered.  As the proposal is for 
over 80 residential units, a Transport Assessment should be submitted with the planning 
application, noting the wider Transport Assessment carried out on the Masterplan.  The 
cumulative impact of the developments spread around the South Kilburn Regeneration area is 
not considered to be significant to warrant EIA. 

 
2.0 Open Space, Ecology & Nature Conservation 

The proposal site is not recorded as being a site of Metropolitan or Borough importance.  There 
are no designated sites of nature importance adjacent to the site.  There are currently a number 
of trees on the site.  Where the proposal involves the removal of exiting trees, replacement trees 
will be expected at a ratio of 4:1 including semi mature specimens.  The council does not expect 
significant negative impacts in respect of open space, ecology or landscape value to warrant EIA 
and similarly, the cumulative impact of developments spread around the South Kilburn 
Regeneration area is not considered to be significant to warrant EIA.     
 

3.0 Archaeology and Architectural Context 
The site is bounded by Carlton Vale to the north, Kilburn Park Road to the east and residential 
uses to the west and south.  Kilburn Park Road forms the eastern boundary of site and is the 
borough boundary between London Borough of Brent and London Borough of Westminster.  
Directly adjacent is LB Westminster’s Maida Vale conservation area.   To the north of the site is 
South Kilburn Conservation Area.  The council does not expect the proposal to have adverse 
impacts on the conservation areas, notably views into and out of the conservation areas and 
considers the proposal, which is part of the wider regeneration in the South Kilburn Masterplan 
area, will improve architectural character.  

St Augustine’s Church is to the north east of the proposal site and is a Grade I listed building.  
The council does not expect the proposal to have adverse impacts on the setting of the listed 
building.  The Roundabout site proposal provides decant housing for later stages of the South 
Kilburn regeneration proposals which include demolishing existing estate blocks Gloucester and 
Hereford House.  The proposed redevelopment of these blocks at 6-7 storeys will improve the 
setting of St Augustine’s Church.  In addition, proposals for the revised South Kilburn Masterplan 
recognise the church as a key local landmark, and include measures to reinforce the landmark as 
a focal point by opening up visual links to the church and creating a public space facing St 
Augustine’s Church.  Therefore, the council considers the proposed development of the 
Roundabout site does not have significant impacts on St Augustine’s Church and the wider 



 

Masterplan proposals will create benefits in terms of views and setting
building. 

The site appears to have very little potential to contain features of archaeological interest. The 
site is not located within an Archaeological Priority Area 
monuments or listed buildings.
significant effects on the character of the area that would require EIA.

 

4.0 Air Quality 
The site falls within Brent’s Air Quality Management Area
generation and resultant potential impacts on air quality should be taken into consideration in any 
development of the site. However, 
effect upon air quality or traffic generation in the area which would require an EIA.
the cumulative impact of developments spread around the South Kilburn Regeneration area is 
not considered to be significant to warrant EIA.

 
5.0 Other impacts 

The council has considered 
that there are none that are significant to warrant an EIA.
 

6.0 Cumulative Impacts 
The site is one of a number of potential development sites, 
generate further development.  The council 
development and it is concluded that this development along with other approved 
do not warrant an EIA.   

 
I have enclosed a copy of a screening checklist document whi
decision for reference. 
 
 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Date of Decision: 28/01/10 
 
On behalf of the Council of the London 
 

 
Dave Carroll 
Head of Policy & Projects 
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SCREENING CHECKLIST 
(taken from Guidance on EIA: Screening, European Commi ssion, June 2001) 

 
Brief Project Description: 
 
Redevelopment of land at junction between Carlton Vale and Kilburn Park Road consisting of a 
roundabout with landscaped areas between the roadways, a pedestrian footbridge and a courtyard area 
with garage blocks to the south-west.  Proposal is for 132 new dwellings and up to 66 car parking 
spaces.   
 
Summary of features of project and of its location i ndicating the need for EIA 
 
Questions to be Considered For further guidance on 
factors 
to be considered see the more detailed questions 
listed in the 
Scoping Guidance 

Yes / No / ?  
Briefly describe  

Is this likely to result in a  
significant effect? 
Yes/No/? – Why? 

1. Will construction, operation or 
decommissioning of the Project involve actions 
which will cause physical changes in the locality 
(topography, land use, changes in waterbodies, 
etc)? 

Yes – will involve changes in 
land use and removal of trees 

No – change of land use to 
residential is not out of character 
with surrounding uses.  

2. Will construction or operation of the Project 
use natural resources such as land, water, 
materials or energy, especially any resources 
which are non-renewable or in short supply? 

Yes – will require energy and 
water 

No – the construction of new 
homes in this location is not 
predicted to have a complex or 
unusual effect and therefore 
would not be significant. 

3. Will the Project involve use, storage, transport, 
handling or production of substances or materials 
which could be harmful to human health or the 
environment or raise concerns about actual or 
perceived risks to human health? 

No    

4. Will the Project produce solid wastes during 
construction or operation or decommissioning? 

Yes – Demolition waste  No –Adherence to demolition 
protocol will be expected. 

5. Will the Project release pollutants or any 
hazardous, toxic or noxious substances to air? 

Yes – air pollution from traffic No - Small increases in traffic in 
the local area are not predicted 
to be significant, therefore air 
quality should not be 
significantly affected.   

6. Will the Project cause noise and vibration or 
release of light, heat energy or electromagnetic 
radiation? 

Possibly – during construction No – Effects are not predicted to 
be significant or unusual. Light 
and heat from new homes will 
be generated but as the site is 
an urban area, these effects are 
not predicted to be significant in 
this context. Considerate 
contractors scheme will reduce 
any potential effects. 

7. Will the Project lead to risks of contamination 
of land or water from releases of pollutants onto 
the ground or into surface waters, groundwater, 
coastal wasters or the sea? 

No   

8. Will there be any risk of accidents during 
construction or operation of the Project which 
could affect human health or the environment? 

Yes – during construction only No – construction will be 
expected to adhere to safety 
regulations 

9. Will the Project result in social changes, for 
example, in demography, traditional lifestyles, 
employment? 

Yes –new homes to provide 
decant homes for residents 
elsewhere in South Kilburn 
Regeneration Area.   

No – Proposal is expected to 
provide substantially improved 
homes for residents decanted 
from elsewhere in South Kilburn 
Regeneration Area. Associated 
rise in local population not 
predicted to be large in relation 
to the existing population of the 
area, and therefore not 
significant. 

10. Are there any other factors which should be 
considered such as consequential development 
which could lead to environmental effects or the 

Yes – The site lies in South 
Kilburn Regeneration Area 
therefore there is likely to be a 

No – whilst the proposals are set 
out in South Kilburn Masterplan 
the funding for individual sites is 



 

 

potential for cumulative impacts with other existing or 
planned activities in the locality? 

significant housing 
redevelopment in the area. 

not guaranteed and may not go 
ahead therefore no EIA required.  

11. Are there any areas on or around the location 
which are protected under international or national or 
local legislation for their ecological, landscape, cultural 
or other value, which could be affected by the project? 

Yes – the following areas are 
within 2km of the proposal site 
and are designated for their 
nature conservation value: 
‘Overground between 
Brondesbury & Willesden 
Junction (railside habitat)’, 
‘Paddington Cemetery’ and 
‘Queen’s Park’     

No – These areas are of local 
significance and are not directly 
impacted by the proposal. 

12. Are there any other areas on or around the 
location which are important or sensitive for 
reasons of their ecology e.g. wetlands, 
watercourses or other waterbodies, the coastal 
zone, mountains, forests or woodlands, which 
could be affected by the project? 

Yes – the site contains a number 
of trees 

No – the roundabout is 
considered to have limited 
ecology value being circled by 
roads.  The proposal is expected 
to provide tree planting at a 4:1 
replacement ratio including 
semi-mature specimens. 

13. Are there any areas on or around the location 
which are used by protected, important or sensitive 
species of fauna or flora e.g. for breeding, nesting, 
foraging, resting, overwintering, migration, which could 
be affected by the project? 

Yes – nesting birds may be 
present in the existing trees on 
the roundabout. 

No – the proposal will be 
expected to comply with the 
Wildlife Act 1981.  The removal 
of trees and construction should 
be timed to avoid bird nesting 
period (Feb-April) or the site 
should be surveyed for the 
presence of nesting birds.   

14. Are there any inland, coastal, marine or 
underground waters on or around the location 
which could be affected by the project? 

No  

15. Are there any areas or features of high 
landscape or scenic value on or around the 
location which could be affected by the project? 

No  

16. Are there any routes or facilities on or around 
the location which are used by the public for 
access to recreation or other facilities, which could be 
affected by the project? 

Yes – there is a raised 
pedestrian footbridge over the 
Carlton Vale junction.   

No – the realigned road junction 
with traffic lights and crossing is 
expected to provide a safe and 
more accessible crossing at 
Carlton Vale. 

17. Are there any transport routes on or around the 
location which are susceptible to congestion or which 
cause environmental problems, which could be 
affected by the project? 

Yes – the proposal site is 
currently a roundabout. 

No – Colin Buchanan’s study 
found excess capacity in existing 
roundabout allowing for 
realignment as traffic signal 
junction.  Small increases in 
traffic in the local area are not 
predicted to be significant, 
therefore air quality should not 
be significantly affected. 

18. Is the project in a location where it is likely to 
be highly visible to many people? 

Yes – the proposal site is 
currently a roundabout 

No – the proposal is not 
considered to be out of 
character with existing adjacent 
buildings and use.  New 
development will not be out of 
scale in light of other planned 
developments in the locality.  

19. Are there any areas or features of historic or 
cultural importance on or around the location 
which could be affected by the project? 

Yes – Maida Vale conservation 
area is adjacent to Kilburn Park 
road and nearby St Augustine’s 
Church is a Grade I listed 
building. 

No – proposal not considered to 
have an adverse impact on the 
conservation area or the setting 
of St Augustine’s Church. 

20. Is the project located in a previously 
undeveloped area where there will be loss of 
greenfield land? 

No  

21. Are there existing land uses on or around the 
location e.g. homes, gardens, other private 
property, industry, commerce, recreation, public 
open space, community facilities, agriculture, 
forestry, tourism, mining or quarrying which could 
be affected by the project? 

Yes –residential uses to east and 
south of site  

No – proposal will not be out of 
character with existing 
neighbouring land uses.   

22. Are there any plans for future land uses on or 
around the location which could be affected by the 
project? 

Yes – regeneration of South 
Kilburn. 

No – this scheme should 
complement and assist in kick 
starting the regeneration of the 



 

 

area. 
23. Are there any areas on or around the location 
which are densely populated or built-up, which 
could be affected by the project? 

Yes – the area is a densely 
populated inner London area. 

No – level of development is not 
considered to be significant – 
the additional infrastructure 
demands for the proposals are 
not predicted to affect the local 
infrastructure significantly. 

24. Are there any areas on or around the location 
which are occupied by sensitive land uses e.g. 
hospitals, schools, places of worship, community 
facilities, which could be affected by the project? 

No  

25. Are there any areas on or around the location 
which contain important, high quality or scarce 
resources e.g. groundwater, surface waters, 
forestry, agriculture, fisheries, tourism, minerals, 
which could be affected by the project? 

No  

26. Are there any areas on or around the location 
which are already subject to pollution or 
environmental damage e.g. where existing legal 
environmental standards are exceeded, which 
could be affected by the project? 
 

Yes – the area falls within Brent’s 
Air Quality Management Area as 
traffic related pollutants (NO2  & 
PM10) exceed NAQS targets 

No - Small increases in traffic in 
the local area are not predicted 
to be significant, therefore air 
quality should not be 
significantly affected. 

27. Is the project location susceptible to 
earthquakes, subsidence, landslides, erosion, 
flooding or extreme or adverse climatic conditions 
e.g. temperature inversions, fogs, severe winds, 
which could cause the project to present 
environmental problems? 

No  

 
The Screening Checklist provides a list of questions to help identify where there is the potential for interactions 
between a project and its environment.  
 
These questions have been considered for each “Yes” answer in the Screening Checklist and the conclusion and 
the reasons for it noted in the checklist. The questions are designed so that a “Yes” answer will generally point 
towards the need for EIA and a “No” answer to EIA not being required. 
 
Questions to be Considered 
 
1. Will there be a large change in environmental conditions? 
2. Will new features be out-of-scale with the existing environment? 
3. Will the effect be unusual in the area or particularly complex? 
4. Will the effect extend over a large area? 
5. Will there be any potential for transfrontier impact? 
6. Will many people be affected? 
7. Will many receptors of other types (fauna and flora, businesses, facilities) be affected? 
8. Will valuable or scarce features or resources be affected? 
9. Is there a risk that environmental standards will be breached? 
10. Is there a risk that protected sites, areas, features will be affected? 
11. Is there a high probability of the effect occurring? 
12. Will the effect continue for a long time? 
13. Will the effect be permanent rather than temporary? 
14. Will the impact be continuous rather than intermittent? 
15. If it is intermittent will it be frequent rather than rare? 
16. Will the impact be irreversible? 
17. Will it be difficult to avoid, or reduce or repair or compensate for the effect? 


