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1.0. Executive Summary 
 

1.1. Westminster City Council’s (WCC) Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is a 
charge applied to development to help fund strategic and neighbourhood 
infrastructure that is required to support the development of the City of 
Westminster.  
 

1.2. The Council has 22 Neighbourhood Areas all that have their own portion of 
Neighbourhood CIL accrued. Neighbourhood CIL can be used to fund a 
variety of community infrastructure to support that neighbourhood area cope 
with population/demographic pressures which result from development. The 
council encourages eligible organisations to apply for Neighbourhood CIL to 
deliver projects that benefit the local community of residents and businesses. 
 

1.3. Westminster City Council’s Infrastructure Delivery Plan sets out the types of 
strategic infrastructure needed across Westminster to deliver benefits to our 
local communities, support economic growth, and accommodate demographic 
change in the city.  
 

1.4. The purpose of this report is for the Cabinet Member to consider and approve 
applications for Neighbourhood CIL funding. 
 

2.0. Recommendation 
 

2.1. That the Cabinet Member consider and approve the recommendations in 
respect of the following Neighbourhood CIL applications set out in paragraphs 
2.2 – 2.10 below: 
 

2.2. Zebra Crossing on Porchester Gardens: A resident living within the 
Southeast Bayswater Neighbourhood Areas has requested a Zebra Crossing 
on Porchester Gardens, opposite to the entrance of a children’s play area. 
The genesis of this application is that it is currently unsafe for pedestrians to 
cross the road due to speeding vehicles; the road has a speed limit of 20mph.  
 

While officers empathise with the residents’ concerns and have acknowledged 
a local petition in favour of a zebra crossing, it is not considered a viable nor a 
safe intervention. This conclusion is supported by detailed analysis of actual 
and anticipated vehicle and pedestrian movements respectively, in addition to 
available 'personal injury collision' (PIC) data. Installation of a zebra crossing 
could lead to drivers ignoring the feature due to underutilisation by 
pedestrians making it potentially more likely to have a collision when it is 
used. This risk makes would make a zebra crossing fundamentally unsafe in 
this location.  
 
In addition to safety, a zebra crossing would require the removal of 6 resident 
car parking spaces to make way for the crossing and sightlines. As the issue 
is perceived speeding, officers recommend a raised treatment as the 
appropriate intervention. A raised table would cost £60,000; addressing the 
issue of speeding, minimise the loss of resident parking, and avoid the 
dangerous outcome of encouraging pedestrians to cross where they are not 

https://www.westminster.gov.uk/evidence-and-monitoring/infrastructure-evidence


supposed to. As further community engagement is required on the 
recommendation for a raised table, it is recommended that this is 
deferred and reconsidered at the next bidding round.  
 
 

2.3. St Stephens Church – Roof Restoration: St Stephen’s Church in Southeast 
Bayswater is seeking £40,731.00 from their local portion to carry out some 
restorative works on their building. The Church aspires to broaden the use of 
its space and make it available for wider community use. However, before it 
can undertake expansion works, there some structural issues to the building 
that must be addressed. Further evidence is needed to understand the 
benefits this will bring. It is recommended that this application is deferred.  
 

2.4. Church Street Neighbourhood Plan: The Church Street Neighbourhood 
Forum is seeking £30,000 to procure a consultant to support the development 
of the evidence base and policies of their neighbourhood plan. The consultant 
brief and final draft of the neighbourhood plan must be signed off by a 
member of the council’s Planning Policy Team. It is recommended that this 
application is approved.   
 

2.5. Fisherton Gym Playground: The Church Street Neighbourhood Forum is 
seeking £30,000 to top up £60,000 of covid recovery funding (WCC Public 
Heath) to install an outdoor public gym. Public leisure facilities are recognised 
as fundable infrastructure. The application is supported by local Ward 
Members and members of the local community. It is recommended that this 
application is approved.  
 

2.6. Elgin Avenue Public Realm (Phase 2): The Paddington Waterways and 
Maida Vale Society is looking for £435,604.00 of funding from the Little 
Venice and Maida Vale Neighbourhood CIL portion to deliver public realm 
improvements along Elgin Avenue. Feasibility work was conducted in 2020 
and the scheme is being led by City Highways. A quote for delivery has been 
issued by FM Conway to City Highways. This scheme would see the creation 
of a raised concrete island along the central reservation of Elgin Avenue. The 
project is currently under review and is likely to be descoped. Therefore, it is 
recommended that this project is deferred and reconsidered at the next 
round of bidding. 
 

2.7. Greening Carburton Street: a group of residents from the Fitzrovia West 
Neighbourhood Area are looking for £1,000 from their local CIL portion to 
continue a greening project. The money will be used to procure new planters. 
While officers support this project in principle, a safety assessment will need 
to be undertaken to ensure that there are no trip hazards caused by the 
greening activity. It is recommended that this project is approved, and it 
may proceed once a safety assessment has been conducted. 
 

2.8. St Mary Le Strand Relighting: The St Mary Le Strand Church is looking for 
£26,500 from the Outside Neighbourhood Areas project to relight it ahead of 
the winter months and completion of the Strand Aldwych meanwhile project. 
The project will be delivered by the church and the application for CIL funding 



is sponsored by the Northbank Business Improvement District. The existing 
equipment requires some renewal to ensure that it continues to operate 
sustainability utilising modern luminaries. The church intends that this small 
lighting project would be completed in time for the launch of the Strand 
Aldwych public realm project in December 2022. The project to relight the 
church facades will enable sustainable upgrade to the existing system 
enabling the church to use modern LED fittings and will also provide an ability 
to dim the lighting system, when necessary, should other lighting 
programming be underway as part of the new public realm scheme. It is 
recommended that this proposal is approved. 
 

2.9. Renovation of the Soho Poly Theatre: The Fitzrovia West Neighbourhood 
Forum is looking for a contribution of £50,000 from their local Neighbourhood 
CIL portion to support the renovation and revival of the Soho Poly Theatre. If 
awarded, the funding will help the theatre reach a £400,000 milestone and 
revive a theatre that has not operated for 25 years. Small theatres are 
recognised as community infrastructure and are important in supporting the 
growth of the local arts, entertainment, and cultural sectors. The proposal 
complies with policies 17A and B in Westminster’s City Plan and supports the 
advancement of policies PR3 in the Fitzrovia West Neighbourhood Plan. The 
proposal commands significant support from the local community, including 
Ward Members. It is recommended that this proposal is approved.  
 

2.10. New Classroom for the St Marylebone School: The Marylebone 
Neighbourhood forum is looking for £51,500.00 in match funding to enable the 
construction of a new classroom for the St Marylebone School. Due to the 
tight spatial constraints of the school, timetabling for classes and identifying 
teaching space has become extremely challenging, with many classes being 
oversized. The school has identified some presently underutilised staff-areas 
and had taken the decision to reconfigure these spaces into a new classroom 
to help alleviate growing pressures on timetabling for secondary and sixth-
form students. This application is for match funding, with the other £51,500.00 
coming from the St Marylebone Educational Foundation. Schools are 
recognised as essential educational infrastructure and this proposal is 
supported by members of the local community, including Ward Members. It is 
recommended that this proposal is approved.  
 

3.0. Reasons for Decision   
 
3.1. To ensure robust and effective expenditure and reporting in line with the 

Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as amended) and in 
accordance with the council’s strategic priorities, CIL spending policy 
statement and its framework for resource allocation and management.  
 

4.0. Financial Implications 
 
4.1. To date, the total allocation of the neighbourhood portion of CIL to projects is 

£4.826m, leaving an available balance of £12.618m. This report will allocate a 
further £0.189m of neighbourhood CIL, bringing the balance to £12.429m. 

 



5.0. Legal Implications 
 
5.1. The legislation governing the development, adoption, and administration of a 

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is contained within the Planning Act 

(2008) and the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as 

amended). The associated government National Planning Policy Guidance is 

also important in guiding this process. There are other areas of law which 

should be considered when assessing certain developments for CIL liability 

and determining the appropriate sum due. These include matters relating to 

social housing, procurement, charitable institutions, and state aid. 

 

6.0. Carbon Impact 

 

6.1. It is now mandatory to include the carbon impact of the decision proposed in 

all reports as part of the Council’s commitment to becoming a carbon neutral 

council by 2030 and a carbon neutral City by 2040. Report authors are 

required to independently assess the carbon impact of their decision and use 

this section to explain that impact, make a declaration that the decision will 

have no carbon impact or set out why a carbon assessment is not possible. 

 

6.2. While it is not cost effective to undertake carbon assessments on individual 

Neighbourhood CIL projects due to their relatively small scale, all applicants 

are encouraged to ensure that they give due regard to sustainability and 

carbon impact during the application process.   

 

7.0. Consultation 

 

7.1. All Neighbourhood CIL applications must be supported and endorsed by the 

relevant ward members and the relevant neighbourhood forum provided one 

exists for the area. In the event there is no neighbourhood forum, applicants 

must demonstrate sufficient community support for their project proposal (for 

example, from amenity societies, businesses, civic organisations, and public 

services such as schools). All applications in this report have been subject to 

Ward Member and community consultation, as well as Cabinet Members 

where necessary. 

 

8.0. Equalities  

 

8.1. Under the Equalities Act 2010 the council has a “public sector equality duty”. 

This means that in taking decisions and carrying out its functions it must have 

due regard to the need to eliminate discrimination, harassment, victimisation 

and any other conduct prohibited by the 2010 Act; to advance equality of 

opportunity between persons who share a relevant protected characteristic 

(age, disability, gender reassignment, marriage and civil partnership, 

pregnancy and maternity, race, religion or belief, sex and sexual orientation)  

and those who do not share it; and to foster good relations between persons 

who share a relevant protected characteristic and those who do not share it. 



 

8.2. The council is also required to have due regard to the need to take steps to 

take account of disabled persons’ disabilities even where that involves more 

favourable treatment; to promote more positive attitudes toward disabled 

persons; and to encourage participation by disabled persons in public life.  

 

8.3. The 2010 Act states that “having due regard” to the need to promote equality 

of opportunity involves in particular having regard to: the need to remove or 

minimise disadvantages suffered by persons sharing a protected 

characteristic; take steps to meet the needs of persons sharing a protected 

characteristic that are connected with it; take steps to meet the needs of 

persons who share a protected characteristic that are different from those who 

do not; and encourage persons with a protected characteristic to participate in 

public life or any other activity in which participation by such persons is 

disproportionately low. 

 

8.4. The courts have held that “due regard” in this context requires an analysis of 

the issue under consideration with the specific requirements set out above in 

mind. It does not require that considerations raised in the analysis should be 

decisive; it is for the decision-maker to decide what weight should be given to 

the equality’s implications of the decision.  

 

8.5. All decisions on spending CIL will themselves be subject to assessment to 

ensure the 2010 Act duties are complied with. The council will review its CIL 

charging schedule on a biennial basis.  

 

If you have any queries about this Report or wish to inspect any of 
the Background Papers, please contact: 

Amit Mistry, Principal Policy Officer 

amistry1@westminster.gov.uk  
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For completion by the Cabinet Member for Planning and Economic Development 

Declaration of Interest 

I have no interest to declare in respect of this report 

Signed:  Date: 01 August 2022 

NAME: Councillor Geoff Barraclough 

 

State nature of interest if any:  

 

 

 

(N.B:  If you have an interest, you should seek advice as to whether it is appropriate 

to make a decision in relation to this matter) 

For the reasons set out above, I agree the recommendation(s) in the report entitled  

 

Neighbourhood CIL Allocations (Summer 2022) and reject any alternative options 

which are referred to but not recommended. 

 

Signed: 

 
 

Cabinet Member for Planning and Economic Development 

 

Date: 

 

01 August 2022 

 
If you have any additional comment which you would want actioned in connection 
with your decision you should discuss this with the report author and then set out 
your comment below before the report and this pro-forma is returned to the 
Secretariat for processing. 
 

Additional comment:  

 

 

 
If you do not wish to approve the recommendations, or wish to make an alternative 
decision, it is important that you consult the report author, the Director of Law, City 
Treasurer and, if there are resources implications, the Director of People Services 



(or their representatives) so that (1) you can be made aware of any further relevant 
considerations that you should take into account before making the decision and (2) 
your reasons for the decision can be properly identified and recorded, as required by 
law. 
 
Note to Cabinet Member:  Your decision will now be published and copied to the 
Members of the relevant Policy & Scrutiny Committee. If the decision falls within the 
criteria for call-in, it will not be implemented until five working days have elapsed 
from publication to allow the Policy and Scrutiny Committee to decide whether it 
wishes to call the matter in. 
 


