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It is my professional opinion that the whole life carbon (WLC) assessment submitted in support of the 

planning application: 

 

• Does not follow the required methodology and as such is in breach of policy, specifically London 

Plan 2021 policy SI2 (CD 6.02) and associated guidance.    

• Does not provide a robust basis for decision making on the carbon impacts of the proposals, and 

alternatives to minimise greenhouse gas emissions in line with policy.  

 

This opinion is based on the following: 

 

• The assessment of operational carbon emissions from energy use in the New Build scenarios 

(Stage 2 and Potential) uses a methodology, Building Regulations Part L, which is not appropriate 

nor intended for this purpose. Using this methodology is in breach of London Plan policy and 

associated guidance.    

• The reports submitted by the applicant covering their WLC assessment (CD 1.22, CD 1.36) have a 

number of inconsistencies and flaws which raise significant doubt about the thoroughness of the 

assessment and its conclusions, and about the likely carbon impacts of the proposed development.  

It is my opinion that as a result, the information is not a robust basis for decision making when 

assessing compliance with policy, especially London Plan policy SI2:   

▪ It is my understanding that there is a significant error in the representation of whole life 

carbon emissions scenarios in the WLC report, which leads to significantly under-

representing the emissions of the New Build scenarios.  

▪ The WLC assessment report includes a number of inconsistencies and possible errors, which 

altogether raise further doubts about its results and conclusions.   

▪ Subsequent to the planning submission, on request from the Greater London Authority, the 

WLC assessment was submitted in another form (excel) (CD 1.36). There are a number of 

differences with the WLC assessment originally submitted, which cast further doubt on the 

assessment of carbon impacts, and on the robustness of the planning decision with regards to 

policy compliance.   

• As a result, it is my opinion that the claim of a “payback” period within 17 years is invalid, and 

that the payback period would be much longer, most likely over 30 years, or it may not even be 

achieved within the standard 60-year assessment period. This claim has been repeatedly presented 

by the applicant, and it has been used in the committee’s report justifying the original decision to 

grant approval: it is then of material importance that the claim is, in my opinion, not valid.  

• In addition, it is my professional opinion that the WLC assessment does not sufficiently appraise 

the options to refurbish the building, and the carbon emissions benefits this could offer. This is in 

my opinion in breach of London Plan policy SI2 Minimising Greenhouse Gas Emissions, London 

Plan policy SI7 Reducing Waste and Promoting Circular Economy Principles, Westminster City 

Plan policy 38(D) Sustainable Design, and guidance associated with these policies.  
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