Hello and Welcome

Welcome to today’s event looking at options
for the future of Alice Shepherd House and
Oak House

We are holding a number of different engagement events to
help us understand YOUR views and to share with you the
potential regeneration options for your estate.

We are working alongside PRP architects throughout this
process of exploring the opportunity for change. We are also
meeting regularly with some residents who have formed a
resident steering group (RSG) to look in more detail at any
proposals for the regeneration of the estate.

We want YOU to help us at every step of the way to create the
vision for the future of Alice Shepherd House and Oak House.
This process will be driven by the ideas of the community to
create a vibrant place for people who live here today and in the
future.

What is the purpose of today’s event?

This event builds on the feedback from the residents exhibition
workshop events held from January 2020 to June 2021 and

the resident survey conducted in March/April 2019. This

event offers an opportunity to be part of the options selection
process, presenting the selected 3 most popular options from
residents feedback from the previous events and one-to-one
meetings. This is an opportunity for YOU to help build a VISION
for positive change to Alice Shepherd House and Oak House.
We will also be holding workshops tables to discuss further with
you the design and viability of the options.
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Your views

We welcome your
comments and ideas
throughout the
designh process

Today we are looking at:

Previous feedback
from third residents
exhibition workshop

event

A closer look at the
selected options to
take forward

Updated viability
assessment results
of selected options

Participate in the
workshop activities




Where we are Now... |

Since 2019 we have been working with
residents of Alice Shepherd House and Oak
House to consider options for the future of
the blocks. A residents steering group (RSG)
has been set up who we meet with monthly.
We carried out a survey of residents in 2019
to understand what you like and don’t like
about your homes, blocks, the estate and
the local area and this feedback has helped
shape the initial proposals.

In 2020-2021 we carried out three sets of
exhibition events to discuss the proposals
for change and obtain residents’ views and
feedback, the first in January 2020 was held
in the local community centre, the second in
June 2020 was held virtually through online
participation and telephone interviews due
to COVID-19 restrictions; and the third was
held in June 2021 in the games court in front
of Alice Shepherd House. Following our

last event we have now refined the options
responding to the feedback and comments
received and will present to you the three
preferred options.

Over the coming months you will have the
opportunity to get involved with workshops
and events during which we will gather your
comments and views to select the preferred
option for your estate. Together we will
explore all the needs and aspirations of your
community, consider which option is most
popular and scores well in terms of the

viability assessment. Ultimately residents
will vote on their preferred option to take
forward.
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OAK HOUSE

Project timeline:

RESIDENTS’
EVENT 1

Early engagement

January 2020

RESIDENTS’

EVENT 2

Initial options -
Virtual Events

July 2020
RESIDENTS’
EXHIBITION 3

Summary of Design

and Assessment of
Options

June 2021

We are here

i

RESIDENTS’
EXHIBITION 4

Refined options
October 2021

RESIDENTS’
EVENT 5

Final options
Appraisal

December 2021

FINAL

EXHIBITION
Landlord Offer

Early 2022

Ballot of
residents

Decision on the options
to be taken forward

Early 2022
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Your Feedback - Event 3

During the third round of regeneration consultation, we asked you what regeneration options you were in
support of and what you liked and disliked in terms of open space and parking, buildings and homes. The
information below is a summary of comments from your post-it notes and feedback forms. You can see the full
report on all the feedback we received at the last event and one-to-one meetings on our website.

Which options are you in support of? (tick all that apply)

All respondents

Respondents: 59

4% Option 1: Business as Usual

10% Option 2: Open Space Improvements

17% Option 3: Refurbishment

1% Option 4: Infill Scenario 1

1% Option 4: Infill Scenario 2

54%
Option 6: Full L Option 5 Scenario 1: Retention of Oak House
Redevelopment
— Option 5 Scenario 2: Retention of Alice Shepherd House
Alice Shepherd House Oak House

3% Option 1: Business as Usual 7% 1 By e
Respondents: 49 Respondents: 10 o Option 1I: Business as Usual

12% Option 2: Open Space Improvements

Option 3: Refurbishment

20% Option 3: Refurbishment

53%
Option 6: Full
Redevelopment

56% =

Option 5 Scenario
2% Option 4: Infill Scenario 1 Option 6: Full

2. Retention of Alice
WY 29 Option 4: Infill Scenario 2 Redevelopment Shepherd House

L Option 5 Scenario 1: Retention of Oak House

Option 5 Scenario 2: Retention of Alice Shepherd House

“No partial a “| like the social ‘ Myl L t
- « £ ull Redevelopmen
waste of time multi-generational No infill, no “plegse | | |
” : (Option 6) due to - Any option where
» new loss of light and our heeds and new
Isle of dogs sunlight” build are met and

redevelopment” ,
provided
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Key findings from residents comments collected from the feedback forms on each of the design options have been

highlighted below:

Like their local area

Like their homes

Importance of their view to the
river

Other residents highlighted that
things cannot stay as it is due
to the issues with the existing
estate

Noted that the current building
of ASH is old and outdated

Greening the car park area
Like the estate as it is

ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE

OAK HOUSE

Like their homes but stressed
that the estate needs to be
refurbishment to address its
numerous issues (boiler, water
pressure, glazing, water tank,
kitchens and bathrooms)

A number of residents noted
that refurbishment will not
address the fundamental issues
of the estate

- Numerous residents noted they - One resident noted the - Residents voting for this option
did not like this option potential to redevelop Oak like the idea of having a new
House and the space behind as building, balconies and private
it is currently a ‘dead area’ open space and green open
spaces
- Some noted they liked the idea
of a perimeter block
- Parking areas need to
considered
- Concerned about the space
between buildings, right to light
and privacy

’ “Like the idea of “Outside space could ’
perimeter block. be used betler Lot of “Like any that | i
“No refurb” Oth e " -tO i:ehz;jt;crrg ; gl e | ;lel::l;eevzgpment
full redevelopment ’mﬁt); (;;/’”n g Oak House” M i
look crowded.” St o0 old"
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YO u s a i d ; We d i d gﬂﬁEHSOHUESPEHERD HOUSE

;‘P Open space and parking workshop results

You said: We did:
4 D N Y
' o Ensure the provision of high-quality public realm !
. Antisocial behaviour taking place in the new open : C : :
More greenery and planting . .  and green areas that enhance the biodiversity and
spaces - ensure low planting to secure overlooking . |
- o - i create a healthy environment l
Encouraging biodiversity and diverse an? mmd/fg/ ,K/)?OS/%‘/Oﬂ/ﬁgdC?f seating Zpaces to ensure : Yy :
. antisocial penaviour 1s discourage ! . !
& natural environments = i ® Introduce small water features in the landscape
| - | i proposals |
S T oy —— % Avoid large public open spaces that W/.// encourage : prop :
. other people form the neighbourhood in i . . . |
to enhance the environment ' @ Ensure the provision of play spaces for children
@ Secure residents only courtyards -7 PEINING - TESICISNS CIie COmCRmEe Elootl losing '  Ensure open spaces are safe and discourage anti- !
parking spaces as there is a shortage in the area : . . :
i social behaviour !
New community centre with some | : . o _ !
outdoor spill out space @ Separate dog area to ensure dogs are not using the | | e Provide safe and intimate community open spaces !
open spaces : :
i ® Ensure the provision of parking spaces for all :
@ Play spaces for children _ , ! _ p . P _ & 5P :
Maintenance and costing ' residents with parking permits :
Podium parkin ) : : : : l
P 7 Q Retain large mature trees in the site ¢ Provide podium parking options !
i o Retain mature trees wherever possible !
\_ J |\ ______________________________________________________________ /'
Buildings workshop results
You said: We did:
4 D O Y
% Biicke traelioncl siene. meturelmetarchs Views to the r/.\/er - reS/Fjents want to ensure .z‘haz.“ i | | | . i
they keep their open views and are not looking into 1  Introduce new options with alternative building
Balconies and private open spaces for SUMET PRGNS HelS . typologies such as perimeter and deck access i
residents I :
@ Maximising sunlight and daylight ! blocks :
S=) Roof amenities i « Update design options layout to maximise views
Ensuring safe, childproof balconies ] , :
i to the river !
Having a community facility/ multi- - r : !
purpose space for the community to e ey i  Update design options density and heights i
gather and use for events, gym, cafe . . i i i
Density and heights i ® Ensure private outdoor space for all households i
@ Deck access block @ Privacy | » Ensure the provision of a community space/facility
\_ J :\ _____________________________________________________________ /:
@ Homes workshop results
You said: We did:
4 N ST T T T S
Residents like their current flats for their Their current homes suffer from noise, leaks and i _ i
cioea) sizee) foas, KichEns Gnd Siovege @ water pressure o Ensure the designs of new homes are of a good i
space i size, all meeting or above national standards !
@ Ensure noise insulation i _ o i
Wiesh esiaems sy senae iiahen & Ensure that proposed new homes will maximise i
and living spaces @ Accessibility for wheelchair users . opportunities of daylight and sunlight i
Leriee winslews it g i @ 1ot o gk i e Maximise views to the river and surrounding area i
(RterticRias ' » Ensure soundproofing and insulation
Residents like their views to the river '  Ensure accessibility |
\_ J :\ _____________________________________________________________ /:
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I ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE

OAK HOUSE

Viability

For a scheme to be financially viable the VALUE
GENERATED must be greater than the COSTS.

For a scheme to be deliverable it needs to consider and
meet requirements for: Since the last consultation event in June we

e Tower Hamlets and London-wide planning policy so as have made some changes:

to secure planning permission e Updates to the designs as requested by

e Limitations on height and density residents have been tested

e Scheme efficiency and costs have been

e New affordable housing provision |
refined

e Financial contributions to the council for social

o fractructure Improvements e New lower Social Rents as required by the

GLA have now been considered

These all have an affect on the financial viability —
Affordable Housing Grant from the GLA can help with
this.

Key messages:

_______________________________ ] Grant funding including recycled grant is
Challenges of Viability for Estate | essential to underpin the financial viability

Regeneration |

Full redevelopment is the most
viable option and all three of the
scenarios are viable or nearly
viable.

Existing estates often have existing constraints and
design limitations.

Buyouts of leaseholders who wish to move away and
temporary housing for tenants has a high cost that

must be considered. Partial Redevelopment Options

which retain Oak House: Nearly
viable - May be able to achieve
scheme viability through design
and cost refinement — not easy
but possible

Costs for demolition of the existing buildings and
remediation of the land must be considered.

Existing affordable homes must be reprovided, as well
as delivering new affordable housing.

Partial Redevelopment Options
which retain Alice Shepard House:
Not viable — these scenarios do

not create sufficient surplus to pay
for refurbishment or development
works

Grant funding can help but...

e GLA may only fund new additional affordable
housing

e GLA may permit using Recycled grant funding for
replacement affordable housing

e There are limits on how much grant can be applied
per home

One Housing



ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE

Options Not Brought
Forward

Following the feedback from the second and third exhibition events and a detailed review of the assessment
results it was decided that these options would not be taken any further in the options appraisal process. This is

because they are not supported by the community or perform poorly on the viability assessments.
Option 2 Open Space Improvement Option 3 Refurbishment

MoTS

198.115 e

| Ee]
©
@)
o
R -
Q
+—
(%]
Q 8
L=
O
=
=

_ Manchester Road

4 - . Samuda
g . v Community | | 8
& . Centre

N
NORTH y
e b &

S5 an
al

B\ i
Al ¥ i — e |
il - - . -

AR - s B i |I
i S - o a
T \
i [ = 5 v
3 =] ¥ 3 5
i \
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Option 4 Infill Scenario 2
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Viability gap - £3,247,736 Viability gap - £2,439,602
“Infill should be “Keeping old ) f . J
i | don't like Infill “Don’t like Infill Full
“Like full regen option - it will options - | don't . redevelopment -
please get rid of

buildings will
not look good

current building | balconies in
new buildings”

bloc want to look at
another block.” the infill options

removed from
these options as
no one wants it”

. - gardens and

view”

has issues ”
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Remaining Options — i s s
Performance summary

The options that gained most support from the residents while also performing well in the assessments were the
Partial Redevelopment Options and Full Redevelopment. These options have therefore been taken forward for further
refinement in terms of their design and assessment performance.

The table below shows a summary of the performance of the remaining selected options.

Financial viability
. Alignment with
Variants (assumes RCGF Deliverability Economic benefits
resident’s aspirations
included)

Partial
Redevelopment
Scenario 1A J J J J J J
(Oak House rema ins)
Partial
Red [ t
ef~.'o<:eevne a:)i';n‘l];n J J J J J J
(Oak House rema ins)
Partial
Red [ t
scenario2 | v v/
(Alice Shepherd House Remains)
Partial
Redevelopment
Scenario 2B J J J J
(Alice Shepherd House Remains)
Partial
Red [ t
S|V v | v
(Alice Shepherd House Remains)
Full
Redevelopment J J J
A

i v
|0




ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Partial Redevelopment Scenario 1A

In this option the Oak House would be kept and refurbished. Oak House houses 12 existing homes in 3-storey linear block. .
Option to be taken forward v

The 63 homes in Alice Shepherd House would be demolished and replaced by 261 new homes in two tower blocks (12 and 16 storeys) on the northern

parcel and a 20-storey building on the site of the Samuda Community Centre.

In total there will be 336 homes on the site once the regeneration is completed.

Design

Viability surplus/ 0 v The inclusion of a tower allows lower heights on

Extended

neighbourhood quite e deficit the northern part of the site

green/open space

B cxisting homes e ~( ) . | N = .
%' 2 M‘;': Y l:\“ L - "‘h h.“ 3 ':, ! ‘ i - : ' 2 . A- _ oo | = - :.l '~~v e - --"rj“‘-‘l by = ’-‘_-_. : '”l' H;' h- o ° ° °
| P 1| . ™\ Q v" Maximised views to the river

tobekept ASEESTS o /. T W e - A8 With grant towards new and re-provided
A N AN & | 4 S | | A\ homes: - £ 3.18m which is -2.6% of total
mproved on-
devel t val i '
e © - Provides community green open space

street parking
along Stewart

Street

green open

hOm es .t 0 b e . y play ?l{’r.door ; | i g Ll = PERG,
Ll 0 e B | hosremained Oak House

the same

New public ‘ r' :‘:' ._#__ .:-‘ | : r,‘\, | J \' : ; “:_‘-.-‘ o I'l »l |Il' — "_\:‘f' '_“'T'; l' ax 3 ' B

| il Retain existing
Stewart Street

Viability

additional new
v v Alignment with resident’s aspirations

homes | ﬁ . = N Ty e ; ,_ ‘
B . 3 89 NEW HOMES . L
v'v' Financial viability

greenery | ; : - ; * ' , . ¥ g " i H

OAK HOUSE : -
12 EXISTING HOMES v Deliverability

APPROX.

336 total

number of New clM BLOCK A 4 v'v' Economic benefits

cenire and T R I | (Rl S
i | 114 NEW HOMES

green outdoor
space

Manchester Road

New public
green open
space with more
play outdoor
activities
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Partial Redevelopment Scenario 1B

In this option the Oak House would be kept and refurbished. Oak House houses 12 existing homes in 3-storey linear block. Optlon to be ta ken fOrwa rd /

The 63 homes in Alice Shepherd House would be demolished and replaced by 210 new homes in two tower blocks (12 and 16 storeys) on the northern
parcel and an L-shaped perimeter block of 8 and 10 storeys on the site of the Samuda Community Centre. DeS|gn

In total there will be 285 homes on the site once the regeneration is completed. “ v" No tower — instead an | -shaped deck-access
block

Q v" Reduced heights on the southern part of the

A .. Viability surplus/ site
Extended - def|C|t

neighbourhood quite

green/open space JIARY e v" Maximised views to the river

A I N Y | S e SN B homes: - £ 3.44m which is -3.5% of total

Improved on- R development value
street parking

along Stewart

9 v" Provides community green open spaces

31 B X|  The lower heights on the south part of the site
- . e\ T T may mean the height of the buildings on the north of
T | ) s . the site will need to be increased

N ol A New public S
PR Y SN A 4 AN green open
existing AT B (-ccce Withmore JCALEH S S S8 Folly.
homes to be % .. play outdoor [ =4 e S
demolished B WS %y New community
e & / il C T R TESHN i ] Y | centre and
green outdoor

X]  Buildings which are tall may have issues
meeting planning limitations

Steering Group Comments

v' Prefer that the height is kept on the north of
the site and Block D on the south is kept as low as

BLOCK C ‘ possible.
89 NEW HOMES

il SIS | | |
T 3 '_ ' S A BLOCK B v' Prefer the deck-access block to a tower
greenery i 7 P 121 NEW HOMES
s O T 9 - - Viability
APPROX.  SEEEE S N\
285 total | - "SRR
number of

OAK HOUSE
12 EXISTING HOMES

v'v' Alignment with resident’s aspirations
BLOCK D

63 NEW HOMES . s
4 Financial viability

(assumes RCGF included)

of lower heights ¢

“Manchester Road

w

4 Deliverability
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Private terraces
overlooking the street

Well defined and overlooked
street frontage
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This scenario proposes an L-shaped deck
access block of staggering heights of 8 and 10

storeys, as well as two tower blocks of 12 and
16 storeys reflecting heights found in the wider
context .
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Partial Redevelopment Scenario 2A

In this option the Alice Shepherd House would be kept and refurbished. Alice Shepherd House houses 72 existing homes in 10-storey linear block. .
The 12 homes in Oak House would be demolished and replaced, along with 130 new homes, in a perimeter block of staggering heights (2-12 storeys) on the OPtIOn not to be ta ken fOrWa rd

site of Oak House and the Samuda Community Centre.

In total there will be 214 homes on the site once the regeneration is completed. Design

a v Deck access block with courtyard on the
southern part of the site

Q v" Varying height of buildings creates visual

Viability surplus/ interest

deficit

& existinghomes | a0 N/ 7 A TSI N\
k N, openspace N — e 2O\ v"Internal deck access landing still overlook the
to be ept A Y 4 &, and play area Tah TR T (el T
&Y A /4 for all ages‘ . HER A With grant towards new and re-provided courtyard with community green space
BEE T BR® ~ Alice Shepherd W homes: - £ 3.50m which is -7.1% of total
House is retained
development value

9 v" Improved open space and play area

/ i /[ | _ g quking i .' ___‘: _.-.;}.‘, : \ f : : : "'.l °
. . T ‘ H ft (a8 'I improvemenfs -,\ '1' : .‘;-:"-‘ _,,‘- B i i '. 1 - Stee rl ng G ro u p co m m e nts
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[X] Deck access block heights are taller than
hoped

Retain existing WAL - SMNNWNBREY ~Desion proposal X] Private balconies would mostly face west

Stewart Street has remained

ro Ny j Secure residents , - = L' the same tOWG r d S I_ on d on an d no t mer the most o f river
g communal =3 A > - > | |

ST a———. " ¢ e | | e views
v Prefer the deck-access block to a tower

o W I . Vi Viability
APPROX., " M Ay, N, N\ e \f*) ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE . . . . .
Pl IR S . R R \\ & s e — 72 EXISTING HOMES v Allgnment with resident’s aspirations
number of b o N e T P TR ity o . o
e AR e BT . ©  conrcond | SR e L X Financial viability
¥ iy () ' - Al | oo D 142 NEW HOMES & ,
space o (Gssumes RCGF |nC|Uded)

Retain mature 777 | 10—l
trees and P

¥ : - 3 - ) \ ‘.\‘ . ;‘\ l'., . . = N - - i [ ; 1
S *L'.. p : .. : - :. " = . ‘I". l'" -l'l 'l ? 1“\ \ ‘.1 f—& 1 . i . : n
B (P - A 5 = - ey ] . o \ j = vl - ) ege

‘i'.'.,_‘-" _.:- ok :_.:; ---_-___..-‘ o "‘[, .\I \ ,» 24 .» i .: oy ¥ i % 1 e L e : P - : T \ "._ y -

greenery v e 3\ L e | . > |
,."-:"" - = il o b % e . | T . = i Y [ B
o o P \ \ (% p X % v —i= i o § i
s N et - - | \ i 1 . 1 e \ = | "W
i _ _— R A\ ! [ g — \ ! v - i . ¥ "
B A\ - i A9 h".‘ - 1 l | -l e = A R, e
g U\ - : : 5 \ 3 = - | 1 - P e . 2

v Economic benefits

One Housing




ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Partial Redevelopment Scenario 2B

In this option the Alice Shepherd House would be kept and refurbished. Alice Shepherd House houses 72 existing homes in 10-storey linear block. .
The 12 homes in Oak House would be demolished and replaced, along with 109 new homes, in a perimeter block of staggering heights (2-10 storeys) on the OPtIOn not to be ta ken fOrWa rd

site of Oak House and the Samuda Community Centre.

In total there will be 193 homes on the site once the regeneration is completed.
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE
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This scenario proposes a perimeter deck access
block of staggering heights ranging from 2 to 10
storeys. Responding to the existing 10 storeys
on Alice Shepherd House. Flipped massing
allows more views to the river.
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Partial Redevelopment Scenario 2C

In this option the Alice Shepherd House would be kept and refurbished. Alice Shepherd House houses 72 existing homes in 10-storey linear block.

The 12 homes in Oak House would be demolished and replaced, along with 130 new homes, in a perimeter block of staggering heights (2-12 storeys) on the
site of Oak House and the Samuda Community Centre.

In total there will be 214 homes on the site once the regeneration is completed.
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Option not to be taken forward

Design

0 v Deck access block with courtyard on the
southern part of the site

9 v The deck-access block on the southern part
of the site has been turned round so that private
balconies face towards the river to make the most
of the views

e v"Internal deck access landing still overlooks the
courtyard with community green space

Q v Improved open space and play area

Steering Group Comments

[X] Deck access block heights are taller than
hoped

v Prefer the deck-access block to a tower
Viability

4 Alignment with resident’s aspirations

[X Financial viability
(assumes RCGF included)

4 Deliverability

v Economic benefits




ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE
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This scenario proposes a perimeter deck access
block of staggering heights ranging from 2 to 12
storeys. Flipped massing allows more views to
the river.
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Full Redevelopment A

This option includes the demolition of all 75 homes in the two existing blocks, 63 in Alice Shepherd House and 12 in Oak House. The demolished homes are .
replaced, along with 277 new homes, in 3 new blocks, two towers and one perimeter block, ranging in height from 2 storeys to 16 storeys. Opl'IOn to be ta ken forwa rd /

In total 352 homes would be built on site once the regeneration is completed.
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE
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This scenario proposes a perimeter deck access
block of staggering heights ranging from 2 to

12 storeys and two tower blocks of 12 and 16
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Full Redevelopment B

This option includes the demolition of all 75 homes in the two existing blocks, 63 in Alice Shepherd House and 12 in Oak House. The demolished homes are .
replaced, along with 256 new homes, in 3 new blocks, two towers and one perimeter block, ranging in height from 2 storeys to 16 storeys. Opl'IOn to be ta ken forwa rd /

In total 331 homes would be built on site once the regeneration is completed.
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
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This scenario proposes a perimeter deck access
block of staggering heights ranging from 2 to

10 storeys and two tower blocks of 12 and 16
storeys. Flipped massing allows more views to
the river.
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Full Redevelopment C

This option includes the demolition of all 84 homes in the two existing blocks, 75 in Alice Shepherd House and 12 in Oak House. The demolished homes are .
replaced, along with 272 new homes, in 3 new blocks, two towers and one perimeter block, ranging in height from 2 storeys to 16 storeys. Opl'IOn to be ta ken forwa rd /

In total 347 homes would be built on site once the regeneration is completed.

Design
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE
OAK HOUSE

Deck access corridors

overlooking the street
: Communal courtyard

within the block

Private terraces
overlooking the street
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Improved parking
layout
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This scenario proposes a perimeter deck access
block of staggering heights ranging from 2 to
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storeys. Flipped massing allows more views to v
the river. r“-’f_’- E

ol Jufl Bl

~

M|

- 5

o i
T ——— T -

Deck access block corridors Deck access block overlooking communal

Open spaces

TR

- - o
—_
.

Communal residential courtyard New communal green along Manchester Road Green liveable streets

One Housing




Exa m p I e Of \Y/ i ews ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE

ve illustrations of views to the river from the proposed development.
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Indicative illustration of view to the river from rooftop outside space
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ALICE SHEPHERD HOUSE

How to stay in touch

OAK HOUSE
Please contact us if you have any questions or feedback:
figures and assessments presented in Lee Page
Join the this exhibition are a work in progress Mynul Islam 5

conversation and the options designs are only draft. 07966 643120 or 020 8821 5138 0800 731 1619 (freephone)
No decisions have yet been made and myislam@onehousing.co.uk aliceshepoakhouse@tpas.org.uk
there is still a lot for us all to consider

Shape the future of together and discuss. In additional _

your neighbourhood to residents’ feedback we will also Emma Leigh Price Resident Advocate:
speak to the council and wider local 07768776036 Mike Tyrrell
community to understand their views eprice@onehousing.co.cuk 07958 225416

on proposals for change. mike @ puttingresidentsfirst.co.uk

Next Steps

--------
. .

! RESIDENTS %

: : : ! DESIGN
Project timeline " WORKSHOP !

We are here

1

RESIDENTS’

RESIDENTS’ RESIDENTS’ EXHIBITION 3 RESIDENTS’

EVENT 1 EVENT 2 Summary of Design EXHIBITION 4 RESIDENTS’ FINAL
Early engagement Initial options - | and Assessment of , : Refined options and EXHIBITION 5 EXHIBITION

Virtual Events | Options P o PR Assessment of Options ' Preferred Option Landlord Offer

January 2020 g, &Y i October 2021 e December 2021 A Early 2022

Ballot of residents

Decision on the options to &
be taken forward

Early 2022
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