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planning report GLA/3629c/02 

20 April 2020 

Former St George’s Hospital (NHS Site)  
in the London Borough of Havering   

planning application no. P0323.15 
  

Strategic planning application: Stage 2 referral 

Town & Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended); Greater London Authority Acts 1999 and 2007; Town 
& Country Planning (Mayor of London) Order 2008. 

The proposal 

Outline consent for redevelopment of site, involving demolition of existing buildings, to provide up to 
3,000 square metres of new healthcare facilities (D1 use) on 1.74 hectares of the wider hospital site, 
construction of a new vehicular access from Suttons Lane, associated car parking, landscape and 
infrastructure works. 

The applicant 

The applicant is NHS Property Services and the architect is Scott Brownrigg. 

Key Dates 

Pre-application: No pre-application 
Stage 1 report: 20 May 2015 
Planning Committee meeting: 2 June 2016  

Strategic issues 

Principle: The site is part of a Major Developed Site in Green Belt where limited infill or redevelopment 
is considered acceptable in principle. The development would reduce the built footprint of existing 
development on the site, although there would be extension of hardstanding into existing green open 
space which would cause some limited further harm to the Green Belt. The delivery of new healthcare 
facilities is consistent with the Strategic Outline Case adopted by the NHS and would support the 
ongoing delivery of primary healthcare to existing and future residents of the area in accordance with 
policies 3.17 of the London Plan and S2 of the Intend to Publish London Plan. In this regard, there are 
very special circumstances which outweigh the limited harm to the Green Belt resulting from the 
proposed development. (paragraphs 26-37) 

Urban Design:  Parameter plans for building heights and footprint are secured by condition. All 
outstanding design issues have been satisfactorily resolved. The scheme is supported in accordance 
with the principles of chapter seven in the London Plan and chapter three of the Intend to Publish 
London Plan. (paragraphs 38-40) 

Transport:  Electric Vehicle Charging Points, blue badge car parking, cycle parking, A Construction 
Management Plan, Servicing Management Plan and Travel Plan are all secured by conditions. The 
proposal is, on balance, acceptable in the context of chapter 6 in the London Plan and chapter 10 of the 
Intend to Publish London Plan. (paragraphs 41-43) 

Sustainable development: Conditions of approval secure a revised energy strategy and drainage 
strategy at reserved matters stage. All outstanding matters of sustainable development have been 
addressed, and the scheme accords with the intent of Policies 5.2 and 5.13 of the London Plan and 
Policies SI2 and SI3 of the Intend to Publish London Plan. (paragraphs 44-47) 

The Council’s decision 

In this instance Havering Council has resolved to grant planning permission. 

Recommendation 

That Havering Council be advised that the Mayor is content for it to determine the case itself, subject to 
any action that the Secretary of State may take, and does not therefore wish to direct refusal. 
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Context 

1 On 1 April 2015, the Mayor of London received documents from Havering 
Council notifying him of a planning application of potential strategic importance to 
develop the above site for the above uses. This was referred to the Mayor under 
Category 3D of the Schedule to the Order 2008: 

• 3D: “Development – on land allocated as Green Belt or Metropolitan Open Land 
in the development plan, in proposals for such a plan, or in proposals for the 
alteration or replacement of such a plan, and which would involve the construction of 
a building with a floorspace of more than 1,000 square metres or a material change 
in the use of such a building”. 

2 On 20 May 2015 the Mayor considered planning report D&P/3629&3629a/01, 
and subsequently advised Havering Council that the application (D&P3629) did not 
comply with the London Plan, for the reasons set out in paragraph 93 of the above-
mentioned report. 

3 A copy of the above-mentioned report is attached. The essentials of the case 
with regard to the proposal, the site, case history, strategic planning issues and relevant 
policies and guidance are as set out therein, unless otherwise stated in this report.  

4 On 2 June 2016, Havering Council resolved that it was minded to grant planning 
permission for the application. On 16 September 2016 Havering Council advised the 
Mayor of this decision and referred it for Stage 2 consideration together with a 
secondary residential application (GLA Ref: D&P3629b). However, prior to the Mayor’s 
Stage 2 consideration Havering Council withdrew both Stage 2 referrals on 6 October 
2016. 

5 After the previous Mayor considered this matter at Stage 1 in May 2015, the 
(current) London Plan was adopted in March 2016. Subsequently, a new London Plan 
has been prepared, and the ‘Intend to Publish’ version of this Plan was published in 
December 2019. In respect of the Intend to Publish London Plan, on 13 March 2020, 
the Secretary of State issued a set of Directions under Section 337 of the Greater 
London Authority Act 1999 (as amended) and, to the extent that they are relevant to this 
particular application, have been taken into account by the Mayor as a material 
consideration when considering this report and the officer’s recommendation.  

6 Havering Council, pursuant to its 2 June 2016 resolution to approve, has now 
resubmitted the application for consideration at Stage 2.  

7 Under the provisions of Article 5 of the Town & Country Planning (Mayor of 
London) Order 2008 the Mayor may allow the draft decision to proceed unchanged, 
direct Havering Council under Article 6 to refuse the application or issue a direction to 
Havering Council under Article 7 that he is to act as the Local Planning Authority for the 
purposes of determining the application. 

8 The decision on this case, and the reasons, will be made available on the GLA’s 
website www.london.gov.uk. 

Site description 

9 The Former St George’s Hospital site, Hornchurch, is located within the Green 



 page 3 

Belt and is bound to the north by residential houses in Hacton Drive and to the west by 
Suttons Lane, with residential housing facing the site.  To the east and south are open 
areas of Hornchurch Country Park and the River Ingrebourne.  

10 The proposed application site comprises an area of 1.74 hectares situated in the 
north-western corner of the former St Georges Hospital site and separated from the 
junction of Suttons Lane and Hacton Drive by residential dwellings and the Fledglings 
Day Nursery. The site is occupied by a number of existing buildings of 1 to 2 storeys in 
height, none of which are statutorily listed or fall within a conservation area. The site is 
designated in Havering Council’s Local Plan as a Major Developed Site in Green Belt. 

11 The Public Transport Accessibility Level (PTAL) of this part of the site ranges 
between 0 and 2, on a scale where 0 represents the worst level of accessibility and 6b 
the best. Hornchurch London Underground Station is located approximately 500 metres 
north of the site and provides District Line services towards Central London and 
Upminster. In addition, bus stops on Suttons Lane to the west of the site provide 
services towards Hornchurch Town Centre, Noak Hill and Collier Row. The A127, 
Southend Artillery Road is the nearest part of the Transport for London Road Network 
(TLRN), located approximately 1.5 kilometres of the site. The A126, Rush Green Road, 
is the closest part of the Strategic Road Network (SRN) and is located approximately 
3km north of the site. 

Details of the proposal 

12 The proposal is to demolish the existing buildings on the site and construct a new 
‘L-shaped’ building of 3 storeys in height, which comprises: 

• 3,000 sq.m of NHS Healthcare facilities (D1 Use); 

• A new vehicular access from Suttons Lane; 

• Associated car parking, landscaping and infrastructure works. 

Case History 

13 The site has an extensive planning history relating to its former use as a hospital. 
Recent applications relating to the redevelopment of the broader hospital site are 
detailed as follows: 

Residential portion of site: 

14 Planning Application (LPA Ref: P0321.15) to provide up to 290 dwellings, on 10.0 
ha of the wider site, together with associated car parking, landscape and infrastructure 
works. GLA reference D&P3629. Refused permission by Havering Council on 12 
November 2015. Approved by Secretary of State on Appeal in January 2016 
(APP/B5480/W/16/3153859). 

15 Planning Application (LPA Ref: P0459.16) to partially demolish and convert 
existing buildings, to provide up to 279 dwellings, on 10.11 ha of the wider site, together 
with associated car parking, landscape and infrastructure works. GLA reference 
D&P3629b. Considered by Mayor at Stage 1 on 25 May 2016 (report reference 
D&P/3629b/01).  Resolution of Havering Council to approve on 2 June 2016, however 
stage 2 referral withdrawn.  
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16  Planning Application (LPA Ref: P.1917.18) for demolition of existing buildings, 
conversion of the former St George's Hospital Administrative Building and the erection of 
new buildings to provide 162 residential units (class C3) along with the refurbishment of 
The Suttons Building for use as a Heritage Centre (Class D1) and associated works. GLA 
Reference 4755. This application represents a ‘drop-in’ application replacing phase 2 of 
the residential development approved by the Secretary of State in 2016 
(APP/B5480/W/16/3153859). It was considered by the Mayor at Stage 1 on 24 June 2019. 
Decision of Council Pending. 

Healthcare portion of site (current application): 

17 The current application represents the only application which has been made 
regarding the 1.74 hectare healthcare portion of the site. This application was previously 
considered at Stage 1 in a combined report alongside the neighbouring residential 
Planning Application GLA Ref: D&P 3629 (LPA Ref: P0321.15).  The residential 
application was then refused by Havering Council on 12 November 2015 and 
determination of the current healthcare application was deferred. 

18 Havering Council subsequently resolved to approve the current healthcare 
application on 2 June 2016 and referred it for stage 2 consideration along with the 
secondary residential application (GLA Ref: D&P3629b). However, as noted above, the 
stage 2 referral of both applications was withdrawn by Havering Council prior to 
consideration by the Mayor. As such, the current healthcare application has never been 
considered at Stage 2. 

Strategic planning issues and relevant policies and guidance 

19 For the purposes of Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase 
Act 2004, the development plan in force for the area is Havering Core Strategy 
Development Plan Document (2008), Havering Site Allocations Development Plan 
Document (2008) and the London Plan 2016 (The Spatial Development Strategy for 
London Consolidated with Alterations since 2011). 

20 The following are also relevant material considerations:  

• The National Planning Policy Framework;  

• National Planning Practice Guidance;  

• Mayor’s Intend to Publish London Plan (December 2019), which should be 
taken into account on the basis set out in the NPPF; 

• On the 13th March 2020, the Secretary of State issued a set of Directions under 
Section 337 of the Greater London Authority Act 1999 (as amended) with respect 
to the Mayor’s Intend to Publish London Plan (December 2019);  

• Havering Local Plan 2016-2031 (submitted March 2018) 

21 The relevant issues and corresponding policies are as follows:  

• Green Belt  London Plan;  

• Social Infrastructure London Plan; Social Infrastructure SPG 

• Urban design  London Plan;  

• Inclusive access London Plan; Accessible London SPG; 

• Sustainable development London Plan; Sustainable Design and Construction 
SPG; Mayor’s London Environment Strategy; 

• Transport London Plan; the Mayor’s Transport Strategy;  
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Policy update 

22 At the time the application was considered at consultation stage, the 
development plan for the area was the 2008 Havering Core Strategy Development Plan 
Document, Havering Site Allocations Development Plan Document (2008) and the 2011 
London Plan, with minor suggested alterations (dated March 2015). 

23  Since consultation stage Havering Council has prepared The Havering Local 
Plan (2016-31), which will replace the 2008 Development Plan. The Havering Local 
Plan was submitted to the Secretary of State for the Ministry of Housing, Communities 
and Local Government for independent examination in March 2018, and underwent 
Examination hearings between October 2018 and May 2019. The Council is currently 
working with the Inspector to finalise modifications to the Plan for further consultation. 

24 Also since consultation stage, the following policy changes have been adopted to 
the current London Plan (2011 version, with consolidated changes): 

• Housing standards – Minor Alterations to the London Plan (Published March 
2016); and 

• Parking Standards – Minor Alteration to the London Plan (Published March 2016) 

25 In addition to the above, a new London Plan has subsequently been prepared, 
with the Intend to Publish version of this plan published in December 2019. As outlined 
above, on 13th March 2020, the Secretary of State issued a set of Directions with 
respect to the intend to publish London Plan, under Section 337 of the Greater London 
Authority Act 1999 (as amended). These directions are currently under consideration by 
the Mayor. 

Principle of development 

Development on Green Belt 

26 Paragraph 145 of the National Planning Policy Framework sets out that only 
development associated with agriculture, forestry, outdoor sport and recreation, limited 
infilling and redevelopment of existing sites is appropriate in the Green Belt. All other 
forms of development are, by definition, inappropriate. In order for inappropriate 
development to be acceptable in the Green Belt, very special circumstances must 
apply. The NPPF in Paragraph 143 sets out that inappropriate development is, by 
definition, harmful to the Green Belt and should not be approved except in very special 
circumstances. When considering any planning application, local planning authorities 
should ensure that substantial weight is given to any harm to the Green Belt. Very 
special circumstances will not exist unless the potential harm to the Green Belt by 
reason of inappropriateness, and any other harm, is clearly outweighed by other 
considerations. In addition to the above, Policy 7.16 of the London Plan and Policy G2 
of the Intend to Publish London Plan protects London’s Green Belt from inappropriate 
development unless very special circumstances can be demonstrated. In this case, the 
site is designated as a Major Developed Site (MDS) within Green Belt in Havering 
Council’s Local Plan, where limited infilling or redevelopment is considered acceptable 
in principle. 

27 Although the wording of Policy G2 of the Intend to Publish London Plan is subject 
a Direction of the Secretary of State (dated 13th March 2020), the proposed changes (if 
adopted) would serve only to reinforce the need for very special circumstances to be 
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demonstrated in order to justify inappropriate development on green belt land, and for 
national planning policy tests to apply in relation to proposals which provide 
enhancement of the Green Belt.  

28 The application site is currently occupied by two former hospital buildings set in 
open space, ranging 1-2 storeys in height, with a combined approximate building 
footprint of 2,325 sq.m in area. By contrast, the proposal seeks outline consent for a 
new centrally located two storey building of approximately 1,500 sq.m in footprint area, 
which will provide up to 3,000 square metres of floorspace for NHS healthcare (D1) use, 
plus associated car park for 50 cars. 

29 The site’s designation as an MDS is noted, as is the overall reduction in building 
footprint compared with the existing buildings. Nevertheless, the development does 
involve the construction of one larger building in place of the two separate buildings, 
including an extension of built development onto current green open space, and also a 
large car park which would extend the area of hardstanding on to existing green space.  

30 Paragraph 145 of the NPPF provides that the construction of new buildings in the 
Green Belt should be regarded as inappropriate.  An exception to this is, “limited infilling 
or the partial or complete redevelopment of previously developed land, whether 
redundant or in continuing use (excluding temporary buildings), which would:  

‒ not have a greater impact on the openness of the Green Belt than the existing 
development; or  

‒ not cause substantial harm to the openness of the Green Belt, where the development 
would re-use previously developed land and contribute to meeting an identified 
affordable housing need within the area of the local planning authority.”  

31 Whilst the development does constitute the redevelopment of a previously 
developed site, GLA officers consider these elements of the proposal to reduce 
openness and the development should therefore be regarded as inappropriate and 
harmful to the Green Belt.  Accordingly, it is necessary to consider whether very special 
circumstances exist.   

32 In this instance, GLA officers consider that very special circumstances relating to 
the re-provision, consolidation and improvement of healthcare facilities on a former 
hospital site do exist and that these clearly outweigh the harm to the Green Belt. 

33 London Plan Policy 3.17 and policy S2 of the Intend to Publish London Plan 
support the provision of high-quality new and enhanced health and social care facilities. 
The Intend to Publish London Plan also notes that, in assessing the need for new health 
and social care facilities, consideration should be given to the location, scale and timing 
of new residential development and the quality, capacity and accessibility of existing 
health and social care facilities to meet growth. Boroughs are required to work with 
Clinical Commissioning Groups (CCGs) and other NHS and community organisations to 
identify opportunities to make better use of existing and proposed new infrastructure 
through integration, co-location or reconfiguration of services, and facilitate the release 
of surplus buildings and land for other uses. 

34 The hospital site has been vacant since 2012 and a strategic outline case (SOC) 
has been adopted for the redevelopment of this part of the former hospital site for a new 
consolidated healthcare facility, with the remainder of the former hospital site being 
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surplus to NHS requirements.  NHS Property Services has indicated that annual site 
maintenance costs for the broader former St Georges Hospital site were significant, and 
the receipt from the site sale of surplus land will be reinvested in the NHS. 

35 The SOC was prepared and approved by Havering Clinical Commissioning 
Group, NHS North East London and the City (NELC) PCT Cluster Board in 2012/13.  
This decision received final approval from NHS London and finally NHS England in 
2014. Since the initial consideration of this application at Stage 1 in 2015, the former 
hospital site area that was identified as being surplus to NHS requirements has 
subsequently been granted planning permission to provide 356 new residential 
dwellings, with the first phase of delivering these dwellings having been substantially 
commenced. 

36 In light of the above, the proposed NHS facility on this portion of land represents 
a consolidation and improvement of NHS services as part of a mixed-use 
redevelopment masterplan of the broader hospital site, which has already been 
substantially implemented with consent to redevelop the remaining portions of the site 
with residential development.  The delivery of new healthcare facilities is consistent with 
the Strategic Outline Case adopted by the NHS and would support the ongoing delivery 
of primary healthcare to existing and future residents of the area in accordance with 
policies 3.17 of the London Plan and S2 of the Intend to Publish London Plan.  

37 In this regard, there are very special circumstances which justify the development 
in the location proposed. On balance, the small amount of harm to the Green Belt 
resulting from the limited encroachment of development into existing open space, taking 
into account that the site is within a Major Developed Site in Green Belt, is outweighed 
by the broader benefits of the scheme. 

38 Parameter plans controlling the proposed building heights are secured by 
condition along with conditions restricting built footprint of the proposed health centre to 
1,500 sq.m and total floorspace to 3,000 sq.m. 

Urban design 

39 The design principles of chapter seven in the London Plan and chapter three of 
the Intend to Publish London Plan outline that all developments should achieve a high 
standard of design which responds to local character, enhances the public realm and 
provides architecture of the highest quality. In particular, Policy 7.5 of the London Plan 
and Policies D1 & D2 of the Intend to Publish London Plan require architecture to make 
a positive contribution to a coherent public realm, streetscape and wider cityscape, 
incorporating the highest quality materials and design appropriate to the surrounding 
context. 

40 At consultation stage, GLA officers were broadly supportive of the approach to 
design across the site with respect to the proposed building heights, siting and massing. 
The overall design approach remains supported and, as required at consultation stage, 
parameter plans controlling the proposed building heights, which will minimise the 
additional impact on Green Belt and the surrounding area, are secured by condition 
along with conditions restricting built footprint of the proposed health centre to 1,500 
sq.m.  
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41 There are no outstanding design issues, and the scheme is supported in 
accordance with the principles of chapter seven in the London Plan and chapter three of 
the Intend to Publish London Plan. 

Transport  

42 Since consultation stage, modified parking standards were adopted in the 
Minor Alterations to the 2011 London Plan (Published March 2016). Further updated 
parking standards are proposed in the Intend to Publish London Plan, and these are 
subject to a direction of the Secretary of State (13th March 2020) which is currently 
being considered by the Mayor.  

43 At consultation stage, the applicant was requested to reconsider the high 
levels of parking proposed and to increase the proportion of blue badge parking 
spaces within the scheme. Whilst the overall level of parking (50 spaces) has not 
been reduced, and further blue badge parking (6% of spaces) has not been 
improved, it is acknowledged that the site benefits from relatively poor public 
transport accessibility with a PTAL ranging from 0 to 2 across the site. It is further 
acknowledged that the operational car parking requirements will be further assessed 
at reserved matters stage once more detailed plans for the development of the 
healthcare facility is known. On this basis the proposal is considered, on balance, to 
be acceptable. 

44 Electric Vehicle Charging Points, blue badge car parking, cycle parking, A 
Construction Management Plan, Servicing Management Plan and Travel Plan have 
all been secured by conditions as required at consultation stage. There are no other 
outstanding transport concerns and the proposal is, on balance acceptable in the 
context of chapter 6 in the London Plan and chapter 10 of the Intend to Publish 
London Plan. 

Sustainable development 

45 Since consultation stage, the Intend to Publish London Plan has been 
prepared, and must be taken into account on the basis explained in the NPPF. 
Specifically, Policy SI2 of the Intend to Publish Plan stipulates that all major 
developments must now result in ‘net zero’ carbon emissions.  

46 Notwithstanding the above, the significant time which has elapsed since the 
application was lodged and considered at the Council’s Committee are material 
considerations which justify an on-balance assessment in these circumstances. 

47 In this regard, the energy statement submitted with the proposal previously 
demonstrated that the development was capable of meeting the targets specified 
within Policy 5.2 of the London Plan.  As the application is in outline form, conditions 
of approval have been proposed by the Council which ensure a revised energy 
strategy and drainage strategy are submitted for approval as part of future detailed 
considerations at reserved matters stage.  

48 On this basis, outstanding matters of sustainable development are considered 
to have been addressed, on-balance, and the scheme accords broadly with the intent 
of Policies 5.2 and 5.13 of the London Plan as well as Policy SI2 of the Intend to 
Publish London Plan. 
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Response to consultation 

49 Havering Council publicised the application by site and press notices. Four letters 
of objection were received as a result of the public notification process, which raised the 
following concerns: 

• Impact on privacy and amenity of neighbours in Hacton Drive; 

• No details of the facilities or the hours or days of operation have been 
provided; 

• Additional traffic impacts on surrounding road network. 

50 Responses from statutory bodies and other organisations 

• Environment Agency – No objection, subject to conditions and an informative 
(adopted). 

• Essex and Suffolk Water – No objections. 

• Essex Wildlife Trust – Requested contribution to car parking improvements 
of neighbouring visitor centre, and demolition of buildings to avoid the nesting 
season of house martins on the site. 

• Historic England – No objection, subject to conditions ensuring 
archaeological significance of the site is properly investigated and recorded. 
(adopted) 

• London Fire Brigade – No objections, A drawing showing indicative Hydrant 
locations was supplied. 

• LFEPA – No objections. 

• Met Police SBD – No objection, subject to condition and informative 
(adopted). 

• Natural England – No objection 

• Thames Water – No objection. 

51 GLA officers are satisfied that the statutory and non-statutory responses to the 
public consultation process do not raise any material planning issues of strategic 
importance that have not already been considered in this report.  

Section 106 agreement 
 
52 The proposal is in outline form, and not subject to a s106 agreement.  

Legal considerations 

53 Under the arrangements set out in Article 5 of the Town and Country Planning 
(Mayor of London) Order 2008 the Mayor has the power under Article 6 to direct the 
local planning authority to refuse permission for a planning application referred to him 
under Article 4 of the Order. The Mayor may also leave the decision to the local 
authority. In directing refusal, the Mayor must have regard to the matters set out in 
Article 6(2) of the Order, including the principal purposes of the Greater London 
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Authority, the effect on health and sustainable development, national policies and 
international obligations, regional planning guidance, and the use of the River Thames. 
The Mayor may direct refusal if he considers that to grant permission would be contrary 
to good strategic planning in Greater London. If he decides to direct refusal, the Mayor 
must set out his reasons, and the local planning authority must issue these with the 
refusal notice. 

54 In this instance, the Council has resolved to grant permission with conditions. For 
the reasons set out in this report and summarised below, there are no sound planning 
reason for the Mayor to intervene in this case.  

Financial considerations 

55 Should the Mayor direct refusal, he would be the principal party at any 
subsequent appeal hearing or public inquiry.  Government Planning Practice Guidance 
emphasises that parties usually pay their own expenses arising from an appeal.  

56 Following an inquiry caused by a direction to refuse, costs may be awarded 
against the Mayor if he has either directed refusal unreasonably; handled a referral from 
a planning authority unreasonably; or behaved unreasonably during the appeal.  A 
major factor in deciding whether the Mayor has acted unreasonably will be the extent to 
which he has taken account of established planning policy. 

Conclusion 

57 London Plan policies on Green Belt, sustainable development, urban design and 
transport are relevant to this application. The scheme complies with the policies of the 
London Plan, as summarised below: 

• Principle of development: The site is part of a Major Developed Site in Green 
Belt where limited infill or redevelopment is considered acceptable in principle. 
The development would reduce the built footprint of existing development on 
the site, although there would be extension of hardstanding into existing green 
open space which would cause some limited further harm to the Green Belt. 
The delivery of new healthcare facilities is consistent with the Strategic Outline 
Case adopted by the NHS and would support the ongoing delivery of primary 
healthcare to existing and future residents of the area in accordance with 
policies 3.17 of the London Plan and S2 of the Intend to Publish London Plan. 
In this regard, there are very special circumstances which outweigh the limited 
harm to the Green Belt resulting from the proposed development. 

• Urban Design: Parameter plans controlling the proposed building heights are 
secured by condition along with conditions restricting built footprint of the 
proposed health centre to 1,500 sq.m. All outstanding design issues have 
been satisfactorily resolved, and the scheme is supported in accordance with 
the principles of chapter seven in the London Plan and chapter three of the 
Intend to Publish London Plan. 

• Transport: Electric Vehicle Charging Points, blue badge car parking, cycle 
parking, a Construction Management Plan, Servicing Management Plan and 
Travel Plan have all been secured by conditions as required at consultation 
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stage. The proposal is, on balance, acceptable in the context of chapter 6 in 
the London Plan and chapter 10 of the Intend to Publish London Plan. 

• Sustainable development: Conditions of approval have been adopted which 
ensure a revised energy strategy and drainage strategy are submitted for 
approval as part of future considerations at reserved matters stage. The 
scheme accords with the intent of Policies 5.2 and 5.13 of the London Plan 
and Policy SI2 of the Intend to Publish London Plan. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

for further information, contact GLA Planning Unit (Development & Projects Team): 
Debbie Jackson, Director, Built Environment 
020 7983 5800 email debbie.jackson@london.gov.uk 
John Finlayson, Head of Development Management 
020 7084 2632 email john.finlayson@london.gov.uk  
Allison Flight, Deputy Head of Development Management 
020 7084 2020 email alison.flight@london.gov.uk 
Katherine Wood, Team Leader – Development Management 
020 7983 5743    email katherine.wood@london.gov.uk  
Ashley Russell, Principal Strategic Planner, Case Officer 
020 7084 4706    email ashley.russell@london.gov.uk 
 


