
 
 

 planning report GLA/4981/01  

  24 June 2019 

Wembley Tesco Extra 

in the London Borough of Brent  

planning application no. 19/1363  
  

Strategic planning application stage 1 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 

Erection of a two-storey building within existing car park comprising 3,530 sq.m. of commercial 
floor space to provide 7 retail units. Alterations to the facade of the existing Tesco store and 
subdivision of the ground floor to facilitate creation of a 1,470 sq.m. retail unit. Alterations to 
the car park layout, relocation of car wash/valet, landscaping and provision of cycle parking.  

The applicant 

The applicant is Tesco PLC and the architect is LOM.  

Strategic issues summary 

Principle of development: Whilst the proposal would provide new jobs and new retail space in the 
Opportunity Area, it involves the provision of main town centre uses outside of a town centre and will be 
heavily car reliant. The applicant must satisfy the sequential and impact tests. The development of further 
retail on an existing retail park on SIL is strongly discouraged but, subject to its impact on town centres, 
could be acceptable in this instance owing to the established use. The applicant should explain their long-
term vision for the site to include industrial uses and housing (paragraphs 17-24).  

Urban design: The proposed public realm improvements are insufficient to promote active travel and do 
not support improved connections to adjacent sites or to public transport options. Further discussions are 
required on this aspect of the scheme (paragraph 25-27). 

Environment: The Energy Hierarchy has broadly been followed but the applicant should consider 
additional PV and provide evidence of communication on connection to a district heating network. An Air 
Quality Neutral approach has not been taken and further air quality mitigation measures are required. A 
full review of flood risk should be provided, and flood resilience and emergency planning measures should 
be included. A fully detailed drainage strategy should be provided. The applicant should consider green 
roofs and walls and provide the Urban Greening Factor score (paragraphs 29-35). 

Transport: The proposed amount of car parking is unacceptable. Walking, cycling, landscaping, public 
realm and public transport improvement is required. The vehicle and bus trip generation must be revised. 
Disabled parking and electric vehicle charging points, including a rapid charging hub, in line with London 
Plan and draft London Plan standards must be provided. A revised travel plan should be submitted and 
secured within the s106 agreement. A Delivery and Servicing Plan and a Construction Logistics Plan 
should both be secured by condition (paragraphs 36-43). 

Recommendation 

That Brent Council be advised that the application does not comply with the London Plan and 
the draft London Plan, for the reasons set out in paragraph 47 of this report; but that the 
possible remedies set out that paragraph could address these deficiencies. 
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Context 

1 On 9 May 2019, the Mayor of London received documents from Brent Council notifying him of 
a planning application of potential strategic importance to develop the above site for the above uses. 
Under the provisions of The Town & Country Planning (Mayor of London) Order 2008, the Mayor 
must provide the Council with a statement setting out whether he considers that the application 
complies with the London Plan, and his reasons for taking that view. The Mayor may also provide 
other comments. This report sets out information for the Mayor’s use in deciding what decision to 
make. 

2 The application is referable under Category 3E of the Schedule to the 2008 Order: 

• 3E “Development —(a) which does not accord with one or more provisions of the 
development plan in force in the area in which the application site is situated; and (b) 
comprises or includes the provision of more than 2,500 square metres of floorspace for 
use falling within any of the following classes in the Use Classes Order— 

o (i) class A1 (retail); 
o (iii) class A3 (food and drink); 
o (xii) class D2 (assembly and leisure). 

 
3 Once Brent Council has resolved to determine the application, it is required to refer it back to 
the Mayor for his decision as to whether to direct refusal or allow the Council to determine it itself. 

4 The Mayor of London’s statement on this case will be made available on the GLA website 
www.london.gov.uk.  

Site description 

5 The approximately 5 hectare site is located in the Wembley Opportunity Area in a Strategic 
Industrial Location (SIL). The site is also within a Strategic Area for Regeneration and the Brent 
Housing Zone. The nearest town centre is Neasden District Town Centre, which is approximately 
700 metres to the north. 

6 The site is currently occupied by a 10,238 sq.m. (NIA) Tesco Extra store with ancillary car 
parking and a petrol station. The site is bounded to the east by the A406 North Circular Road and 
low-rise commercial development, to the north by the B4557 road, railway lines and an industrial 
yard and to the west and south by a large IKEA warehouse store and associated service yards. 

7 The site is on the North Circular Road and from this road the site is approximately 400 metres 
from Neasden Underground Station (Jubilee Line), as measured in a straight line; however, the actual 
walk would be over 1 kilometre long beside and via a bridge over the 6-lane North Circular Road. It is 
accessible by five bus routes from a bus stop within the site. The Public Transport Access Level (PTAL) 
of the site is 2/3, on a scale of 0-6b where 6b is the highest. As such, public transport accessibility is 
low to moderate. 

8 The pedestrian and cycle environment is generally poor. Cyclists use routes on site dominated 
by heavy goods vehicles and cars and must use the carriageways of adjacent roads. The North Circular 
and the railway lines are barriers to movement and result in a noisy environment with poor air quality. 
Drury Road links to the only residential area within easy walking distance and it has footways of 
variable quality often with parked cars obstructing the route. On site there is little provision for 
pedestrians and bus passengers must walk through the large car park between the bus stops and the 
store. 

 

http://www.london.gov.uk/
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Details of the proposal 

9 The applicant is proposing the reconfiguration of the existing Tesco Extra store to 
accommodate a new unit and the construction of a separate two-storey building to the south-west 
of the store on existing car parking. This would create an uplift of 3,502 sq.m. (NIA) in retail, food 
and beverage and leisure uses. 
 
10 The development would reduce the existing Tesco Extra store in size to 8,454 sq.m. by 
subdividing the ground floor to create a new 1,470 sq.m. retail unit and increasing the size of two 
smaller units to 120 sq.m. and 166 sq.m. in size respectively.  
 
11 A separate two-storey building would cover 3,530 sq.m. and contain 7 units, including two 
restaurant/cafe units, three flexible commercial units and one retail unit on the ground floor and a 
gym on the first floor. 
 
12 The proposals also include external alterations to the appearance of the Tesco store, public 
realm and landscape works and alterations to the car park layout. 
 
Table 1: Existing and proposed floorspace 

Floorspace by use (NIA) Existing (sq.m.) Proposed (sq.m.) Difference (sq.m.) 

Tesco Extra store 9,973 8,454 -1519 

Retail (in changes to Tesco 
store) 

265 1,756 +1,491 

Retail/restaurant/cafe (new 
building) 

0 1,796 +1,796 

Gym 0 1,734 +1,734 

Retail/ restaurant 10,238 13,740 +3,502 

 
Case history 

13 There is no strategic planning history associated with this site. The applicant has engaged in 
pre-application discussions with the GLA in relation to this site. The principle of development within 
an Opportunity Area was supported. The additional retail development on an existing retail site albeit 
in SIL could be acceptable, although the proposal would require a number of public realm and 
transport improvements to make it sustainable. Overall, the proposal was not supported due it being 
retail and leisure development in an out-of-centre location, subject to the outcome of the proposed 
sequential test and impact assessment. 

Strategic planning issues and relevant policies and guidance 

14 For the purposes of Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, the 
development plan in force for the area is the Brent 2010 Core Strategy Development Plan Document 
(DPD); the 2011 Site Specific Allocation Development Plan Document; the 2016 Development 
Management Policies; and the 2016 London Plan (Consolidated with Alterations since 2011). 

15 The following are also relevant material considerations:  
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• The National Planning Policy Framework (February 2019); 

• National Planning Practice Guidance; 

• The draft London Plan (consultation draft December 2017 incorporating minor suggested 
changes published in August 2018), which should be taken into account on the basis 
explained in the NPPF; 

• The Wembley Area Action Plan (January 2015); and, 

• The Brent Preferred Options Local Plan (November 2018). 
 
16 The relevant issues and corresponding policies are as follows:  

  

• Opportunity Areas London Plan; 

• Retail London Plan; Town Centres SPG; 

• Strategic Industrial Locations London Plan; Land for Industry and Transport SPG; 

• Urban design London Plan; Shaping Neighbourhoods: Character and Context SPG; 
Housing SPG; Shaping Neighbourhoods: Play and Informal 
Recreation SPG; 

• Inclusive design London Plan; Accessible London: achieving an inclusive environment 
SPG; 

• Environment London Plan; Sustainable Design and Construction SPG; London 
Environment Strategy; 

• Transport & Parking London Plan; Mayor’s Transport Strategy. 
 

Principle of development 

Opportunity Area 

17 London Plan Policy 2.13 and draft London Plan Policy SD1 state that proposals in Opportunity 
Areas should seek to optimise residential and non-residential outputs, contain a mix of uses and 
support wider regeneration. The London Plan identifies the Wembley Opportunity Area as having an 
identified development capacity for up to 11,000 new jobs and a minimum of 11,500 new homes, 
increased to up to 13,500 jobs and 14,000 homes in the draft London Plan. The Wembley Area Action 
Plan sets out aims to enhance the vitality and viability of Wembley town centre as the focus for new 
retail and town centre uses and maintaining a range of retail and local services in other town centres. 
It outlines a need for 27,000 sq.m. of comparison and 12,500 sq.m. of convenience retail space up to 
2026 in the town centre.  

18 The proposal for new retail and leisure development would help meet the objectives to provide 
new jobs and new comparison retail space in the Opportunity Area. However, the proposed 
development would take place outside of a town centre, which is contrary to the town centre first 
approach set out in the London Plan and the NPPF. This is considered further below. The 
development will also be heavily car reliant, which is contrary to the overall aims of London Plan Policy 
2.13 and the draft London Plan. 

19 Draft London Plan Policy SD8 states that the full potential of existing out of centre retail parks 
to deliver housing intensification should be realised, and that this should not result in a net increase in 
retail or leisure floorspace. It is acknowledged that this part of the Opportunity Area requires several 
strategic transport and land use interventions to unlock its residential and industrial development 
potential. A comprehensive masterplan in agreement with the Council is essential before the benefits 
of the site can be realised. In this case, whilst the further provision of retail is undesirable, the simple 
and functional design of the proposal and the short-term leases typically associated with retail 
occupiers means the development should be easy to demolish and would not preclude the future 
optimisation of the site for mixed-use development. However, this is not guaranteed, and the 
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applicant should however outline its long-term vision for the site in conjunction with the neighbouring 
IKEA site and with the Council, and which should include industrial and residential uses. The proposed 
further retail development on a retail park is strongly discouraged but may be accepted as an interim 
development, subject to an outline vision for the site, detailed consideration of sequentially preferable 
sites and its impact on town centres.  

Strategic Industrial Locations 

20 London Plan Policy 2.17 and draft London Plan Policy E5 are clear that SIL should be 
protected in London. Retail and leisure development proposals in SILs should only be allowed where 
they are small scale ‘walk to’ services.  

21 The proposal is located within a Strategic Industrial Location (SIL). It is acknowledged that the 
SIL is currently occupied by the Tesco Extra store, ancillary uses and car parking, and as such is not 
used for industrial purposes. It is noted that nearby SIL, which is in low-density industrial use, could be 
reasonably intensified before the SIL on this site comes forward as part of a comprehensive 
redevelopment. The potentially short to medium term nature of the additional retail development 
proposed on this established retail site within SIL could be acceptable in this instance with regard to 
London Plan industrial land policy, subject to its impact on town centres. 

22 However, it is imperative that the applicant works with IKEA and Brent Council to develop a 
comprehensive masterplan for the wider site as soon as possible. This must include industrial uses 
along with residential development on the site, in accordance with London Plan Policy 2.17 and draft 
London Plan Policies SD1 and E5. 

Town centres 

23 Paragraph 86 of the NPPF states that main town centre uses, which include retail and leisure, 
should be located in town centres first. Only if suitable sites are not available should out-of-centre 
locations be considered. The NPPF requires that a sequential test is applied to planning applications 
for main town centre uses outside of a town centre or that are not in accordance with an up-to-date 
plan. Furthermore, in line with London Plan Policy 4.7 and draft London Plan Policy SD8, retail and 
town centre use development outside of centres is strongly discouraged. Proposals for new, or 
extensions to existing, edge or out of centre development are subject to an assessment of impact. 

24 The proposed development would constitute an uplift of 3,502 sq.m. of out-of-centre 
provision of main town centre uses, which is contrary to the NPPF, the London Plan and the draft 
London Plan. The applicant has consequently carried out a sequential test and impact assessment. The 
sequential test assesses a range of town centres in Brent, including Wembley Major Town Centre and 
nearby district centres, as well as other preferable sites, and the applicant considers that these sites 
could not accommodate the proposed uses. The Council will have a better knowledge of potentially 
available sites compared to the GLA and it is understood that it has appointed a consultant to 
independently appraise the applicant’s submission. The Council should ensure that the GLA are 
updated on the progress of this work. To assess the impact of this out-of-centre provision on town 
centres, the impact assessment considers the retail, leisure and restaurant impacts of the proposal. The 
assessment considers that the proposal would have the biggest impact on Wembley Major Town 
Centre, drawing 0.7% of convenience and comparison goods trade away, and as such would not have 
a significantly adverse impact on nearby town centres as described in NPPG. The Council and its 
consultant should confirm the robustness of this assessment. 

Urban Design  

25 London Plan Policies 7.1 and 7.4 and draft London Plan policy D1 and D2 seek to ensure 
that new developments are well-designed and fit into the local character of an area. New buildings 
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and spaces should respond to the form, style and appearance to successfully integrate into the local 
character of an area, with a positive relationship with the natural environment and respect and 
enhancement of the historic environment. 
 
26 The public realm is sufficiently generous to allow effective pedestrian circulation between 
the Tesco Extra store and the new development. The proposal would include a large area of active 
shopping frontage along this pedestrian route between the existing store and the new retail 
development with new seating and planting, which is supported in design terms. However, the site 
would remain car dominated, and the proposed public realm improvements are insufficient to 
promote active travel and do not support improved connections to adjacent sites or to public 
transport options, as detailed in the transport section below. Furthermore, the proposed macadam 
surface to the south west of the site is a low quality pedestrian route and should be replaced with a 
safer raised pedestrian footway. Further discussions are required on this aspect of the scheme. 
 
27 The new building would be of a similar style to the existing Tesco Extra, with a similar roof 
profile and architecture that is consistent with the surrounding context. As such, the materials and 
architecture are accepted. 
 

Inclusive design 

28 London Plan Policy 7.2 and draft London Plan Policy D3 require that all new development 
achieves the highest standard of accessible and inclusive design. These policies seek to ensure that all 
new development can be used easily and with dignity by all. The internal layouts and circulation 
spaces are sufficiently generous and inclusive and as such the application meets London Plan Policy 
7.2 and draft London Plan D3. 

Environment  

Energy 

29 In accordance with the principles of London Plan Policy 5.2 and Policy SI2 of the draft London 
Plan, the applicant has submitted an energy statement, setting out how the development proposes to 
reduce carbon dioxide emissions. In summary, the proposed strategy comprises: energy efficiency 
measures (including a range of passive design features and demand reduction measures) and 
renewable technologies (comprising PV panels and heat pumps). The approach proposed would 
achieve a 37% carbon dioxide reduction. The carbon dioxide savings meet the target within Policy 5.2 
of the London Plan. The applicant should consider the scope for additional measures aimed at 
achieving further carbon reductions, such as additional PV, and should provide evidence of 
communication on connection to a district heating network; the design should allow future connection 
to such a network. 

Water 

30 The site is in Flood Zone 1 and greater than 1 hectare in area. A Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) 
has been submitted as required under the NPPF. The FRA provided for the proposed development 
does not comply with London Plan Policy 5.12 and draft London Plan Policy SI12 as it does not give 
appropriate regard to surface water flood risk. A full review of flood risk (including residual risks) from 
all sources of flooding should be provided, and flood resilience and emergency planning measures 
should be included to manage these risks. 

31 The surface water drainage strategy for the proposed development does not comply with 
London Plan Policy 5.13 and draft London Plan Policy SI13 as it does not give appropriate regard to 
the drainage hierarchy and greenfield runoff rate. A fully detailed drainage strategy should be 
provided. 
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32 The proposed development generally meets the requirements of London Plan Policy 5.15 
and draft London Plan Policy SI5 on water use and infrastructure. The applicant should also 
consider water harvesting and reuse to reduce consumption of wholesome water across the entire 
development site.  This can be integrated with the surface water drainage system to provide a dual 
benefit. 

Air quality 

33 London Plan Policy 7.14 and draft London Plan Policy SI1 requires development proposals to 
minimise exposure to existing poor air quality and make provision to address local air quality problems, 
particularly within Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAs). Policy SI1 further states that development 
proposals should take an Air Quality Neutral approach and not lead to further deterioration of air 
quality and should not create unacceptable risk of high levels of exposure to poor air quality. 
 
34 The Air Quality Assessment does not meet the Air Quality Neutral benchmark and further 
mitigation is required on site. Some of the suggested air quality improvements result from the 
applicant’s transport assessment showing a substantial reduction in heavy-duty vehicle movements in 
the with development scenario compared to without development, particularly on some sections of the 
North Circular. Given that additional floorspace is proposed this is considered unlikely and the 
applicant should clarify this position. The applicant should also provide a rapid charging hub as 
detailed in the transport section below. The applicant has also not provided sufficient details to assess 
whether the building emission benchmark will be met, which should be addressed by condition. As 
such, the development does not comply with London Plan Policies 3.2, 5.3 and 7.14 and draft London 
Plan Policy SI1 on air quality.  
 
Urban greening 
 
35 London Plan Policy 5.10 and draft London Plan Policy G5 state that developments should 
provide new green infrastructure that contributes to urban greening. Policy G5 also sets out a new 
Urban Greening Factor (UGF) to identify the appropriate amount of urban greening required in new 
developments. The proposal includes large areas of roof top space and empty wall space, which 
provides a good opportunity to incorporate green and brown roofs and green walls and these should 
be provided where feasible. The applicant has also provided new tree and groundcover planting. The 
applicant should further increase the level of urban greening towards the UGF recommended target 
score of 0.3 for commercial developments and should provide this score. 

Transport 

36 Whilst there would be a reduction of overall car parking on the site from the existing 558 
spaces to 443 car parking spaces, this is well above both the current and draft London Plan parking 
standards, which is unacceptable. Furthermore, it exceeds the maximum of 310 parking spaces 
required at the busiest time in the applicant’s parking accumulation survey. The proposed level of 
provision would not help deliver the mode shift targets set out in the Mayor’s Transport Strategy and 
in the draft London Plan towards more sustainable travel and may in fact encourage car use through 
apparent over-provision of parking. The proposal also has the potential to undermine the Mayor’s 
Vision Zero for London Action Plan due to the high car mode share and the continuing dominance of 
the vehicles in the layout of the site over pedestrians, cyclists and bus passengers. To promote 
sustainable travel, car parking provision must therefore be further reduced and the space used for 
active and bus travel and new public realm. Disabled parking and electric vehicle charging points in 
line with London Plan and draft London Plan standards must be provided. The installation of a rapid 
charging hub would complement the retained petrol station at the site and the applicant should 
engage with officers to secure this as part of the proposal. Carer and child spaces should also be 
included. 
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37 The transport assessment has several significant issues that mean it is likely to underestimate 
the number of trips generated by the development, in particular those by car, which is already the 
dominant mode. To enable an appropriate assessment of impacts and the identification of any 
necessary mitigation these deficiencies must be addressed prior to determination.  
 
38 The proposal includes 9 long term and 46 short term cycle parking spaces, which meets the 
minimum London Plan standards for the uplift in floorspace only. The locations of the short stay 
spaces are considered acceptable. However, to comply with London Plan and draft London Plan 
policy, the applicant should clarify the locations for the long stay spaces and make additional provision 
for existing Tesco employees, who are under-provided for currently. The applicant should also provide 
wider cycle spaces for adapted/ cargo bikes in the long- and short-term parking as well as shower and 
changing facilities in line with the London Cycle Design Standards.  
 
39 The development would include a pedestrian link between the new retail and related units and 
the retained car parking and existing store. However, the underlying problems of pedestrian access to 
and from and within the site would remain and thus there would unlikely to be any mode shift toward 
walking, let alone cycling for which no additional improvements are proposed. To enable a meaningful 
mode shift to sustainable travel, offsite improvements as well as further on-site walking/ cycling/ 
landscaping/ public realm improvements are required. These should provide inclusive and pleasant 
routes within and outside the site which are as convenient as possible given the significant barriers to 
movement and would link to the nearest housing areas, on and off-site bus stops, to the adjacent Ikea 
store and to Neasden Underground Station. An Active Travel Zone assessment should be undertaken 
to identify improvement needs.  In the absence of a significant package of improvements this 
development risks intensifying an already heavily car dependent development in an unsustainable 
location, contrary to London Plan Policy 2.8 and draft London Plan policy T1 and T2. 
 
40 The applicant has proposed to provide a new on site bus shelter, which should be secured by 
s106 agreement. However, this does not go far enough to encourage bus use, the only form of public 
transport within reasonable distance of the site. Passengers will still have to walk across the access 
road and the large surface car park between the existing and new retail development and the bus stop.  
 
41 A draft travel plan has been included in the submission. The plan only focuses on measures to 
promote sustainable travel by employees working on site; however, as the vast majority of the trips will 
be made by customers, it is more important to provide adequate measures and incentives to reduce 
these car trips and promote active travel and bus use. A revised travel plan should be submitted and 
secured within the s106 agreement. 
 
42 A Delivery and Servicing Plan and a Construction Logistics Plan should both be secured by 
condition. 
 
43 In the absence of progress of a comprehensive masterplan and in the interim a further 
reduction in car parking and commitment to and delivery of a significant package of active travel and 
bus mitigation, this application will exacerbate the existing issues arising from a car dominated out of 
town retail development. This would be contrary to NPPF paragraphs 102 and 103 and both London 
Plan Policy (2.8 & 13, 6.1 – 3, 6.7, 6.9 &10 and 6.13) and draft London Plan policy (GG2, T1, T2, T4, 
T5 and T6.3). 
 

Local planning authority’s position 

44 Brent Council officers are currently reviewing the application. A committee date for the 
application has not yet been set.  
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Legal considerations 

45 Under the arrangements set out in Article 4 of the Town and Country Planning (Mayor of 
London) Order 2008, the Mayor is required to provide the local planning authority with a statement 
setting out whether he considers that the application complies with the London Plan, and his reasons 
for taking that view. Unless notified otherwise by the Mayor, the Council must consult the Mayor 
again under Article 5 of the Order if it subsequently resolves to make a draft decision on the 
application, in order that the Mayor may decide whether to allow the draft decision to proceed 
unchanged or direct the Council under Article 6 of the Order to refuse the application. There is no 
obligation at this present stage for the Mayor to indicate his intentions regarding a possible direction, 
and no such decision should be inferred from the Mayor’s statement and comments. 

Financial considerations 

46 There are no financial considerations at this stage. 

Conclusion 

47 London Plan and draft London Plan policies on Opportunity Areas; industrial land; town 
centres; design; inclusive design; environment; and transport are relevant to this application. Having 
regard to these policies the application complies with some of these policies but not with others as per 
the schedule below: 

• Principle of development: Whilst the proposal would provide new jobs and new retail 
space in the Opportunity Area, it involves the provision of main town centre uses outside of 
a town centre and will be heavily car reliant. The applicant must satisfy the sequential and 
impact tests. The development of further retail on an existing retail park on SIL is strongly 
discouraged but, subject to its impact on town centres, could be acceptable in this instance 
owing to the established use. The applicant should explain their long-term vision for the site 
to include industrial uses and housing. 

• Urban design: The proposed public realm improvements are insufficient to promote active 
travel and do not support improved connections to adjacent sites or to public transport 
options. Further discussions are required on this aspect of the scheme. 

• Environment: The Energy Hierarchy has broadly been followed but the applicant should 
consider additional PV and provide evidence of communication on connection to a district 
heating network. An Air Quality Neutral approach has not been taken and further air quality 
mitigation measures are required. A full review of flood risk should be provided, and flood 
resilience and emergency planning measures should be included. A fully detailed drainage 
strategy should be provided. The applicant should consider green roofs and walls and 
provide the Urban Greening Factor score. 

• Transport: The proposed amount of car parking is unacceptable. Walking, cycling, 
landscaping, public realm and public transport improvement is required. The vehicle and bus 
trip generation must be revised. Disabled parking and electric vehicle charging points, 
including a rapid charging hub, in line with London Plan and draft London Plan standards 
must be provided. A revised travel plan should be submitted and secured within the s106 
agreement. A Delivery and Servicing Plan and a Construction Logistics Plan should both be 
secured by condition. 
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for further information, contact GLA Planning Unit: 
Juliemma McLoughlin, Chief Planner 

020 7983 4271 email: juliemma.mcloughlin@london.gov.uk 
John Finlayson, Head of Development Management 
020 7084 2632 email: john.finlayson@london.gov.uk 
Alison Flight, Deputy Head of Development Management 

020 7084 2820 email: alison.flight@london.gov.uk 
Nick Ray, Team Leader  
020 7983 4178 email: nick.ray@london.gov.uk 
Reece Harris, Strategic Planner (Case officer) 
020 7983 5802 email: reece.harris@london.gov.uk 
 


