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Councillor Tim Coleridge,  

Cabinet Member for Planning Policy, Transport and Arts 

The Royal Borough of Kensington andChelsea 

c/o. Governance Services 

Kensington Town Hall 

London  

W8 7NX 

 

 

Dear Councillor Coleridge 

 

PROPOSED KEY DECISION REGARDING EXAMINER’S REPORT ON THE ST QUINTIN AND 

WOODLANDS NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN  (04633/15/P/AB) 

 

Land at Nursery Lane, Highlever Road, London W10 

 

We act for the developer of the site at Nursery Lane (Metropolis Property) and are in close 

coordination with the owner of the site (The Legard family). Further to the last week’s Public Realm 

Scrutiny Committee we have been informed by Mr Legard, that a further consultation process of five 

days has been given to make representations on the Council’s Key Decision to recommend the St 

Quintin and Woodlands Neighbourhood Plan should proceed to Referendum.  

  

Both our client and the Legard family strongly disagree with the Examiners Report and in particular 

his findings that the site at Nursery Lane meets the test within the NPPF for designation as Local 

Green Space. The Examiners findings contradict the detailed evidence put together by our client and 

presented to the Examiner, the advice of two independent Examiners and a raft of professional 

planning opinion. Since the Examiners Report was issued our client has taken Leading Counsel’s 

opinion on the findings and these support our client’s view that the Basic Tests within the 

Neighbourhood Plan were not met. On this basis we are preparing a case for legal challenge to the 

Neighbourhood Plan at the High Court. 

 

We enclose for your information the detailed representation made to the Examiner. As noted in the 

representation the land has not been publicly accessible for over 60 years and if the provisions of the 

Neighbourhood Plan come into force it will continue to be used for its most recently used function 

(i.e. contractor’s depot and stores).  

 

We have sought throughout the planning application and Neighbourhood Plan process to work with 

the Council and local residents to secure the best use of the site and this has resulted in numerous 

pre application meetings and continued dialogue with the residents. Since the recent pre application 

meeting held with Derek Taylor and his colleagues we have reviewed options for the site which 

would deliver substantial areas of parkland for local residents but which would also allow the site to 

generate a reasonable residual value, benefiting the family which has owned the land for many 

years.  
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The scheme options which have been prepared are attached. These show options to deliver a 

generous parkland space (with the opportunity for a tennis court or other leisure facility) accessible to 

all local residents and 10 private houses to the north of the site, with the potential for three houses to 

the east for either general affordable housing or affordable housing for the elderly (potentially linked 

to the housing to the south). 

 

We presented these options to Mr Stallwood and his fellow officers at the end of last week.  

 

We wish to present this option to you (and ultimately to the Neighbourhood Forum) without prejudice 

as representing a fair and equitable compromise which allows a substantial area of land on the site to 

be designated as Local Green Space (and therefore protected) but also deliver a reasonable 

provision of housing including affordable housing. The provision of housing on the site will form 

enabling development which will allow the delivery and maintenance/upkeep of the parkland and 

leisure facility for the future. 

  

Whilst our client and the owner remain committed to challenging the Neighbourhood Plan they 

accept this will be a long process involving significant costs to all parties and the preference would be 

to work with the Council and local residents to reach an agreed solution to the site. 

  

We would be willing to meet with you with your officers to review the options.  

 

We look forward to hearing from you. 

 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

 
Sean Tickle 

Director 

Rolfe Judd Planning Limited 
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